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CEMETERY SITE AT KIRWIN, KAN S. 


Mr. HAN BACK. I desire to call up from the Calendar of the at 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the bill (H. R. 
577) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to the city of Kirwin, 
Kans. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, &c., That the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter 15 sec- 
tion gyre ry south, of range 16 west of the sixth principal meridian, in the 


Kansas, now occu ied by the city of Kirwin for cemetery purposes, be, 
and the same is hereby, Tied a tha said city of Kirwin for the use of a public 


cemetery. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 


BARSAC Lamus to be heard in support of this bill? 
Mr. HANBACK. Notat present. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman reserves his time. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. Sect 
to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to the city of Kirwin, Kans., hav- 
ing had the same under consideration, beg leave to report as follows : 

As appears from the memorial of the mayor and common council, a tract of 
sari Hasyn t to the town has been . years, or since the first 

pear aan sige of that region, as a public burial ground, is so used to-day, and —.— 
tains the remains of over two ae persons. It is ‘the only cemetery 

the town, and has fen beautified, and otherwise improved, — Tor 

cemetery papoan; and aside from. —_ purposes no part of said ground isused 

by any persons, or co! 

Ta February. II. bo ms i 
ber-culture pr bis u 
the sum of $300, to 


Your committee therefore recommend that the bill donating this land to the 
city of Kirwin for cemetery purposes be 
The eee of the oe ae as follows: 


The undersigned. e le residing in and in the neighborhood 
of Kirwin, county o i Phillips, an 5 —.— now and sho aA for 
over twelve years last past E 3 5 has been, and 


is at the present time, used as a 

thet oe selon of eal ved, fe oe and 
R ro fen 

alas from burial pur- 


in her corporate capacity, purchase, for a valuable ee 
viz, $300, or Jopn McClimont, a relinqu 

211, eto he had on said forty acres of 

cate of the city clerk of, Kirwin, and the 

of the United 


“That at eee there is no provision of statute by which title can inure to the 

many pemn persons interested in said forty acres of land,and in view thereof your 

pa oners would most respectfully and earnestly pray that they be aided by a 

actof Con: ranting tothe city of 5 its successors in office, 

the Nad N of sec, 29, T. 4. R. 16 W., for burial purposes, and to be known 
as the Kirwin e Grant.“ 


And ſor which your petitioners will ever ir 1 180 LL, 
“ Mayor. 


* u“ Councilmen. 
“W. E. ROWE 
„W. D. JENKINS, 
` HELM 


“ Citizens,” 


Exnursir A. 


KinwIx, KANS., December 10, 1883. 
J, I. E. Campbell, city clerk of the city of Kirwin, Phillips County, Kansas, 
do ‘hereby certify that, according to the records in my possession of the pro- 
eeedings of the city council of ar Ad of xiv. the salt council did, at a reg- 
ular meeting held February p of John McClimont, agent of the 
heirs of aan EP 3 All their right, title, and interest to the SE. 
N sec. 29, T. 4 S., of R. 16 W., 6th P. M., to used as a public cemetery ; 
and on April 11. 1881, the said council orde Selk warrant for $300 to be issu: 
to the said John Mc@limont as payment therefor, and received a relinquishment 
(as to said tract) of timber-culture entry No. 211, then in force on said tract. 
Since then a portion of said tract has been surveyed and platted, and is being 
used as the common cemetery of the community as See requires, 
Witness my hand and seal this 10th day of ee ee 
[sax] H. E. CAMPBELL, City Clerk. 
Exuisir B. 
UNITED STATES LAND OFFICE, Kirwin, Kans., December 11, 1888. 
We, John Bissell, register, and R. R. Bare receiver, = hereby certify thatthe 
ee of this office show that the E. NE. 3 sec. 29, T R 16 W., is cov- 
ast declaratory statement No. 897, made by Peter M. Rominer, on Jan 
$ alleging settlement eres 25, 1873; also on the 27th day of April, 1 1877 
imont, jr., mad e timber-culture entry No. 211, said en 


t 
1 oia 45, 1878, per letter C, ‘April 6, 1878, and on June 3, 1878, John MeClimont, 
XVI 
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made timber entry No. 1955 on said tract, which was canceled as to the SE, 
75 NE. } said section on July 18, 1881, by Commissioner's letter C of July 12, 1881, 
JOHN BISSELL, Register. 
R. R. HAYS Res Receiver, 


Is there objection to the present con- 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? Chair hears none. 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 

ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HANBACK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SARATOGA SPRINGS, N. Y. 


Mr.WEMPLE. I desire to call up from the Speaker's table the bill 
(S. 1725) for the erection of a public building at Saratoga Springs, N. Y. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secret: of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suit- 
able 2 with propro vaults, for etch S ry EE of the United States 
court, the post-o! er Government offices, at Saratoga Springs, State of 
New York. The jans, specifications, and full estimates for Said l building shall 
be previously fanaa approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the 
site and building 5 soe bey os of $100,000: Provided, That the site shall 
leave the 36 o danger ſrom fire in adjacent gs by an 
oped space of not than sey feet, including streets alleys; and no money 

approp, priated for said building shall be available until a valid title to the site for 
said building shall be vested in the United States, not until the State of New 
York shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same. 
during the time me United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all 
purposes exce administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service ¢ of ei 3 therein. 

Sec. 2, That the sum of — is hereby appropriated for the purchase of a 
site and commencement of work 


Mr. WEMPLE. I call for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. WEMPLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Ney nt whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3716) for the erection of a n i at ate Springs, N. Y., 
That Saratoga Sp „ hanne Mami y Arai N la 
ving me ous as ng place 
in the world has a transient population of some 50,000 during the season, or for 
four or five months of the year, and from the ‘registers and arrivals by the 
various rail show that at least half a million 8 visit that place 


wore a post amas 
Aaris rds ae the year 1883 were $28,015.65. During the summer months 


Kiistribut 
ue and papers. The postmaster estimated them to some 4,000 daily. 
amount of ma mail matter received exceeded the amount dispatched. There 
nd dispatched from this office during the year 1883 7,052 
tered letters. There were money-orders issued amounting to $67,327, .78, and 
paid amounting to 884,094.24. 
The amount of rent paid for this post-office is $1,500. It is located in a wooden 
building and of such a dangerous character that it can not 3 for less than 


fifty boarding t houses. 
"Saratoga is steadi 14 increasing in 8 business, and wealth, The Adi- 
rondack lroad is being extended thro to the Saint Lawrence River, going 


rs — the vast timber and mineral wealth p the Adirondacks and ending at 
Saratoga, connecting with the Delaware and Hudson Canal Company, Boston, 
and New York. 

Although thereare no stated termsof the United States courts held at Saratoga 
there are many special terms appointed to be held at Saratoga on account of the 
eonvenience to both the court and clients, and in consideration of the com 
atively small additional ig. prea toprepare a court-room in the upper part tof the 
building it is reeommended that it be done. 

The amount judged suitable for such a building was determined upon after 
consultation at the office of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury. 

In view of the foregoing facts your committee recommends the passage of the 
bill, amending the same by striking out the second section thereof. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WEMPLE] desire to be heard ? 
Mr. WEMPLE. I reserve my time. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think there should be inserted in 
this bill a provision similar to that which has been adopted with refer- 
ence to most of the public buildings authorized durjpg this session, im- 
posing on the Secretary of the Treasury, not the Supervising Architect, 
the duty of seeing that the expense of constructing the building, after 
the site has been purchased, shall not exceed the amount of the appro- 
priation then remaining. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. It is regarded as important by all the citi- 
zens of Saratoga that we should have a public building there; and I beg 
to assure the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] that the amend- 
ment he suggests, ifadopted, would hazard the passage of this bill dur- 
ing the present 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam satisfied that such an amendment would not 
jeopardize the passage of the bill. I think it of the highest importance 
that the cost of this building should not be permitted to exceed the 
amount which Congress may now appropriate. That is the real peril 
against which we should guard. In view of the determination of the 
House yesterday that this provision against extravagance was not nec- 
essary in the case of the building at Chattanooga, I would 2 feel 
justified, so far as I am concerned, in insisting on applying the provis- 
ion to other bills. But I should feel very much gratified, +o. should feel 
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that we were l e ee eee eee ee 


phis, Tenn., under contract with and direction of J. M. Timony, vaio States 
marshal for claim an 


* — dicial district of Tennessee, ees d demand 
gentleman in arti bill would himself propose such an amend the w jn — 
ment and have it adopted. It will not imperil the final passage of the — dig n S the said T age 
bill. Mr. YOUNG. I am so hoarse this morning I can be heard, 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the gentleman having this bill in | and therefore will yield to my colleague [Mr. MCMILLIN ] to occupy 


charge whether he will, so far as he is concerned, consent that this ap- 
Pei be made and paid only in standard silver dollars, 
Laughter. 

Mr WEMPLE. So far as I am personally concerned I should be 
perfectly willing that should be done; but this bill comes from the Sen- 
ate, and an amendment of such a character would virtually kill the 
bill. 

Mr. WELLER. Oh, no; it is the easiest thing in the world for the 
Senate to adopt this amendment; and the gentleman having the bill in 
charge is entitled to have his views incorporated in it. 

Mr. PAYSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WEMPLE] whether any Federal courts are held at Saratoga. 

Mr. WEMPLE. No, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then the only object of this building is to accommo- 
date the ce? 

Mr. MPLE. Itis for the purpose of a post-office strictly. 

Mr. BUCKNER. What does the Government pay as sg for the 
building now used as a ffice? 

. WEMPLE. The Government pays $1,500 rent for a building 
which does not furnish facilities, which is not adequate 
for the transaction of the public business. 

Mr. WELLER. Would 6 per cent. interest on the amount of appro- 
priation now vpo pee exceed the rent now paid by the Government? 
ı Mr. WEMPL If the Government rented a building affording 
proper facilities for the transaction of the public business, it would not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate on this bill has ex- 
pired. Is there 9 to the present consideration of this bill? 

Fifteen members rose to object. 

So the bill was not considered. 

CHRISTOPHER SCHAEFNOCKER. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7305) 
for the relief of Christopher Schaefnocker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it £c., That the of the Tr „and he is hereby, au- 

thorised and direced to pay pros seid money 8 not 8 527 

riated, to 8 late second lieutenant of Company D, 

e hundred and ninth Pennsylvania Volun the pay and allowances of a 

— lieutenant from the day of May, 1862, to the 4th day of August, 1862. 
2 report (by Mr. ROWELL) was read, as follows: 


Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2610) for 
rania Vola second lieutenant o Company D, 


the re oe of siete cad ge ee - - 9 
n: vania Vo tontor re as fo! 
53 the records of the War Christo Schaefnocker 
entered the service Ma: 24, 1862, as 8 eutenant, Company D, One hun- 
dred and ninth 


Pennsy V in that capacity until Au- 

‘gust 4, 1862; that he has not been paid for said service for the reason that the 
Paymaster deoided that his muster was not legal. 

ni of whioh ie auld Schacfocker was as E 


ment oi hich the er was a second lieutenant, and other 
er did actually serve in the ca 3 
peer the dad Mutiee ot of second lieutenant from the 24th of May, 1 to August 4, 


In view of the fact that the Government justly owes the claimant the allow- 
ances of a second t, your committee report herewith a substitute for 
the bill and recommend its passage. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania whether this claimant could not have been mustered under the 
act of June 3, 1874. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. There is some difference of opinion about that 
act. This bill was reported favorably at the last session of Congress. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ROWELL] reported it from the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and I su there can be no objection to it. 
This House passed a similar bill the other day. It only involves about 


Mr. SPRINGER. Better give it to him than waste any more time 


about it in discussion. 
The SPEAKE tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and the 
ouse for t consideration. 
and read a third 


bill is before the 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


The bill as amended was ordered to be 
Mr. LAWRENCE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


$ THOMAS T. STRATTON, 


Mr. YOUNG. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 305) 
for the relief of Thomas T. Stratton, assignee of W. B. Waldran. 
„The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, dc., That there be, and is hereb cero ~ 5 moneys 
Gis thax recente of kita, . V ed, sum ot 
$3,256.88, 8 by the Secretary of the Treasury to eens T. Stratton, as 
assignee of W. D. Waldran, in full; payment and satisfaction of said Waldran’s 
claim and demand nst the United States for and on account of work and 
labor done on the United States court-room, offices, and judges’ chambers at Mem- 


the time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the report be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman from Indiana want the re- 

port read, or would he prefer to hear a statement from me? 

ven. HOLMAN. I will hear the gentleman's statement. 

Mr. McMILLIN. At the request Sof my colleague [Mr. Youna] I 
will make a statement concerning this as it will take more than 
the five minutes provided by the rule to read the 

The 8 The Federal court in the city of Memphis was 
being held in rooms inadequate to its accommodation. In fact, both 
of the judges holding the court certify they were unfit for occu 
opening only upon an alley, and upon the third floor, and not properly 
furnished. The marshal and deputy marshal came to Washington for 
the purpose a getting authority to provide other apartments. They 

an t by which they could rent certain other rooms at two 
3 and odd dollars a year, provided the Government should make 
priation to furnish them. The Secretary of the Interior, the mar- 
and deputy marshal both certify and swear, authorized the expend- 
ios ofthe money. The expenditure was made. S Stratton, the owner 
of the property, being in straitened circumstances, furnished the money. 
The amount authorized by the Secretary of the Interior was $3,500; the 
amount led was thirty-two hundred and odd dollars, as provided 
for in this bill. That was in 1867. 
The judge of the court certifies as follows: 
The United Stales to W. B. Waldran, Dr. 

Nov. 1. For material and for work = oe done on UV. S. yer god 

8 F. Trigg, United 


States district judge, as per 3 — and bills attached, all of 
which were paid by me as the — progressed, $3,256. 


Mempuis, TENN., Nov. 16, 1369, 


2U. S. marshal western district cod he eee e 
dollars in full of the above acco! 
W. B. VaLDhAN. 


I have examined the within account und accompanying affidavit of W. B. 
Waldran, and paoti the account all right, I approve the same and recom- 


mend payment thereo 
CONNALLY F. TRIGG, 
United States District Judge. 
Afterward the judge was called upon to make another statement 
about it, and he certified as follows: 
I don't see what statement other than my original a 


Received of J. M. Timon 
two hundred fifty-six and 


val of the account 


stated within is n to pass the account mentioned, unless it is that I had 
mal 8 of the improvements and necessity of them. I now state 
geome think the account ought to be paid. 


The other judge made this statement: 


The rooms formerly occupied by the courts and their officers were neither de- 
cent nor comfortable. The new arrangement was cordially approved by the 
district judge and the district attorney, and it has my entire approbation. 

The reason why it was not paid when presented was that under the 
act of 1853 they held that authorization for more than $50 had to be 
made in writing. That fact seemed to be lost sight of, and it was not 
made in writing. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] knows the facts in this 


case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. WELLER. I take the floor and yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee for further explanation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I only desire further to make this statement, Mr. 
Speaker. When the apartments were occupied, I think for seven years, 
at the rental agreed upon, the verbal understanding was thereby car- 
ried out to that extent, and when the Government moved its offices and 
established them in better quarters in another part of the city, they 
carried the very property, or all of it that could be used, which this 
money is to pay for. The bill provides only for the payment of the 
original amount without interest. The committee were unanimous in 
thinking it should pass. 

I now yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES], who knows 
all the facts. 

Mr. OATES. In the Forty-seventh Congress I examined this claim, 
and will state to the House that after careful examination the proofs 
in my judgment sustained the justice of the claim, and I believe the 
money ought to be paid. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was taken up and read a first and second time, ordered toa 
third reading; and was accordingly read the third time, and 
Mr. YOUNG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


. PVBLIC_BUILDING, VICKSBURG, MISS. 


Mr. JEFFORDS. I call up the bill (S. 173) to provide a buildin 
for the use of the United States courts, post-office, custom office, an 
internal-revenue office at Vicksburg, Miss. 
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22 Clerk read bed follows : 


Renan as the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized an Jeet to cause to be constructed a suitable building, with fire- 


Reo ne Sreang wi 8 cost of site: . 
o sum shall eee e 8 estimates 
3 building shall have been made to law. a valid . po 


for — . — site — said building shall be in the United 
State of M shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, partes Ge time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service ofany ci poor 3 further, That the site so pur- 
chased shall leave the building unex to danger from fire in adjacent build 
ings by an open space of not less than forty feet, including streets and alleys. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I have but a few words to say. Vicksburg, Miss., 
is the most important city in the State commercially, and it is the most 
important city mural Memphisand thecity of New Orleans. Thereare 

con It has a population of 15,000 people. Lask 
the Representatives in dn this House to consider the fact that in Vicksburg, 
during its occupation by the Army, many private buildings were torn 
down and frequent fires occurred in consequence of such occupation, 
and the Government of the United States can not do anything better 
than erect a building for public uses as mentioned in the bill, thus 
polering aome compensation for the injuries which were inflicted and 
were ntal to a state of war. I appeal to members on both sides 
to give this building to the city of Vicksburg. 

Mr. COOK. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Certainly. 

Mr.COOK. I wish to ask whether there is a Federal court held there 
now? 

Mr. JEFFORDS. There is not now, but there ought to be. It is 
the most important river town, and it is expected that we will have a 
term of the Federal court there on account of the admiralty jurisdic- 
tion, for it all comes from the city of Vicksburg, although the court is 
held at Jackson, some fifty miles away. We can have a term of the 
Federal court there, and propose to have it. I reserve the remainder 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has two minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I shall object to this bill. During the 
last twenty years we have been extending the jurisdiction of the Fed- 
un seen and I believe the time will soon come when will 

Sica, “gee to revise and reduce the jurisdiction of the Federal courts 
as well as to reduce the number of places where they are to be held. 

In the State of Iowa one of the test abuses under which we 
labor is this matter of the Federal courts. a Neely every railroad cor- 
poration is organized outside of the State. Every road that runs 
through the State of any importance is operated as a foreign corpora- 
tion. 

Our people are dragged from the local courts to the cities where Fed- 
eral courts are held a great distance, and required to litigate in these 
courts instead of the local tribunals. Believing that it is time to in- 
augurate here as far as we can an effort to diminish the number of 

where Federal courts are held and restrict their jurisdiction, I 
shall object to the construction of public buildings at any places in the 
States outside of the capitals, or at such points at which the Federal 
courts are already held: 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. COOK. Yes, sir. 
ace KOUMAN: Is there a term of the Federal court held now at 

s t? 

Mr. COOK. No, sir; not as I am informed on a question I addressed 
to the gentleman from Mississippi; but they are trying to get one es- 
tablished there. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the gentleman from Mississippi a 
question. Would you consent that this appropriation be made to be 
paid in standard silver dollars? 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I would be glad to have it made and paid in 
standard silver dollars. 

Mr. VAN EATON. But this is a Senate bill, and would have to go 
back if amended. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. The only objection would be that it would neces- 


sitate the sending of the bill back to the Senate. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 


Eighteen members rising in opposition to the bill the House refused 
to consider it, and the bill went back to the Speaker’s table. 


ACCOUNT FOR ARMS, STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker I ask the consideration of Senate bill 
1412, authorizing the of War to adjust and settle the account 
for arms between the State of South Carolina and the Government of 
the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill is as follows: 


ry of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
Carolinaand 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secreta: 
directed to adjust the account for arms between the st State of South 


the Government of the United States, and EE 
overcharge made against said State in A. D. 1869, under the act approved the 23d 
of April, A. D. 1808, and the several acts amendatory thereof, as that 
‘on said account by said State for the ten years last past be taken in full sat - 
ion of the same. * 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, this bill has passed the Senate, and a 
bill exactly in similar terms has been favorably reported by the Mil- 


that the amounts 


itary Committee of this House. A bill of similar terms passed the 
Senate in the Forty-sixth Congress, as well as in the Forty-seventh, 

was favorably in the last House by the Military Commit- 
tee, but failed to be reached for consideration. 

This bill merely proposes that in the annual distribution of arms to 
the militia of the States the State of South Carolina shall be permit- 
ted to draw her share the same as her sister States. Owing to some 
confusion in the accounts several years ago South Carolina has not 
drawn her quota for fifteen years. This bill does not ask the back 
quota, but only that she shall get in the future her proportion the same 
as the other States. 

I suppose there will be no objection to the bill, but I reserve the re- 
mainder of my time. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I will state that I have examined 
this bill quite carefully, and in my judgment it is a proper measure, 
and ought to pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate bill was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read by its title a first and second time, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
a and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 


Is there objection to the present con- 


55 latter motion was agreed to. 
LOSSES BY GOVERNMENT STEAMER J. DON CAMERON. 


Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent to call up for present 
consideration Senate bill 1347 for the relief of the sufferers by the loss 
of the Government steamer J. Don Cameron, and put it upon its pas- 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Pett enacted, dc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 8 
directed to examine in into, ascertain, and determine the losses of priya! 
o the 558 isted men, and laundresses of the Fifth Regiment Gaited 
mye Hi reason of the sinking of the Government — J. Don Cameron, 
10 the Missouri River, on or about the 18th day of May, ; and the sum of 
$25,000, or so much t as may be necessary, is here 8 out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ropriated, to enable the Secretary 
of War to adjustand the 3 officers of the Treasury to pay the claimants 
the amount of their said losses, as allowed and approved under authority of this 
act, not to exceed the amount for baggage allowed to said officers, soldiers, and 
laundresses by law and the Army lations: Provided, That each 
claiming remuneration under this act U furnish to the Secretary of War,or 
accounting officers of the Treasury, a statement, duly verified, of the value of 
the property by him lost, and also of the amount of insurance, if any, received 
thereon, which amount shall be deducted from the value of a aN neh on set- 


tlement by the accounting officers of the Treasury: Provided That the award 
of the Secre! of War for such losses shall be final, and er pay ent thereof to 
the several claimants shall be held and taken as a complete relinquishmentand 


satisfaction of all claims for damages sustain t reason nking 
of said Government steamer J. Don 8 9 

Mr. LYMAN. This bill, I will state in brief, is to pay certain offi- 
cers of the United States Army and some poor laundresses for property 
lost some years ago by the sinking of that United States steamer, en- 
tirely through the fault of the officers of the United States, and for 
which loss the United States is liable. This bill has heen reported 
unanimously by the Senate Committee as well as the House Commit- 
tee. It in the Senate in the Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and 
Forty-eighth Con and now awaits the action of the House. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. It has passed the House twice. 

Mr, LYMAN. Yes; it has passed the House twice. There is no 
question about the justice of the claim. If there is no objection I will 
ook call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. LYMAN. The Clerk will please to read only the parts of the 
report which are marked and which contain the gist of it. I reserve 
my time. 

The Clerk commenced to read the s marked in the report. 

Mr. WELLER (interrupting the reading). I understand the gentle- 
man from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS] is prepared to give a brief ex- 
pennon of the bill; and that he may do so I withdraw the demand 

or the reading of the report. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Thereport is very long, and I think I can explain 
the matter very easily. These officers and soldiers were placed on an 
unseaworthy steamer against their protest. The steamer struck a snag 
and sank. Those who had insured their property went Larisa 
and were defeated, on the ground that the Government had 
cal Brae 8 in charge of the boat. This bill was repo 

the House. It passed the ras pail by Gen: 
— cane ha e Senate three times. 

Mr. STEELE. As I understand the bill, unless the Secretary of 
T ee from this appropriation what these parties ask they are 

ve it. 
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I think 


Mr. MAGINNIS. In that case they are not to have it. 


there can be no ible objection to the bill. ' 

The SPEA pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LYMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PURCHASE OF WHARF IN WILMINGTON, N. C. 
Mr. GREEN. I call up the bill (S. 1251) to authorize the 5 1 
of a wharf for the use of the Government in Wilmington, N. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the United States Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to cause an examination to be made of the w in front 
of the custom-house and other property at the port of Wilmington, N. C., offered 


by E. E. een Te of the First National Bank of Wilmington, namely, 
the followin; estate: One hundred and sixty-six feet front on Cape Fear 
River, lyi tween Market and Princess streets and Waterstreet and the river; 


and also the brick fire-proof two-story warehouse, together with the land on 
which it is situated, saong the custom-house on the south, the said ware- 
house occupying a space of thirty feet front and running east ninety-two feet; 
and on inquiry as to their necessity for use for the revenue-marine service and 
other customs purposes at that port, and if it shall be found advantageous and 
necessary for such purposes, to purchase the same at a reasonable price: Pro- 
vided, That it shall not exceed $30,000, which amount shall be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. GREEN. The reasons for the proposed purchase are fully set 
forth in a letter of the late Secretary of the Treasury which I hold in 
my hand, and which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 5, 1883. 

Sır: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the Ist in- 

stant, transmitting Senate bill No, 2386 to authorize the purchase of a wharf for 
the use of the Government in Wilmington, N. C.,in which you request, on be- 
half of the Committee of Commerce, such information or suggestions as I may 
deem proper touching the necessity for the purchase therein provided for, and 
the propriety of the passage of said bill. 
| In re y I have respectfully to state that the present wharf and storage facili- 
ties at Wilmington are represented as inadequate to the wants of the customs 
service. 
` The Department has been for some time hiring a wharf ànd storage houses 
for customs purposes at considerable annual cost. The storehouse for coal for 
revenue vessels, hired by the Department, is located more than a mile from the 
custom-house wharf, and is reported unfit for the purpose. The Department, 
however, has not been able to secure one nearer, nor any suitable structure for 
what is deemed a reasonable rental. 
! Immediately in front of the custom-house isasmall wharf in which is reserved 
a right of wharfage for revenne-cutters and other customs purposes. This wharf 
is not, however, of sufficient length to accommodate the vessels of the Govern- 
ment which are employed at the present time, it being but ninety-nine feet long, 
wails bgt revenue-cutter stationed at Wilmington is one hundred and seventy- 
five feet long. 

To make this wharf available for the Government's use at least one hundred 
feet should be added to it. If this were done the Government storehouse might 
be located thereon, and besides the storage for coal, &c., it could be availed of 
for storing merchandise or heavy articles belonging to the customs service. 

The Department has received several 8 for increase of facilities at 
Wilmington, such as the possession of the property named in the bill would 


supply. 
towid the wharf be secured it would afford landing facilities for vessels of the 
revenue marine and other Government vessels at that port. 

The bill seems guardedly drawn, and I see no objection to its passage. 


Very respectfully 
af, à CHAS. J, FOLGER, Secretary. 
Hon. S. J. R. MCMILLAN, 
Chairman Committee on Commerce, United States Senate. 


A true copy: 
E. W. CLARK, 
Chief Revenue Marine Division, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina has expired. Unless some gentleman desires to occupy the 
time in opposition, the Chair will ask for objections, [After a pause. ] 
Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and 

Mr. GREEN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WILLIAM H. CROOK, 


Mr. RAY, of New York. I ask to take from the Speaker’s table for 
present consideration the bill (S. 458) for the relief of William H. 
Crook. I desire to say in ri to this bill, very briefly, that it has 
already passed the Senate without op 


position, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read. 
The bill was ; as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secre of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay to William H. Crook, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $4,000, as compensation for 
services as secretary to the dent to sign land- patents for the are pei of 
1879, 1880, 1881, and 1882, inclusive, and which services were additi to his 
regular duties as executive clerk and disbursing agent, the amount being the. 
pame as was formerly paid for such service. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Over 40,000. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Over 40,000 a year. The bill has passed 
the Senate and it was reported favorably 1 5 House Committee on 
Claims without any opposition whatever. ey recommend that Mr. 
Crook shall receive the sum of $2,000. The minority report is that he 
should have the sum of $4,000. There is no question of the value of 
these services. There is no question but that they were performed ably, 
promptly, and efficiently in all ts, and that this man earned the 
money out of office hours and in addition to his duties incum- 
bent upon him by virtue of the ordinary clerkship—duties which he 
had to orm. 

I would like to say, in addition, that last year this Congress restored 
the office and is now paying for the performance of this duty the sum 
of $1,500 per annum. ‘Therefore it seems to me there can be no ques- 
tion but that this man, having performed the services for the Govern- 
ment and having earned the money, should receive his pay. Four 
thousand dollars is $500 a year less than the Government paid from 
1836 to 1878, and is $500 a year less than the Government is paying to- 
day for the performance of these same services. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, if he will 
permit me. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Willingly. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to inquire if this party did not know that 
there was no authority of law for him to render these services with the 
anticipation of being paid ? 

Mr. RAY,of New York. The services were rendered at the request 
of officers of the Government—at the request of the Secretary of the 
Interior, Mr. Teller, under the direction of the President and upon the 
representation and understanding that they would be paid for. 

Mr. WELLER. That is one of the points I desire to understand. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. The work was done with that understand- 
ing, as the committee report. 

Mr. WELLER. And these services were in addition to the regular 
duties of this man’s position? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Yes, sir; but he ‘ormed these services 
at night. He performed his regular duties during the daytime, and 
then devoted the nights to this work. 

Mr. WELLER. the sum of $4,000 cover the entire charge 
against the Government? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. 
$2,000 less. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
has expired. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, this is a proposition to pay an em- 
ployé of the Government extra compensation for extra services rendered 
by him. The amount is not la but that principle is involved. I 
believe this gentleman was receiving a salary of $1,600 a year at the 
time he performed these services. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Fifteen hundred dollars was his regular 


It does, and the amount provided for is 


The time for debate in favor of this bill 


salary. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Heretofore the signing of these patents for the Presi- 
dent has been done by clerks detailed for that purpose, and if I under- 
stand this claim correctly, it is based upon the ground that that duty 
was devolved upon the executive officer, and this clerk was detailed to 
perform it. I will ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
if I am correct in that? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is the way I understand the case. As the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] calls upon me I will make this 
statement: Congress abolished the officer who had heretofore di 
this duty and required that the executive department should have the 
work performed by the clerical force. Thereupon the Executive de- 
volved the duty upon this officer, and he did the work according to 
order, and now he comes and seeks pay for it. The committee reduced 
the amount that was recommended by the Senate. The Committee on 
Claims thought that there ought not to be a payment of $4,000, and de- 
clined to recommend it; and, if I may be permitted to make my own 
statement, I believe I opposed the payment of anything. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I the gentleman’s se a He voted 
for the $2,000, as did every member of the committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I do not remember how that was, but I remem- 
ber that I stated at the time that it was a case of the payment of two 
salaries to an employé of the Government. 

The SPEAKER po tempore. The hour under the special rule has 
expired and the bill goes over. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
to correct 


The Chair asks consent of the House 
an erroneous reference. The bill (H. R. 8048) was referred 
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to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, when it should have been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. If there is no objection it will 
be so referred. 
MEXICAN PENSION BILL. 
Mr. RAYMOND, by unanimous consent, presented a memorial of the 
Legislative Assembly of Dakota for the passage of the Mexican war pen- 
sion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


DIVISION OF DAKOTA. 


Mr, RAYMOND, by unanimous consent, also presented a joint reso- 
Intion and memorial of the Legislative Assembly of Dakota to the Con- 
gress of the United States, praying for the division of Dakota, and for 
the admission of the southern portion of said Territory asa State; which 
was referred to the Committee on Territories. 


RECORDS OF THE WAR. 


Mr. REED, of Maine, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint res- 
olution (H. R. 333) directing the Public Printer to print and bind a 
certain additional number of on of the first five volumes of the Of- 
ficial Records of the War of the Rebellion, to supply such libraries, or- 
root ter. and individuals designated as have not received the first 

ve volumes; which was referred to the Committee on Printing, and 
ordered to be printed. 
JOSEPH HABIG. 


Mr. ENGLISH, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8251) 
granting a pension to Joseph Habig; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM BEYERS. 


Mr. ENGLISH, by unanimous consent, also introduced a bill (H. R. 
8252) ting a pension to William Beyers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


COL. JOHN C. DUANE. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker’, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to make a report from the Committee on Claims, as I was not pres- 
ent when the committee was called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the report will 
be received. : 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2470) for the relief of Colonel 
John C. Duane, Corps of Engineers, brevet-brigadier general United 
States Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


RIDER HENRY AND J. J. COUGHLIN. 


Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, introduced the following reso- 
Intion; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Accounts be, and are hereby, requested to 
provide for the payment to Rider Henry and John J. Coughlin the sum of $242.50 
each for services rendered in Clerk's document-room. 


COL, SAMUEL M. THOMPSON. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, reported back fa- 
vorably from the Committee on Pensions the bill (S. 2570) granting an 
increase of pension to Col. Samuel M. Thompson; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WILLIAM LOCKHART. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, also reported 
back favorably from the Committee on Pensions the bill (S. 357) grant- 
ing a pension to William Lockhart; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS MATHEWS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, reported back with amend- 
ments from the Committee on Ways and Means the bill (H. R. 7106) 
for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF WILLIAM B. THAYER. 

Mr. HERBERT, by unanimous consent, also reported from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means a bill (H. R. 8253) for the relief of George 
F. Roberts, administrator of the estate of William B. Thayer, deceased, 
surviving partner of Thayer Bros.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


VENEZUELAN AWARDS, 


Mr. RICE, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs a joint resolution (H. Res. 334) providing for a new 
mixed commission in accordance with the treaty of April 25, 1866, with 
the United States of Venezuela; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


REGISTRATION OF STEAMSHIPS. 


Mr. CLARDY, by unanimous consent, reported back from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, with amendments, the bill (H. R. 6662) to au- 
thorize the registration of certain steamships as vessels of the United 
States; which was referred tothe House Calendar, and the accompany- 
ing report ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. PAYSON. I submit a proposition to amend Rule XXIV. 

Mr. NELSON. I object to the introduction of the resolution. 

Mr. PAYSON. A proposition to amend the rules is privileged. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Illinois pre- 
sent this for reference to the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend Rule XXIV by adding thereto the following clause: 

It shall be in order during the remainder of this session immediately after 
the expiration of the hour the order of February 5, 1885, to 
move to take from the Speaker's table messages from the Senate and House 
bills with Senate amendments and have the same referred to the appropriate 
committees, to be decided by a majority vote and without debate.” 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point that this must go to 
the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was about to give it that 
reference. It will be so referred. 


M’MINNVILLE AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD. 

Mr. CULBERSON, of Texas, by unanimous consent, reported back 
with amendments from the Committee on the Judiciary the bill (H. R. 
2727) directing the Quartermaster-General tosettle with the MeMinn- 
ville and Manchester Railroad Company, and for other purposes; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and the aecompanying report ordered to be printed. 


WOONSOCKET NATIONAL BANK. 


On motion of Mr. SPOONER, by unanimous consent the bill (S. 2600) 
for the relief of the Woonsocket National Bank, of Woonsocket, R. I., 
was taken from the Speaker’s table, read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


ELECTION CONTEST—M’LEAN VS. BROADHEAD. 


Mr. ELLIOTT, from the Committee on Elections, submitted a report 
upon the contested-election case of McLean vs, Broadhead, from the 
ninth Congressional district of Missouri. 

The resolution appended to the report was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That James O. Broadhead was duly elected a member of the Forty- 
eighth Congress from the ninth district of Missouri and is entitled to retain 
seat. 


The report was laid on the table and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HART. I desire 30 present the views of a minority of the Com- 
mittee on Elections in the case of McLean vs. Broadhead. I ask that 
they be printed with the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
will be so ordered, 


The Clerk will report it. 


FREDERICK BENO. 


Mr. BUDD, by unanimons consent, reported back favorably from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions the bill (H. R. 2595) to t an in- 
crease of pension to Frederick Beno; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

HUGH O'NEIL. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, by unanimous consent, reported back favorably 
from the Committee on Pensions the bill (S. 1183) granting a pension 
to Hugh O'Neil; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered 
to be printed. 

FREDERICK HERCHER. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER, by unanimous consent, also reported back with 
amendments from the Committee on Pensions the bill (H. R. 8048) to 
increase the pension of Frederick Hercher; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the ac- 
companying report ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS SAINT CROIX RIVER. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I submit the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 15 


The committee of conference on the rig Bape of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bri across the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point between 
Stillwater and Taylor's Falls, Minn., having met, after full and free conference 
— agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 6, 8, 10. 

That the House recede from its disagreements to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, 3, 4, 9, 11, 12, 13; and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 


the word other“ in the part proposed to be inserted by the said amendment; 
and the Senate agree to the same, 
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That the House recede from its nt to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word other“ in pens POS Se tet JAD Se ae amendment; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

W. D. WASHBURN 


E. W. SEYMOUR, 
S. R. PETERS, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
0. D. CONGER 
S. J. R. McMILLAN, 
G. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now read the statement 


which accompanies the report under the rules of the House. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Statement of conference report on H. R. 3258 to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point between 
Stillwater and Taylor's Falls, Minn.“ * 

AMENDMENTS. 
1. Page 2, line 8, strike out of such ;™ so that it will read: Of the bridge and 
accessory works.“ 
2. Page 2, line 8, after “ works” insert provided for in this act; so that it 
egy Ot the peep peony! Pile argar obey Moret ee. 


sheer- 
Sod other 
poration erecting said bridge. 

5. Pat 4, Une 7, strike out said; so that it will read: Bridge or accessory 
works, 

6. Page 4, line 9, after “ war! insert: Not, however, to be in anywise incon- 
sistent with the ons or conditions of this act.“ 

7. rhe oe line 25, after ` insert: “And the United States shall have 
thet de way for postal telegraph and telephone lines, free of charge, across 
en É 

8. Strike out section 6, which is: That this act shall take effect and be in force 
from and after its 79 

9. At the end of bi 


insert the following sections: 
Sec. 6. That it shall be the duty of the Secreta: of Werte rere the com- 


= or persons e Area: to cause aids to of said 
Bri ge authorized by provisions of this act to be constructed, 4 and 
maintained at their own cost and in the form of booms, dikes, piers, 


craft safely through the draw and raft as shall be 

that behalf; and on the failure of the opaty oE persons afi to mal 
and 8 such additional structures in a reasonable time, the said Sec- 
retary s 


to cause the same to be built or made at the expense of the 

United . refer the matter without delay to the Attorney-Genern 
of the United whose duty it shall be to institute, in thenameof 

bridge, Brany Pa tarea, ia Located, forthe recovery S! the sou tert; aad 

or an reo for the recovery ereof; 

5 ing from such proceedings ü ury 


all moneys accru shall be covered into the Tress 

Or AO aA PAN t to alter, nd, or repeal this act is hereb ress! 
YA amend, or ; 

yesorved: and the r d age A 


t to require any in said structure, at expense 
of the owners thereof, whenever Conner abel decide that the public interests 
require it, is also expressly reserved. 


The Sg was adopted. 

Mr. WASHBURN moved to reconsider th® vote by which the con- 
ference report was ; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, reported back a bill (H. R. 8254) to amend an act entitled “An 
act to reduce internal-revenue taxation, and for ee e ap- 
proved March 3, 1883; which was read a firstand time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordezed to be printed. 

COMMITTEE CLERK. 

Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, submitted the following res- 

olution; which was referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That from and after the 4th of March, 1885, the clerkship of the Com- 
mittee on Accounts be made an annual clerkship, with compensation at $2,000 


per unnum, 
EVENING SESSIONS. 
Mr. KING submitted the following resolution; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rules: 


Resol That on and after to-morrow (Thursday, February 19), there will be 
night ons of the House of Representatives, com: at 8 p. m. each day, 
for the consideration and passage of general appropriation bills. 


DISTRIBUTION OF SURPLUS COPIES OF THE JOURNALS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported back favorably joint resolution (H. Res. 313) providing for the 
distribution of surplus copies of the Journals of the two Houses of Con- 
gress; which was refi to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS, 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Printing, also 
reported back favorably the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That all documents and books ordered to be published by the present 


Resolved, 
Congress, and which are actual! ited . the first Monday of 
next, together with documents PA arm eretofore ordered to be printed which 


have not been Na to which members of the present 
or would have been itled if published prior to the 4th of March next, and 
which are actually printed prior to the first Monday of next December, shall be 
allotted, as heretofore, to members of the present Congress and transmitted to 
their residences as fast as printed, unless otherwise ordered by the members 
themselves. > 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The resolution and accompanying re- 
port will be referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. TI ask that the resolution be consid- 
ered now. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Several members objected. 8 
Mr. SPRINGER. T understand this to be a privileged resolution. 
The SPEAKER protempore. It is not. It is in regard to the print- 
ing and distribution of documents. 


INTERNATIONAL POLAR EXPEDITION. 


Mr. BRATTON, from the Committee on Printing, reported a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 335). 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, &., That 2,000 additional copies of Lieut. P. H. Ray's report of the 
international polar expedition to Point Barrow, Alaska, be printed for distribu- 
tion by the Chief Signal Officer of the Army. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BRATTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CLAIM AGENTS AND ATTORNEYS IN PENSION CASES. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I am instructed by the Committee on 
the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay to report back favor- 
ably the act (S. 2511) relating to claim agents and attorneys in pension 
cases. I ask for the sess ee es and when they have 
pen read I shall demand the previous question on the passage of the 

The bill was read, ad follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That no agent, attorney, or other person shall demand or re- 
ceive any fee for his services in pension, arrears of pension, or bounty-land 
ee Soe rnd een oein claim, 4 eee 8 

inc. 2, That fees in pension claims shal pal the agent for 
pensions out of the first installment of pension due the claimant; and 3 
t Thro h th tf 3 — h 
excep ug e agent for payir ms, under suo 
Commissioner of Pensions „ 

Serc, 3. That the fee in all pension, arrears of pension, or bounty-land claims 
shall be $10, except in cases of special written contract, filed in the Pension Of- 
fice and approved by the Commissioner of Pensi as hereinafter provided. 
The claimant may contract with his attorney of record, in writing, in such form 
as the Commissioner of Pensions may prescribe, for a fee to an amount not ex- 
ceeding $25, subject to revision by the Commissioner of Pensions as to theamount 
to be paid, except in claims for increase A ped where no new is 
alleged, in cases of pensions for service, in all claims filed in the 
Office after June 20, 1878, and prior to the 4th day of July, 1884, in which cases 
no fee above $10 shall be contracted for; and in all claims filed prior to pred om 

of this act the atto; shall , duly a y 


Is there objection. 


na jon 
regulations as tbe 


sentation of their cases; and such Secretary may suspend, debar, dismiss, and 
disbar from further practice before his Department any sucli person, agent, or 
attorney shown to be incompetent, disreputable, or who refuses to abide by the 
noe oe es reg ha ions, or wees 5 ars, „ mislead, or 
any nt or presumptive man word, circular, letter, or 
advertisement. = A a 


both, at the 
3 the Pension 
Sec. 6. 


fee or sum of money in excess of $10; nor shall said $10, 
he make and file in 


3 of this act; and if itshall ee oe said affidavit, or in any other way, that 
ped lng, eee paid, it shall be deducted therefrom, and the 
any, shall be paid to such attorney as hereinbefore vided; Pro- 
this act shall not be so cons Re to interione with or 
entered into fairly and without fraud or duress in accordance with the laws ex- 
FFT und that any person who shall vio- 
rovided 
„That in all cases 
the act of July 4, 1884, eaten Se cence pe 
r o! no on for R 
y. th ‘ys 


That this act shall not be so construed as to prohibit any claimant the 
or may be abandoned by his attorney 


SEC. 7. 
prosecution of whose claim 
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8 employing 8 attorney or une but in no such case shall the fee 


d such attorney exceed the 3 uns indet Aah ROOMAA OE eon 
paia ma is act: Provided, That new successfully prosecute such 
claim, the original perce ep ae moor tee not sore ‘allowed to donned or receive 
any pana — 5 under the 8 the fifth section of this act. 


SEC. 8. t hereafter no perso! 
T ta TECRA or be 


who may have been heretofore 
engaged ion or 8 88 of any character 
whatsoever, and who pen de gp 9 on account thereof any sum 
whatever, shall be allo soil amigo convoy; or make over to any other 
person any such claim or 3 arent be lawful for any vendee or 
assignee of such claim or claims to ee ox receive any other or fee 
than is hereinbefore provided for; Piel shall snah eonen 9 
to receive anything for unti vendor or assignor of such claim or claims, 
if alive,shall make and file in the office of the Commissioner of pny or the 
affidavit provided for in the third section e and an 
won shall violate the provisions of this section shali be e subject to th to the aei pn 
ee ersa rag of this act: Provided, That the provisions of this act 
= rizing contracts for a fee of $25 shall be limited to attorneys or agents 
en in Ben in the State or Territory or the District ae Columbia where the claimant 
not extend to agents or attorn a elsewhere; and it 
shall be N for any agent or 3 resid in a State or Territory or 
the District of Columbia of which the claimant is resident to enter into partner- 
5 peat Soo oie to divide the fee sors with any attorney or agent residing 
8 e 0 T 2 all of 5 of the copy for thi 
EC. 0 rovisions appro ons for the pay- 
ment of invalid and oth pets op tainted of the U United ated Sees, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for other purposes, ap piste Ba 1884, ete | 


and attorn in pension cases, are 
oe commi under said act all the 3 thereof shall remain in 
force, 


ppan the Senate February 6, 1885. 
test: 
ANSON G. McCOOK, Secretary. 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order that notwithstanding this 
committee has the right under the order of the House to report at any 
time, it does not carry with it the right of consideration; that the bill 
must be referred for consideration to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union if it be of that character required to be so 
considered. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. THOMPSON in the chair). The 
int is not well taken at this time. The- right to at any time 
includes the reading of the bill and report, r which the Chair will 


the gentleman to make his point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood the bill was brought here for present 
consideration. Iam required by the rules to make my point of order 
before the consideration of the bill has been entered upon. 

Mr. PRICE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry whether it is inorder 
to move a substitute for the present bill 

The SPEAKER tempore. Itis mA 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I call for the reading of the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, having 
had under 3 Senate bill 2511, beg leave to report the same with the 


recommendation 
The said bill is in 3 the same as an amendment to the House pension 
ion bill, which passed the House at its ee session. It embodies 
same principles as the amendment to the pension appropriation 
bill which passed the House last 7 so that the no peoos bill = the princi- 
ples em ed in it have twice met the approbation House of Represent- 
atives in the Forty-eighth Con , and once in the Senate. 

The only difference in this bill of any importance from the amendment to the 
House pension Se bill of the present session is this: 

In the amendment to the Hi ope m appropriation bill there was a pro- 
vision absolutely — all contracts for a greater sum than $10, 8 
and filed under the ee ul 8 under the act of June 20, 
1878, under which last act all cases was fixed by law at 810. 

This bill does not phew inp abrogate that class of contracts, but it prohibits the 
pension 1 oe paying the . seyans 9 directs the check 
when issued to over to the attorney and client 
to settle the foe b 8 themnselve as the’ — Lap ta when the claim was 
filed and the work undertaken. 8 ferred its own bill, but 
thought this bill would correct the evils of the act Red 8 4, 1884, if not ent 
at least substantially. * a panes : First, it 
a considerable per cent. of the force in the Pension ffice—for the I 


recommend 

and without amendment. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I demand the previous question upon 
the adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Tompson in the chair). The gen- 
tleman from Ohio is entitled to be heard upon his point of order. 
` Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order against the consideration 
of thisbill inthe House. My point of order is that the bill should first 
be considered in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
ae and I call the attention of the Chair to these provisions of the 


By section 1 of the bill it will be found that it undertakes to pro- 
vide— 


That noagent, attorney, or other person shall demand or receive any fee for 
his services in pene? arrears of pension, or bounty-land claims until the al- 
lowance of the claim. 


Section 2 of the bill provides 
That all fees in pension claims shall be paid by the agent for paying pensions 


> 
out of the first 8 of on due the claimant; and no agent, attor- 


ney, or other person receive any fee for his services ‘ina pension claim ex- 
cept through — — 5 sipia paying 5 under such regulations as the Com» 
oner of Pens — may presc: 


It will be understood, and there is no dispute about it, that the agent 
for the payment of pensions named by the second section of the bill is 
the agent of the Government for the payment of pensions, and not the 
agent of the claimants for pensions, but is the person who pays out the 
money of the Government under its appropriation for pensions. By this 
pons, ion it will be seen that money belonging to the Government which 

been appropriated under the laws of Congress to be paid directly by 
these persons who are called pension agents is paid in another sense to 
persons who represent the claimants. 
8 5 I call the attention of the Speaker to paragraph 3 of ‘Rule 
III: 


All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; all 
8 ees of money, or bills making appropriations 


nited States for money or peperit, shall be first considered in a Commit- 
and a point of order under this rule shall be good at any son 
before the consideration of a bill has commenced. 5 

Now, Mr. Speaker, you will note the particular language that al 
plies to this point of order. It is that this bill contains a pi 
‘‘ authorizing payments out of appropriations already made.“ That 
is out of the moneys of the United States appropriated for the purpose 
of paying pensions. It is a payment to be made by virtue of the pro- 
visions of section 2 out of the moneys of the United States. It does not 
make any difference whether that is to be charged over as against the 
ier whom the pensions are allowed. That makes no difference, 

this is a provision in the bill for the purpose of paying out 
money already ap ted; and therefore I maintain that this bill 
requires its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and I make the point of order on that ground 
at this time. I make this point of order because it is in accordance 
with the previous rulings so far as I know of the various Speakers who 
have presided here. a | 

Mr. HOLMAN. Just a word on the point of order. I am very con- 
fident, Mr. Speaker, that a careful inquiry into this question will dis- 
close the fact that the point of order is not well taken. It comes fairly 
within the law, and not at all within the rule to which the gentleman 
from Ohio refers. 

The bill simply proposes, out of money already nip or which 
shall be appropriated, when it shall become the money of the pensioners 
themselves, that a certain limitation shall be imposed upon the expendi- 
tures, not of the money of the United States, butof the amounts to be 
paid to the party securing the allowance of the pension. It is not there- 
fore an appropriation of the money of the Federal Government, money 
poma to the de Treasury, but a designation as to how. money 
3 Government and belonging to the pension claim- 

be — ied when it becomes the money of the ners. 

I concede if an appropriation was sought to be made of money be- 
longing to the United States, while still remaining its money, a bill 
p to appropriate that money, or diverting its appropriation, or 
appropriati ng money out of it, it being money of the United States, 
that it would fall clearly within the rule to which the gentleman calls 
attention. In that case it would be a direct e ee of the money 
of the United States for purposes not warranted under the rule, and 
would require its consideration, were the point of order made in the 
Committee of the Whole. I submit therefore that the point of order is 
not well taken; and that this is a limitation upon money which be- 
comes the p of somebody else, and is not the property of the 
8 States when the appropriation Which this bill provides is made 
out of it. 

I hope the rule Will be read in this connection. ( 

Mr. STEELE. I desife to have this h read on the point of 
order. It is from the commander of the Grand Army of the Republic 
of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will send the dispatch 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. Gro. W. STEELE—- 

‘Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I object to the reading of that. 
does it come in here? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana has a 
right to be heard 8 the point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In addition to the suggestion I made a moment ago, 
I wish to add that this committee had unanimous consent to report p 
any time. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the right to report at any time implies tho 
right to consider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read what the gentle- 
man from Indiana 8 to the desk, on the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TOLEDO, On10, 


How 


TOLEDO, OHIO, February 18, 1385. 


Hon. Geo. W. STEELE: 
In my opinion the pension-fee bill will work an injury to soldiers and should 
pass, 


JNO. T. KOUNTZ, 


not 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. 
Indiana. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] 


The Chair is prepared to rule on the 
I desire to be heard in reply to the gentleman from 


is " 
Mr. KEIFER. I desire to say in answer to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN ], before the Chair rules on the point of order, that 
we have discovered for the first time in the history of the Government, 
if that gentleman’s construction of the bill is correct, that we have a 
right, after money has become the property of an individual to say how 
heshall spend it and to take it away from him almost by foree and ap- 
ply it as we please. 

The gentleman from Indiana argues that this bill proposes not to use 
the money of the United States, while it is still the money of the United 
States, but after it has become the money of the pensioner to say how 
a portion of it shall be applied. But that is not the fact. Under the 
bill, if it should become a law, it will be enacted that so much of the 
first payment that goes to a pensioner shall be paid to the claim agent ; 
and therefore it only reduces the amount of the money that goes on 
the first payment to the pensioner. The other the Government 
holds and would keep, under the bill, to be applied to pay a person 
who represen@ed a pensioner. It is for that reason the Government is 
allowed to direct it, and it is in this way that we legislate when we 
undertake to pay the attorney who represents the ioner. We under- 
take to pay it out of the money of the United States, not ont of the 
pensioner’s money, because we would not have any such right or au- 
thority as that. I do not know the Government of the United States 
has in any instance undertaken, by any law, to say how a person’s 
property should be applied and used. I think there is no instance of it. 

It is an attempt to argue out of or around the rule to say we are 
undertaking to fix the amount that shall be paid the pension agent who 
represents the pensioner. It is a mere attempt to go around the rule, 
and is not within the spirit of it. 

The law is plain and the rule is plain that where we undertake to 
apply money that has already been appropriated the bill shall have its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SPRINGER addressed the Chair. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. THoMPson). The Chair is ready to 
rule on the point of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. THOMPSON). The Chair holds the 


point of order taken by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] is not 
good. The Chair does not think this is an appropriation of the public 
money or such an authorizing of payments out of appropriations of the 
public money already made as brings it within the rule quoted by the 
gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. HORR. I rise to a privileged question. 
consideration on this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the question of consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I submit that it is too late to raise the question 
of consideration. We have proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. HORR. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; we have not done so. 

Mr. STEELE. I gave notice that I reserved the right to raise the 
question of consideration. 

TheSPEAKERprotempore. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] 
raised a point of order on this bill which was reserved till the reading 
of the report. The point of order has been ruled against. Now, the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORR] raises the question of considera- 
tion against the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report has been read, the point of order has 
been discussed and ruled upon, and the bill is now pending before the 
House. The time to raise the question of consideration was when the 
gentleman from Arkansas called up the bill. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], 
in raising the point of order, went further and also raised the question 
of consideration. He made the point that this was not a privileged bill 
except for the purpose of report. The Chair ruled that it was privi- 
leged for the purpose of report, and that that made it privileged for the 
purpose of consideration. But any gentleman has the right, of course, 
at any time before consideration begins to raise the question of consid- 
eration. 


I raise the question of 


The gentleman from Michigan raises 


Mr. HORR. No doubt of it. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. And the gentleman from Michigan was 
in time, because the report was read by unanimous consent not as 


a matter of right. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I had the floor, and demanded the read- 
ing of the report while holding the floor. 
ithe SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order was pending at the 
time; and the report could only be read, while the point of er was 

ding, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the question now? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House now, 
consider this bill ? s 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 78, noes 67. 

Mr. HORR. I call for tellers. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 18, 


Mr. KEIFER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore proceeded to put the question on ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point that a quorum did not vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is now dividing on the 
question whether it will order the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 23— 
not a sufficient number. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I now call the previous question. 

Mr. HORR. I demanded tellers because there was no quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman has the right to a vote 
by tellers. 

Mr. HORR. I demand them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quorum not having voted, the Chair 
will order tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. 
RoGeErs, and the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. Horr. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Tellers were called for too late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The call for tellers on the original mo- 
= is not too late; a call fortellers on the yeas and nays would be too 

te. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. There is some misapprehension in this part of the 
Chamber as to the precise question upon which we are voting, and I 
desire to ask the Chair to state the question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the question. 
Tellers have been ordered upon the question of consideration of this 
bill, and all who are in favor of considering the bill at the present 
time will pass between the tellers; and the ir designates the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, Mr. Horr, and the gentleman from Arkansas, 
Mr. ROGERS, to act as tellers, 

The House divided; and the tellers reported 110 voting in the affirm- 
ative; and 100 in the negative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes have it. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I now demand the previous 
question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Michigan twice 3 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I wish tostate that the result as announced 
does not come within twenty votes of according with the tally which I 
kept, and I kept it as accurately as I could. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only take the vote 
reported by the clerk at the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HORR. Well, it is a mistake. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In justice to the clerk, the Chair will 
state that it was a vote taken after such a fashion as made it difficult, 
leva de ee for the clerk or for the tellers to ascertain the result 


y. ; 

Mr. CANNON: Mr. Speaker, Irise toa point of order. Ifa challenge 
of the vote is made by one of the tellers, or by any member of the House, 
there is but one thing to do, namely, to take the vote over again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that is but fair, as 
the manner in which the vote was taken was the fault of the House. 
The ayes were not counted at oné time, nor were the noes. The Chair 
will ask the tellers to resume their places, that the vote may be taken 
again. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, is it in order now to de- 
mand the yeas and nays? 

The SP ER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not, because the 
yeas and nays have been refused. 

Mr. CANNON. But you can reconsider that. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the yeas and nays were refused. 

The Sie was taken; and the motion of Mr. HATCH was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Now, Mr. S er, I demand the yeas 
and nays on the motion of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
on the question of consideration. 

The yeas and pays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The yeas and nays have been ordered, 
and the Chair will state the question is on proceeding to the considera- 
tion of this bill at this time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, does this bill antagonize 
the river and harbor bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks that is a par- 
liamentary inquiry. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the pensioners of this country ought 
not to be left another year under the present system, which is one of 
extortion on the of claim agents. 

The SPEAKER protempore. gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
RANDALL] is not in order. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, and Mr. RANDALL both further ad- 
con the Chair, but the confusion was such that they could not be 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a parlia- 
men inquiry, which the Chair need answer. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not recognize any gen- 
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tleman until order is restored in the Hall. There is so much confu- 
sion that the Chair must direct the Sergeant-at-Arms to see that mem- 
bers come to order and resume their seats. 

The Sergeant-at-Arms, bearing the mace, proceeded through the Hall 
until order was restored. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will now hear the gentle- 
man from Indiana | Mr. BROWNE]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to inquire 
whether this is a Senate bill or a House bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think that that is 
a paosta inquiry. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the 
roll. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
116, nays 136, not voting 72; as follows: 
2 YEAS—116. 


Alexander, Dingley, Millard, Smith, A. Herr 
Anderson, aT Mo 2 Smitb, H. Y. 
Arnot, Dorsheimer, Moulton, Springer, 
Bagley, on, Murray, Stockslager, 
Beach, Elliott, eison, „ 
Bennett, wood, Nicholls, Storm, 
Bland. English, Nutting, t, 
Bouteile, Ermentrout, Paige, Strubie, 
yle, Everhart, Parker, Sumner, D. H 
Bratton, Ferrell, Swope, 
head, Follett, Perkins. Thomas, 
„W. W. Fyan, Peters, Tully, 
Browne, T, M. Geddes, Pettibone, ance, 
es, Greenleaf, Potter. Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. M. Hanback, Randall Wakefield 
‘ k, Ray G. W. allace, 
Cassidy, Hardy, Reid, J. W. Ward, 
Cobb, Hatch, W. H. Reese, Warner, A. J 
Collins, aynes, Rice, Weaver, 
Converse, Hewitt, A. 8 Rogers, J. H Wemp 
Cook, Holman, Rogers, W. F. White, Milo 
Cosgrove, Holmes, Rosecrans, Whiting, 
Cox, 8. 8. Hopkins, Rowell, Wilkins, 

Cox, W. R. James, Seney, Winans, E. B 
Culbertson, W. W. Jones, J. K. Shively, Winans, John 
„ Kleiner, i i 

ia Lovering, Skinner, C. R. Worthington, 
Davis, R. T. Lowry, Slocum, Yaple, 
uster, Matson, Smalls, York. 
NAYS—136, 
Atkinson. Dibrell, Jones, B. W. Pusey, 
Ballentine, Dixon, Jones, J. H. Reagan, 
Barbour, Ellis, Jones, J. T. Robertson, 
e, 2 N elſer. Robinson, W. E. 
Smad 1 open Kay Russell, 
ne, inerty, g, our, 
B $ Foran, Lacey, Skinner, T. G 
Blackburn, Forney, 1 i Snyder, 
P Funston, Lawrence, mer. 
Blount, Glascock, is, ecle, 
Bowen, Gof, Libbey, Stephenson, 
Brainerd, Graves, McCoid, Stephens, 
Breckinridge, Green, cComas, Stewart, Charles 
Breitung, Guenther, McCormick, Sumner, 
B 5 Halsell, MeMillin, Talbott, 
T, Hammond, Miller, J. F. Taylor, J. D 
Budd, H n, Miller, S. H. Taylor, J. M 
Burleigh, Harmer, Milliken, hom 
Cabell, Hart, Mills, Tillman, 
Caldwell, Hemphill, Money, Turner, H. G. 
Campbell, Felix Henderson, T. J. Morrill, urner, Oscar 
Campbell, J. E Henley. Muldrow, Valentine, 
ler, Hewitt, G. W. Murphy, Van Eaton, 
Cannon, Hill, Neece, Wait, 
Clardy, Oates, Warner, Richard 
C Hoblitzell, s Wellborn, 
Covington, Holton, O'Neill, Charles Weller, 
x Horr, n, White, J. 
Culberson, D. Houseman, Payne, Williams, 
n, Howey, Peel, Willis, 
n, Hunt, Pierce, Wilson, James 
Davis, G. R. Hurd, Poland, Wise, G. D. 
wis, L. H. Jeffords, č Wolford 
Dibble, Johnson, Pryor, Young. 
NOT VOTING—72. . 
Adams, G. E. Fiedler, Le Fevre, Ray, Ossian 
Adams, J. J Garrison, Long, Reed, T. B. 
elton’ son, 17 Bobinso 
Belford, Gibson. man, m, J. S. 
Belmont, Hatch, II. II MeAdoo, Rockwell, 
Bingham, Henderson, D. B. Maybury, Ryan, 
Brewer, F. B. Hepburn, Mitchell, Shaw, 
Brewer, J Herbert, Morrison, Spriggs, 
B m. Hitt, Morse, Stewart, J. W. 
ers, Hooper, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Clay, Houk, Mutchler, morton, 
Connolly, Hutchins, O’Ferrall, Townshend, 
x Jordan, oO" 3 Tucker, 
n, Kean, Neill, J. J. Van Alstyne, 
Dowd, Kellogg, Phelps, Washburn, 
$ Ketcham, Post, Wilson, W. L. 
Dunn, Laird, Rankin, — J. 5 
Eldredge, Lamb, Ranney, Woodward, 


So the House refused to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I ask that the reading of the names 
be dispensed with. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I object. 
The Clerk having reported the vote, the following pairs were an- 
nounced: 

On all political questions until further notice: 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. JoHN S. WISE. 


Mr. SHAW with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. LAMB with Mr. KetcH AM. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. SpPRIGGS with Mr. O'HARA. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. DUNHAM. 

For this day: 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. Dunn with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. GIBSON with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 

Mr. FIEDLER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. MAYBURY with Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. BREWER, of New York. 

Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. CRAIG. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. HOUK. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Morse with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire. 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. WASHBURN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 116, the 
nays 136. The House refuses to proceed with the consideration of this 
bill. The bill will go to the House Calendar and the report be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move to — with the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to, two-th: voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, my purpose being to call 
up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of taking 
up the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not make that motion. I 
think it was the understanding distinctly and plainly yesterday and 
to-day 

Several members called ſor the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for. 

[Mr. WILLIS, Mr. Kerrer, Mr. Hiscock, and Mr. HUTCHINS, amid 
some confusion, engaged in a brief colloquy on the order of business.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is notin order. The 
order has been demanded. The rters will not put into the RECORD 
anything that may have occ’ since the regular order was de- 


Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man in a moment for his parliamentary inquiry. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. poi moves that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose 


of proceeding to the consideration of general appropriation bills. Does 
12 


the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS to a parliamentary 
inquiry? 
Mr. WILLIS. I can not, of course, under the rules express my sur- 


prise, and I do not [laughter]; but I rise to ask, if this motion be voted 
down, w r we can not go into Committee of the Whole to call up 
the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. STORM. Nobody knows that better than the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would certainly say that is 
in the province of the House. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent for a little time for debate 
in order to determine this matter; it will save time when we get into 


committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will only say that the reg- 
ular order has been demanded, and the Chair has no power to indulge 
debate. The question is on the motion of the feed pate from New 
York that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union to consider general appropriation bills, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 81, noes 99. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, BURNES, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WILLIS. points of order are reserved on that bill. 

The bill was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BURNES. I give notice that I will call up this bill as soon as 
the naval bill is disposed of. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question will now be taken by 


yeas and nays on the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
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Hurchixs] that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on-the state of the Union to consider general appropriation bills. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
102, nays 139, not voting 83; as follows: 


YEAS—102. 

Alexander, Elliott, McAdoo, ringer, 
Anderson, En E McComas, eele, 
Barr, Ermentrout, Matson, Stewart, J. W 
Bayne, Millard, Stockslager, 
Beach, Everhart, Mitchell, Storm, 
Belmont, Ferrell, organ, Struble, 
Blount, Follett, Morrill, Sumner, D. H 
Boutelle, Fyan, Moulton, Swope 
Boyle O'Neill, Charles Townshend. 
Broadhead Halsell; ker, r. II. G 
Brown, W. W. Hardeman, Patton, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Browne, T. M Hardy, Pierce, Van Alstyne 
Burnes, Harmer, Poland, Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. M. Hatch, W. H. Potter. Wait. 
Campbell, J. E. Hewitt, A. S ice, Ward, 

bb, Hiscock, Randall Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Holman, * Warner, Ric 
Converse, Hopkins, É W. x 

x Howey, 8 White, J. D. 
a Re ES e p p 
y ones, KRV. nans, 

r, Kean, Rogers, J. H. Winans, John 
Dixon, Lanham, = Wood, 
Dockery, Long, — 4 York 
Dorsheimer, Lowry, Smith, H. Y. 

Eldredge, Lyman, é 
NAYS—139. 
Atkinson, Finerty, Lewis, Skinner, T.G. 
ley, Foran, y Slocum, 
tine, Forney, Lore, Smalls, 
ur, George. McCoid, Smith, A. Herr 
Barksdale, Glascock, McCormick, Snyder, : 
Bennett, Goff, MeMillin, Stephenson, 

~ Green. Miller, J. F. Stevens, 

Š Greenleaf, Miller, S. H. Stewart, Charles 
Blanchard, Guenther, Milliken, Sumner, C. A. 
Bland, nd, Taibott, 
Brainerd, Hanback, Money. Taylor, J. D. 
Bratton, Muldrow, Taylor, J. M. 
Breckinridge, Hatch, H. H. Murphy, Thomas, 
Breitung, Hem y Veece, Thompson, 
Budd, Henderson, T. J. Nelson, Tillman, 
Burleigh, enley, ‘icholls, ker, 
Cabell, Hewitt, G. W. Nutting, v. 
Caldwell oblitzell, tes, Valentine, 
Campbell, Felix Holmes, iltree, ‘ance, 
Cannon, olton, O'Neill, J. J. Van Eaton, 

N Horr, Payne, Wakefield, 
Clements, Houseman, Wallace, 
Cook, unt, Peel, Weaver, 
Culberson, D. B Hurd, Perkins, Wellborn, 
Culbertson, W. W. James, Peters, Weller, 
Cullen, effords, Phelps, 111 

ts Johnson or. Willis, 

Davis, G. R Jones, J. H. y. Wilson, James 
Davis, L. H. Jones, J. K. Ray, G. W. W. 
Dibble, Jones, J.T. u, Wise, G. D. 
Dibrell, Keifer, Reid, J. W. woe 
Dowd, > orthington, 
Ellis, Ki x Rowell, Yaple, 
Ellwood, Š Shively, Young. 
Findlay, Lawrence, Skinner, C. R. 
NOT VOTING—83. 

Adams, G. E. Curtin, Houk, Ray, Ossian 
Adams, J. J. Cu n, Jordan, R. „J. S. 
‘Aiken, Davidson, Kelley, W. E. 
Arnot, Davis, R. T. Kellogg. Rock w 
Belford, Dingy. Ketcham, Rogers, W. F. 
Bingham, Dun 0 Laird. Russell, 
Bowen. Dunn, Lamb, Ryan, 
Brewer, F. B. Eaton, Le Fevre, Seymour, 
Brewer, J. H. Fiedler, Lovering, W, 
Brumm, Funston, Maybury, Singleton, 
Buchanan, Garrison, Morrison, S 
Buckner, Gibson, rse, 
Candler, Graves, Muller, it, 
Cassidy, Hancock, Murray, Taylor, E. B. 
Chalmers, Haynes, Mutchler, rton, 
Clardy, Henderson, D.B. O'Ferrall, Wemple, 
Olay, Hepburn, "Hara, White, Milo 
Connolly, rt, ge, Whiting, 

ngton, Hil, Pettibone, Wise, J. S. 
Cox, S. S. Hitt, Post, Woodward. 

ig, Hooper, Rankin, 


So the House refused to consider the naval appropriation bill. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. WILLIS moved by unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

. HUTCHINS objected. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, with Mr. CurcHEoN, for to-day. 

Mr. DAVIDSON with Mr. KELLEY, on this vote. 

Mr. BEACH with Mr. STRAIT, for this day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. I announce it 
to be my purpose to call up for consideration the river and harbor ap- 
propriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. When the committee rose it was dividing on the 
proposition of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN ], when 
no quorum appeared, and the tellers will resume their places. 

r. WASHBURN. Before that, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors proposes to chan; 
this harbor board in such a way as to meet my views, and therefore I will 
withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So there may be no mistake, I desire to say that it is proposed this 
harbor board or commission or whatever it may be called shall be con- 
stituted of three membersof the Engineer Corps of the Army, one from 
the Coast and GeodeticSurvey, and three civilians. 

Mr. WILLIS. I believe the outcome will be what the gentleman 
states, but we have not as yet come to anyagreement. The drift, how- 
ever, is in that direction. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to understand what this agree- 
ment is. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
last vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But what was it all about? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question was on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] to the amendment of the 
committee. Is the Chair right in that? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ayes were 38 and the noes 66, so the amend- 
ment to the amendment is rejected. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I offer an amendment to strike out lines 
213 to 305, inclusive, and in lieu thereof to insert what I send to the 
Clerk’s desk to be read. $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of War is hereby directed at his discretion to cause examina- 


tions or surveys, or both,and estimates of cost or improvements proper to be 


made at Galveston Harbor, Texas, and to ascertain and report what 


work, if any, is necessary at that locality. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have been asked whether this is not 
precisely the same amendment I offered before. It is not. The one I 
offered before was to strike out from lines 213 to 231 inclusive. In 
this amendment I propose to strike out from line 213 to 305 inclusive 
and to insert what has been read by the Clerk. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the idea is this, if I can get the ear of the com- 
mittee, that during the past we have been led into this error by the 
member from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], late ex- eral of the 
confederacy, to believe that Galveston Harbor could be improved, and 
from time to time we have ares various sums of money, which in the 
aggregate amounted to nearly $2,000,000. It is in testimony and un- 
disputed that this harbor has cost the Government nearly $2,000,000, 
and that the result has been a great deal of property has been estroyed 
in Galveston and only about two inches of water have been gained in 
the harbor. 

I think, this being the case, and inasmuch as we provide in section 9 
of the bill that hundreds of thousands of dollars shall be spent to make 
these surveys under the direction of the Secretary of War and to report 
to Congress whether they should be improved—I make this point in 
view of the fact we are wasting nearly $2,000,000 under the leadershi 
of the distinguished gentleman to whom I have alluded—I say it is 
time we should stop and let the Secretary of War have new surveys and 
new reports made to Congress, and let the next Congress, which will be 
run in large measure by that spirit which did not control us success- 
fully about twenty years ago—let the next House under the influences 
which will then control it from the White House to both wings of this 
Capitol—let them take the ibility, and let not the Republican 
administration or this House with so many Republican members be led 
into the error of trying to establish a harbor where there is no water. 

The CHAIRMAN, There are two amendments to strike out the 
same lines and insert new matter in lieu thereof. The first in orderis 
that of the committee. i 

Mr. HART. I desire to offer an amendment, which I ask the Clerk 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the amendment of the committee: 
“The United States harbor board provided for in this bill, in the discharge 
of their duty, shall a 3 examinations to reports on what is known 


I withdraw the demand for a quorum on the 


to 


as the jetty examine and report upon such other plans as 
give reasonable assurance of success in the improvements of the rivers and har- 
bors of the country.” 


Mr. HART. That is not the amendment I intended to forward. 
er 5 . That is the amendment the gentleman sent to 

e desk. 

Mr. HART. My amendment in substance is this: That the United 
States harbor board appointed by this bill 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests the gentleman had better 
correct his amendment and send it to the desk. 

Mr. HART. Very well; I will forward it in writing. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman's amendment comes in better at seo- 
tion 5, and I ask him to reserve it until then. The harbor board ia 


1885. CONGRESSION AT 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


1851 


constituted and its duties prescribed. I, however, only make the sug- 
tion. 

Sr, HART. Iwill defer offering my amendment until later in the 

bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, proposed by the chair- 
man of the committee. 

The question was taken; and on a division there weare—ayes 97, noes 1. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum being demanded, the Chair will order 
tellers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE were appointed 
tellers. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, there seems to be a mis- 


understanding about the proposition we are called to vote upon. [Cries 
of R order !’?] 
The CHAIRMAN. It is whether the committee will adopt the 


amendment proposed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask that it be read. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment, 
and the tellers will take their places. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 155, 
noes 8. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to offer an amendment after line 843. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to offer an amendment to the proposition 
which has just been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise toa question of exter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I offered an amendment to this para- 
graph which has not-been voted upon. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the rule, when a mo- 
tion to strike out and insert has been adopted, another motion tostrike 
out the same lines and insert yet something else is not in order. 

The first amendment, being the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee to strike out and insert, having been adopted, in the opinion of 
the Chair the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky on the left 
to strike out the same words and insert something else is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Do I understand the Chair to hold that 
when an amendment is adopted it is not in the power of the commit- 
tee to adopt another which would progress a little further in the same 
direction? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible for the Chair to state what the 
gentleman from Kentucky understands [laughter]; butthe Chairstated 
what the Chair understands to be the rules and practice of the House 
in this respect. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that it is too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky rose in time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And on that appeal I desire to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to the 
floor if he wishes to be heard on the appeal. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. 5 I call the attention of 
the Chair to page 1686 of the RECORD of the proceedings of this House, 
and I ask to have read the agreement which was entered into in regard 
to the offering of amendments in the consideration of this bill. I can 
not turn to the page just now, but will ask the Clerk to read from the 
desk in the h Wege of the House what took place, to the effect that any 
person who d to do so might offer amendments to this section of 
the bill and have three minutes in which to explain them; and I con- 
tend that I have the right under this agreement to have a vote in the 
committee upon the amendment. 

Mr, WILLIS. I hope if the gentleman contends only fora vote that 
the committee will allow that to be done. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have now before me the RECORD to 
which I refer, and I will read myself. 

n the motion of my colleague from Kentucky [Mr. WiLL is], that 

the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to proceed with 

the consideration of the river and harbor bill, the following proceedings 
took place: 

Mr. WHITE, of 8 Pending the motion of my colleague from Ken - 
bucky, I move that when the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
and resume consideration of the river and harbor bill, it shall be in order 5 
have all the amendments read which may be offered; and that each perso 
offering an amendment shall be allowed five minutes—or three minutes I wil I will 


say—to explain each one of his amendments. 
e Chair hardly thinks the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky is 


onder. 
Mr. WIILIS. I would not object to that. 
The SPEAKER tempore. House has made an order as to the debate that 
shall be allowed in hope of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and the Wee of that committee would have the discretion as to the matter 


of N ee 
Mr. WHITE, ol. Kentucky. Task unanimous consent. I believe it will facilitate 
business, 


The SPEAKER tempore, Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Kentucky fair. WHITE]? 
There was no objection. 


Now, when the chairman took the chair to preside over the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the same gentleman who now occupies the Chair, 
he said : 

The Caareman. The House is in Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the river and harbor appropriation 
bill, Since the last sitting of the committee the House has directed that when 
amendments shall — be offered eac! 3 offering the same shall 
be entitled to three minutes to 5 it, t the Chair understands to be in 
addition to the hour and a half already allotted for debate. 

Now I complain that it would be perfectly ridiculous to give any per- 
son the right to offer an amendment and three minutes in which to dis- 
cuss it under this agreement unless it carried with it the privilege to 
demand a vote in the committee. Iam well aware of the fact that the 
committee, by someagreement with thegentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
WASHBURN], has offered a substitute in ne of what the bill carries, 
but that substitute gives Galveston $500,000 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I rise toa question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
aoe Kentucky is not discussing the question of order raised by him- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman should be al- 
lowed to proceed to state his question of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. And the point of order I make is that, 
debut the fact that the chairman of the committee and some 
members of the committee and the gentleman from Wisconsin have 
agreed upon a certain amendment to this bill which has been voted 
upon and incorporated into the bill, it is still within the power of the 
committee, if it chooses, to vote on my amendment, which provides 
that the Secretary of War shall make a preliminary investigation before 
expending the money which is provided in the bill. Now I hope we 
shall have a vote upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has appealed 
from the decision of the Chair. The Chair has already ruled upon the 
question; and the pending question before the committee now is: Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken on the appeal, the decision of the Chair 
was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

Mr. HART. Before the Clerk proceeds further 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] has 
sent up an amendment which is next in order. 

The Clerk read the amendment proposed Dy: m HOLMAN, as follows: 


and’ to the Galveston Wharf Com 
Colorado and Santa Fé Railroad Compan: 
wall on the south side of the channel in 
of their property along said channel, said work to commence 
at the east or lower end of the wharf company’s present works, and extending 
across the en e above-mentioned properties to and connecting with the 
Government works at Fort Point.” 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iam notsnufliciently familiar with the subject-mat- 
terto know whether this work is indispensably n in the improve- 
ment of that harbor or not. I submit the proposition at the instance 
of a very intelligent gentleman who submitted it to me. And inasmuch 
as it seems that the improvement of that harbor in a large degree inures 
to the benefit of those three corporations, it seems eminently proper 
they should incur the expense of the improvement which directly and 
immediately benefits their pro I am told the construction of the 
works indicated will be necessary in connection with this improvement 
of Galveston Harbor, and that those works would immediately increase 
the value of their property. 

Gentlemen can judge as well as I can whether the public money 
should be appropriated to improve private property without that pri- 
vate property contributing to the result. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent, because the chairman of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors said he would not object to de- 
batein good faith, to say a word in answer to what has been submitted 
in favor of this invidious and improper proposed amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The chairman of the committee does not 
Peepers that any debate is necessary. There is no propriety in that 

t 


Mr. MILLS. Let us vote it down. 
Mr. HISCOCK. It is impossible in this part of the Hall to hear 9 


Mr. REED, of Maine. 


water or train 
on the north en 


is 
I wish to inquire whether the 1 


has been assented to by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. By no means. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
tleman from Indiana. 
ag ers being taken, there were—ayes 44, nays 73. 
her count not being called for) the amendment was not 
BA to. 


the 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read the following amendment, offered by Mr. LORE. 


Amend 


adding after line 505 the following: 
“Impro r at Wilmington, Del., $5,000; which shall include the 
$15,000 hereinbefore in this bill appropriated for that purpose.“ 


Mr. WILLIS. Iam compelled very reluctantly to make the point 
of order on that amendment. We have passed that point of the bill. 
The appropriation for the harbor at Wilmington, Del., is made at line 
170, page 8, of the bill. 

Mr. LORE. I withdraw the amendment for the present. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment, which 
is that offered by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Harr]. 

Mr. HART. The proposition is to amend the amendment of the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add tothe amendment adopted the following : 

And the harbor board, if they find it impracticable to construct a first-class 
harbor at Galveston at a reasonable cost, are hereby authorized and required to 
examine and rt as to the practicability of constructing sucha harbor at some 
other point on Gulf of Mexico within the State of Texas.“ 

Mr. REAGAN. I make the point of order that that amendment is 
offered too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the amendment is in order. 

Mr. REAGAN, The amendment is offered after the committee has 
acted on other amendments and passed from that part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is mistaken on the 
eons of fact. The committee has not passed from that part of the 
bil 


Mr. REAGAN. I understand the Clerk is reading amendments as 
we pass along the bill, and that he is not reading the bill by para- 


hs, 
he CHAIRMAN. That is true; but the gentleman from Ohio pro- 
poses to offer an amendment to come in at line 305, at the end of the 
ph for which the substitute has been adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. Can amendments be made to that paragraph all the 
time? I submit that we have acted on an amendment offered to asub- 
sequent clause relating to the harbor at Wilmington. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is mistaken as to the 
matter of fact. An amendment was proposed to the preceding clause re- 
lating to the harbor at Wilmington and was withdrawn. It was not 
acted upon. The question is on the amendment proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Harr]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 25, noes 73. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 


agreed to. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether it 
would be in order to move to strike out from the amendment in relation 
to Galveston Harbor the sum of 3500, 000“ and insert $200,000.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. That portion of thesec- 
tion having been amended by striking out and inserting is not subject 
to amendment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That being the decision of the Chair, I wish 
to say there was $200,000 or $250,000 once offered for that harbor and 
rejected; and now it seems to get $500,000 on precisely the same con- 
ditions. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is out of order. 

The Clerk read from line 306 to line 310 of the bill, as follows: 


Improving Sabine Pass, Texas and Louisiana: Continuing improvement, 


| 


Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $8,500. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand, it is not the reading | 
of the bill that is now in order, but the calling up of the next amend- | 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct. The Clerk will read 
the next amendment. | 

The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr. FORAN), as fol- | 
lows: 

After the word dollars,“ in line 314, insert the following: 

Provided, That said amount shall be expended in the construction of a seo- 
tion of breakwater of the same size and character of the present lake arm of 
said harbor of refuge, to begin at a point three hundred and fifty feet north from 
the northeast corner of the east end of the lake arm and extending 4,000 feet in 
a direction east nine d north, or ũs near that direction as future soundings | 
may decide: And provi nator t the $100,000 appropriated for continuing | 
the improvement of said Cleveland Harbor by act of Congress approved July 5, 
1884, and entitled ‘An act making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
na erde made available for the construction of said section of break water 
as aforesaid, 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it that amendment | 
does not in any way increase the appropriation, but merely directs the 
manner of its expenditure in accordance with the plans of the engi- 
neers, and the committee see no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr. WARNER, of 
Ohio), as follows: 


5 . 25 strike out the word “ fifteen ” and insert the word " thirty; so that 
it will read: 

Improving ice-harbor at the mouth of Muskingum River, Ohio: Continuing 
improvement, $30,000.” 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that that amendment be passed over for the present until I can have 
certain papers bearing upon the necessity for it. 


TheCHAIRMAN. No objection being made, the amendment will 
be passed over for the present. 


The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr, SHIVELY), as 
follows: 

In line 345, substitute for the word “forty '' the word “ fifty ; so that the para- 
graph will read : 

Improving the harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, 
$50,000.” 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, Itrespasson the attention of the com- 
mittee only to indicate that this amendment is entirely compatible with 
reasonable and discreet economy in the expenditure of the public funds. 
It will be observed that the United States Chief of Engineers recom- 
mends for the continued improvement of this harbor an appropriation 
of $200,000. The River and Harbor Committee allow but 20 per cent. 
of this amount. My amendment simply increases this allowance to 
$50,000, or 25 per cent. of the sum recommended by the War Depart- 
ment. Situated as this harbor is, at the southern extremity of Lake 
Michigan, bringing the commerce of the lake into direct connection with 
the Michigan Central, the Louisville and New Albany, the Wabash, 
Saint Louis and Pacific, and in close proximity to the Chi and West 
Michigan, and the Lake Shore and Michigan Southern Railroads, and 
being, as official statistics demonstrate, a distributing point for and a 

tent factor in the commerce of Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, Kentucky. 

ois, Missouri, and Kansas, its importance can not be overestimated 
nor its claims disregarded. 

Within the past year over 226,000,000 feet of lumber have dover 
the docks at Michigan City. This represents an increase of 70,000,000 
feet over two years ago, to say nothing of the proportionate or even 
greater increase in the amount of iron ore, pig-iron, and merchandise 
handled through this harbor during the same time. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, while it is impossible in the three minutes allowed for debate on 


amendments to fully state the merits of this»case, I ly submit 
to the committee that this amendment is entirely ‘i ified by the report 
of the Chief of Engineers, entirely justified by the importance of this 


harbor, entirely justified by precedent, and entirely justified by that 
prudence and discretion which should prevail in perfecting bills of this 
character. 

The question was taken upon the adoption of the amendment; and 
there were—ayes 45, noes 54. 

A MEMBER. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The tellers will take their places. The Chair 
designates the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. SHIVELY, and the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS, to act as tellers on the pending ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Will the Chair please state the question? 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. SHIVELY], which the Clerk again 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 345, strike out the word “forty” and insert fifty; "' so that the para- 
graph will read: 

BR N harbor at Michigan City, Ind.: Continuing improvement, $50,- 

The committee proceeded to divide again; but before the count by 
tellers was concluded, 

Mr. SHIVELY. I do not insist on a further count. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The next amendment is one submitted by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE], which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend b ki t 18, 1i £ usive, 

E n ee the ene 8, lines 414 to 424, both inclusive, and inserting 

ust e eee Bay and Harbor, aud Saint Louis Bay, Wiscon- 
sin: Continu: improvement, $30,000. And the engineer in charge, in his next 
annual report, 1 submit an estimate of the cost of a 555 or other fa- 
cilities that may be needed for dredging the harbors of Duluth and Superior. 
Fifteen thousand dollars of the money hereby appropriated are to be expended 
in dredging in said Superior Bay and Harbor fes p in repairing piers at natural 
entry, and $15,000 in in said Saint Louis Bay, from deep water at Con- 
nor’s Point toward deep water at Grassy Point.“ 


Mr. PRICE. I think that after a little explanation this amendment 
will be adopted without any difficulty. I am informed bya gentleman 
near me that this expectation is exceedingly absurd; possibly it may 
prove so. 

The recommendation of the engineers for one part of this improve- 
ment was $75,000. That recommendation was in the possession of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors; and upon it they gave $12,500. 
There was asupplemental report from the engineers for $70,000 addi- 
tional, making $145,000 as the total recommendation of the engineers 
as the amount that could be judiciously expended daring the coming 
year. 

I say the committee was not in possession of the supplemental rec- 
ommendation. I tried to get it to them but signally failed. The House, 


however, is now in possession of the fact that the amount recommended 
by the engineers for the work contemplated in this paragraph is $145,000. 


1885. 
J ask the ad tion of an 5 that will give a little less than 25 
per cent. of ; that is all I ask. 

The appropria’ 


cel By the oar or engine. Te por of the 
amount recommen: 


it that the 


ate.” 
this question understood. Here is where I expect the 3 to 
be made. I merely ask to have this appropriation increased to some- 
thing less than 25 per. cent. of the amount recommended by the engi- 
neers, the bill providing for only 9 per cent. 

The commerce of that section is infinitely in excess of other places 
for which this bill appropriates 500 per cent. of the amount recom- 
mended by the engineers. I could show, if I had time, that the com- 
merce there is worth taking care of. There are five railroads being built; 
two are already built; two extensive flouring mills are going up; two 
elevators are being built. The future of that section of the country, if 
it be only decently taken care of, can scarcely be foreseen or foretold. 
I hope that the Committee of the Whole will favorably consider this 
amendment. I ask nothing but what is right; I would not ask for any- 
thing else. I know that the committee did not know, and they would 
not know. This Committee of the Whole does know. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question recurred on Mr, PRICE's amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 62, noes 7 

Mr. PRICE. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. PRICE and Mr. WILLIS. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 68, 
noes 98. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PRICE. I desire to send up another amendment to this propo- 
sition, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by strik out, on page 15, lines 414 to 424, both inclusive, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following : 


= aks cee harbor at Superior Bay and harbor at Saint Louis Bay, Wiscon- 
tinulng im ee ae $28,000; and and the engineer in charge, nis next 
an estimate of the cost of a a dredge-boat or other 
may be eee for dredging the harbors of Duluth and e 
444000 of — eee? hereby approp: nded in dredgi 
Super rand te repairing piers at Natural Entry, and 4 “000 in 
dredging i nid Saint Louis Bay from deep water at Coxmer's Point toward 
deep water at Grassy Point.“ 

Mr. WILLIS. [reserve the point of order until the gentleman has 
been heard. 

Mr. PRICE. I will occupy the floor for just a moment. Now, Mr. 
Cc the simple reason why this did not pass the Committee on 
Rivers Harbors, and therefore the reason it is not included in this 
river and harbor appropriation bill, is because that committee was not 
acquainted with the facts which have since been communicated to Con- 
gress. The support given to the original proposition was so encourag- 
ing I have brought forward this proposition, having reduced the amount 
somewhat, and now take the opportunity to say to this House there is 
no living man who can raise a reasonable objection against the proposed 
amendment, unless it be simply this, that the work of the committee 
is so sacred it must not be infringed upon or else chaos and confusion 
will come again and reign in our midst. 

I say to you in any court among honest men [laughter]—that is the 
word—I say no honest men would do as we are doing. I doubt not 
the intelligence and integrity of this House, but the point I make is this, 
that we have additional information on this subject than that which we 
had when this bill was drawn up. We now have a new and supple- 
mentary report before this House which was not before the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors, They knew nothing of it. In the opinion of 
the engineer $70,000 should be appropriated for one purpose I have in- 
dicated and the committee have not given a cent for it. They have 
extended the provisions of the bill, for which I am indebted to the 
courtesy of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. The 
estimates of the engineers for the two works is $145,000; it is really 
but one scheme, and the bill provides for less than 9 per cent. of the 
estimate. Now, will you say this bill is so sacred, even with new evi- 
dence and new communications before the committee, that no amend- 
ment is to be made to it, that it must be adopted jnst as it has been 
reported from the committee? . 

If there was anything in opposition to public interests embodied in 
the amendment, or if there is anything rig right that we are going to sub- 

serve by carrying the bill through without any amendments, then, of 
course, I would expect you to reject my amendment. But, for the rea- 
son stated, I hope the committee will agree to it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman it me to ask him if it is 
not true that the engineers report only fifteen vessels as having entered 
that port during the last year? > 

Mr. PRICE. Ihave not the information before me to answer the 


gentleman’s on. 
Mr. THOMAS 1 have it before me, and the committee had it bẹ- 
fore them when this bill was made up, 
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Mr. PRICE. I am not in condition to refute that statement of the 
gentleman, not having the papers before me. 

Mr. THOMAS. I repeat that only fifteen vessels entered that port 
during the last year, as shown by this report, and we gave 25 per cent. 
of the estimates made by = engineers. 

Mr. PRICE. Iregret, Mr. that I have not time to make 
fitting answer to that. I have now lying on my desk the last report 
of the showing an estimate of $75,000 for this work, and 
ayn my Soak also rests another report—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. WILLIS. If I may be permitted to make a statement I will 
say that there has been an additional report made by the engineers 
since the committee acted on this proposition, and I am willing that 
this amendment shall be agreed to, reserving the right to take a vote 
in the House upon it. 

Mr. PRICE. That is entirely acceptable to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky to the committee. The gentleman asks unan- 
imous consent that this amendment be considered as agreed to in the 
Committee of the Whole, subject to a vote in the House. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will again submit the question to the 
committee. ' 

The question was taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. PRICE; 
and on a division there were—ayes 80, noes 24. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was to: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now the next amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

The Clerk read as follows; 


Amend line 435 by striking out $31,500" and insert in lieu thereof $50, 000. z 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, I beg leave to make a few statements 
to the committee in reference to the importance of this harbor, and I 
believe they will be satisfactory as indicating the necessity for this in- 
crease. 


The city of Duluth has now grown to be a great shipping point in 
the Northwest on the furthermost end of Lake Superior. It is the 
terminus of the Northern Pacific Railroad, and the Saint Paul and Du: 
luth Railroad, and over these lines of road and through that port 
15,000,000 bushels of wheat are shipped annually. This class of com; 
merce requires for its accommodation vessels of the largest size, as large 
as can possibly pass through the Saint Mary’s Canal. It is essential 
that this harbor at Duluth should be deepened to accommodate vessels 
drawing at least sixteen feet of water. From the local engineer’s rez 
port, Mr. Wells, it appears that in many places the harbor is only thir: 
teen, fourteen, and less feet in depth. His recommendation is that it 
be dredged to a uniform depth of not less than eighteen feet, so as to 
enable the free entrance of vessels drawing sixteen ſeet. 

I may say further in reference to this harbor of Duluth that it is to 
some extent an artificial harbor. It is situated in the innermost 
of Superiar Bay, but the entrance to itis through a canal. This canal 
every spring when the ice breaks up, owing to the sandy formation of 
the bed and the upheaval of sand bars, is placed in such a condition as 
to require extra work, and the piers also require extra work, hence the 
Government engineer reported that a fund of $10,000 is n for 
emergencies. Take out this emergency fund of $10,000 and it will 
leave only $21,000 as the bill is now fixed. I trust that the committee 
will agree to this amendment. 

[Here the hammer fell. j 

The question being taken on the adoption of Mr. NELSoN’s amend- 
ment, the committee divided; and there were—ayes 57, noes 40. 


Mr. STORM. No quorum ‘has voted. I demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania demand 
tellers ? 

Mr. STORM. I have demanded tellers. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. STORM and Mr. NELSON were appointed tellers. 

Before the announcement of the vote, 

Mr. STORM withdrew the demand for a quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the next amendment, 
submitted by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. VAN EATON]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 446 insert: 

“Improving harbor at Natchez, Miss.: Continuing improvement, $75,000." 

Mr. WILLIS. I will suggest that this amendment is not in order 
until we reach the paragraph relating to the Mississippi River, and I 
make the point of order that it is not applicable here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that under the order fixed by 


the House it will be in order to propose an amendment at any time. 
The Chair suggests, however, that the gentleman from Mississippi might 
ne the amendment for the present. 

I will let it be passed over temporarily, to be 


be willing to postpo 
Mr. VAN EATON. 
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considered when the paragraphs of the bill relating to the Mississippi 
River are reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would then, that the gentle- 
man had better change the number of the line where the amendment 
is to come in, so that the Clerk will know whan to offer it. 

The Clerk will now report the next amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 456, amend by striking out “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof 
“fifty ;” so that the paragra hwillread : . 

“Improving Providence Hiverand Naraganset Bay, Rhode Island: Continu- 
ing improvement, $50,000." 

Mr. SPOONER. This is but a small amount of the appropriation 
for this improvement that was recommended by the engineers. It is 
to carry on a most important work. In Narraganset Bay we have a 
= of thirty feet of water extending from the ocean to about five 

es from the city of Providence. The change in the character of sea- 
going craft necessitates an increased depth and width of channel, which 
is provided for by the improvement now in p ` 

iho nnana of ibai san and the number of vessels there, going to 
that port sailing therefrom, and the importance of its commerce, to 
which I referred the other day, all justify the very reasonable request 
that is made for the appropriation that is provided for by this amend- 
ment. 

This is not asked for the improvement of any trout stream; it is not 
for i any road; it is not to build anything for the advan- 
tage of private property. But, sir, it is for the benefit of an existing 
national commerce. I ask consideration for that which actually exist- 
ing circumstances justify me in demanding consideration for; not for 
323 that is problematical; not for something that may be, but 
for something that actually is. And I trust the committee will do that 
justice to the necessities of the work in my locality which is called for 
by this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Rhode island [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 45, noes 69. 

Mr. SPOONER. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, A quoram not having voted, the gentleman 
from Rhode Island, Mr. Spooner, and the gentleman from Kentucky, 
Mr. WILLIs, will act as tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 56, 
noes 109. 

So the amendment was not to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read the following amendment (proposed by Mr. Wart): 

In line 464 strike out “ $20,000" and insert 880,000; so that it will read: 

Improving Thames River, Connecticut: Continuing improvement, $30,000,” 

Mr. WAIT. The river Thames probably in proportion to its size has 

more commerce than any other river in the Union. Two great lines of 
‘railroad center at Norwich: the New London, in a northwest- 
erly direction from Norwich through Connecticut and Massachusetts 
and connecting with lines of rail in Vermont, &c., to the Canadian 
line; and the Norwich and Worcester, running in a northeasterly direc- 
tion through Connecticut and Massachusetts, connecting with lines of 
railroad ae into Maine. Those railroads concentrate there. And 
the raw ial that goes to all the manufacturing and mechan- 
ical establishments in the New England States passes over this river 
on steamboats and propellers and goes to the interior to supply those 
establishments. 
. That river is frequently lined from one end of it to the other with 
barges and vessels that carry coal to drive the machinery of the me- 
chanical establishments in New England that require steam in addi- 
tion to the water power. Lumber is brought from the East and taken 
up there, and then scattered throughout New England. Heretofore 
this committee has given $30,000 and $35,000 for the improvement of 
this river. In this bill it appropriates only $20,000. All I ask is this 
addition of $10,000 to carry the appropriation up to what has been given 
in years past. As a matter of economy, let me sg er will cost just as 
much to get your steam there and your boats to carry off the 
excavations to carry out an expenditure of $20,000 as with an expendi- 
ture of $30,000. When you get the dredges and the mud-diggers and the 
scows there to relieve the river, you may just as well go on and spend 
the additional $10,000; for all the machinery and implements are there 
that are necessary to protect the improvement. 

I certainly trust that when all I ask is the sum which has been meted 
out to us in the past the House will be willing to give it to that river 
with its vast amount of commerce. 

I want to say one word more. The products of the great manufact- 
uring and m ical establishments that dot the New England States, 
and which are to be carried to a market in the city of New York or in 
the South, pass over the railroads that I have named and by water 
communication over the river Thames to New York. With a view to 

8 these products to market it is of vital importance that the nay- 


igation of this river should be improved. 
The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment offered by 


Mr. WAIT, there were—ayes 49, noes 74. 


So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 
to. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read the following amendment (offered by Mr. BouTELLE): 

Insert after line 464: 

“Improving the mouth of the Narragaugus River at Millbridge, Me., $15,000." 

Mr. BOUTELLE. An amendment somewhat similar was offered by 
me at a previous session of the committee asking an appropriation of 
$20,000. It was lost on the narrow margin of 81 to 81 votes. I have 
now reduced the amount, bringing it within the pro rata established by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and I desire to have a vote of 
the Committee of the Whole upon it. 

I do not intend to debate this amendment any further. I simply 
wish to remind the House that it is based upon the report of the engi- 
neer made in 1880, and the only objection, so far as I know, made by 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has been that it was not embraced 
in the estimates presented this year. I have corresponded with the 
district engineer and find that a new survey is unnecessary. If a survey 
should be ordered the engineers would report against it, and that the 
present report in the Book of Estimates of 1880 is ample for this improve- 
ment, Upon that statement I trust the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors will approve the insertion of this amendment for this needed im- 

vement. : 

Mr. WILLIS. I must insist on the point of order that we have 

that part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I am compelled to do it in order that we may get on 
with the bill. d 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
raises the point of order that this matter has already been passed over 
in the bill and voted on. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask, as a parliamentary inquiry, is not this an 
entirely different amendment from the other? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that under the five-minute 
debate any variation of a proposition would make a different question 
and authorize gentlemen to be heard pro and con; but, by the direc- 
tion of the House, it was ordered that we should proceed from the 
point at which the bill had been read by paragraphs to finish the bal- 
ance of it, taking up amendments that were on the Clerk’s desk in 
their order, each amendment to be debated for three minutes in its 
favor, nothing being allowed in reply. The Chair thinks that by a fair 
construction that meant that all behind that point should be consid- 
ered as passed, and this is as if we had passed away from a paragraph 
and a request was made nd go back to it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I submit, Mr. Chairman, that we have just 
recurred to paragraphs affecting this very same section of country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised of any recurrence be- 
yond the place at which the House directed that debate should be 
closed. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Chairman, I am not willing to take up 
the time of the House fot $15,000. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained, and the Clerk 
will read the following amendment. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr. HISCOCK), as 
follows: 


Strike out lines 465 and 466 and insert; 

For removing obstructions in East Riverand Hell Gate, New York: 

For completing excavation at Flood Rock and Frying-Pan in Hell Gate, $50,- 
000; for grappling and removing in part the broken stone of the explosion of 
Flood Rock, $280,000." 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I find by the Seen report which 
we have here that it isestimated that $500,000 will be required for the 
improvements indicated in this amendment. The committee have rec- 
ommended an appropriation of $20,000. I do not suppose it is neces- 
sary here for me to demonstrate by facts and figures the necessity of 
improving the harbor of New York, and I would like to understand 
from the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors why it is 
that with these estimates before them the committee recommended the 
meager appropriation of $20,000. 

Mr. WILLIS. It is because last year the committee gave $360,000, 
the full amount that was asked, to explode that rock, and the engineer 
said that $20,000 in addition was all that would be needed for that 
work. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, in reply to that I have this to say, 
that for the simple purpose of this explosion $20,000 is all that is 
needed. But, so far as the other works there are concerned, the com- 
mittee have failed to make any recommendation, and the engineer in 
his report, which he has submitted to you, has stated that $606,000 is 

for the removal of broken rock. 

Mr. WILLIS. That follows after the other is done, and they have 

1 


The gentleman from Kentucky raises the point 


,000— 

Mr. HISCOCK. It follows after the other is done, and I have before 
me a letter from the Chief Engineer saying that the work will be en- 
tirely suspended next October unless this appropriation is made—that 
the explosion will take place on the 1st day of October, or some time in 
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October, and that then work must cease entirely unless more money is 
appropriated. Now, I appeal to the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors to accept this amendment which I have offered. 
I have not asked more than 33} per cent., which I understand to be the 
proportion of the estimates allowed under the general rule of the com- 


mittee. 

The question was taken on the amendment offered by Mr. Hiscock, 
and there were—ayes 67, noes 69. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr. PARKER), as 
follows: 

Amend by inserting, after line 468, the following: 

Impro Salmon River to a 9-foot channel, between Fort Cov: n and 
the boundary line, $20,000; but this money shall not be expended until the Sec- 
retary of War shall be satisfied that the Canadian Government has provided for 
Raa improvement of said river from the boundary line to the Saint Lawrence 

ver. 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, in this case the report was not re- 
ceived and printed until after the bill was reported to the House from 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and, therefore, the committee 
did not pass upon this item. The amendment is offered upon the rec- 
ommendation of the engineer in charge, and I will not occupy time in 
discussing it, but will simply read from the report of the Secretary of 
War, based upon a former report of the engineers, which in part is as 
follows: 

Extracis from communication made to the House by the Secretary of War, wader 
date of January 26, 1885. 
[From report of Lieutenant-Colonel Robert.] 


Unsrrep STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Oswego, N. Y., December 31, 1881. 

Sır: I have the honor to submit the following report on the survey ofthe Sal- 
mon River, at and below Fort Covington, N. V., just completed, under my direc- 
tion, by Assistant Engineer L. Y. ermerhorn. 

The report of the preliminary examination of this locality, made by me per- 
sonally, was submitted under date of the 4th.of last October. 

Of the five miles of the Salmon River below Fort Cov: on, one mile lies 
in the United States and about four miles in the Dominion of Canada, 

* * * é + . * 

I would then recommend the following 1 ai for the improvement of the 
Salmon River at and below Fort Covington, N. Y. 

The river should be dredged from the boundary line up to Salmon street, in 
Fort Covington, a distance of about4,300 feet, toa width of about 75 feet, except 
at sharp benda, where it should be increased to 100 feet, and to an available depth 
of 9 feet at low water, ultimately to be increased to 12 feet; provided the — 
ol the dredging in no case exceeds that which the Chief of Engineers is satisfied 
is to be attained on the lower portion of the river. 

(From report of Assistant Engineer L. X. Schermerhorn.} 
MATERIAL TO BE REMOVED. 

The river bed consists of blue clay, both free from and mixed with stone, as 
shown on the profile in the accompanying map. Borings were made at frequent 
intervals, and in the parts of the river marked blue clay” the bottom was 
quite soft, and the iron rods could be forced to the indicated depth with great 
ease. In the parts marked “clay and stone" the iron bars required hea: 
driving, but the resistance encountered was more due to stone than to the hard- 
ness of the clay with which the stones were associated. 

ESTIMATE, 

Fora channel about 4,300 feet in length, extending from the boundary 
line to ee of Salmon street, in Fort Covington, seventy-five feet in 
width except at bends, and nine feet available depth at low water, the estimate 
would be as follows: 

40,000 cubic yards mud, soft clay, and gravel, at 25 cents. 
13,000 rere clay mixed with stones, at 50 cents. 
Contingen 


810,000 
. 6,500 


CANADIAN ©0-OPERATION. a 


It is stated by parties interested in the general improvement of the Salmon 
River that the Canadian Government is ready to undertake the improvement 
of the river within their borders if that part of the river between Fort Coving- 
ton and the boundary line is to be improved by the United States. 


RECENT IMPROVEMENTS, 


The recently completed United States and Canadian Railroad, whichextends 
from Fort Covington northeasterly to the boundary line, connects Fort Coving- 
ton with the railroad of and the United States by branches of 
the Canada Grand Trunk Railroad, one connection reaching Montreal and an- 
other Rouse's Point, N. Y. An extension of the railroad from Fort Covington 
westward to Norwood is in process of construction ; this extension will connect 
the previously described railroad lines with the western connections of the Rome, 
W. own and Ogdensburg Railroad. 

AN OBJECT OF THE IMPROVEMENT. 


With the improvement of the Salmon River it is proposed to make Fort Cov- 
ington a point of distribution by rail of coal received by water transit, and also 
for the water shipment of iron ore from the mines of Northern New York. These 
demands, together with the cultural products of a uctive belt of coun- 
3 ee e ebe. 4 ikri si 85 Cox - 

man important receiving and distributing point, and justify expendi- 

ture by the National Government of the amount required to make the Salmon 
River navigable between Fort Covington and the boundary line. 

RECOMMENDATION OF THE SECRETARY OF WAR. 

From the facts presented by Lieutenant-Colonel Robert of the present and 

ve demands of commerce it appears that an improvement to the extent 

ofa channel seventy-five feet wide and nine feet deep at low water be- 

tween Fort Covington and the boundary line, estimated to cost about $20,000, 

be judicious at this time if its continuation by the Canadian Government 

O assured. 


This stream rises in the Adirondacks and flows into the Saint Law- 
rence north of the international boundary line. At t there is 
regular steamboat navigation with the ports upon the t Lawrence 


up to the town of Dundee, one mile below Fort Covington, where the 
Canada and United States Railroad crosses the Salmon River, and to 
which point this improvement is intended to reach. 

This proposition, which has the recommendation of the engineer and 
is approved by the Secretary of War, is to make one mile of navigation 
above the boundary line so as to connect with the present and pros- 
pective navigation in the same stream below, conn with the navi- 
gation of the Saint Lawrence and the lake. Therefore I ask that the 
amendment be adopted. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The next amendment (by Mr. VAN ALSTYNE) was read, as follows: 

In line 470, strike out the words “ twenty thousand dollars“ and insert in place 
thereof the words “ thirty-five thousand one hundred and two dollars and = 
six cents,” 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Mr. Chairman, if this bill is to pass, it is 
right that this amendment should prevail. It will close out the unap- 
propriated estimate which is required for the completion of this con- 
templated improvement. By reference to the report of the engineers 
it will be found that the unappropriated estimate is the sum named in 
the amendment. The report also states that this sum can profitably 
be expended during the next fiscal year. 

Sir, I feel almost ashamed to say anyt to this intelligent audi- 
tory on the subject of the Hudson River. It is no new discovery. It 
is named on the earliest maps of this country. It isa stream of the 
utmost importance with reference to commerce. It is not a meadow- 
brook, but a maritime river, on which the tide has its influence for one 
hundred and Six miles. 

It was stated the other day that nearly two-thirds of the com- 
merce of this country centers in the city of New York. If that be 
true, one-half of it up and down the valley of the Hudson, and 
a large proportion of it passes on the waters of the Hudson. 

The proposed improvement is not problematical. It has been going 
on for a series of years, and actual results have shown that the im- 
provement is calculated to accom the result intended—the con- 
struction of longitudinal dikes to fill in the places between the islands 
formed by the alluvial drift of this river. 

And, sir, we do not rely exclusively upon the assistance of the Fed- 
eral Government in the matter. I see before me a gentleman who has 
been a member of the canal-board of New York, and he knows that the 
tonnage of the canals of our State which floats upon the waters of 
this river amounts on the average to 5,500,000 tons, and that is only a 
small proportion of the tonnage of the river. The State of NewYork 
has been appropriating year after year $30,000 for the improvement of 
this river over the very stretch where its improvement by the Federal 
Government has been goingon. I hope the amendment will be accepted 
by the chairman of the committee. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. VAN 
ALSTYNE, there were—ayes 53, noes 59. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. VAN ALSTYNE and Mr. WILLIS were 
appointed. 
were committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 54, noes 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I will not insist further on the point that no 
quorum has voted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 
The next amendment (by Mr. KEAN) was read, as follows: 


At line 478 insert the following : 

“Continuing improvement of Raritan River, New Jersey, $60,000; of which 
$20,000 shall be expended in improving the South Channel.“ 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Chairman, in a bill which seeks to appropriate so 
many thousands of dollars to the improvement of the commerce and 
navigation of the country where commerce and navigation do not at 
the present time exist, due respect it seems to me should be had for the 
commerce that does now exist. 

The commerce of the Raritan River is now over 2,000,000 tons per 
annum, and its money value more than $40,000. When a river has 
such a commerce, I think, Mr. Chairman, this committe should give a 
reasonable sum for its improvement. 

Mr. PHELPS. I wish to say only a word in support of the sugges- 
tion made by my colleague [Mr. KEAN]. It seems to me that all 
amendments of this character strengthen this bill in a direction where 
itis weak. The criticism is made that the appropriations in this bill 
are very generous to rivers and harbors where commerce may be, but 
very niggardly and scanty to rivers and harbors where commerce is. 
Here is a small river requiring a small expenditure for its improvement, 
a river on which commerce now exists in conspicuous abundance, 20,000 
vessels passing through it each year. For these vessels and for this 
commerce it seems to me accommodation ought to be provided, espe- 
cially when so small a sum will do it, and when the provision instead 
of weakening will strengthen the general merits of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. My friend will it me to say that nine-tenths of the 
rivers embraced in this bill receive only 25 per cent. of the estimate of 
= i while this river receives 334 per cent. 


HELPS. In that point of view I acknowledge the appropria- 
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tion in the bill is just; but we should consider the amount of business 
which this river does in comparison with some of the others. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr, KEAN, it was 
not to, there being—ayes 43, noes 85. 

The next amendment, also by Mr. KEAN, was read, as follows: 

After line 479 insert: 

Improving South River, New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $5,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey desire to 
be heard on his amendment? 

Mr. KEAN. Ido. This improvement was provided for in a river 
and harbor appropriation bill some years ago; but since 1882 no appro- 
priation has been made for it. The Government work already done 
‘will be entirely lost unless some appropriation be made at this time for 
it. Navigation demands it, and commerce also. I trust the chairman 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors will listen to that amendment 
and allow it to go into the bill. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 76. 

Mr. KEAN. No quorum. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. KEAN and Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman from New Jersey will with- 
draw his point of no quorum. 

Mr. KEAN. Very well. I will withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment (by Mr. Ray, of New York) was read, as fol- 
lows: 

‘After line 497, insert: 
And for improving the Susquehanna River in New York and Pennsylvania, 
$1,000,000,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War,” 

{Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. RAY, of New York. 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, in support 
of this amendment that if adopted it will inaugurate the grandest 
scheme of the nineteenth century. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will resume their seats and preserve 
order. Itis impossible to hear what is going on. 

Mr. WILLIS. The point of order I is this: I am sure my 
friend from New York was not here when the arrangement was made. 
General debate was limited to an hour and a half, and when that time 
had expired my friend from Kentucky in order to facilitate gentlemen 
desiring to make remarks. in legitimate explanation of amendments 
they have offered asked that it might be en so as to allow three 
minutes in each case for that purpose. I submit now to my friend 


I desire to say a word on that amend- 


from New York whether this amendment comes within the terms of 


that consent. If he thinks it does I will waive the point of order. 

} Mr. RAY, of New York. I trust the gentleman will waive his point 
of order. It will give me only three minutes. I certainly have not 
burdened the House with remarks up to this fime. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not insist on the point of order. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the Susquehanna takes its 
rise in the beautiful Otsego Lake, amid the vine-clad hills of Central 
New York, and winding in ful curves through fertile valleys and 
between rugged mountains, it makes its way through the southern part 
of New York and the great State of Pennsylvania and pours its waters 
into the Chesapeake Bay. It is a grand old river, old as the continent. 
Its waters are pure and limpid. Its banks, from its source to its mouth, 
are dotted with great, busy cities and picturesque villages. 

Wealth and 8 abound along its banks, and the possibilities 
for the commerce that may float upon its bosom are unbounded. This 
amendment proposes to transform the entire five hundred miles trav- 
ersed by this river into a busy mart of commerce. The modest sum 
proposed to be appropriated by this amendment will, judiciously ex- 
pended, simply inaugurate the grandest scheme of the nineteenth cent- 
ury. It will give employment to thousands of men, and the house- 
wives and children fed by the judicious expenditure of these paltry 
thousand millions of dollars will have reason to rise up and call this 
Congress blessed. 

Let us do something for suffering humanity; let us employ the in- 
dustrious, feed the poor, clothe the naked, and hand our names down 
to posterity as the most lavish of the generous; let us adopt this amend- 
ment and go out of existence surrounded by a halo of magnanimous 
glory; let us prove to the world that we are not stingy or penurious or 
behind the spirit of the age in the expenditure and distribution of other 
people’s money. Such seems to be the object, the purpose, the general 
scheme of this bill. Let us then adopt every proposition that shall tend 
to perfect the measure. 

This magnificent stream is not disfigured by sandormud bars. The 
finny tribes which disport themselves in its waters are longing for the 
beneficent influences of an ropriation. The dai en who dwell 
upon its banks pine for the music of the steamboat whistle and the com- 
mercial facilities an ever-open and unobstructed navigation will give 
them. The Otsego Lake is navigable for small steamboats now. A part 
of this river is navigable forsmall steamboats a portion of the yearnow. 
By the expenditure of this sum of $1,000,000,000 it may be made nay- 
igable the whole distance. [Laughter.] 
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At the present time, Mr. Chairman, the banks are so far apart and 
the bed of the stream is so near the surface that it can not be navigated 
the whole distance. But at all seasons of the year there is water 
enough in it to float small steamboats. By the expenditure of this 

sum of money ($1,000,000,000) a canal can be dug in the bed 
of this stream and then steamboats could start from Ostego Lake, in 
3 York, and course their way to the sea. ¶ Laughter and ap- 
p 

With a pordon of this money steam-heaters can be erected with which 
to break the icy fetters that bind the waters for about six months of 
the year, and thus we shall see the tide of commerce rolling in one un- 
ceasing current, one unbroken wave (so to speak), from the icy North 
to the sunny South. All we want is enterprise, energy, and this ap- 
propriation. We are not extravagant in our demands. This appro- 
priation will commence the work, and we will trust to the future for 
such encouragement as shall be needed to make this work a complete 
success, and a monument to the enterprise and bounty of this Congress? 

I ask the gentleman to accept the amendment and allow us to have 
this great highway, this great water course through the State of Penn- 
sylvania and the State of New York, so that steamboats from my Con- 
gressional district can go unvexed to the sea. [Renewed laughter and 


ters 1 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The next amendment (by Mr. Wire, of Kentucky) was read, as 
follows: 

Amend lines 530 to 534, inclusive, by striking{out the following and inserting, 
so thatthe paragraph as amended shall read as follows: 

Improving Big 5 West Virginia and Kentucky: Continuing im- 
8 $50,000; of which sum $10,000 are to be nded on Tug Fork, and 

0,000 are to be expended on Lavisa (i. e. Louisa) Fork of Big Sandy River.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The House will come to order, as it is impossi- 
ble to hear what is going on in the confusion on the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iam willing to surrender two minutes 
out of the three minutes allowed me for debate for the purpose of in- 
dulging this confusion, for while we have squandered halfa million of 
dollars on Galveston Harbor the country still lives and the Senator from 
Illinois, Mr. LOGAN, has been elected to succeed himself. [Applause 
on Republican side.] Now, in rd to the amendment for the Big 
Sandy River and for the Lavisa River, which the Clerk has just read, 
I ask the attention of the committee to the fact that we have had in 
this Congress a bill to prevent extortion by railroads. The only way, in 
my opinion, in which we can prevent extortion by railroads is to im- 
prove the navigable rivers of the nation. The Big Sandy River is one 
of these navigable rivers, and yet the committee recommends for its im- 
provement the paltry sum of $25,000. The engineers in their report 
say next year they can expend profitably $50,000 on that river. 

Under the influence of the ex-postmaster-general of the Southern con- 
federacy this House passed a bill for the purpose of preventing railroads 
charging too much for carriage of freight or passengers. That same 
gentleman proposes to allow members of Congress to ride free. The 
author of that bill is left at liberty when he chooses to ride on free 
passes. Discrimination in that direction is not the way to accomplish 
the purpose. The better way in my judgment would be by legislation 
appropriating money to improve navigable rivers like the Big Sandy 
and the Lavisa. Then if we have railroad lines rushing out from 
Grundy to Norfolk and Wilmington and to Baltimore, in that way we 
can cheapen t ortation. It can not be done by your lap-sided in- 
terstate-commerce bill that left out the gist of the whole matter; that 
is, the enactment of some provision for the purpose of preventing the 
giving of free passes. It is to be done by liberal appropriations to im- 
prove nagane rivers like the Big Sandy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment (by Mr. WARNER, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words ſor this improved navigation,” in line 543, and insert 
the words on this river.“ 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 493, page 21, after Maryland,” by inserting “and Pennsylvania.) 
Amend line 493 by striking out seven“ and inserting “twenty-two.” A 
line 494 by inserting, after the word “ dollars,” seven thousand five hundred 


of; and after the word “bridge,” in line 497,add “and $15,000 shall be ex- 
pended for improving the West Branch of said river.” 


Mr. WILLIS. I must make the point of order upon that amendment. 
We have passed that part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania desire 
to be heard on the point of order, that portion of the bill having been 
already over? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I understand that, but at the time 
we that portion of the bill there was so much confusion in the, 

that I did not hear the reading. There was a magnificent speech 
being made by the gentleman from New York, which attracted the at- 
tention of the committee, and the reading of the bill-immediately 
after was not heard in this part of-the Hall. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky insist upon 
the point of order? : 
» Mr. WILLIS. I must insist upon it in the interest of the progress 
of this bill. I desire to complete the bill as soon as possible, and feel 
it my duty to insist upon the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must sustain the point of order, and 
the amendment is ruled out. 

The next amendment (by Mr. York) was read, as follows: 

After line 561, insert : : 

“Improving the Yadkin River, North Carolina, from the railroad bridge, near 
Salisbury, to Wilkesborough, $56,000, twenty-five thousand to be spent on the 
Wilkesborough end and twenty-five thousand on the Salisbury end.“ 

Mr. YORK. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
The Yadkin River is a river of considerable importance in Western 
North Carolina, There has been quite a large amount of money spent 
there in the improvement of that river from first to last. It runs 
through a very fertile section of North Carolina, which, however, is en- 
tirely destitute of railroad facilities. It is much needed by the people 
of that section for the commerce of that portion of the State, and I 
Bope. it will be the pleasure of the committee to adopt the amendment. 

e question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and on 
a division there were—ayes 19, noes 73. 

So the amendment was not adopted. 

The next amendment (by Mr. OHARA) was read, as follows: 

After the word dollars,” in line 570, adq : Improving Moccasin River, North 
Carolina; Continuing improvement, N 

Mr. O'HARA. I do not desire, Mr. Chairman, to take up the time 
of this committee in arguing the question of the importance of this ap- 
p tion. I will simply refer briefly to the report of the engineers, 
which is found on page 172. In their report they speak of it as Con- 
tentnea Creek. That report shows that during the last year over 6,600 
bales of cotton were transported over that stream. 

It passes through four of the largest counties of the State. Itis 
proposed to continue the improvement so that we shall have an unin- 
terrupted navigation on that river for seventy-five miles. The estimate 
made by the engineers for the next fiscal year is $10,000; and I only 
wish to say to the gentleman in charge of this bill that it is absolutely 
necessary we should have this small appropriation which I ask in this 
amendment for the purpose of protecting the work already done and 
keeping it from injury. 

I hope the commiteee will not object to this amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 45, 
noes 70. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. Lask consent to offer an amendment at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 570, insert : 

“Improving New River, North Carolina; Continuing improvement, 810,000.“ 

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment first read is certainly 
worthy of adoption. The mouth of this river is one of the most impor- 
tant harbors of refuge for small craft on our dangerous coast. Last ses- 
sion $5,000 were appropriated for its improvement, as a like sum had 
been by the 8 Congress. If the work is to stop here these sums 
might as well have been thrown in New River, so far as the good effected 
is involved. The engineers in their estimate recommend an appropria- 
tion of $15,000 to continue the work; but it has pleased the committee 
to ignore its claims altogether. For what reason I can not conceive. I 
was told last summer by a gentleman living near there that a short 
time previously a steamer in a crippled condition attempted to put in 
that inlet in a storm, but being unable to cross the bar was compelled 
to put to sea again, and as a consequence was lost, with all on board. 
In view of these and other reasons I do most earnestly trust that the 
amendment may be adopted. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 32, 
noes 65. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The next amendment (by Mr. VAN EATON) was read, as follows: 

In line 653, insert: 

“Improving Horn Island Pass, Mississippi: Continuing improvement, $15,000.” 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Chairman, this is a very important amend- 
ment for my people and fora large portion of the commerce of the Gulf. 
The harbor inside Horn Island is one of the most important on the coast. 
The trouble is the water is deeper in the harbor than in the pass, and 
the object is to deepen the pass between Horn Island and Petit Bois Isl- 
and so vessels of deep draught can pass into the harbor and out with full 
loads, and thus result in a great saving to the immense lumber region 
of that country. 

The engineer’s report estimates $43,000 for this work. Five thou- 
sand dollars were appropriated last year. If thisamendment is adopted 
the work of deepening the pass can go on; if not, the $5,000 alone will 
be of little use. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The following amendment (offered by Mr. VAN EATON) was read: 


After line 911, insert: 
Improving and protecting harbor at Natchez, Miss., and Vidalia, La., $125,000.” 
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Mr. VAN EATON. I had occasion the other day to say a word in 
favor of substantially this amendment. And I wish to say, in opposi- 
tion to some objections that were made on that day, that there is no 
ponen here to improve private property. The harbor between 


atchez and Vidalia, which already accommodates the shipping at those 
two points, is as good a harbor as there is on the Mississippi River. 
No private property is sought to be benefited. The trouble is that a 
cut-off is threatened a mile or two above, and, unless it is guarded 
against, it will ruin the harbor at Natchez by leaving the current sev- 
eral miles perhaps from the present landing. 

More than that, it will entirely sweep away not only the harbor but 
the entire town of Vidalia. The engineers have made their report. 
They say that this work is absolutely necessary, and I appeal to this 
House to say whether one of the most magnificent and useful harbors 
upon the river should be left liable to be destroyed in this way. 

The committee say this is a landing, and that they will not vote a 
dollar for any landing upon the river. Why, Mr. Chairman, what ben- 
efit will it be to the river to improve the navigation if there is no place 
where commerce can be accommodated at these harbors? I appeal to 
the committee to insert this amendment. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. VAN 
EATON, there were—ayes 34, noes 62. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 


to. 
The following amendment (offered by Mr. SINGLETON) was read: 
At the end of line 658, insert: : 

Continuing improvement from Carthage to Edinburg, $2,000,” 

Mr. SINGLETON. This is forthe improvement of a section of Pearl 
River which penetrates my State from the Gulf of Mexico, about five 
hundred miles. An appropriation is made in the bill for the improve- 
ment of the navigation from Jackson down, and then for the improve- 
ment of the navigation from Jackson up to Carthage. But from that 
up to Edinburg, where the improvement is most needed, by some fatal- 
ity, I can not understand what, the committee have left out that part 
of the river altogether. Although a small appropriation was made in 
the last river and harbor bill for that part of the river, they have failed 
to make any appropriation for it at this time. 

I have here in my hand the report of the assistant engineer who has 
examined this river. He states that it isimportant this river should be 
cleaned out between Carthage and Edinburg. 

There are 25,000 bales of cotton carried down that river. Througha 
large section of country the people have no access to market except by 
the Pearl River. There are two steamboats on it which now carry 
freight to the railroads. 

I hope no member of the House will oppose this small appropriation. 
It is a singular thing that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors should 
have overlooked this portion of the river. The work is recommended 
not only in the report of the assistant engineer but itis indorsed by 
the Engineer-in-Chief. I may add that in the present condition of the 
roads a bale of cotton can not be hauled to market. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment offered by 
Mr. SINGLETON, there were—ayes 40, noes 73. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not 


to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read the following amendment, offered by Mr. WHITE, of 
Kentucky: 

Amend line 743 by adding the following: 

“And $10,000 of said $100,000 shall be expended for the improvement of Cum- 
berland River above the mouth of Jellico, in the State of Kentucky.“ 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Government has entered upon the 
improvement of the Cumberland River above the mouth of Jellico. It 
has expended some money in that work and it ought to be continued. 
There is no belt of coal and timber land in the United States within my 
knowledge—after reading a number of the geological reports, I state, 
without any fear of successful contradiction, that there is no equal 
number of acres of land in the United States where there are finer vir- 
gin forests of all the hard woods known in this country, where there is 
more bituminous coal, where there is more coking coal, where there is 
more iron ore within easy access, where there is more sandstone and 
limestone necessary to work the iron ore than there is on the river above 
Jellico. The Government has already expended a few thousand dol- 
lars to improve it. I ask that this small sum be expended in the fur- 
ther improvement of that river. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania) was 
read, as follows: 

Amend at adding, after line 755, as follows: 

Improving West Branch of the Susquehanna River, $7,500.” 

Mr. WILLIS. I am compelled to make the point of order. We have 
passed that part of the bill. There was an order of the House this 
morning, I may say to my friend, requiring these amendments to be 
presented in the order in which the paragraphs are; and the paragraph 
l the Susquehanna River has been passed. ' 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. This is another stream entirely, and 
I do not know of anything in the order to which the gentleman from 
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Kentucky alludes that prevents the consideration of this amendment 


at this point. I thought at one time it would be pro perhaps 
it would be entirely proper—to offer it at the point tleman has 
; but I see no reason, since it is an entirely di t stream, 


why the amendment should not go in at this point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that it is not in possession 
of such facts as will enable it to decide whether this amendment be in 
order or not. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. On page 21, line 493, is the Susquehanna River. 
We are now on page 33, at line seven hundred and odd. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. This is not the Susquehanna River. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. What does your amendment relate to? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The West Branch of the Susque- 
hanna River. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then it is the Susquehanna River. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You can as well say the Missouri 


is the Mississippi. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that any order has 
been made that an amendment can not be offered to a section at any 
time after we have the section ? 

The CHA . The Chair will inform the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. HIscock] of an order which was made in the House early 
this morning, and which the gentleman perhaps did not hear. The 
order was to the effect that the amendments to this bill should be sub- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole in the order in which they come 
on the bill; so that when we passed from a matter it should be as if a 
paragraph were passed from in the House under the regular rule. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But there may be new paragraphs inserted 
anywhere, may there not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks so, but the rule of the House 
as ie fe er eee that these amendments coming in should 
be—I believe they are called in the order hona fide amendments, not go- 
ing back to other matters. The whole idea of the order was to cut off 
any retrograde movement. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that when we have 
reached the very end of this section we are precluded from offering 
amendments to it if we have commenced the reading of another sec- 
mos I do not understand thatany order of that kind has been entered 

ere. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated the effect of the order as 
he understands it. j 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to have the order read. We are con- 
sidering this bill by sections, and if we are considering it by sec- 
tions 

Mr. WILLIS. We are considering it under a consent order entered 
this morning. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to have the order read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in that natural confusion which 
grows out of departing in this case from the regular rule; but he de- 
sires to have it understood that in endeavoring to carry out the order of 
the House, as the Chair understands it, matters that have been passed 
over can not be recurred to. Of when the end of the section is 
reached, any distinct paragraph that is offered in order may be acted 


upon. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. This is a distinct paragraph, Mr. 

The CHAIRMAN, Of course the Chair is not informed as to the ge- 
ography of these rivers, and does not know whether this and the Sus- 
quehanna are the same river or not. 

Mr. CURTIN. The West Branch runs into the Susquehanna, but it 
is not the Susquehanna, and is not so called. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is much obliged to the gentleman for 
that lesson in geography. If that is true, the point of order against this 
amendment is not well taken, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brown] will proceed. ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I have only to say 
that the West Branch of the Susquehanna River is the greatest lumber 
stream in the State of Pennsylvania, and 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Sie BRECKINRIDGE. My point is that this discussion is ont of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled, on the statement of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN], that this is a different river 
from any that has been heretofore considered, and that, therefore, the 
point of order is not well taken. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then the gentleman is in order ? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If I understand the Chair, if we pass from a river 
we can not subsequently return to that same river in making amend- 
ments to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair understands to be the 
effect of the rule. 

Mr. WILLIS. After a river has been acted upon, it can not be again 
considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is what the Chair understands to be the 
instruction of the House in the order which it made. 
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Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr, Chairman, I was saying that 
this Western Branch of the Susquehanna is the lumber stream 
east of the Alleghany. More lumber is floated upon it than I may say 
upon all the other streams in the State of Ivania, and I can not 
understand why the Committee on Rivers and bors did not allow 
to this stream the appropriation that was asked for its improvement. 
I yield the balance of my time to my colleague from Pennsylvania, 
Governor CURTIN. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, the West Branch of the Susquehanna 
rises in the mountains and runs out into the district which I have the 
honor to represent. It has been properly stated by my colleague from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] that it is the largest lumber stream in 
that State. The peste er ee river is obstructed by rapids and 
falls, and the object of this amendment is to clear out those obstruc- 
tions so that the men who cut the lumber in the Alleghany Mountains 
on the various branches of the river may have a safe for their 
property down the stream to market. That is ale nothing more. 
This is not the Susquehanna River; it is a different river, which runs 
into the Susquehanna at Northumberland. The North Branch of that 
river, as it is called, rises in the State of New York, passes into Penn- 
sylvania, and goes back into New York, thus looping together as with 
a silver thread the two great States of New York and Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate upon this bill is exhausted. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, you would have heard something in- 
teresting Ee had let me goon. [Laughter. ] 

The C RMAN. The ir asks unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania be allowed to proceed one minute longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CURTIN. A minute! That is a short time to some gentlemen 
on this floor; but it is a long time to me, for I do not often trouble this 
House. Sir, if we desire to clean rivers, to furnish facilities for navi - 
gation and trade, to afford the produce of the farm and the forest the 
means of reaching markets, this amendment is perfectly proper. 

I am in favor of giving to the people of this great nation all the 
facilities they require for commerce and trade. Commerce in its true 
interpretation is the exchange of commodities; and while you 
priate money for improvements in the West and on the Mississippi 
and the Missouri and the Ohio, I would not deny to the people of the 
West Branch the means of reaching a market with the lumber of that 
region. I am in favor of voting any amount of money to give the peo- 
ple of this great nation the exchange of commodities which commerce 
means. [Applause. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CURTIN, there 


were—ayes 52, noes 54. 
Mr, WELLER. I withdraw my vote. 


Mr. CURTIN (to Mr. WELLER). Vote the other way. 

Mr. WELLER. No; I can not vote the other way. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are tellers demanded ? 

Mr. PARKER. I withdraw my vote in the negative. 

Mr. WELLER. I change my vote back to the original status. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to this as irregular. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no knowledge how either gentle- 
man voted. Are tellers demanded ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I call for tellers. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friends from Pennsylvania will not press 
this amendment. This isa work which is not in the Book of Estimates 
at all; we have no survey. 

Tellers was ordered; and Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. WIL- 
LIS were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 71, noes 
59. : 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist on 
the point that no quorum has voted ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I do not. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I reserve the right to vote in the House on 
this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no necessity for any reservation. 

The next amendment (by Mr. WOLFORD) was read, as follows: 


In line 757, strike out “four” and insert “six ;” so that the clause will read: 
> Improving South Fork of the Cumberland River, Kentucky: Continuing im- 
provement, $6,000." 


Mr. WOLFORD. It generally happens in these appropriation bills 
for the improvement of our rivers and harbors that those who ask for 
large things get them. Iam asking for a very small thing. I think 
this amendment should be adopted without any opposition. The South 
Fork of the Cumberland River runs through a region having some of the 
finest timber in the United States—large oaks, lofty poplars. Besides, 
there is fine cultivable land. The people there raise corn, wheat, and 
almost everything that would go into the commerce of the world if they 
had a way to get it out. But that region is almost cut off from the rest 
of the world because it has nonavigation. Four thousand dollars was 
appropriated for this object last year, and it did the people there a great 
deal of good. e i 


That country, too, is rich in mineral wealth. There is iron ore 
there—almost everything that could make the people rich. But, as I 
haye remarked, there is no way to get it out. The Committee of the 
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Whole, by voting this little appropriation, will help a long-suffering 
people, a people who support all your appropriations. 

[Here the hammer fe 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My colleague [Mr. WoLrorp] willal- 
low me to say that the engineers have recommended an appropriation 
of $10,000 for this purpose. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WOLFORD it 
was not agreed to, there being—ayes 44, noes 63. : 

The next amendment (by Mr, WHITE, of Kentucky) was read, as 


follows: 
Amend lines 75, 78, 79, Le out the words “two hundred thousand and 
inserting in lieu thereof following: “nine hundredand thirty-one thousand 
that the will read as follows: 


four hundred ;” so 

“Im Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $931,400; 

lof which sum $48,000 are to be used to complete the lock and movable dam at 
ville, at junction of Three Forks of Kentucky River.“ 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. We have appropriated from the founda- 
tion of the Government till 1882 $111,000,000 for the improvement of 
rivers and harbors; and if this bill be the amount will have 
reached 5154, 000, 000. Out of this entire sum Kentucky has received 
‘but $447,000. 

The Chief of Engineers reports that $941,438 can be profitably ex- 
pended for this work during the next year. I want to remind gentle- 
pen from Pennsylvania and Ohio that they are interested in improv- 
ing the navigation of this river. Every lock and dam you put in the 
Kentucky River assists in enabling Pittsburgh coal and Ohio salt to 
come into competition with Kentucky coal and Kentucky salt. It en- 
ables also Toledo lumber to come into competition with the abundant 
lumber of Kentucky. 

This improvement has been started. The $931,000 which the engi- 
neers tell us can be profitably expended during the coming year is about 
[one-third of all that will be required to complete navigation to the 
t of that abundant coal and lumber region in our State. 

I speak of the coking coal on the Cumberland River. And there is 
popan of the United States where there is such a quantity of cannel 

or of walnut or hickory and other valuable woods or of mines. 

[Here the hammer fell. 0 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I must call for a division on thisamend- 
ment. This is a most important river. 

Mr. PAINE. Is there any water in the river? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes; there is always water there. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 18, noes 83. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I move to strike out the following, in lines 75 
and 759: 

Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $200,000, 


The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment (by Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky) was read, as 
follows: 

Insert after line 761 the following: 

“Improving Licking River, Kentucky, $100,000." 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, After the success I have had it seems 
pesueen or even looks, as represented by my friend from New 
Jersey [Mr. KEAN], have no effect with this obdurate committee; and 
when the Speaker of the House informs the little gentleman from New 
Vork, whose shadowy figure I do not see before me, that the only way 
to improve Licking River is to macadamize the mouth of it, I suppose 
iT shall be defeated in this attempt to get an appropriation for the Lick- 
ing River, a river which drains the whole region between the Kentucky 

iver and the Big Sandy River. It is a vast territory, over three hun- 
i miles long., It has a great deal of commerce, South of the 
Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad, any time at high water, steamboats now 
run. No improvement has been made in that important navigation. I 
suppose it will come. When Kentucky goes back to the old Whig doc- 
{trine an attempt will be made to improve the Licking River. She did 
it once herself before Kentucky seceded. [Laughter.] And let it be 
remembered that Kentucky never did secede until the war was over. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] One of these days 
the Republican party or the temperance party or some other party be- 
sides the seceded Democrats will have control of that grand old Com- 
monwealth of Kentucky. The Whig party built the locks and dams 
on the Kentucky River, which, through the parsimony of the Demo- 
cratic party, have been turned over to the National Government. That 
‘river some day will be improved, I trust, by the liberality of her people. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment (by Mr. HOLMAN) was read, as follows: 


Add at the end of line 766 the following words: 


“And a sum thereof not exceeding $40, I be nded in arresting the 


sha expe 
formation of the bar now forming in said river below the mouth of 1 Sonor 
Miami and opposite the city of Lanrenceburg, by confini: 
River a near the point of its junction with the Ohio 


Mr, HOLMAN. _I wish to submit a word in behalf of that proposi- 
tion and hope I will have the ear of my friend from Kentucky. It is 
not proposed to increase the amount of the appropriation, but only to 


the Great 
ver to its present 


appropriate $40,000 of the amount named in the bill to confine the 

Miami River to its natural channel. The great floods within the last 
two years have overflowed the town of Lawrenceburg and reduced its 

people to poverty: ‘Those floods are changing gradually the course of 
the Ohio River and forming an extensive bar in front of the town. 

Navigation in the last two years, growing out of the influences I have 

mentioned, has been much impaired, and I think no partof the money 

appropriated can be used to better advantage than in arresting the for- 

mation of that bar. I admit the effectis to save this town of 7,000 peo- 

ple from destruction. The amendment proposes to confine the Miami 

River to its natural channel, and thus prevent the formation of bars 
affecting navigation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIS. Only wait a few moments. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We are thinning ont fast and soon will be 
without a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his motion? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. No, I shall not. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment (by Mr. STOCKSLAGER) was read, as follows: 
Add in line 770, 32. the following: 1 
“And wraps | hereby given to any individual or corporation to alt Hight 

repair, or rebuild the bri across the Louisville and Portland Canal, at t- 
eenth street, in said city of Louisville, now owned by the United States, with- 
out cost to the Government, and to use the same for rail and other 

free of charge from the Government, provided it shall in no way in 
the free navigation of said canal. 

Mr. SToCKSLAGER. This does not propose to appropriate any 
money. It simply authorizes any person desiring to build a railroad 
bridge across the canal, for the purpose of transporting more than 
4,000 car-loads of cement manufactured there annually, to do so at the, 
expense of the parties so repairing or rebuilding the bridge for that 


with 


purpose. 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that this is not germane to 
the bill. k 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
building of the bridge. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. There is another reason why this is not ger- 
mane to the bill—it does not make any appropriation. . 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The chairman of the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors knows all about it, as it is in his own city. My people 
are interested in the transportation across the canal. The bridge is! 
now an old and rickety structure. 

There is an old bridge there that will not do at all for railroad pur- 
poses, and this proposes to allow parties to build a new one. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state, if the gentleman will permit me to in- 
terrupt him, that this bridge belongs to the canal and the canal belongs 
to the Government. This is not making an appropriation to build a 
bridge, but simply to authorize it to be done and not to interfere with 
the right of way. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. It is simply to permit private parties to build 
the bridge, and there can be no objection to it. 

The question being taken upon theamendment of Mr. SrocKSLAGER, 
it was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 50, noes 5. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will state to the committee that in a few minutes, 
after we pass over one other point, I will move that the committee rise. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment, offered by Mr. JOSEPH D. 
TAYLOR, as follows: 

After line 770 insert: 

“Constructing ice-breakers and ice-harbor at the city of Bellaire, Belmont 
County, Ohio, at the point designated and recommended by the United States 
engineers, $15,000." = 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to occupy the floor but two min- 
utes, and will yield one minute then to the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Gorr]. s 

Mr. Chairman, the survey for an ice-harbor at Bellaire, Ohio, was 
made in 1881. The construction of ice-breakers at that place is strongly 
recommended in the volume I hold in my hand, which is the report of 
the Chief of Engineers, made in that year. On page 1951 will be found 
the reports of Engineers Merrill and Harlow, strongly favoring this 
work, giving reasons why it should be constructed, and showing how 
5 it is to the safety of steamboats and other craft on the Ohio 

iver. 

The appropriation was not made at that time, for the reason that the 
Chief of Engineers recommended that some adjustment should be made 
in to riparian rights lest the owners of the adjacent land should 
be entitled to charge wharfage. That has been recently and 
satisfactorily. The owners of the adjacent land have entered a re- 
lease and have agreed to make no claim for wharfage in the harbor 
which would be created by the ice-piers. 7 t 

This work has been recommended by chambers of commerce, boards 
of trade, and by the people all along the Ohio River for five hundred 
miles, all of whom are deeply interested in the improvement of the 
navigation of the river. Itis proposed to build ice-cribs between the 

iers of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad bridge over the Ohio River at 
Bellair e. This will create an ice-harbor below the bridge and between 


The Government is not to pay for the re- 
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it and McMahon's Creek 1,100 feet long and 250 feet wide at the mod- 
erate expense, as shown by the engineers’ report, of $15,000. 

There is certainly no more desirable place on the Ohio River for a 
harbor than at Bellaire. It has railroad, telegraph, telephone, mail, and 
banking facilities. It is the coaling place of all river craft going up 
and down the river. It is a growing manufacturing ci 

And besides, there are large numbers of people in that section of the 
country interested in manufacturing. It is the center of a population 
of at least 100,000 people, who are interested in the prosperity and 
growth of Bellaire and the adjacent towns of Bridgeport, Wheeling, 
and Martin’s Ferry. Other manufacturing towns on the Ohio River 
are 2 interested in this improvement. It is important to the peo- 
ple of Pittsburgh who are engaged in the coal traffic. 

The immense fleets of coal boats going to and returning from Cincin- 
nati would be greatly benefited by this harbor, They greatly need an 
ice-harbor and ice-breakers at this point, which is about midway be- 
tween Pittsburgh and the ice-harbor at the mouth of the Muskingum 
River. No gentleman who understands the importance of this work 
will object to the small appropriation that I ask. It would save from 
destruction millions of dollars’ worth of pro and y encour- 
age the large number of owners of boats river craft at that place 
and all along the Ohio River. I know of no place where such a small 
amount of money will accomplish so much good. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to yield 
any of his time? The Chair understood him to state that he wanted 
to yield a portion of it to the gentleman from West Virginia. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I want to yield one minute of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has already oecupied two and 
one-quarter minutes. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I yield the remainder to the gentleman 
from West Virginia [Mr. GOFF]. 

Mr. GOFF. Mr. Chairman, I trust the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors will not object to this amendment. This matter has been con- 
sidered is Bs e engineers especially requested to examine the subject, 
and they have reported uniformly in favor of the construction of thisice- 
harbor. The people in the entire valley of the upper Ohio River are 
interested in this work and ask its construction. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 69. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No quorum. 

Mr. WILLIS. Pending the demand for a quorum, I move that the 
committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having had under considera- 
tion the river and harbor bill had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine moves that 
the House do now adjourn, pending which the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky states that he rises to a question of the highest privilege, which 
he will state. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to enter a motion to reconsidera vote taken 
to-day, which is a question of the highest privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ize the motion. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to consider Senate bill No, 2511. 

Mr. KEIFER. That would not avail anything if it was done now. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I enter the motion, at any rate. 

Mr. KEIFER. A motion to reconsider would not bring it up for 
consideration this evening. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I am aware of that fact. 

Mr. KEIFER. It would not bring it up for consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is hardly called upon to de- 
cide what would be the effect of the motion. 

Mx. THOMPSON moved to reconsider the vote of the House refus- 
ing to consider Senate bill 2511, and also the vote by which it was re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion will be entered. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House take a recess until to-morrow 
at 10 o’clock, and will state that if this is done I will move an adjourn- 
ment before 11 o’clock. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will agree to that. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. WILLIS; and it was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pending the announcement of the re- 
sult of the vote the Chair asks unanimous consent to submit some exec- 
utive communications. 

There was no objection. 

EXPENSES FOR DEPUTY MARSHALS, ETC., AT ELECTIONS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 


Secretary of the Treasury, in response to a House resolution calling for 
information as to expenditures for supervisors and deputy marshals at 
elections; which was ordered to be printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 


Mr. DOCKERY 
RECORD. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 18, 1885. 

Sin: In compliance with the resolution of the Bonia of Representatives of 
the 5th instant, that the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
House of Representatives what has been the total amount of cantare payne 
under the law providing for the appointment of hat States the money „ chief super- 
visors, and supervisors of elections, and in what e money nas been ex- 
pended, 4 415 the separate amounts expended in each Stats, and also the 
accounts for such services which remain unadjusted,” I have the honor to trans- 
mit herewith the information called for, prepared in the office of the First Comp- 


troller of the Treasu 
Very respeotfully, x 
H. McCULLOCH, Secretary. 


The honorable SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 


Statement S expenses incurred under the law providing for the „ special 
deputy ma: , supervisors, and chief supervisors of elections. 


I ask that this communication be printed in the 


$ 
PPNI 


Districts. Amount. 
PAYMENTS TO SPECIAL DEPUTIES. 

6% % (PT AA—T—T—VFV——— ĩ⅛˙—ç,ßÜ:ed A A, $2,530 00 

Do 1.000 00 

Do.. 1, 380 00 

Do.. 870 00 

Do.. *1,445 00 

California 2, 050 50 

Do.. 00 

Do.. 2,230 00 

Do 4,007 50 

Do.. 7,545 00 

Do.. 4,525 00 

Do.. 2,485 00 

Do.. 76, 660 00 

Delaware 3,350 00 

Dn 3,515 00 

Do.. 1,980 00 

Georgia, northern 200 00 

Do... 70 00 

1,105 00 

Do. 4,651 86 

Do 7,200 00 

Do.. ean 00 

Do.. 0, 265 00 

Louisiana, 10, 300 00 

Do. 5,700 00 

Do.. 5,680 00 

Do.. 5,000 00 

Do.. 2,110 00 

Do.. 3,800 00 

Maryland 22 12 
AN 

Do.. 1,730 00 

Do... 2,005 00 

Do. 8,085 00 

Do. 4,594 10 

Do... 10, 096 75 

Do... 2,335 00 

Do... 7,540 00 

Massach 1,170 00 

Do.. 2,935 00 

Do.. 2,580 00 

Do.. 2, 335 00 

Do.. 2, 840 00 

Missouri, 19,110 60 

Do... 6,505 00 

Do.. 6, 830 00 

New oo northern. 12250 00 

285 00 

Do 7,915 00 

Do. 8,655 00 

Do 6,570 00 

Do... 7,690 00 

Do... *4,300 00 

New York 58,515 00 

Do.. 15, 150 00 

Do.. 40, 480 00 

Do... 25, 300 00 

Do. 36, 105 00 

Do.. 42,250 00 

Do.. 23, 820 00 

Do.. *38, 880 00 

New York, eastern 20,275 00 

Do.. 9,770 00 

Do.. 12, 694 24 

Do.. 6, 037 05 

Do.. 4,845 50 

Do.. 5,785 00 

Do.. *7, 580 00 

New Jerse: 1,290 00 

Do.. 2,360 00 

Do.. 5,085 00 

Do.. 2,880 00 

Do.. 6,335 00 

Do.. 3,380 00 

Do.. - #8, 895 00 

Ohio, sou 220 00 

=~ — 320 00 

587 00 

355 CO 

250 00 

500 00 


p 


* Estimated. 


7 Unadjusted, 
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Expenses incurred in the appointment of special deputy marshals, ée.—Continued. 


Expenses incurred in the appointment of special deputy marshals, &c,—Continued. 


Year.) Amount. 


Districts, 
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PAYMENTS TO CHIEF SUPERVISORS, 


Total to supervisors..... 
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PAYMENTS TO SPECIAL DEPUTIES—Continued, 
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Expenses incurred in the appointment of special deputy marshals, éc.—Continued, 


Districts. Year.. Amount, 


PAYMENTS TO CHIEF SUPERVISORs—Continued. 
Mississippi, northern. 
Do 


Reuse 
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tSpecial election. 
RECAPITULATION, 


1, 973, 916 76 


Nore.—Amounts marked “estimated ” were advanced to marshals for disburse- 
ment, but accounts have not yet been received at this Department. In cases 
— unadjusted,” accounts have recently been received but are not yet 
examined, 


YORK HARBOR, MAINE. 

The SPENCER ji tempore also laid before oe. House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting report from the Chief of Engineers 
of a survey and examination of York Harbor, Maine; which was referred 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. HOPKINS to print in 
the RECORD some remarks on land grants, alien land-owners, &c. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. CurcHEON, indefinitely, from Monday last, on account of se- 
vere illness. 
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To Mr. Dunn, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. CoNNOLLY, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. GRAVES, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent leave was given to 
withdraw filed with House bill No. 1931 for the relief of the 
Mobile and Girard Railroad Company without leaving copies. 

The result of the vote on the motion of Mr. WILLIS was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House 
took a recess until 10 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 

AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 10 o’clock a. m. 
(Thursday, February 19, 1885). 
: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent, in the interest of public 
business, that the hour for the opening of the session of Th y be 
extended from 11 to 12 o’clock, my object being to get out of the way 


of the 5 Committee. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky asks 


unanimous consent that the session of Thursday shall begin at 12 
o’clock instead of 11 o'clock. Is there objection ? 
Mr. HOLMAN. What is the object of that? 
Mr. WILLIS. Simply to get out of the way of the Committee on 
88 i : 
SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? The chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


FORT BRADY, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. ROSECRANS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 

Military rted back with a favorable recommendation the 

bill (S. 1374) to provide for the sale of the oldsite of Fort Brady, Mich- 

and for a new site and for the construction of suitable buildings 

; Which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 

the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that when the House shall 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of Union resume the 
consideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill the considera- 
tion of the item in regard to the Henn Canal, on which a point of 


order is now ing, shall be postponed until the close of the section 
is reached. make that request with the consent, I believe, of all 
who are interested. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that, in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, when the item in the river and harbor bill in relation 


to the H in Canal shall be reached its consideration shall be post- 
poned until the conclusion of the pending section of the bill. 
Mr. PAYSON. Would it be in order to ask an explanation as to the 


si is of this request? It is as a friend of the Hennepin Canal that I 
it. 

Mr. WILLIS. The object is to facilitate the of matters on 
which a quorum will not be demanded. There will be a quorum de- 
manded on the item I have indicated. z 

Mr. PAYSON. Ido not object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think that is a matter for the Committee of the 
Whole to determine, and not for the House. r 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks the order if made 
must be made by the House. The Committee of the Whole has no 
power to make such an order, in the judgment of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The reason I make some question as to the propriety 
of this proposed order is that when that matter is reached in its course 
it is subject to the point of order, and it seems to me the point of order 
ECC 

The SPEA pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Indiana that if there be objection in Committee of the Whole it 
requires the order of the House to control in a matter such as that in 
regard to which the gentleman from Kentucky has made this request. 
If there be no objection the order will be made, and the paragraph in- 
dicated by the gentleman from Kentucky will be considered at the con- 
clusion of the first section of the bill. 

There was no objection. 

_ SURETIES OF GEORGE F. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table for reference to the Committee on Claims the bill (S. 535) for 
the relief of the sureties of George F. Elliott. I havea communication 
from the Secretary of the ee which, I think, shows it to be im- 
portant to have this bill considered. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. 535) for the relief of the sure- 
ties of George F. Elliott was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

FRENCH AND AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION. 


Mr. HOLMAN, 5 consent, introduced a preamble and 
joint resolution (H. R. 336) relative to the French and American Claims 
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Commission; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GUENTHER. I ask unanimous consent that when the House 
in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union shall re- 
sume consideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill the con- 
sideration of all the amendments relative to the Fox River, Wisconsin, 
be 22 T7 until aſter the section has been completed. 

Mr. LLIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. THOMAS. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin propose to have 
these amendments considered at the close of the pending section? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Les, sir. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ido not want to have them carried over outside 
that section. 

Mr. GUENTHER. That is not my purpose, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I call for the regular order. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House 8 resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair), and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is on the amendment of- 
fered 1 Aas penema from Ohio [Mr. Joskrn D. TAYLOR]. 
Mr. I think if the committee will indulge me one minute 
I can make a suggestion by which this matter can be settled. I have 
examined the as to thisimprovement, There was a question in 
regard to riparian rights which has now been settled. The recommen- 
dation is $15,000. If the gentleman will make the amount $7,500, to 
which I understand he agrees, to be taken, as he p from the 
appropriation for the Ohio River, I think there will be no objection to 
his amendment thus modified. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think there is any necessity for taking this 
appropriation out of the Ohio River fund. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio move his amend- 


ment in the shape su ? 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TA R. I will consent that the amount shall be 
fixed at $7,500. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment as modi- 
ed. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 770 insert: 
“Constructing ice-breakers and ice-harbor at the city of Bellaire, Belmont 


County, Ohio, at the point designated and recommended b. nited States 
ty, $7,500 i po! y the U 

Mr. WILLIS. To be taken out of the Ohio River appropriation. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I can not consent to that; I did not 
understand that to be the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if this modification is 
not made by consent the tellers will have to be ordered, that being the 
condition of the business when the committee rose last evening. 

Mr. WILLIS. As far as I am able to do so I am willing to consent 
to this amendment in that shape, 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio objects that it shall 
not come out of the appropriation for the Ohio River. 

Mr WILLIS. What difference does it make? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. The only difference is that the engi- 
neers in their report recommend this amount in addition to the esti- 
mates for the Ohio River. However, I shall not object, if the gentle- 
3 insists upon it, because it is important that this work should be 


Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think this should be taken from the Ohio 
River appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio as now modified, 

3 70 question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 33, 
noes 4. 

‘Mr. HOLMAN. I do not wish to break a quorum, but I do not think 
this ought to be taken out of the Ohio River appropriation. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no objection myself, but since the appropri- 
ations for the Ohio are most liberal in amount, I think it but right that 
it should be taken out of that appropriation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not think it is proper to make that condition. 
The importance of the net of river justifies the objection. 

\Mr. THOMAS. I d like to appeal to the gentleman from Indi- 
ana not to demand the presence of a quorum this morning, in view of 
the fact that avery liberal estimate has been made for this river. The 
largest percentage, in fact, that we have given to any of the rivers has 
been given to the Ohio; and to increase that appropriation by the ad- 
ditional amount for this ice-harbor would be unjust to other streams. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
sideration on account of the vast importance of its commerce. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate at this time is 
only proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Several members demanded the 


I think the Ohio River is entitled to greater con- 


order. t 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist upon 
the presence of a quorum? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think I will be compelled to raise the question of 
a quorum at this time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would ask the gentleman from Indiana if he 
will not consent that this matter be passed over for the present until a 
quorum is present, so that we may proceed with the consideration of 
the rest of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think it ought to be disposed of at once. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question if he 
will permit it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman from Indiana will not insist 
upon a quorum, since he knows of course the effect of it. We are try- 
ing in good faith to get this bill out of the way of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and certainly I hope the gentleman will not endeavor 
to hamper us in that effort. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We should have a quorum here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will then appoint tellers. 

Mr. WILLIS. Lask my friend to withdraw the objection and let 
us proceed with the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Under ordinary circumstances I should not hesi- 
tate, but I regard this as an exceptional case. This river is of vast im- 
portance. i 

Mr. PAYSON. Would it be in order, Mr. Chairman, to move that 
the committee rise, with a view to moving a call of the House ? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the committee finds itself without a quorum, 
the rule requires that it shall rise and report the fact to the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the condition of the public business I 
will let this go, but I regard it as a very unfair discrimination. 

So (no fi r count being demanded) the amendment of Mr. JOSEPH 
D. TAYLOR was agreed to. r 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Chairman, I would ask if I may now offer an 
amendment to line 498 ? i 

The CHAIRMAN. Not without unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask unanimous consent.to be permitted to offer 
an amendment at the point indicated in the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope my friend will wait until we get through with 
this section of the bill, and then I shall not object as far as I am con- 
cerned to his offering his amendment at the point indicated. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I will not ask unanimous consent at the pres- 
ent time, but will withhold the amendment. 

The next amendment (submitted by Mr. MAYBURY) was read, as 
follows: 

Amend by adding after line 772: 

“To improve and further Seen bs superstructure of the dikes by sheet - 
TTT 
Flats improvement, $66,000.” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. In to that amendment I wish to 
state, if the gentleman will permit, that it is an item inadvertently 
passed over by the committee. It was not in the index, and conse- 
quently failed to be seen when preparing the bill. * 

The committee, I will say, had no index for some time in the prepa- 
ration of this bill. I think it. is a proper item to go in; but would sug- 
gest to my friend from Michigan to make the amount $50,000 instead 
of $66,000, which, if he consents to, I think will obviate any opposi- 
tion on the part of the committee. 

Mr. MAYBURY. Whatever may be the percentage of $132,000, rec- 
ommended by the engineers for this work, which the committee have 
given for other improvements, I am willing to accept. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, The amount I suggest will be more than 
ee percentage allowed ordinarily. 

r. MAYBURY. I will agree then to that, and fix the sum at $50,000 
in the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman to modify 
his amendment by fixing $50,000 instead of $66,000? 5 

Mr. MAT BURN. Les, sir. a 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to be heard on his 
amendment? : 

Mr. MAYBURY. I desire to say but a word. Lask that this amend-| 
ment shall have the same consideration here that it would have received 
by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had it been before them, in! 
view of the fact, as the gentleman from Arkansas has said, that the 
matter was overlooked; and I present it now in good faith for adoption. 

I have nothing further to say. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (submitted by Mr. WASHBURN), 
as follows: 

2 end of line 774 add the following: 


of War is hereby directed to cause an examination and survey 
of the Saint Mary's Falls Canal and locks with a view to ing an esti- 


obtain 
mate of the cost of enlarging the same, or of the construction of an additional 
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canal or locks to meet the increasing demands of commerce, as shown in Ex- 
ecutive Document No, 102, House of Representatives, Forty-eighth Congress, 
second session.” 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I must make the point of order on 
that. The surveys are not in this section at all; they are in the ninth 
N therefore this amendment is not germane to this portion of the 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] to the fact that in the very next 

ph there is a provision of this same kind. I do not believe the 
gentleman will object to having this provision go in here. I desire to 
call the attention of the committee to the most extraordinary growth 
and develo 8 5 of the N passing through this canal. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that that amendment be 
passed for the present, so as to give us an opportunity to look at it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD (to Mr. WASHBURN). The surveys are not in 
this section at all. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
the top of the thirty-third page. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is for the improvement of the Fox and Wiscon- 
sin Rivers—not for any survey 

The CHAIRMAN. By 5 — of the House that has been passed over 
until the end of the section shall have been reached. Does the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] insist upon his amendment at 

time? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I should very much prefer to have it considered 
now. I desire to call the attention of the House to the most extraor- 
2 growth and development of the commerce that goes through this 


I know; but you have a similar provision near 


The have the report of the resident engineer at Detroit, and I called the 
attention of the committee to it the other day when I spoke upon this 
subject. In all the internal improvements that have ever been made 
in this country there is no parallel to the advantages and benefits de- 
rived from the improvement of these falls and the construction of this 
canal, and the “Te pr engineer says that if the growth continues as it 

bas been doing past year, within four years the canal will have 
outgrown its ca Yet the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have 
e no provision eA —. for that work, and it can not be completed 
in time even if an ra be made by this Congress, I am sur- 
prised that the gentleman from Kentucky far WILLIS] would object 
to a provision of this kind going into the bill. I desire to say further 
that there is no better illustration of the wisdom and propriety of river 
VVV ere this 
ti — 
The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on this amendment has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. WILLIS. I suggest to the 1 from Ane [ Mr. 
WASHBURN] that he bad b. had better hold this back until the next section 
is reached, and in the mean time we will examine the matter. 

A MEMBER. R order. 

The CHAIRMAN „The Chair is not informed of the condition of 
this question. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN] 
insist u his amendment now ? 

Mr. WASHBURN, I havestated that I should prefer thatthe amend- 
ment should go into this portion of the bill; but if the chairman of the 
committee objects of course I shall not insist. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will withhold it until we can 
have an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. ThenI withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk ee to read the next amendment (submitted by Mr. 
PRICE), as follows 

Amend by striking out, in line 788, the words 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inquire if this is not one of the 
amendments which was passed over until the end of the section should 
be reached? It includes the Fox River as well as the Wisconsin. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, I only asked consent that the 
amendments relative to the Fox River should be passed over until after 
the section should have been completed. 

Mr, PRICE. It has no connection with this amendment. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. This is for the Chippewa River. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that it was only the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GuEN- 
THER] that was passed over. The amendment which the Clerk was 
about to read is now in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Let it be reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment (submitted by Mr. PRICE), as follows: 

In Hne788 amend by striking out the words “ thirteen thousand five hundred” 


e insertin, — Aico th thousand; so that, if amended as proposed, 
e 

“aprova Chippen amsi River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, $30,000; 
—_— Banks, and the removal of the bar at or near the city of Eau 


. PRICE. Mr. Chairman, I think a brief history of the condition 
of the work to which this amendment refers will secure for the propo- 
sition the support not only of the Committee of the Whole but the Com- 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors. There are two regular a riations 
forthe Chippewa River, one at the mouth of the jetties, other half 
way up the river at the Yellow Banks. The amounts recommended by 
the engineers have been fairly dealt with by the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. But late last fall a very extrao rise occurred in 
the Chippewa River, and since that time there has been no survey made 
there by the board of engineers. By that rise in the river two or three 
entire blocks, with the mills thereon, were lifted right out of the city of 
Fan Claire and: placed in the Chippewa River. Thus there has been 
created an impassable barrier to the navigation. The simple question 
now is whether that barrier is worth removing. 

We have a line of steamboats plying daily on that river. True, they 
are small ones, capable of carrying perhaps two hundred passengers 
and I do not know how much freight. But the business „ He Som 
boats is necessary to the commerce of the river. At present there is 
no possibility of their passing this bar except at „ high water. 
The commerce of that river in lumber alone amounts to 100,000,000 
feet annually, worth $10,000,000, and it is necessary that this com- 
merce should be enabled to pass that point unobstructed. 

There was no ibility of private ente removing the obstruc- 
tion created by the disaster of last fall. The losses to the city of Eau 
Claire alone 3 according to the estimate, to over $1,000,000; 
and these losses were too severe a tax upon the industry of the people 
to enable them by individual effort to remove this obstruction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has 

Mr. PRICE. Well, I believe I have told about tes whole § story. I 
will modify my amendment by striking out thirty and inserting 
“twenty-five.” I think we shall be able to get along with this re- 
duced amount. 


The CHAIRMAN (having put the question on the amendment). In 
to. 


the opinion of the Chair, the amendment is not 


Mr. PRICE. I ask for a division. I do not believe Fra of the gen- 
tlemen who have voted ‘‘no’’ heard the explanation I made. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 40. 

Mr. PRICE. I call for tellers, No gentleman on the other side 
would vote against this tion, if he understood it. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PRICE and Mr. WILLIS were appointed. 

The committee proceeded to divide again; but before the count by 
tellers was concluded, 

Mr. PRICE said: I see very clearly that the Committee of the Whole, 
without und ing the question, is against me. I will not make 
the point that no quorum has voted, and I withdraw the call for tellers. 

e CHAIRMAN. The call for tellers being withdrawn, the amend- 
ment is rejected. 

The next amendment (by Mr. Davis, of Illinois) was read, as follows: 


Er iors im 802 strike out!“ entire; so that the clause will read: 
ided, however, That no no part of said sum shall be expended, „ nor of any 


sum pies ta appropriated, the right of way,” &. 
Mr. WILLIS. - That is a verbal change merely, and there is no ob- 
jection to it. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (by Mr. POTTER) was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word! Peoria,” in line 812, down to and including the 
words public use,” in line 842. 

Mr. WILLIS. Under the order of 3 House this amendment in re- 
gard to the Hennepin Canal is to be passed over until we reach the 
close of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. According to the order of the House this amend- 
ati be passed over until the close of the section shall have been 


The next amendment (by Mr. SPRINGER) was read, as follows: 

After line 812 insert the following: 

“Improving the Sangamon River, Ilinois, $10,000.” 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to this very important and oe neglected highway 
of commerce. [Laughter.] When many Bt a tlemen were in 
your cradles the great martyr of liberty A Ab: 17 was navi- 
gating this stream on a flatboat, carrying the produce of that region to 
the Illinois River and thence to the great Mississippi. [Laughter and 
applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, it will be found upon examination that there are in 
this bill appropriations for two or three hundred streams which can not 
be compared in magnitude to this river. Its length, according to the 

of the en is sixty-six and one-half miles. 

Mr. MILLS. Is it a river or a rivulet? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is a river. The av width of the stream 
at low water—now let those who advocate the improvement of creeks 
listen to this—the average width of this river at low water from Pe- 


tersburg to the mouth of Salt Creek is 109 feet and thence to the Illi- 
nois River 140 feet. At high water it spreads over a vast area of 


Ar WE 

Mr. LLER. How deep is it at low water? 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask that the rule as to time be enforced; we desire 
proceed with the public business. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope I shall not be disturbed. According to 


to 
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the report of the engineers there is in this river, except when at the 
very lowest, sufficient water to run the smaller boats navigable in that 
m 


region. 

Now, if I had time to call attention to the great resources of that re- 
gion, I could show that one county tributary to this river prođuces 
twice as much of the leading cereals as the whole State of Maine. The 
estimate for this whole improvement is $60,000, but I have asked only 
$10,000 with which to the work. 

[Here the hammer fell, . 

Mr. VAN EATON. Lonce taught school on the banks of that river, 
and I know that it sadly needs improving. 

Thé CHAIRMAN (having put the question on agreeing to the 
amendment). In the opinion of the Chair the amendment is not agreed 
to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I see that this Committee of the Whole is deter- 
mined not to improve the really navigable waters of the country, and 
I withdraw the amendment. 

The next amendment (by Mr. BLAND) was read, as follows: 

Add after the word dollars,“ in line 846: “Provided, That so much of the 
8 herein appropriated for the River shall be used for 23 


same from its mouth to Tuscumbia, es and report thereon as to 
and possibility of improving the same by movable locks and dams; so it will 


sS Improvin River, Missouri: Continuing improvement by . 
21.500: 80 much of the amount herein appropriated for the 

River shall be used for surveying the same from its mouth to Tuseumbia, Mo., 
and report thereon as to the cost and possibility of improving the same by mov- 
able locks and dams,” 

Mr. BLAND. This amendment does not make any further appro- 
priation, but simply asks that so much of that which has already been 
made as may be necessary shall be applied to the survey of the river to 
obtain information as to the cost and possible improvement of theriver 
by movable locks and dams. i 

Mr. WILLIS. The amendment does not make any additional ap- 
8 and there is no objection to it. 

e amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment (by Mr. WELLER) was read, as follows: 


h-water current; ” 8 
River from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Con- 


w 
aud shove Guttenberg, lowe, to prevent eubexanially the erosion of the bank ke 
high-water current.“ 

Mr. WILLIS. I am told by the gentleman from Iowa that the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois [Mr. HENDERSON] representing that stretch of 
the river has no objection to it. It does not increase the appropriation, 
but merely directs the engineer to one point. : 

i The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection the amendment will be 
considered as agreed to. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Will the gentleman from Iowa accept an amend- 
ment providing this shall be paid in silver dollars ? 

Mr. WELL Most cheerfully and heartily. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COSGROVE. Then I offer that amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. I would like to suggest to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that I contemplate offering an amendment to cover the whole 
question at the end of the bill. : 

Mr. COSGROVE. Very well, then I shall withdraw my amendment 
for the 3 : 

Mr. WELLER’s amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment (by Mr. McCorp) was read, as follows: 


Insert after line 901 the following: “Provided, That the sum of $20,000 of the 
sum herein ropriated shall be applied to continue the improvement of the 
harbor and adj F 1 


t channel at Fort g 
“Improving Mississippi River from Saint Paul to Des Moines Rapids: Continu- 


ing improvement, $200,000; of which sum $8,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, shall be applied to the removal of the rock at Duck Creek Chain, at 
the Rock Island Rapids, provided that the sum of $20,000 of the sum herein ap- 
propriated shall be applied to continue the improvement of the harbor and 
adjacent channel at Fort Madison, Iowa.” i 


Mr. McCOID. I believe there is no objection to that. 

Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will add the words: Provided in 
the judgment of the Mississippi River Commission, which has charge, 
it shall be necessary. 

5 McCOID. I will accept that as a modification of my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will not prejudge the action 
of the Mississippi River 888 8 

The CHAIRMAN, Three minutes of debate are allowed in favor of 
the amendment, but none in opposition. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. WILLIS. That amendment was modified so as to insert the 
words provided in the judgment of the Mississippi River Commission 
such improvement be necessary. l 

Mr. McCOID. The Chairman need not put that in. The work has 
already been done. 


‘miles. It contemplates a large expenditure of money. 


The CHAIRMAN. Did the gentleman accept the modification of 
his amendment ? 

Mr. McCOID. I have no objection, as they are just finishing the 
work up. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. I move at this point to strike out from line 902 to 


907, inclusive. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the words which it is pro- 
posed to strike out. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For continuing operations upon the reservoirs at the headwaters of the Missis- 


sippi River, $35,000: Provided, That inthe opinion of the Chief of Me py nagar) 
expenditure of this appropriation and the ultimate completion of t part of 
the reservoir system will adequately improve navigation. i 

Mr. REAGAN. The provision in the bill contemplates for the im- 
provement of the Mississippi River reservoirs covering some 18,000 
square miles in order to affect a river which drains 2,000,000 square 
It may result 
in forming water-power for prisao partes and enable them more read- 
ily to float logs, but it never can affect the navigation of the Mississippi 
River, and I do not think it should remain in the bill. : 

Mr. WASHBURN. I demand a division on the motion to strike 
out. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 37. 

Mr. WASHBURN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It seems to me hardly fair to strike out a pro- 
vision of that character. 

Mr. MILLS. Have a yea-and-nay vote in the House. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I propose to have a vote here. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. WASHBURN and Mr, REA- 
GAN. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Chairman, I believe 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Can I ask for unanimous consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota heard on the amendment ? 

Mr. MIL I object. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman [Mr. REAGAN] is greatly 
mistaken about the p and effect of this. 

The CHAIRMAN. tellers will take their i 
PP committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 23, noes 

8 ’ 

Mr. MILLS, Fo quorum has voted. [After a pause.] I withdraw 


the t of no quorum. 
. TURNER, of Kentucky. I renew it. . 
Mr. WILLIS. - I ask by unanimous consent that this be passed over 


until the section has been concluded. 

Mr, WASHBURN. I object. 

The tellers resumed the count, and having completed it, reported— 
ayes 39, noes 125. 

So the amendment was not adopted. 

The Clerk reported the next amendment (offered by Mr. Riaas): 

nsert immediately at the end of line 910 the following words: 

e tothe ropotot nalas St a 
Mackenzie to the Chief of United States Army Engineers, dated January 26, L888, 
which work of e said levee 1 be done according to the sugges- 
tions and estimates made by said Mackenzie as set forth in his report,” 

Mr. RIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I send to the Clerk’s desk an amend-, 
ment, to be inserted immediately after line 910, and the adoption of 
which I now move, and desire to submit a few remarks, I am well 
aware that the policy of Congress heretofore, and the policy of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors in this House, have been against the 
building of levees, except in so faras they may be required strictly for 
the improvement of river navigation. I 

The adoption of the amendment now under consideration will not 
be a departure from the policy of the committee; neither does its adop- 
tion involve any present increase of the appropriation ge by the 
committee for the reach of the Mississippi from Des Moines Rapids to 
the mouth of the Illinois; and I hope gentlemen will bear this latter 
fact in mind when they vote on the amendment. And now, Mr. Chair 
man, I wish to make a short statement of the facts as ma 
rial in the fair consideration of this amendment. The levee named in 
the amendment was begun, if I am not mistaken, in 1872 and com; 
pleted in 1875. It is situated on the east bank of the river, commenc- 
ing at a point about nine miles below Quincy, in Adams County, Ili- 
nois, and extending in a southerly direction down the river about fifty- 
one miles, to Hamburg Bay, in Calhoun County. It was built and has 
been maintained entirely by private enterprise, and cost several hun- 
dred thousand dollars—according to my recollection over a half million. 

In its construction the slough or outlet from the Mississippi to the 
Snicarte and some other sloughs were effectually closed, thus con- 


fining within the banks of the river a large volume of water which 
before then escaped through these side chutes. The result has been, I 
believe, to cut away and remove certain bars which previously existed 
in the river between Quincy and Hannibal, and which from time imme- 
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river. I am fully aware that there are Government engineers who 
deny that the closing of these side chutes has been as beneficial to navi- 
gation as I claim, but I believe it is not denied that some benefit has 
resulted. Maj. A. Mackenzie, engineer in charge of that reach of the 
river, in an official letter to the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, 
on the 9th of September, 1884, says: 

Some benefit has resulted from the construction of the levee, the value of such 
benefit being the cost of such work as the Government would have undertaken 
for closing these side sloughs. So far as such work is concerned there isa claim 
against the Government which is worthy of consideration, and it would seem 
proper that the facts and estimates should be laid before Congress for its action. 

I would, therefore, s a survey sufficient in detail to enable me to de- 
termine to what extent side sloughs have been closed, the condition of the levee 
closing such sloughs, and the probable.cost to the United States of works which 
woulck be built in the interest of navigation if such levee did not exist. 


The Mississippi River Conimission, in its last report, laid before this 
House by the eee of War on the 6th of last month, says: 


The system of improvement now being carried out between the Des Moines 
Rapids and the mouth of the Illinois River, which consists in closing side chutes 
and rednel the stream to a uniform width, will in time accomplish all the re- 
sults for it, and that this s is generally indorsed, and has greatly 
benefited commerce, is conclusively shown by the report of the select Senate 
cominittee, published in Senate Document No. 36, Forty-eighth Congress, first 
session. 


morial had been great obstructions to navigation in that 


jor Mackenzie, speaking of this matter in a report made to the 
Chief of Engineers on the 26th of last month, says: 

It isa fact that the levee crosses certain sloughs which the Government might, 
in the course of time, have determined to close with properly located brush and 
e a tripe Toy nny AEDA DUNCA KEY SAS end bere TALS g hoy git oo 
water ca any very impo ê ques- 
tion of river 3 but for las reason that if not Slowed they might pos- 
sibly deepen or become wider in future. 


I admit this engineer says int: same connection that the closing of 
side chutes by this levee has not 1-sulted in so much good to navigation 
as others claim. But the closing of side chutes is an established por- 
tion of the plan for ppt geet ees of this reach of the river. é 
levee in question has , without any expense to the Government, 
some important side chutes, and it is but equitable that the Govern- 
ment should now aid in maintaining those portions of the levee which 
constitute useful ‘‘ closing dams.’’ Major Mackenzie, undera 2 
contained in the river and harbor bill passed at the last session, made 
a survey of this work and submitted a report, with estimates, in which 
he admits that by strengthening portions of this levee, as provided by 
the amendment now pending, permanent benefit to navigation“ will 
result. I quote his language, including that portion covering his esti- 
mates: 


The cost of such work as will strengthen the above-mentioned ns of the 
levee so as to provide a permanent benefit to navigation depends on its nature 
andamount. The estimate which, in my opinion, most nearly satisfies the re- 
quirements of the Co onal inquiry is one for Poun bey Bed yards of 

, at $1.50 per „ and 5,678} cubic yards o aoa A at $1.25 per yard, 
amounting in all to $16,515.85. 

These amounts are such as would have been required to close the four 
sloughs, heretofore referred to, in accordance with the Government methods. 


I call attention to the fact that in the concluding sentence he states 
that the closing of the four sloughs (or chutes) contemplated by the 
amendment is involved in the Government plan of impro this river. 
Mr. Chairman, in the light of the facts which I have stated I think the 
amendment ought to be, and I hope it will be, adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr. CLaRDy), as fol- 
lows: 

mend the commencing on line 914, by striki an. ,000,"" 
live 916, ve r 7 ona by adding —— tho wore — 10 
line 921, the — ae, 
ke ne $30,000 shall used in continuing improvement at Cape Girardeau, 

0. 

Mr. CLARDY. The amount required for the completion of the im- 
provement between the mouths of the Illinois and Ohio is, according 
to the report of the engineer, Major Ernst, who is in charge of the work, 
in round numbers 513,000, 000. In the last session of the Forty-sixth 
Congress the sum of $600,000 wasappropriated, and in each session of the 
last Congress the same sum was allotted for this improvement. Last 
year the Committee on Rivers and Harbors proposed to reduce the 
amount, and the House did reduce the amount to $520,000. Now it 
is proposed to reduce it to the sum of $400,000 and to divert $50,000 of 
that amount to an improvement at Cairo. 

While the committee has increased the appropriation for the Missis- 
sippi River from Cairo to the passes $1,450,000, it has seen proper to re- 
duce the appropriation for the improvement of the river between the 
mouths of the Illinois and Ohio, a distance of two hundred and twenty- 
nine and one-half miles, $120,000 less than was appropriated in the last 
session, and $200,000 less than had uniformly been allotted for the im- 
provement of this reach of the river. I have here a telegram from the 
engineer in charge of the work, who says that at the end of the fiscal year 
not a dollar of the money heretofore ap riated will remain unex- 

ded, and that if no more than $400,000 be annually appropriated, 
it will require many millions more to complete the improvement than 
the amount of the ob a estimate; and that the completion of the 
work will be postponed to future generations. Now, some of our people 


are willing that future generations may share with them the glory of 
paying the national debt; but they are in favor of realizing some of the 
practical advantages of improved navigation in the Mississippi River 
themselves, 

The smaller the annual appropriations the greater the final cost. 
The estimate of the engineer of the amount required for the completion 
of the work was based upon the supposition that Congress would make 
annual appropriations in accordance with the estimates submitted by 
him. He estimates that $1,000,000 can be judiciously expended in the 
ensuing fiscal year. My amendment contemplates the appropriation of 
$600,000, the amount that has been appropriated by former Congresses; 
the amount that has been appropriated for a number of years, if we ex- 
cept the last year. I trust that the committee will accede to this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Charpy]. 

r. THOMAS. I desire to move an amendment to the amendment. 
I move to strike out 830,000 and insert $40,000.’? 

I want to say to the committee that there was an appropriation of 
$520,000 made for the Mississippi River between the mouths of the 
Ohio and the Illinois Rivers in the last appropriation bill. The report 
of the engineer shows up to the time of the making of his report that 
less than $80,000 of that money had been ex . There is an ap- 
propriation of $400,000 in the bill this year, which makes $900,000 in 
the hands of the engineer for two hundred and thirteen miles of river. 
It is enough and more than can be expended during the next year, as 
any one knows who lives in that-section of country. 

Now, as to the appropriation for Cape Girardeau, that harbor needs 
no improvement at all. The building of the wing-dams on the oppo- 
site side of the river had the effect of costing the le on the is 
shore within my district more than $3,000,000 by overflowing their 
lands and destroying their crops, 

I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a vote. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I offer an amendment to the amend- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is weg vr to put the question on the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY], 
unless that is withdrawn. £ 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Does the Chair state that I can not make 
an amendment to an amendment? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not state the gentleman from Mis- 
souri could not make an amendment to the amendment; but the gen- 
tleman has made none. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I addressed the Chair, and stated I rose 
for the purpose of offering an amendment to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. But it bas not been offered. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move to strike out 830, 000“ and in- 
sert ‘$35,000;’’ and I yield my time to the gentleman from Missouri 
(Mr. CLarpy]. 

Mr. WILLIS. I submit to the Chair that that is not in accordance 
with the understanding as to the time allowed for explaining amend- 


ments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard this as a pro forma amend- 
ment, which was cut off by direction of the House. 

Mr. CLARDY. Will the Chair permit me to make this statement: 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THomas] offered an amendment to 
the amendment, but his subsequent action showed he did not do so in 


good faith. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not know anything as to that 
until his subsequent action. 

Mr. THOMAS. 
hardly justified. 

The MAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
La gear from Misso Mr. CLARDY]. 

e question being taken, there were—ayes 63, noes 50. 

Mr. THOMAS. No quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. THOMAS, and the 
gentleman from Missouri, Mr. CLARDY. 

The committee again divided. 

Before the tellers announced the vote, 

Mr. THOMAS, I withdraw the point of order, reserving the right 
to take a yea-and-nay vote in the House. 

The tellers —ayes 103, noes 51. 

So the amendment was to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (submitted by Mr. O'NEILL, of 
Missouri), as follows: 

Amend line 916 by striking out the words four hundred thousand” and in- 
serting one million.” ; 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote on that. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

as Clerk read thenext amendment (submitted by Mr. BROADHEAD), 
as follows: 


Strike out all after the word dollars,“ where it occurs in line 916, down to 
and including the word stream,“ where it occurs in line 921. 


The statement of the gentleman from Missouri is 
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Mr. BROADHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment not to 
increase the appropriation but to strike out this appropriation of $50,000 
for the benefit of the Cairo Land Company. The gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. THoMAS] is opposed to the improvement of the Mississippi 
River unless he can get this $50,000 for the benefit of the Cairo Land 
Company. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say—— 

Mr. BROADHEAD (continuing). That improvement has not been 
recommended by the engineer in e of the work on the Mississippi. 
On the contrary, he has reported against it, and in his last annual re- 
port his language is this: 

The work done here, however valuable to the city of Caird, has been of no 
permanent benefit to the navigation interest. 

That is what the engineer says about it. The work thatwas under- 
taken under the last appropriation has proved a failure, and he has com- 
menced another improvement by the use of mattresses, and that, he 
says in his present report, is a most difficult work. 

Now, I say this appropriation is not intended for the benefit of the 
navigation of the Mississippi River, and this $50,000 ought to go for 
the benefit of those improvements which have been useful to naviga- 
tion; for there is no improvement that has been made in the channels 
of the Mississippi that been more beneficial to navigation than the 
work done between the mouth of the Illinois River and the mouth of 
the Ohio. On the bars there where this work has been done, where 
the channel was formerly only four feet deep at low water, it is now 
from seven and a half to nine feet. Therefore I say that work has been 
highly beneficial to navigation allthrough. There has been no recom- 
mendation in favor of this Cairo improvement. On the contrary, the 

of the engineer the year before last was against the appropriation 

for that p as being of no benefit at allto navigation. Therefore 

Isay it ought to be stricken out and this $50,000 should be used on 

that portion of the river where the work has proved beneficial to navi- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate on this amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to amend, Mr. Chairman : 

Mr. BROADHEAD. Mr. Chairman, I object to the gentleman offer- 
ing a formal amendment, as he did before, and then withdrawing it. 

The CHAIRMAN. gentleman from Illinois has not offered any 
amendment yet. 


Mr. THOMAS. I move to amend line 916 by striking out six hun- 


dred thousand ’’ and inserting ‘‘ five hundred thousand. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Mr, Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. COSGROVE. The committee a few minutes ago inserted ‘six 
hundred thousand in the line to which this amendment is offered. 
Now the gentleman from Illinois. p to reduce that amount 
$100,000. I submit, sir, that that can not be done. After the Com- 
mittee of the Whole have inserted six hundred thousand it is not 
now in order to move to amend by making the amount $500,000. 

Mr. CLARDY. That was made six hundred thousand on the amend- 
ment which I offered. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that that line of the 
bill has been 

The AN. The matter of striking out and inserting being 
indivisible, and the motion to strike out four hundred thousand 
and insert six hundred thousand!“ having been made and agreed to, 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois is out of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by increas- 
ing the amount from six hundred thousand to seven hundred thousand. 

e CHAIRMAN. After a motion to strike out and insert, the sec- 
tion can no longer be amended. 

Mr. THOMAS. I submit that it is not in the nature of a substitute, 
and this section 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois appeal from 
the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. THOMAS. I do not want to take up time in that way, but I 
the decision of the Chair. : 

The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BROADHEAD]. 

The question was taken; and there were~ayes 27, noes 81. 

So the amendment was not to. 

The next amendment (by Mr. JEFFoRDS) was read, as follows: 

After line 921 insert the following: 

Improving the harbor of Greenville, Miss., $186,000." 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Chairman, this is similar to the amendment 
offered by me the other day with reference to Vicksburg Harbor. I 
will not repeat what I said on that occasion. The appropriation I now 
ask is in accordance with the estimate embraced in the report of the 
Mississippi River Commission for the improvement and protection of 
this harbor. I hope that the amendment will be adopted. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Jerrorps, it 
was not to. 


The next amendment (by Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky) was read, as fol- 


lows: 


Amend 


striking out lines 922 to 938 inclusive, and 
“Improv head 


inserting the following: 
g Mississippi River from the passes to Cairo Continuing im- 


provement, $150,000; of which sum $75,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary, is hereby appropriated for the immediate construction of a light-draft 
side-wheel steamer, with dredge attached, and of sufficient power to move from 
place to place, also ten wing-dam barges, each one hun feet in length, and 
a small light-draft boat to be used in sounding and placing the barges in 
position on shoal water, which machinery and portable wing-dam apparatus 
shall be placed under the control of a thoroughly practical river-man, which 
sum, together with the sums herein 8 or the M pi River from 
the head passes to Cairo, shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary 


of War.” 
Mr. WILLIS. I ask a vote on that amendment. 
The amendment was not to 


The next amendment (by Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky) was read, as 
follows: 

After the word river,“ in line 926, insert the follo 3 

“Including the preservation and improvement of harbors at Natchez, Vicks- 
burg, Greenville, p! Hickman, and Columbus.” 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. This amendment proposes no increase 
of the appropriation. By this bill $2,800,000 is appropriated for the 
improvement of the Mississippi River. All that I ask in this amend- 
ment is that the same harbors that are the termini of important rail- 
roads, and that were included in the last river and harbor bill, shall be 
included in this bill. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors have 
stricken out all the harbors except New Orleans. I want this House 
to put them in this bill; it is right and properghat they should be em- 
braced in the bill. They are important points for receiving and dis- 

ing freight—im: t to the commerce of the country. 

Natchez, Vicksburg, Greenville, Memphis, Hickman, and Columbus 
are the important harbors between Cairo and the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi River. It is useless to improve the navigation of the Mississippi 
River if you permit the harbors to be destroyed on the river from which 
the freight is received by the boats and vessels. We ask no increase 
of appropriation, but merely that these harbors shall be included in 
this-bill as they have been heretofore, for improvement and preserva- 
tion, the work being subject to the judgment, approval, and control of 
the Mississippi River. Commission or whoever may control the work, 
and I hope they will improve the harbors at Hickman, Columbus, and 
the other points. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. As I understand, the amendment which the 
gentleman proposes conforms to the bill of last session, and does not 
increase the amount to be appropriated. I think there will be no ob- 
jection on the part of the committee to his proposition. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. If there is no objection to the amend- 
ment by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors let it be adopted. They 
left these important harbors out, and I am glad they offer no oppposi- 
tion now. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] — 

Mr. WILLIS. This amendment is the same as the provision in last 
year’s bill. ` 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TURNER, of 
Kentucky, it was agreed to, there being—ayes 52, noes 10. 

The next amendment (by Mr. Hiscock) was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 923, 924, 925, and 926, the words, “including the rectification of 
the Red and the Atchafalaya Rivers at the mouth of Red River, and for keeping 
open a navigable channel through the mouth of Red River into the Mississipp: 
River; so that the clause will read: 

es ippi River from the head of the passes to the mouth of the 
Ohio Continuing improvement, $2,800,000,” &&. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I have submitted this amendment 
beeause I want the question squarely presented to this Committee of 
the Whole whether it proposes to commit Congress to the baraisg of 
6-foot levees from the mouth of the Atchafalaya River to the head of 
the passes. The reports which have been submitted by the Mississippi 
River Commission agree, I believe, in this, that ing to any of the 
plans submitted for the rectification of the mouths of these two rivers, 
it will be absolutely necessary for the confinement of the increased 
flood of the Mississippi that levees shall be built from the mouth of the 
Atchafalaya to the head of the passes. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is a mistake.of my friend. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is not a mistake. I am willing to appeal to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], who has investigated this 
question; I am willing to appeal to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Tuomas], who has also investigated it; and I believe both those gentle- 
men will say that these levees are a matter of necessity from the mouth 
of the Atchafalaya River to the head of the passes, if, according to 
either plan submitted, the mouths of those two rivers are ified. 
There is only this difference between the plans submitted: according 
to one plan and one estimate it is believed that a three-foot levee will be 
sufficient; according to another plan which has been submitted it is be- 
lieved that a six-foot levee is n The only difference between 
the engineers who have submitted their views on this subject is whether 
the levees shall be three feet or six feet. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HISCOCK. If I may be pardoned a moment 

The CHAIRMAN. 
hausted. 


ver: 


The time for debate on the amendment is ex- 


Mr. HISCOCK. If the Chair will pardon me one moment 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
Is there objection? 


asks unanimous consent to be heard longer. 
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Mr. BLANCHARD. I object, unless I can reply. 

Mr. WILLIS. I must object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no discretion in this matter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. It would be the pleasure of the Chair to hear 
gentlemen as long as they might desire to speak, but the order of the 
House is that three minutes’ debate shall be allowed in favor of each 
amendment, and that no further debate shall be had. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now, if the Chair will allow me a single question, 
not in the way of debate, I understood the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIsJ to say—— [Cries of Regular order! J 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object to the gentleman proceeding unless I 
can reply. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Let the gentleman trom Kentucky r- WILIISI 
take charge of your bill, and you will get along more rapid] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Let somebody take charge of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hiscock] and keep him in order, and we 


will get on more rapid! 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment proposed by 


the eaten from New York. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I demand a division. 

The committee divide; and there were—ayes 50, noes 70. 

Mr. HISCOCK. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed astellers Mr. Hiscock and Mr. WILLIS. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, noes 
104. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment (by Mr. NEECE) was read, as follows: 

Add after the word “dollars,” in line $27, the 8 

Ten thousand do or so much thereof as U necessary, shall be used 
in ay meg, tucta River chute, in Hancock County, Illinois, which chute is eppo- 
site the city of Fort Madison, in the State of Iowa. 
| Mr. WILLIS. I am compelled to make the point of order against |, 
that amendment. 
Mr. NEECE. I will withdraw it so as to let it come in at the end 
of the section. ; 

The next amendment (by Mr. BAYNE) was read, as follows: 

In line 927, strike gut gree 000 ;"” so it will read: 


“Improving Mississi ver from the head of th Jie panas to the mouth of 
the Ohio River, inel — the rectifleation of the and the Atchafalaya 
Rivers at the mouth of Red River, and for keep’ n a navigable channel 


i 
through the mouth of Red River into the Mississ — — 
provement, „000.“ 
' Mr. WILLIS. If my friend will yield to me I will move that the 
committee rise. By unanimous consent the hour of meeting was changed | of 
from 11 o’clock until 12 o’clock, and I wish to keep the promise I made 
that previous to 12 o’clock I would move the committee rise, and then 
that the House adjourn. 

Mr. BAYNE. I would rather take three minutes now with a full 
House than to have five minutes with only six or seven members 

resent. 

P Mr. WILLIS. I will ask my friend to bear in mind the facts I have 


stated. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if this amendment be adopted and 
modification be made of the provision relating to the board of engineers, 
this bill, in my ju ent, will be but areasonable, fair, and good river 
and harbor bill. But with the expenditure of $3,000, 000 in round 
numbers on the Lower Mississippi River, two and a half millions of 
which are thrown away and wasted, this bill is objectionable in the 
highest degree, and neither the results of that expenditure nor the data 
now available will justify this vast appropriation of money. 

The proposition to rectify the mouths of Atchafalaya and Red Rivers 
and thus to increase the heightof levees will cost millions upon millions 
of dollars. The present wasteful system of expending money on the 
lower Mississippi River will result in loss to this Government of mill- 
iens upon millions, and possibly hundreds of millions upon hundreds of 
millions of dollars. 

With some knowledge of the facts I advise and admonish Congress 
now that this c.g crap? in round numbers of $3,000,000 for the 
lower Mississip ver is all but thrown away by the Government s 
cept small portions of that money may be in dredging bars an 
moving snags from the channel of that river; and I y Bip one will not 
consent to this appropriation of such a vast and extravagant amount in 
this bill. I will be constrained by my sense of duty to vote against it 
unless the bill shall be rectified. [Cries of Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr, BAYNE. I desire to add to my remarks the article published 
in the Chicago American Engineer of January 23 last. The article will 
bear a close and critical examination: 

[The American Engineer, Chicago, January 23, 1885.] 
MISSOURI AND MISSISSIPPI IMPROVEMENT. 

In response to a general wish the country has undertaken the improvement 
of these rivers,and has committed the work into the hands of mixed commis- 
sions, Of these the Missouri River Commission is of recent creation, and has 
made only a preliminary report, but its constitution determines that its plans 
and methods shall be abating $0 to those of the older 31 River Commission. 
It is allowable, rae py to join the two rivers in a general discussion of the 
plans now proposed and the methods now employed, 


River: Continuing im- 


3. The banks are wasted by erosion. 
The commissions have elaborated plans and developed methods of work by 
w — 1 5 to remove an these 2 of oman pA 8 — 
The works on the M ve now rogress 
commission . med that 8 3 —.— 
fore it can not consistently be objected that it is too ear! for a criticism of the 
deraker= 7 of the general features of the plan. n has un; 
lertaken— 
. To bring a river varying from one-half mile to two or more miles in width 
to san approximate unifor uniformity in N pf about 3,500 feet. 
o protect 2 
— To N the banks hi, enough t to keep floods in the channel and off the 
4. ypy a finality, to lower the river in its bed. 
ae eee by which these objects are to be attained are, respectively, in the 
order stat: 
1, Permeable dikes and jetties to contract the water way and recover irom the 
1 a part of its present width. 


Grading the and covering the slope with mattresses or other pro- 
tection against 
2 —.— in — or less proximity to the banks to restrain fi 


To the accomplishment of these ends by the means proposed there are certain 
limitations which the commission has not presen or even ners thas ot 
the = ce of, except incidentally, when an excuse for non-success has been 


wanted. 
* ey relied on to accom: er puan the first and fourth objects is said tobe the 


the river itself, men's skill and resources employed only to the 
extent 1 these forces. It is argued that, if e ks are held against 


and fi waters are 1 My the channel, the natural and concen: 

trated Torea of the stream will e channel where deepening is desired? 
and under the ive influence of . dikes, transverse and longitudinal 
a laces where is ex- 


matter borne by the 9 Map be rag esate in 
sessive to an extent that wi life of very perishable 
structures) bring extended 3 — ge where vegetation will thrive! 
Such vegetation will be a supplement to and substitute for the dikes tion Is coms 
me traded levels, and the process of filling will go on until the reclamatio: 


p. 

The limitations to levee building men, machinery, and season ; 60 
“dike building and bank protection: Shere iain is, in addition, the procurement of ma- 
teria] for construction, embracing production and , both of which! 
ap e asen A proves to be I embarrassments, and much more rece gor Wad 

ey prove rations on a scale commensurate 5 
8 “Of all these limitations the bare mention is su 

A more . consideration must be given the thntations y to tis utiliza! 
tion of the natural resources furnished b. us. river, the measure of those re 
sources, and the extent to which they can trolled, 


In proposing to bring the river to a ake nina gear uniform width, the com! 
ion does not undertake, or even ng of such portions as 

are less than the ideal but limi init thelr efforts to tke reduction of width 

ection where it is now excess fore, the river is asked to contribute 


‘nears of material for depenit to eon convey it to a desired point and there 
Daaka, d lest it disregard this A quest they pro D N refrain Popa 
an may req y 
Banks and to progress with this work as well as with 
am. 
The quantity of material borne by the river though great is limited. Of as 
quantit: 4 N joos wide reach but a small part will traverse the areas 


are 


where tly the resources u hich draught can be 
made to Recomplish a vem fill are are quite narrowly limited, and even then not 
all available, fi cor the effluent water will carry away some material. „i 

En a matter of arithme time req if forces were 


Conside: 
constant, to patos ish reclamations would be as the areas, and material as 
booed cubic contents, But the actual conditions are — gesn more . to! 

abt yards of tf, d an ag 

e oi average de 
fill has occurred afford no measure re success, tho 
and have been quoted as evidence of marvelous eeir kita — 
important feature, and unless this is as it should be, rapidity of fill will be an 
e ual bar to final success. 

There is no need to speculate concerning the manner and conditions 10 
which accretions are formed for the eee at eo watched. And 
it must be remembered that the 1 be permanent and there- 
fore 3 be nae 1 D — on 1 r Peer bend bars have 
come and gone since the continue to doso ut 
3338 but the 98 rp sate eee 


a along the bank. the bank a deposit may be expected under the wa 
alon, nk 

4 78 wn-stream one will observe that at first the accretion is highest next 
the bank, farther down it becomes flat, 1 — and finall 
from the bank by a . paol of still wae This shows that there is a natural 
limit to the sh A of solid accretion, and, when the reason why the deposit 
takes this form is has shown that the presence of 


, experience 
ee so far from overcoming, exaggerates the tendency to leave a es parens 
jem rk mye tag VIAn Dewasa mes shore and the sand-carrying c 
is considerable, for dikes determine a more positive arrest of velocity — ao 
posis of mahe hearer particles at greater distance from the bank, and so a more 


ded exteri 

Reference to hey etches which illustrate recent reports of operations on the 
Mississippi will show that the formation of detached 45 bars is conspicuous, 
and. wou id be much more so if transverse sections of the ts were fur- 
nished as well as outlines, The works below Saint Louis furnish the fairest il- 
lustration, being older and further advanced than any others. Moreover, the 
series of sketches for several years afford 9 y for comparison. 
results furnish an ex ental demonstration that solid accretions from the 
bank out can not be obtained in the — A now practiced. 

The next question is: Can the resul: ——— unless the accretions are 
solid? Practically it would seem that the Al i Commission thought, or 
at least hoped so, when they laid out the penny at Plum Point and Lake Prov- 
menesi for they strike out boldly from shore to midriver in some cases and so 


their works as to build up the detached ridge, making noseriousattempt 
5 secure deposit in the alongs ra channel—Osceola, Plum Point, and Bale- 
shed, Lake Pro , for exam 


Two years ago these midriver Ines awakened persistent questioning in Con- 
onal committee as to the danger of the river breaking through the line, 
without eliciting satisfacto: enforced the 
lines have been broken 


ered it also. 
and surveys prove that deepening has occurred on the wron seor of 
us demonstrating the hobion hwa 


h, 
the works with disheartening frequency, 


answers. Later e 


3 answ. n several instances 
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af the system as one ‘intended to secure peranan 
e: 


improvement. The main 
argument upon which the plans were de 


nded Bente ma committee was that 
there was no apparent reason why works which in Diaa paea e a de- 
posit should not also be effective to maintain . obtain 

ment is equally good when applied 5 ma ca roducing sand bars —— 

no one need be at a loss to know is fallacious. 


— to be destroyed at low, and the converse —.— 

low-water channels even more decidedly. There is therefore a known pot 
it protection at another, for the line of attack is from another and unforeseen 
direction. flank is 


lid 
it of the full width desired. The results 8 ta 


obtain a de permanen: 
accretion of the breadth necessary to the channel to a width which will 
secure ons of tthe wide sena not be obtained at one step. 


ts, 
p! ve widening of the river; that 
Eon fills. This brings into view an 
bility of success from the prosecution of 
— f time required, but the material for extended 


8 mding erosions; that is, the reclamation of a thousand acres from 
the river requires that TWG 
from the eg of 
nee No or material brought into the delta section of the river 1 — — — 
2 of the materlal carried out —— —— Gulf, as shown by the 

—— on any eg observations. ust be the case, else the ‘ped 
would be — op or 1 . The perfected channel 
must d y, no more, no less. It is, therefore, penan; first, 
that this ae not furnish an ap le fraction of the material for rec- 


lamations; be act erosions and d by the way, 3 
he t works fi 


balance. 
channel correction 
maak protected from erosion, the present supply of available — must 
y 


"fn presenting ting these ers reat ge of the plans and methods now prose- 
it must not be 1 222 55 rea g e local amelioration of channel 
will not be obtained een and will be to some extent. But yidan nA 
benefit is not what the commission has promised, is not what is 5 — the 
public who N ed and sustain the commission, and is not worth the cost 
which, when the field is extended to the whole river, not even the resources o 
Sa en eral „ mn 5 n. W e is — as if one a 
Across A ru current; „the pi promising, 
but soon the swimmer’s — is spent in holding a oer wn, w 4 8 exhaustion 


in near prospek 
Since 1880 seyeral millions have been spent on the Mississippi between the 
Illinois and thaq Ohio and other millions below the Ohio; a sum in the ag- 
has also been spent in similar work on the Misson. Will any one 
that there is eyen one mile of permanently improved river as a result? 
What proportion of later expenditures have been for repair and 2 plementary 
additions 8 the work of former years, whereby a status quo a barely main- 
tained? What pera of the works has disappeared ? me Ene light of actual 
experience for how great a length can such works, as stand at all, 
until oes available resources of money and material must be ‘expended in 


— questions are pertinent and timely when the commissions are asking 
for additional millions to continue a worthless system. 1 


Mr. WILLIS. I hope the committee will indulge me in saying the 
whole of the bill, except Hennepin and the Lower Mississippi portions, 
can be completed i inan hour. Now, in accordance with the agreement 
when the hour of meeting was changed from 11 to 12, I move that the 
committee rise. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentlemen will yield to me for a moment while 
I send up to the Clerk’s desk an amendment to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

But the mouths of said rivers shall not be rectified upon any plan that, in the 
opinion of the Mississippi River Commission, will render it n to build 
levees upon the Mississippi from the mouth ef the said Atchafalaya iver down 
the Mississippi River. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee rise. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union having had under consideration 
the river and harbor bill had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was to; and DF (at 11 — and 58 
minutes a. m., February 19, 1885) the House adjourned 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BEACH: Petition of citizens of Scotchtown, N. Y., in refer- 
ence to the Mormon question—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. S. 8. COX: Memorial of N. McKay, of New York, as toa 

navy—to the Committee on Appropriations. : 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, urging 
the passage of a bill to check the increase of Mormonism—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of G. H. Hill and 89 others, 
citizens of Independence, Iowa, urging legislation on the Mormon ques- 
tion—to the same committee. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Petitionof W. E. Thomas and 95 others, of Marion, 


~ necessary 
to the field on Thich one h 
massacred b 


extended 


Ohio, praying for early legislation to suppress the evils of Mermonism 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of citizens of Cannonsburg, Wash- 
ington County, Pennsylvania, for the passage of any act, now under con- 
sideration in Congress, calculated to curtail oe polygamy in 
States or any of the Territories—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LOVERING: Petitions of 56 posts of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, and also of 600 citizens and ex-soldiers, asking for the pas- 
of H. R. bill 6463—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pi Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Fredonia, Pa., in favor of 
legislation to check the increase of Mormonism—to the Committee on 

the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of 13 citizens of Somerville, Cambridge, 
port, and Belmont, Mass., praying for the passage of a bill for the ref 
lief of Laura M. Towson, widow of John Towson, late of Company E 
Second New York Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of O. B. Bartlett, James W. Taylor, O. S. 
McDowell, and 1,805 others, ex-soldiers and citizens of Kansas, 
for the appropriation to purchase ten acres of ground adjacent 

enticed and thirty-two Union soldiers were 

8 trill's guerrilla band on the 6th day of October, 1863! 

near Baxter Springs, Kans., ee eee a promod 
be preserved and maintained as a national and the sol 

massacred, with other soldiers, be buried there—to the Committee on 

Military Affairs, 

By Mr. W. F. ROGERS: Petition of Pratt & Co. and other manu-, 

merchants, and bankers of the city of Buffalo, N. Y., for the 

passage of the bankrupt bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 

By Mr. YOUNG: Papers relating to the claims of Ella M. Guy; of 
Thomas F. Perkins, administrator of Eliza M. Dawson, of Shel 
8 Tennessee, and of Patrick G. Meath, of Memphis, Shelby 

County, Tennessee to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for the pase passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. BRENTS: Of citizens of Fairview, of La Center, of Van- 
couver, of Tacoma, of Dayton, of Spangle, of Theon, and of Colfax, 
Wash. 


By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of 116 citizens of Farmland, of 32 citizens 

Saratoga, of 62 citizens of Middletown, Ind. 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Of 72 citizens of Shunk, and of 55 citizens 
of Hill’s Grove, Sullivan County; of 34 citizens of North Bingham, and 
of 110 citizens of Oswayo, Potter County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Of citizens of Wittenburg, Pa. 
By Mr. W. W. CULBERTSON: Of 199 voters of Vanceburg, Ky. 

By Mr. FERRELL: Of citizens of Goshen, Cape May County, New 
Jersey; of Leaville, of Alloway, and of Gloucester City, N. J. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Of L. Stevens and 20 others, citizens 
of Butler County; of H. A. Dunham and 51 others, citizens of Water 
loo, and of 48 citizens of Clarksville, Butler County, Iowa. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Of Wills Johnson and 211 others, citizens 
Ripley County, Indiana. 

By Mr. HOLMES: Of H. C. Chapin and 49 others, citizens of Har- 
din County; of G. B. Smith and 44 3 citizens of Steamboat Rock; 
of A. M. Adams and 57 others, ci of Humboldt County; of John 
Van Raden and 63 others, citizens of of Hardin County, and of H. Trash 
and 63 others, citizens of Humboldt County, Iowa. 

8 4 Mr. LACEY: Of Samuel Pollock and 79 others, of Charlotte, 


Mis Mr. SPOONER: Of Isaac Crocker and 88 others, citizens and vet- 
eran soldiers of Providence, and of George C. Lawton and 236 others, 
citizens and veteran soldiers of Newport, R. I. 


- SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 19, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 ig a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The 3 of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
ma the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting sundry papers regarding 
3 of lands for grazing purposes upon the Crow Indian reserva- 
tion in Montana Territory, received since his rt on the subject of 
December 30, 1884, in answer to a resolution of December 17, 1884, 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of the surveyor- 
general of New Mexico in the case of the New Mexico private land 
claim No. 117; which, with the letter of the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office, was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


TAR MITCHELL porearea a toner, of the Board of Trade of Erie, 
Pa., praying for the acquisition by the United States of the Lake Su- 
Lake Canals; which was referred to the Committee 


Mr. PENDLETON. I present the petitions of sixteen publishin 
houses in Ohio, praying for a reduction of postage on second-class 
matter, and that a uniform rate of postage be charged on all papers 
sent out from the houses of publication. I move that the petitions be 
referred to the Committee on PoSt-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of citizens in the military service 
of the United States resident at Fort Sill, Ind. T., As ying for the 
construction of a wagon-road from Caldwell, Kans., Fort Sill and 
other places, to Wichita Falls, Tex.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ap iations. N 

He also presented the petition of Junction City Post, No. 132, De- 
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, praying for the 
publication in Official Records of the War of the Rebellion of certain 
1 illustrations; which was referred to the Committee on 

itary Affairs. 
MARBLE BUST OF LA FAYETTE s. FOSTER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the joint committee on the Li- 
brary to report to the Senate that the nsec rape has received a bust of 
thr late La Fayette S. Foster, formerly a Senator from Connecticut and 

ding officer of this body, presented to the Senate of the United 
— by by his widow, accompanied with a letter, which I ask to have 
Tea 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio reports from 
the Committee on the Library that the committee has received a bust 
of the late La Fayette S. Foster, formerly President of this body, with 
a letter from his widow, and asks that the letter be read. If there be 
no objection, the letter will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Norwicu, Coss., January 15, 1885. 


My Dear Sin: I have the honor to KS oat to the United States Senate, as a 
9 of my late — pon Hon. L. F. S. Foster, of eee who was one 
its former 


members presiding offi 
It was executed by Charles Calverly. 1 Vork. 2. 1 n It will reach 
n ina 1 4 how te where I have sent it for that bare ge 
ts acceptance, through vou. as his last remaining col- 
Bape in teat be 83 as and as chairman of the Joint Committee on the 


Library. 
Yours, very respectfully, 
Hon. Jonx SHERMAN, United States Senator. 


Ar. SHERMAN. The committee direct me also to report resolu- 
tions, for which I ask present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolutions, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate accept the marble bust of Hon. La Fayette S. bes ye 
deceased, formerly a Senator from Connecticut and President Bre tempore of th 
Senate, presented by his widow, with thanks to the donor. 

hat, until otherwise directed, the bust be placed ona suitable ped- 
estal in the room of the Vice-President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there ovjection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolutions? The Chair hears none. The question is 
on agreeing to them. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2598) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. Clarke, of New Or- 
leans, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr JACKSON. I am also instructed by the Committee on Claims, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 688) for the relief of Alexander K. 
Shepard, to report it withamendments. Accom ing the report are 
the views of the minority. I ask that they be printed with the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the views 
of the minority will be printed. : 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2626) for the relief of William E. 
Blunt, reported it with amendments, and .submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8138) making erg for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Air. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

REMOVAL OF POLITICAL DISABILITIES. 


Mr. GARLAND. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of M. Gard- 


Mrs. L. F. S. FOSTER. 


ner, to report it 3 with an amendment. I ask for the present 


consideration of the bill. 
Mr. ALLISON, What is the bill? 
Mr. GARLAND. It is a bill removing political disabilities. 
Mr. ALLISON, I do not object. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 
The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, inline 4, 
after the word upon, to insert the word William;’’ so as to read: 
—— all * — disabilities —.— upon William M. Garie a citizen of 
the State the fourteenth article of amendments to the Constitu- 
tion rte t United States, be, and the same are hereby, removed. 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. CONGER. Is there a petition accompanying the bill? 
Mr.GARLAND. Yes, thereisapetition. The ’s accounts with 
the United States are settled. There is nothing due the Government. 
Everything has been settled up. 
Mr. CONGER. Let the petition be read. 
Thé PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will be read if there be 


no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

The und , a citizen of Floyd County, Georgia, and an ptain in the 
United States Army, having served in the — ‘civil war in the army, 


prays to have his political isabilities removed, 


W. M. GARDNER. 
DECEMBER 8, 1881. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the aflirmative). 

3 title was amended to read: A bill ſor the relief of William M. 

Mr. GARLAND. Iam also instructed by the Committee on the Judi - 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7584) for the relief of A. 
B. Montgomery, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. It is a bill to remove this man’s political disabili- 
ties, he being a citizen of Georgia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative). 

Mr. GARLAND. I am also instructed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2623) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of Alexander W. Stark, to report it favorably and with- 
out amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

— — CONGER. I suppose in all these cases there has been a personal 
application. I merely make the inquiry. 

. GARLAND. Yes, sir; the petition is with the bill, signed by 
the party applying for the removal of disabilities. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that it is the 
inexorable rule of the J udiciary Committee that there shall be a peti- 
tion in writing of the applicant in proper form, and that his accounts 
at the Treasury shall be clear. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two- 
thirds of the Senators present voting in the affirmative), 


0 INAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 


Mr. ALLISON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 125) to provide 
for the expenses of the inauguration ceremonies on the 4th day of March, 


1885, to report it with an amendment in the nature of a substitute, so 
as to e the phraseology somewhat. Lask that the substitute may 
be read, and I should be glad to have the joint resolution considered 
now, as Lthink it will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the original joint resolution may be 
dispensed with, and that the amendment proposed by the Committee 
on Appropriations may be read. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations report to 
strike out all after the resolving clause and to insert: 


That to defray the ex incurred under the resolution of the Senate of 
February 12, 1855, a committee of three Senators tomake the 


necessary 
arrangements for the 1 of the President-elect of the United States 
Sarde — the > 25 e — a $2,500, or 75 the "Treasury cat ger, Soe be 
y y appropriated s 72 K money in reasury m 
wise appr appre priated, fo be expended the direction. said committee. ‘And 
y authorized t to saren any —— printing done at the 
Goverment Printing Office. 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1871 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. T 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and pussed. 

The title was amended to read: A joint resolution providing for 
tee expenses of the inanguration ceremonies on the 4th day of March, 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. FRYE submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them severally to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
baat aad referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
P 5 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. G. submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SLATER submitted an amendment intended to be by 

him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. ; 

Mr. MCPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 6771) to amend an act entitled An act to 
aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis- 
souri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other gt rile gees 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, also an 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 
act; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3258) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Saint River at the most acces- 
sible point between Stillwater and Taylor’s Falls, Minn. 

The message also announced that the House had a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 335) to print 2,000 additional copies of Lieut. P. H. 
Ray’s report of the international Polar expedition to Point Barrow, 
Alaska; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

COCHECO RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. PIKE submitted the following resolution; which was considered 
by unanimous consent, agreed to: : 

the Secretary of War be directed to communicate to the Senate 


Resolved, That 
the report of the engineer, or a copy of the same, for the current fiscal year rel- 
ative to the improvement of the Cocheco River at Dover, N. H. 


DISTRICT TAXES AND EXPENDITURES. 


Mr. MORGAN. Irise to offer a resolution, but before doing so I wish 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS], whether he is informed of any 
report having been made by the commissioners of the District of Co- 
lumbia in reply to the resolution of the Senate of the 24th of June, 
1884, That resolution reads as follows: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
report to the Senate the aggregate amount col from taxation for each of 
the fiscal years from 1875 to 1884 inclusive, in each of the four 
city of Washington, in Georgetown, and in the county of Wash 
of said cities, Also, the aggregate amount expended in each of said six divis- 
ions for each of said ten years for street improvements of all kinds, including 
the t of wood, stone, and pavements, new pavements, lay- 


assessed or 8 assessments 
made against each of the railroad companies in the District of Columbia, whether 


taxes co) a said years, and the 
amount remaining uncollected, if any, for each of said years, 

Resolved further, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be re- 
quired to report to the Senate a statement of the receipts and disbursements on 
account of the water department, or water fund, for each year from 1878 to 1834, 
inclusive, st: the amount received from each separate source, and when, 
where, and for what purpose the money has been expended. 


Mr.INGALLS. My recollection is that the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia responded as far as the books under their control en- 


abled them to do so. The Senator will remember that the form of 
government was changed about 1874, and that previous to the date 
when the commissioners took possession the records had not been kept 
in such form as to make the information accessible. But if the Sen- 
ator will suspend for a brief space I will make the inquiry and inform 
him, so that he can offer his resolution later in the afternoon. 

Mr. MORGAN. I inquired at the office of the Secretary of the Sen- 
ate and was informed that no response had been filed there to the 
resolution, and I suppose that none has been made. I will, however, 
offer the resolution, and it can go over until to-morrow. ‘ 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia -be directed to 
immediately inform the Senate of the causes that have prevented them from 
Sens with the resolutions of the Senate adopted on the 24th of June, 1884, 

ing to the taxes collected from 1375 to 1834, and to receipts and disburse- 
ments on account of the water department or water fund foreach year from 1875 
10 1884 ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed, and 

go over until to-morrow on the objection of the mover of it. 


CONSIDERATION OF LAND-GRANT-FORFEITURE BILLS. 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to make an inquiry of the Chair in 


to the p of business under the resolution introduced by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. As I remember that resolution, 


it relates to cases thatare on theCalendar. I have not a copy of it be- 
fore me. 9 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order adopted on the 14th of 
February directed that— 


The Senate will proceed to the consideration, in their order, of House bills and 
resolutions on the Calendar favorably reported by a Senate committee, and con- 
tinue such consideration until 1 o'clock each day, until all of such bills and res- 
olutions have been considered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Does the Chair construe that order as requiring 
those causes to be considered under Rule VIII? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of the Senate suspends 
one of Rule VIII, quoting it, and substitutes this in its place, the 
Chair understands, so that bills taken up will be subject to the five- 
minute limitation of debate under Rule VIII, and will be subject to a 
motion to notwithstanding an objection. That is the impression 
of the Chair. Of course the Chair has no pending question before it to 
decide. The Chair thinks that the interpretation of the rule is as he 


now understands it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to give notice that with the consent of the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, who introduced the bill 
and reported it to the Senate, I shall ask the Senate to consider House 
bill 3933, forfeiting the land grant of the Texas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, as soon as the hour of 1 o’clock has arrived, and I shall press that 
motion to-day or on any other day when the Senate shall find itself in 
a position to consider the question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that the Chair was notified yesterday by the tor from Nebraska 
(Mr. Van Wycx] that he intended to get the floor this morning at the 
earliest possible moment to make a motion to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill forfeiting the land grant of the Texas Pacific 
ernen i < 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill is not in my charge; it was reported by 
the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands. Of course I do not 
presume to take it out of his hands, but I wish to make a statement in 
connection with it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Alabama will proceed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not take up the time of the 
2 hour, as the bill will undoubtedly come up at 1 o’clock un- 

ess—— 

Mr. MORGAN. The question which I wish to state involves a par- 
liamentary inquiry, which I think ought to be disposed of at this time. 
It will take but a moment. 

The Chair and the Senate are aware that the committee of conference 
on House bill 7162, forfeiting the unearned lands granted to the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad Company, made a report to this body. At the 
moment of making the report the Senate was otherwise occupied in 
very important business, and I did not insist then on the pri that 
I had of having the motion as to whether the Senate would er 
insist upon its amendments considered. The motion was not made: 
At a subsequent day I called up the question and claimed that it was 
a question of privilege. The Chair ruled, however, that the motion 
for consideration not having been made at the time of making the re- 
port, the privilege was lest. That of course did not place the case on 
the Calendar, and therefore it would not be one of the cases co: 
within the rule which the Senate adopted on the motion of the Senator 
from Tennessee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it did place the bill 
on the Calendar with the report of the Senate conferees on the subject. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was not so ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is on the Calendar now, 


Mr. MORGAN. In that category? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; it is in the category in its due 
order on the Calendar, No. 9454. 


Mr. MORGAN. 
e one other question in regurd to that matter. In reſt 

of the House of the 17th of January, 1885, I find 
tbe conferees on the part of the House reported that bill to the House, 
‘and they asked that the House would further insist 
}. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order to refer to any pro- 
ceedings of the House of tatives. 
Nr. MORGAN. I am obli to refer to what has been done there 
in order to show that the action of the House has not reached us. 


I was not aware that it had gone on the Calendar. 
to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can not refer to any ac- 
tion of the ane of resentatives that has not been communicated 
to this bod. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, I have the right then, I hope, to refer to the 


fact that no communication has come from the other House in respect 
to this bill. That is a fact which the Senate knows. Now, I leave it 
to the imagination of Senators how that could happen, and I merely 


ask Senators to refer to a erer ed by authorit of 
Congress, in which they will find that some of men in the United 
States have cov sa ca a bill which proteases was before that body | P' 
5 come to the Senate. My purpose was to 

informed Spader of the Chair, . ether that ac- 
thn of the the other House she for or whether we should pro- 


ceed notwithstanding the 8 Abies by the House: 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator does not mean the House, he means that 
Seen bod. 

MORGAN. I mean that other body, of course; I do not mean 
the E House of tatives. 

The PRESID pro tempore. The Chair will state that he thinks 
t under the principles of parliamentary law for either 

to send a to the other it of some 

to have been overlooked in the other House that has 

eard from. The Senator understands that allusions to or 
3 of the other body are not in order. 

Mr. MO was not going to comment upon the proceedings 
in the Howe bat I was going to state thé result that had been attained 
there as shown by the RECORD; that was all. But of course if I am 
not in order in doing that, I shall refrain from doing it. Still I have 
been very much embarrassed in with this matter, 
that a communication would come from House of Representatives 
in to the pill, when I knew the bill was here, however, and 
knew that it was subject to the jurisdiction of this body. I have not 
known whether it was my duty as chairman of the committee of con- 
eee the bill that is before the Senate and acti ive 

e ee may have been done elsew or whether it was my 
Sears t until the action of the other branch of had been 
communicated to the Senate. That is the awkward situation in which 
we are placed here. 

Now I wish to make progress with that bill whenever I can, and 
my purpose in risingand making this statement was merely to get the 
assistance of the Chair in a proper form of parliamentary procedure to 
bring the question to the attention of the Senate, which of course it is 
my duty to do. . 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the bill is in the 
the Senate, as the Chair supposes it to be, as the 
conferees was made, then it is of course obvious that the only body that 
can act upon the bill is the body which has possession of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill is in the possession of the Senate; it has 
been here ever since the conference rt was made. 

Now I wish to say that to save the time of the Senate, which is 
ting to be very 77 5 ious indeed, and to prevent a multiplicity of debate 
upon questions like this, I am willing to consider that question in con- 
nection with the Texas Pacific Railroad case, and to are the decision 
upon that case to stand as an instruction to the conference committee 
on the part of the Senate. Of course the Senate conferees wish to do 
nothing that the Senate does not advise them to do and that it is not 
the will and pleasure of the Senate to do. 

Therefore, when the bill ſor the Texas Pacific Railroad forfeiture 
comes up, I shall ask the Senate, by unanimous consent, to consider 
the disagreement of the two Houses on the Atlantic and Pacific Rail- 
road case along with the other, or, if it can not be done in that way, that 
it may lie over until the Texas Pacific Railroad case is disposed of and 
immediately taken up and instructions given to the Senate conferees, 

Mr. MORRILL. The President of the Senate has informed the Sen- 
ator that he was notified by the Senator from Nebraska that he would 
bring up the Texas Pacific Railroad question, but he neglected to say 
also that I had notified him that I should ehdeavor to bring up the 
trade-dollar bill at the earliest possible moment. That bill was 
poned for a day in F ere of the absence at the moment 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] who had the floor to address the 
Senate upon the question. It was partly considered, and I feel it my 
duty to push the bill at the earliest possible moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to say 
that there is no question pending before the Senate. 
ceeds by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. I 


the 


The debate pro- in 


understood the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] to to state that at 


1 o’clock he would move to take up the Texas Pacific forfeiture bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that met the approval of the chairman of the com- 
mittee in of it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Alabama has stated the fact that 
the Senate at a previous session adopted his motion the nonse 
tion of the chairman of the committee to send the forfeiture 


tothe courts, and that is the question pending between the two H Houses: 
and the only one that is g between the two Ho 
mentioned by him. If that were out of the way there w 4 be no dif- 


ficulty about the passage of that bill, and I several others also: 
I only want to say that I shall support the motion of the Senator from 
Alabama and hope he will make it at the time named, and not permit 
the Senator from Vermont or any other Senator to get another measure 
up at that time. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. once its 
Clerk, announced thatthe Speaker of the House had signed the follow-, 
25 eurolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


4 bill C8. 1251) to authorize E 


the Government in Wi m, N. C.; and eye 
4 8039) making S e, expenses 
of the government of the District the fiscal year ending 


June 30, 1886, and for other aeg 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions that order is 8 81255 and the Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera~ 
tion of the bill (S. 1886). to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The uestion ison agreeing 
to 1215 amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAP- 
HAM 

Mr. LAPHAM. At the time I was taken from the floor yesterday I 
was consid the ext: ition of the honorable Sena 


subjected to prosecution, especially why they should be subjected to 
on behalf of the Governmentof the United States, 


prosecutions the hon? 
eae repo ee F e what I said in reference to the 
-der eager railroads. I accept that as 


Oregon 
th ah go it Ul Coie o 5 
ae in a to it es na fide 
TE to which reference 
the bill. I say this is 


truly a bill to forfeit the titles of 8 
the Moines River Navigation Company under the of acts 
of and it is a significant fact that when I appeal to the advo: 
cates of this bill for any authority for including these persons within 
the of this bill, the only answer that can be made is, mp. 
this is like the forfeiture of a railroad grant. The proposition itself is 

an ent in favor of the amendment we are now considering that 


this particular class of Iowa lands, amounting to some one hundred and 
seventy-odd thousand acres out of over 500,000 acres that were given to 
the State of Iowa, shall be excepted from the operation of this bill. 

Mr. President, I desire to read for the consideration of the Senate in 


get- N ee of this amendment a passage or two from the minority report 
0 


e other House in the Forty-seventh Congress. I believe I have a 
right to refer to that: 


How far the United States will aid unfortunate settlers who have been mis- 


led by the opinions of local land officers and settled upo: vate pro; y sup- 
be Dosie os land may deserve the serious — — a win se 


But versie oh it has Congress done what this bill proposes -author- 

suits in the name and at the expense of the United to endeavor to 

reclaim the land from prior grantees and private owners of the lands in order 

She sxinoritor are oppieed $0 IN eopeeialiy, aa it planes ihe a of 
y are y as it pi purse and power 

the 9 8 one wae th a 8 e haat regardless of title. 

+ 


y 
M Arara ir ingreep nares prt n 

Sana George paraa found on House ied 
tive Document 3 88 session, page 13, as parties to 
have the benefit of the proposed legislation. 


I have already said that this bill in effect is to reverse the judgment 
of the Supreme Court of the United States against those two claim- 
ants, and permit them to institute, with the aid of the Government; 
8 ene rag the purpose of prosecuting the successful parties in each 


We do not believe that Congress has the right to compel the holders of its 
title to go to the expense of further 5 —— when they protest against such 
terference with their of e property, and protest against being sent 
into the courts, with the purse and power of the United States against 


‘The protestants claim that the enactment of any such bill will prolong, and ie 
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designed by the promoters of it to prolong, this controversy, and protect the 
settiers in ee their 1 n of the lands from which they are 
annually gathering the crops w thout paying either taxes or rent. 


* 
The suits provided for in section 2 will not be brought nst citizens of lowa, 
as the Iowa settlers on the lands are to have confi m; but they are to be 
ween solely against the non-resident owners of the lands residing in other 


tes. 
It is re: tfully submitted that Con ought not to favor the people of one 
State to the detriment of citizens in other States. 
Again, this measure for instituting the suits proposed by this bill has not been 
introduced on the recommendation of any head of any Executive Department, 
nor bas the Attorney-General been asked his opinion n the premises, š 


Prior legislation and executiveaction eae to lands have been fully, 
N and unanimously interrw by the United States Supreme Court 

versely to the settlers whom this bill seeks to relieve by enacting an opposite 
construction of the laws involved, and instructing the United States Attorney- 
General to unite with the settlers in attempts to enforce this new construction 
by instituting new suits in the name and at the expense of the United States, 
but for the sole benefit of litigants defeated and disappointed by the existin: 
judicial decisions, This is, in the en of the minority, entirely wrong, an 
affords sufficient reason why the bill (H. R. 6597) ought not to pass. 


Mr, President, there is wisdom and good sense in the position thus 
taken in this minority report of the House Committee. These owners 
have for a series of years been subjected to vig saat litigation to de- 
termine the question of their titles. They have traveled over the 
whole road of judicial inquiry. They have finally succeeded in estab- 
lishing their claims as valid by a multiplicity of decisions embracing 
every possible phase of this question. Insuits with settlerson the lands, 
in suits with railroad companies that became subsequent grantees, in 
every possible form this question has been litigated in the dozen suits 
which have come to the Supreme Court and in various suits in the 
State of Iowa, and everywhere they have been triumphant. Now why 
should we open again the flood-gates of litigation as to them? Why 
should we again subject these gentlemen to aretrial of their questions 
of title? They have been kept out of the use of that portion of the land 
occupied by these settlers for twenty-odd years without the payment of 
a farthing of rent or the payment of any of the taxes. í 

Their road has been athorny one. They have not realized the dream 
of the poet that— 

There is a tide in the affairs of men, 
Which, taken at the flood, leads on to fortune, 

This has been an expensive business to these owners, but yet they 
have prevailed and they have the solemn judgments of the tribunals 
of the country in their favor. All they ask is to be let alone. True, 
they are open yet to private prosecutions by these settlers; but that 
they are willing to meet. True, they are open to have the question 
tried in every case where it has not been already tried; they are will- 
ing to meet the case in that aspect of it; but to reverse all that has 
been done, to declare these lands public lands, as this bill proposes, to 
reopen the flood-gates of litigation and to take the Treasury of the United 
States into the scale against them, is a wrong so monstrous that it seems 
to me the idea of inflicting it ought not to be tolerated for a moment. 

I hope, therefore, that the amendment now pending, which is but a 
modification of that elause of the bill which was stricken out on m 
motion, will be adopted by the Senate. As it was contained in the bill 
it declared the title to these lands perfect except where there were set- 
tlers on them. Iwas not willing to accept any such provision as that. 
As I have it, it excepts these titles from the operation of the bill ab- 
solutely, That was the view, I repeat, of an amendment proposed by 
Senator McDonald, of Indiana, when he had a seat in this body, as one 
essential, as one demanded by justice, as one which ought to prevail. 

I have no desire to multiply words npon this particular amendment. 
I have said all that I need to say in support of it, and I trust the Sen- 
ate will see its propriety and vote for its adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques- 
tion is, Will the Senate agree to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from New Vork? 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope not. 

Mr. LAPHAM. That very, very brief speech from the honorable 
Senator from Iowa has a world of meaning in it. He hopes not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw it, then. 

Mr. LAPHAM. There have been extraordinary efforts made on this 
floor with reference to this legislation. A word is significant. I hope 
the amendment will prevail. I stand here as the advocate of men 
whose 1 title has been established by Congress and by the courts 
in every form; and I hope it will prevail. We may as well take the 
yeas and nays upon this question. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 19, 
nays 20; as follows: - 


YEAS—19. 
Bayard, Gibson, Lapham, Pike, 
Blair. Groome, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Hampton, Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
Colquitt, i S, Morgan, Vest. 
Garland, Kenna, . 

NAYS—2, 
Allison, Cullom, Ingalls, Plumb, 
Bowen, Frye, Mi of Cal., N 

George, Mitchell, 

Cameron of Wis., Hale, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Conge Hill, Platt, Wilson. 


XVI——118 


ABSENT—37. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Beck, Fair, Lamar, Sawyer, 
Brown, Farley, 1 S Sewell, 
Butler, Gorman, McPherson, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, Mahone, o0 a 

‘hace, Hawley, Manderson, Walker, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Maxey, Williams, 
Coke, Jackson, Palmer, 
Dawes, Jonas, Ransom, 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment as 
an additional section: 

Sec. 3. Before the commencement of any action or actions by the Altorney- 
General, in pursuance of this act, the person or persons in whose interest and for 
whose benefit the same is to be prosecuted shall deposit with the clerk of the 
court a bond or bonds (to be approved by the court or a judge thereof as to the 
form a ty of the same) conditioned to pay to the person or persons tobe 
prosecu all costs and expenses of the defense or defenses of such action or 
actions in case the plaintiff shall fail to recover therein. 

Mr. President, no one can fail to see that the object of this bill is to 
aid private settlers in the recovery of lands. No one can fail to see that 
as far as those private settlers have had their rights tried by the courts 
they have been defeated. No one can fajl to see that as to these lands 
they are not a part of-the public domain, but they are the private prop- 
erty of those who purchased and paid for them under the grant to the 
Des Moines River Navigation Company. What does this bill then pro- 

todo? It proposes first to declare that these lands are public lands. 
Tris, as the Senator from Iowa well said yesterday, a propos to for- 
feit the title of bona fide purchasers and to restore the lands, which they 
have purchased, to the public domain. 

Mr. WILSON. Lask the Senator from New York to state, if he will 
allow me to interrupt him, which Senator from Iowa made such a state- 
ment yesterday. j 

Mr. LAPHAM. The honorable Senator who is now addressing me 
used as the only ment against my amendment the view I took of 
the proposition to forfeit the Oregon railroad grant. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator will allow me to reply I will say that 
I stated yesterday that if he would apply the p ent of his speech 
on the Oregon railroad grant to this bill it would answer my purpose 
entirely, because in that he advocated 

Mr. LAPHAM. I did not yield for a speech. 

Mr. WILSON. He advocated the propriety of allowing each person 
interested, no matter how humble he might be, an opportunity to be 
heard in court. These settlers have not had it. That is all we ask and 
all the bill does. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I said in that case inasmuch as the Government 
was going to resume the title which had been forfeited for the non- 
exe genic of a condition subsequent, it was the right of every lien- 

older upon that land to have a day in court. I stand by that tion 
still. This is not such a case as that unless, as I now claim, the effect 
of this bill is to forfeit an actual grant by the Government to those 
whose titles have been determined valid. That is the effect of this bill. 

When you declare in this bill that these lands are public lands and 
authorize the Attorney-General in connection with the settlers to bring 
suits against the owners of the fee, you declare to all intents and pur- 
poses a forfeiture of their title, and in addition to that you subject them 
to a prosecution by the Government of the United States upon whose 
faith they advanced and paid their money for these lands. I submit 
before that shall be allowed there shall be a provision in this bill that 
every settler upon these lands in whose behalf the Attorney-General 
prosecutes, if he decides to prosecute at all, shall file security to pay 
the owners of these lands in case they succeed the costs and expense of 
the litigation. 

Take the case of Hannah Ann Riley, take the case of George Crilley, 
each of whom has tried the question between them and the owners of 
these lands and been defeated. Now under this bill they with the At- 
torney-General may again commence action, and I need not say to the 
members of the Senate that there can be no costs recovered against the 
Government. This bill makes no provision that the United States shall 
be liable for costs, and we are driven to the expense of a litigation of pre- 
cisely the same question we have already successfully litigated. Weare 
driven to the expense of litigating this question at our at hs expense. 
Although successful, although we re-establish our title, although we 
show that these lands are our own and that there is no valid claim 

inst them, as has been so repeatedly decided, although we establish 
this, yet we are to be prosecuted by the Government without any 
redress for the expenses of the litigation on our part. 

Mr. President, the object of this amendment is to provide as it reads 
that before the Attorney-General institutes an action in conjunction 
with a settler (and as I have said he must institute just as many ac- 
tions as there are settlers), that settler for whose benefit the Govern- 
ment is authorized by this bill to prosecute shall give a bond in such 
form and with such penalties as the court or a judge of the court shall 
prescribe, conditioned that in the event of a failure to recover, in the 
event of the re-establishment of the title of these purehasers, in the 
event of a successful resistance to the prosecution, all the costs and ex- 
penses of the defense shall be paid to these owners. Who can object 
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to so fair a provision as this? Why are the advocates of this bill un- 
willing that there shall be at least this much protection to these pur- 
chasers? 

Mr. President, I have shown over and over again that those settlers 
are not bona fide settlers. The Judiciary Committee of this body four 
yearsago so found and reported. What is there in their case that should 
prompt this extraordinary legislation in their behalf? -I can not un- 
derstand why it is that these gentlemen, who are non-residents of the 
State of Iowa, should again by the authority of this Government be 
subjected to a renewal of this litigation at the peril of being compelled 
to defend the actions at their own expense although they succeed, and 
therefore I urge, and urge with great earnestness, and with great con- 
fidence I may say, upon the consideration of the Senate that this amend- 
ment, this poor protection to these already vexed land-owners, at least 
shall be furnished them by the vote of this body if this bill is to be- 
come a law. 

I have said all that I think it necessary to say in support of this 
amendment. I commend it to the consideration of the Senate, and ask 
that at least they will preserve to these settlers the poor right of being 
reimbursed in case they succeed in-the litigation, for the costs and ex- 
penses to which they will be subjected by this extraordinary bill, and 
upon this I ask that the yeas and nays be taken. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President, I regret to feel called upon to say an- 
other word to the Senate concerning this bill. It has already occupied 
more time than it should have taken, but I do not desire to have a vote 
taken on this amendment without a fair understanding by the Senate 
of the issue this bill presents. Now let me read from the first section 
of the bill its purpose; 


That all the lands“ improperly certified to Iowa by the Department of the In- 
terior under the act of A 8, 1846, as referred to in the joint resolution of 
March 2. 1861,“ for which indemnity lands were selected and received by the 
State of Iowa, as provided in the act of 1861, are, and are hereby declared to be, 
public lands of the United States. 


What lands? Lands improperly certified to the State of Iowa, not 
lands to which the parties that the Senator from New York appears for 
here hold and valid title, for they can hold no such title if these 
lands have improperly certified; nor can the courts hold these lands 
to be public lands if they have been properly certified, for that means 
that they shall have been certified in pursuance of law. 

What next does it provide? In section 2 it is said: 

That it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General, within ninety days 
aster the — 78 of this act, to institute, or cause to be instituted, such suit or 
suits, either in law or equity, or both. as may be necessary and proper to assert 
and protect the title of the United States to said lands,and remove all clouds 
from its title thereto. 

That is it. Ifthe lands belong to the Government because they have 
not been properly certified, the Attorney-General is to ascertain that 
question by judicial p and this provision of the second sec- 
tion, and that isall there isof it; and if in the progress of the proceed- 
ing it shall appear that the parties for whom the Senator from New 
York pleads to-day hold titles in pursuance of lawful certification, that 
will make their title doublysure. But hesays that these settlers, who 
for more than a quarter of a century have been making homesand rear- 


ing families on lands alleged to have been improperly eertified, 
shall have no opportunity for a judicial determination unless they come 
in and by a with sufficient sureties agree to make harmless the 


New York holders of a certain title to these lands first. Mr. President, 
if a remedy is to be provided at all under this bill, it goes in the name 
of the United States for the purpose of asserting the United States 
title and after that affording these settlers of more than a quarter of a 
century an opportunity under the laws of the United States to prove 
up their se ent and interest in the land; and now I am willing to 
submit this amendment to a vote of the Senate. : 

Mr. LAPHAM. Well, Mr. President, the honorable Senator has 
been much more unsuccessful in answering this than he was in answer- 
ing the amendment that I proposed yesterday. He assumes now—and 
he can stand upon no other proposition—that these lands which the 
Supreme Court decided were improperly certified to the State of Iowa 
so far as they lie north of Raccoon Fork, in the State of Iowa, are still 
public lands, and his ent has no force unless it rests upon that 

tion. Now what is the truth of this case? Iowa has always 
claimed until this hour that they were not public lands; Iowa has al- 
ways claimed that they were properly certified to the State, and that 
Iowa was authorized to t them to the Des Moines River Navigation 
Company under the certificates of the officers of the Land Office. They 
were certified to the State of Iowa as of this grant; they were con- 
veyed to the Des Moines River Navigation Company, and the Des Moines 
River Navigation Company conveyed them to those I represent. 
Then what have we? We have the resolution of the 2d of March, 
1861, a joint resolution of ing that the titles to all the 
lands certified to the State of Iowa north of the Raceoon Fork are, not- 
withstanding that improper certification, made valid as far as they have 
become the property of bona fide purchasers from the State and its 
grantees. ‘‘Improperly”’ is not in this question now, sir. There was 
a time when it was in it. If the joint resolution of the 2d of March, 
1861, had not been passed, the ition of the honorable Senator would 
have some force in it; but in the face of that fact that Congress, not- 


withstanding they were improperly certified, ratified and confirmed 
them to these purchasers, what is there upon which this bill can stand— 
I mean so far as that portion of the lands held by these purchasers is 
concerned? I showed yesterday that there are over 300,000 acres of 
land within the compass of this bill which are not affected by the ques- 
tion that I raise. I only ask to have taken from the operation of this 
bill that portion of the which were thus conveyed and the titles 
to which were confirmed by the joint resolution of 1861. 

The honorable Senator from Iowa is too good a lawyer and too shrewd 
a man to be driven to such a position as he has now advanced, that 
these lands are still in the condition of lands improperly certified to the 
State of Iowa, as a basis for this legislation. he had any other po- 
sition upon which he could possibly plant himself, he is the last man 
who would resort to such a subterfuge as that, for it deserves no other 
name than a subterfuge. 

These lands were, as the Supreme Court decided, a portion of them 
improperly certified; but they had been sold by the State; these gen- 
tlemen had purchased them and paid for them, and the State of Iowa 
asked—not these purchasers—but the State of Iowa asked Congress to 
pass the joint resolution of 1861 confirming their title; and in every case 
‘which has been decided by the Supreme Court and by the courts of 


-| Iowa the decisions have been put upon the — — ground that that 


joint resolution cured all defects in the titles of these purchasers; that, 
although the lands were improperly certified, although at the time 
they were certified they were not within the compass of the grant to the 
Territory of Iowa, yet the Territory or State having sold them, and they 
having gone into hands of bona fide purchasers, it was the duty of 
Congress to confirm their title; and it was the State of Iowa as she was 
represented then that asked this confirmatory declaration on the part 
of Congress. 

Now, after all this, and after all this litigation determining these 
questions of title, the p tion of this bill is that the whole question 
in regard to this title be in favor of those who have 
been occupying the lands without right, so the e rs Court has 
said, of of wrongdoers, of men who combined in the way 
I have described, of men who plunder and threaten to kill and burn, 
of men who do not pay taxes, of men who do not exercise any of the 
rights of ownership over this property except to occupy it and take 

ion without giving any compensation. It is this class of men to 
whom the bill opens the door of litigation at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment, and I insist that this ee yg ee Raa not be 
granted except upon the condition named in this am: ent that every 
one who prosecutes shall file a bond, to be approved by the court, to 
Pay the defendant, in case of failure, his costs and ex 
f the honorable Senator from Iowa is right that these are public 
lands, if he is right in the position that they are im ly certified, 
and occupies that position now, why does he provide the set- 
tlers in anaction? Does the Government of the United States need the 


aid of a squatter to establish its title? The th of this bill is that 
the Government has no right except what this confers; the theory 
of this bill is that the squatter is the real and not the Govern- 


ment, and all I ask by amendment is that before he prosecutes, as 
we can not recover costs against the Government which is authorized 
to bring the suit, a bond shall be filed to pay us the costs and expenses 
of the litigation in case we succeed. 

Mr. McPHERSON. ee eee eee i ing the 
ee but only to give notice to-morrow I 
shall a vote of the Senate on the further considera 
of this measure and returning to the of business. There are 
many public measures upon the Calendar that ought to be considered. 
We have now only eleven days remaining of this session, and it is 
useless to waste time on this bill, for I consider it no better, for we cer- 
tainly can not reach a decision at this session upon this bill with the 
many divergent views upon the question found in the Senate. Itisa 
Senate bill, and no consideration can be given to it elsewhere, even if it 
N the Senate. For six consecutive days the whole morning has 

exhausted and wasted, so to speak, in the discussion of a measure 
which by no possibility can become a law at this session. Therefore I 
shall move to-morrow morni I give notice of it now—to postpone 
the further consideration of business and return to what seems to 
me to be the obvious duty of the Senate in considering other bills of an 
important public character. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will yield to the Senator to make that motion 
now if he desires. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; I move now that the further con- 
sideration of this measure be postponed indefinitely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey moves 


the indefinite nement of the further consideration of the bill. 
The question put, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 19. 
Mr. ALLISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only desire to say one word upon this question. 
The Senator from New Ja and the Senator from New York are act- 
ing in accord. Here is a bill as much of a public nature and public 


character as any bill pending in the Senate, and it has been considered. 
I will not say, because it would be unparliamentary for me to say, that 
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this bill is debated day after day and day after day by reiteration of 
old arguments. All that we ask of the Senate is that this bill shall be 
voted upon in the interest of more than a thousand who believe 
they have rights here and ask the privilege of going to courts of the 
United States and establishing those rights. That is a 8 
I know, but it is a privilege that we ask this Senate to grant these men. 
Whether or not they be entitled to the rights they claim is a question 
which the courts will decide. I hope the motion now made will not 
be adopted. 
£ Mr. MCPHERSON. I donot know what right the Senator from Iowa 
has to say that the Senator from New York and the Senator from New 
Jersey are acting in accord. So far as the statement relates to me, I 
think that up to this moment I have made no motion and have said not 
a single word in respect to this bill. 
Mr. LAPHAM. I beg to say that I have never exchanged a word 
with the Senator from New Jersey on the subject. ‘ 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I do not know really how I shall vote upon the 
bill, and I think that I have voted upon few if any of the amendments 
that have been offered to it. I have given but little attention to it. 
I do not know but that I shall vote for the bill. But at the same time 
I do submit that this discussion, going on here from day to day for six 
or seven days, consuming the entire morning hour to the exclusion of 
the proper consideration of other business at this stage of the session, is 
not right. If the Senator from Iowa can bring the question to a vote, 
I have no objection to voting upon the bill now, but those Senators 
can see and really must see that with the number of appropriation bills 
now pending, with a large Calendar of business unacted upon, a great 
many pension cases that ought to be and sent to the House of 
ntatives in order that that y may take action upon them 
‘ore the close of the session, such measures are driven out of the con- 
sideration of the Senate practically by the discussion of a bill which 
under no condition of circumstances does it seem possible for us to 
reach a yote upon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us vote now. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I know nothing about the merits of the bill 
except what I have heard here on the floor. It is not for any such rea- 
son that Iam opposing it, but because no vote has yet been reached, 
and probably none will be for six days to come. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York that the bill be indefinitely postponed, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. . 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. DAwes] is paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. 

‘The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 34; as follows: 


YEAS—233. 
Bayard Gibson, McPherson, Sabin, 
Camden, Groome, Miller of N. V., Sa ry, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Morgan, She: 
Colquitt Harris, Pendleton, Slater, 
Edmunds, Kenna, Pike, Vest. 
Ga Lapham, Pugh, 

NAYS—H. 
Aldrich, Coke, Hill, Plumb, 
Allison, Conger, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Beck, Cullom, Ingalls, Vance. 
Blair, Fair, Jackson, Van Wyck, 
Bowen, Frye, Manderson, Voor! 7 
Brown, George, Maxey, Williams, 
Call, Hale, Miller of Cal., Wilson. 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Morrill, 
Chace, Hawley, Platt, 
i ABSENT—19. 
Butler, Gorman, onan: Ransom, 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, MoeMillan, berger, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Mahone, well, 
Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, Walker. 
Farley, Lamar, Palmer, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 


of the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to ask a question of the Senator from Iowa 
who sets in front of me about this bill. The bill provides that the United 
States and a citizen or citizens of Iowa may sue other citizens of Iowa 
or corporations of Iowa, in a suit that is provided for in this bill, I 
desire to ask the Senator from Iowa if he thinks the Constitution of the 
United States confers or permits Congress to confer upon any Federal 
court the right to unite a citizen of Iowa with the United States Govern- 
ment in a suit against a citizen of Iowa in respect to this land. I con- 
fess that I have looked as thoroughly as I could, and with some anxiety, 
to discover that there was some such authority as that, but I have not 
been able to find it, and I do not believe that the Constitution author- 
izes any such suit as that to be brought. The of the Consti- 
tution on that subject is that the judicial power of United States 
shall extend, among other things, to controversies to which the United 
States shall be a party.“ That is a privilege given to the Government 
of the United States to sue, or in the event that may give to 
any citizen the right to sue the United States it is a privilege given to 
the Government to be sued in its own courts. You can not bring an 


ți 
actionin any State court against the Government of the United States, 
nor can you bring an action in a Federal court against the Government 
of the United States until some act of Congress expressly authorizes it 
to be done; but the Government of the United States can sue in itsown 
courts under this provision of the Constitution and also under the pro- 
visions of the judiciary act in regard to any matter of controversy that 
the court would take jurisdiction of where the sum in controversy was 
sufficient, or perhaps in any case; but I protest that I have not been 
able to find any case where a lawyer has been rash enough to unite the 
United States and a private citizen in a suit against a citizen of the 
same State, or indeed in any suit. I do not understand how it is that 
the Government of the United States and any private citizen have a 
joint interest in a tract of land the title of which was in the Government 
and the title of which has been conceded by the Government, we will 
say, toa private person, or has not been conceded. I do not under- 
stand it. This bill in that respect has always been a puzzle to me. I 
have not been able to derive the authority through the Constitution, 
the laws of the United States, or the practice in the Supreme Court or 
elsewhere, for the joining of these parties, the Government and a pri- 
vate citizen, in an action. 

The bill, I wish to say further, is not only entirely new, but in my 
judgment it involves a line of legislation that has never before been at- 
tempted. We declare the existence of title in the Government of the 
United States by this bill. That title is declared to exist in the Gov- 
ernment in those cases where certificates had improvidently and improp- 
erly issued to the State of Iowa. After having made that declaration, 
as [ remarked the other morning in discussing this bill, we then author- 
ize the Government of the United States and a citizen to go into the 
Federal courts for the purpose of determining the value of that title. 
The Senator from Iowa says it is upon the ground that we declare that 
those titles are bad, that the certificates have been re seed issued. 
Well, we open up a question of controversy that really been settled 
in ten adjudicated cases in the Supreme Court of the United States. 
But granting now that it is just and equitable and that we have the 
power to go back and open up these various controversies and set aside 
these judgments and decrees—— 7 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to make 
as ion ? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. LAPHAM. This bill does not direct that suit shall be brought 
even in the courts of the United States, 

Mr. MORGAN. I know. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The Government under this bill may go into the 
State courts of Iowa. , 

Mr. MORGAN. I take it for ted that that is the meaning of the 
bill, although I admit the bill is imperfect in that particular, and I 
think attention is called to that in the report of the minority against 
the bill. 

But now after having declared the title to be in the United States 
contrary to these ten decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and in the very cases in which the Supreme Court have decided 
the question, for this bill covers the whole of them, having reversed 
these decisions by a decree of Congress and put the parties eee srr 
those rights again, the question arises can the Congress of the United 
States authorize a citizen of Iowa to join with the United States Gov- 
ernment in a suit in Iowa against a citizen of Iowa for the recovery of 
this land. I maintain that we have no such power. The Constitution 
gives us no such t, for while the Government of the United States 
can sue in the circuit or district court of the United States in that State 
a citizen of Iowa, a private citizen, can not. We can not confer by any 
law we may enact constitutionally the right upon a private citizen of 
Iowa to sue another private citizen of Iowa in the district orcircut court 
of the United States in that State. { 

Mr. LAPHAM. Now I desire to ask the honorable Senator another 
question, and that is, can Congress authorize the Attorney-General of 
the United States to prosecute in the State courts? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; I sup Congress could authorize the At- 
torney-General of the United States to prosecute in the State courts. | 
The Government of the United Statescan bring a suit in a State court, 
and therefore can authorize thatto be done. But we arenow 
talking about Federal courts, for that is the object of this bill; that is 
the meaning of this bill, to allow suits in the Federal courts, as I un- 
derstand; for surely the Congress of the United States would not re- 
verse the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States in these 
ten cases and then declare that the local courts in Iowa should have 
jurisdiction to settle and determine the question. That would be re- 
versing the whole order of proceedings so far as the history of Con- 
gress on this subject is concerned. But I wish to submit this question 
to the Senate, to the lawyers of this body, and I should poray gs 
to hear a more general expression of opinion upon it. I shoi be 
glad if some Senator would citeme to a case in which any lawyer had 
ever been rash enough to attempt to unite a private party with the 


Government of the United States in bringing a suit for a tract of land. | 


I have not heard of it. It may be that I have overlooked it, but I can! 
conceive of no reason why it should be done. 
Mr. President, I disclaim all feeling or interest in this matter. 
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Mr. LAPHAM.. I can tell why it is done. It is done in this case 
because the Government is weak and needs the aid of a settler to main- 
tain its right of action. 

Mr. MORGAN. I repeat that I have not the slightest feeling or con- 
cern about this matter at all, except that I have a sympathy for those 

ple in Iowa who have been entrapped into this state of difficulty not 
y the decision of the courts, but by the legislation of Congress and the 
decisions of the Interior Department. Many of them have been en- 
trapped into difficulties, into the expenditure of money in valuable im- 
provements on tracts of lands there, but I have regarded this effort to 
relieve them through this bill as utterly hopeless. The Committee on 
the Judiciary took this subject into consideration more than four years 
2go. They Daioni upon ita great amount of labor. They brought 
their report in here, following another report which had preceded it, 
and unanimously declared that Congress had no jurisdiction of this 
subject. 

Now, sir, it is more than the Senate dare to do, in my opinion, to de- 
liberately overrule that decision of the Judiciary ttee without 

igning upon the record sound, substantial reasons for their judgment; 
for after all this is the highest legislative tribunal in the United States 
2 the House of Representatives, and the decisions of this bod 
will be appealed to for years, and I hope for centuries to come, for their 
wisdom, for their sedateness, for their soundness upon all questions of 
this kind; and I really deplore that spirit of 7 legislation in 
this body, which, whether moved by sympathy for suffering people or 
moved by any other cause whatever, leads us to undo the solemn de- 
liberations of the judiciary of this country, and reverse the decrees of 
the Supreme Court in respect to private questions of title at our own 
will and pleasure. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT: pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama will 
please d. The hour of 1 o'clock having arrived, it becomes the 
duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the next special order, being 
Order of Business 500, the title of which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R. 18) ing an 
amendment to article 1, section 7, clause 2, of the Constitution of the 
United States, in relation to the veto power. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This resolution is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I move that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 3933, Calendar number 336. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 
336, the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of 
lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other 
purposes. - 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to make a statement. Is there objection to the Senator 

from Kansas debating this proposition? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bill which is under consideration in the morn- 
ing hour, and which was reported by me from the Committee on Public 

has now occupied a number of days during the morning hour in 
its consideration, and I do not think I offend anybody when I say that 
there seems to be a determation that it shall ran out the remainder of 
the session and not be brought toa vote. That, of course, is parlia- 
mentary. I do not care to say anything in the nature of reflection on 
anybody, but it manifestly is the opinion of the Senate that some time 
should be fixed when the vote can be had upon the bill, because the 
Senate has repeatedly ruled by decided votes not to lay it on the table 
and not to postpone its consideration, so that it has the right of way in 
the morning hour. 

I designed to make a motion to continue the consideration of the bill 

now, but not being nimble enough to get up in time and not having 
vocal o of sufficient capacity to reach the presiding officer in time, 
I did not get the floor to make that motion; and I do not design now 
to antagonize the motion which the Senator from Nebraska has made, 
because I had given notice that if the Senator from Alabama did not 
make the motion I would make it myself at this time, supposing per- 
haps we should go on as we have heretofore, leaving the Des Moines 
bill to be considered in the morning hour. But I think it is of the 
highest importance to the business of the Senate that the morning hour 
should not continue to be absorbed by this bill, and when I say that I 
do not mean to reflect upon the bill, because I think the bill ought to 
be I think it is due to the Senate and due to the interests in- 
volved that the Senate shall fix some time when a vote shall be taken, 
or if that can not be done, that the Sénate shall that it will sit 
out this bill on some day to be named. I had hoped it might be to-day, 
because to-day the bill is under consideration and it might 5o contin- 
uously on, but still I do not care about that. If the Senate is willing 
to fix some other day, I have no objection. 


Now, so far as the measure proposed to be taken up is concerned I 


have nothing to say. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] 
seems to have taken charge of it, and of course the bill ought-to be 


pao It has been waiting spy upon the convenience of the Senate 
to the principle involved in another bill which is pending be: 
fore the Senate on a report of a committee of conference and the decision 
of which really settles the question not only as to this bill, but as to 
another and perhaps still another bill which is back of it on the Calen- 
dar. I do not care to an ize that, but I do hope the Senate will 
make some order in regard to the bill that was before the Senate until 
the morning hour expired, which will relieve the Senate from the burden 
of itscontinuation during the remaining daysof this session in the morn- 
ing hour to the exclusion of all other business. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 

motion of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to say a 
word in response to what has fallen from the lips of the Senator from 


The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent to be heard in reply to the Senator from Kansas. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. LAPHAM. All I desire to say is this: When this bill was called 
up objection was made to its consideration. I claimed that it was a 
bill which should be taken up in the regular consideration of the Cal- 
endar, ‘and one that could not properly be debated in the morning hour. 
I have been compelled to argue the bill piecemeal from morning to 
morning, whereas I should have had a right, and the Senate should 
have had a right, to consider this bill in a continuous session whenever 
it was taken up. The advocates of the bill objected to that, and in- 
sisted upon taking it be in the morning hour. They procured a vote 
of the Senate to that effect, probably under an apprehension on the 
of the Senate that it was a short bill and would not occupy much 8 
Now that we have spent the morning hour for so many mornings on it, 
the proposition is to do just what I asked to have done in the outset, 
and I shall certainly resist that now. 

Mr. VAN WICK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to be heard on this question. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The bill which I have moved for consideration is 
a bill todeclare a forfeiture of lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad 
Company, and forother purposes. That bill has been twice displaced 
already from the Calendar of Special Orders, first by taking up the sil- 
ver bill when, as many Senators stated, there was a misa) ion as 
to the effect of the rule. They did not suppose that vo to take up 
the silver bill would necessarily throw this bill back on the Calendar, 
which it did. Then this bill was restored again to the head of the 
special orders, and again it was displaced by a vote of the Senate to 
take up the labor-contract bill; and in connection with that I may be 
allowed to say that many Senators believed there was an understand- 
ing, express or implied, which they they felt binding on them to vote 
for the consideration of that bill first before the Texas Pacific forfeiture 
bill was taken up; but they desire now, I think, that this bill should 
finally be taken up without any furtherdelay. I merely wished to call 
the attention of the Senate to this condition of the bill, and to insist 
that it shall now be taken up. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order from the 
Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Lask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent to debate this subject. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HALE, I do not wish to debate the subject; I only wish to say 


to the Senator from Nebraska 
That is debate. The Senator has 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. I so understood and was going on, Mr. President. I 
wish to say to the Senator from Nebraska that the agricultural appro- 
priation bill has been hanging for a few days and it ought to be passed 
to-day. I do not wish to antagonize his motion, but I would like to 
have an understanding if his bill is laid before the Senate that then I 
may call up the appropriation bill with his consent. 

Mr. VA} WYCK. I presume that is the understanding as to appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. HALE. So that I can get it through to-day., 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nebraska that the bill named by him shall 
now be considered. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill before the Senate 
be laid aside informally, and that the Senate proceed to consider the 
agricultural aj tion bill. It will take but a little time. 

The P pro tempore. The Senator from Maine seks unan- 
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imous consent that the pending order be laid aside informally, and that 


the Senate proceed to consider the agricultural appropriation bill. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Ohjection is made. The first amend- 


ment reported by the Committee on Public Lands to the pending bill 
will be read. 

Mr. HALE. I do not desire to insist upon the Senate considering 
the appropriation bill now, if it is the feeling of the Senate that it is 
better to go on with the bill just laid before the Senate. I will not 
make any motion at present. 

Mr. CULLOM. Idonotthink the forfeiture bill will take very long. 

Mr, HALE. I make no motion. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. j 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 335) to print 2,000 additional copies 
of Lieut. P. H. Ray’s report of the International Polar Expedition to 
Point Barrow, Alaska, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


TEXAS PACIFIC LAND-GRANT FORFEITURE, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

The Chief Clerk read the first amendment reported by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, which was in line 9, of section 1, to strike out 
the word that.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. 
amendment which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in section 1, line 9, after the word lands,“ 
to strike out the word ‘‘be;’’ in line 10 to strike out after the word 
to“ the words sale and settlement and to insert the word dis- 

in line 11, after the word under,“ to strike out the word ex- 
isting” and insert the words the general;’’ and in line 12, after the 
words United States,“ to insert the words as though said grant had 
never been made: Provided, That the price of the lands so forfeited 
and restored shall be the same as heretofore fixed for the even sections 
within said grant;’’ soas to make the section read: 

That all lands granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad Company under the act 
of Congress entitled An act to incorporate the Texas Pacific Railroad Company 
and to aid in the construction of its road, and for other purposes, approved 
March 3, 1871, and acts amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto, be, aud they 
are hereby, declared forfeited, and the whole of said lands restored to the pub- 
lic domain and made subject to disposal under the general laws of the United 
States as though said grant had never been made: Provided, That the price of 
the lands sò forfeited and restored shall be the same as heretofore fixed for the 
even sections within said grant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the following 
words: : 

Sec, 2. That in any and all cases, as to any lands embraced within the terms 
of the act named in section 1 of this act, whenever the Department of the In- 
terior, or its officers, or the local land-officers have treated said lands as o 
to selection, purchase, or homestead entry, and have allowed purchases, selec- 
tions, and entries of any of said lands under the general laws of the United 
States, the acts of the Department of the Interior, and its officers, and the local 
land-officers in permitting such entries, selections, and purchases, in makin; 
such sales, and in issuing patents, certificates, and lists thereon, are hereby rati- 
fied and validated; and the rights and titles of parties or persons holding pat- 
ents or claiming right or title under certificates or lists of lands issued or certi- 
fied by the Secretary of the Interior or the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, or certificates issued by the officers of the local land offices, or who have 
made homestead entries or pre-emption settlements or claims of any kind upon 
any of said lands under the general laws of the United States, in any way af- 
fected adversely by said t, are hereby confirmed and made vafid to the 
same extent as though said grant had never been made; and all of said lands 
embraced within the provisions of said acts shall be restored to the public do- 
main, subject to the saving of rights as provided in this section, as though said 
grant had never been made. 

And in lieu thereof insert: 

Sec. 2. That the act of March 3, 1875, entitled “An act for the relief of settlers 
within railroad limits,” is hereby repealed. 

The amendment was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This concludes the amendments re- 
ported from the Committee on Public Lands. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. MORGAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk to 
come in after the text of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as new sections: 


Src. —. That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuit court of the 
United States for the northern district of Texas to hear and determine all ques- 
tions and controversies concerning the rightsand equitiesin said forfeited lands 
that are claimed or asserted by the United States, or by any m or Col = 
tion claiming the same under or in consequence ofany law of the United 
or any not of its lawfully authorized agents, and to enforce any judgment or de- 
cree, either interlocutory or final, that said court shall render in respect of said 
lands or any interest therein. 

Sec. —. That it shall be the duty of the district attorney of the United States 
for the northern district of Texas, under the direction of the Department of Jus- 
tice, immediately to proceed in the circuit court of the United States for the said 
district, by bill in equity, in the name of the United States of America as plaint- 
iff, 8 any co tions or ms that any in the lands 
hereby declared forfeited, arising under said act of Congress approved July 27, 
1866, or under this act, so as to bring before said court for its determination the 
validity of such claim, whether the same be legal or equitable. 

SEC. —. That any person or corporation not made a party defendant in said 


proceeding; but claiming any interest under the laws of the United States in 
e lands, or any part „which are declared forfeited by this 

present such claim by petition in said cause, duly verified by oath; and if the 
court, upon consideration thereof, shall decide that the adjudication and settle- 
ment of such claim are necessary to do complete justice in said cause, the court 
shall direct that such further proceedings be had upon such petition as that the 
same may be fully heard and determined, and shall proceed to decree upon the 
same as fully as if such petitioner had been made a party defendant in said suit: 
Provided, That no such petition shall be filed after twelve months from the date 
of the filing of the bill in said cause. 

Sec. —, That the court, if it shall see fit, may tax all the costs of the suit under 
the third section of this act against the United States, and shall apportion the 
costs of any proceeding under the fourth section of this act between the parties 
according to justice and equity. Any party to the suit instituted under this act 
shall have the right of appeal from any final decree thereon to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in the same manner and under the same conditions 
as are preseri by law and the rules of said court for appeals in equity cases ; 
and the Supreme Court shall cause said ap to be advanced on the docket so 
that the same shall be speedily determined; but no right of appeal shall exist 
after six months from the time when said final decree is entered on the records 
of the circuit court of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, in supporting the amendment which 
I have offered I desire to announce at the outset that I am content to 
vote for the bill just as it is, and that I shall vote for it even if the Sen- 
ate does not adopt the amendment which I have had the honor to bring 
forward. 

I believe that this land grant ought to be forfeited. Iam quite sure 
that the Texas and Pacific Railroad Company has not earned one foot 
of the land embraced in its grant. I believe that the attempted trans- 
fer of the land grant by the Texas and Pacific Railroad Company to the 
Southern Pacific Railroad Company was so far in violation of the laws 
of the United States and the public policy declared by Congress, that 
it could not become a valid transfer without the express sanction of 
Congress. Hence I am prepared, notwithstanding the claim set up by 
the Southern Pacific Railroad Company to this imm land grant, to 
vote for a declaration of the forfeiture of these lands to the Government. 
of the United States. 

I make this announcement in the outset so that I may avoid any pos- 
sible misunderstanding, or any possible misconstruction of my individ- 
ual position. However unimportant that may be, it is a matter of in- 
terest to me, of course, that I should not be misunderstood. I desire 
to present, however, in*this amendment an opportunity to the Senate 
to declare whether it will take these lands into the keeping of the United 
States Government by an absolute decree of Congress, or whether it will 
relegate the question of the validity and effect of our act in passing this 
law to the courts of the United States, there to he passed upon and de- 
cided by them within a brief period of time. 

I will premise by saying in the presence of the Senate, of every law- 
yer and every layman in the body, and I ask attention to the remark, 
that it is not possible for Congress to enact any law affecting private 
rights of property so as to take away from the judicial tribunals of this 
country the ultimate right to decide upon them. In that declaration 
I think I shall have the concurrence of every member of the Senate. I 
repeat it is not possible that Congress shall pass any Jaw affecting 
private rights of property which will have an absolute and determinate 
effect upon those rights of property so as to exclude any person from hav- 
ing the right to raise the question and litigate upon the validity of our 
action in the courts of the country. 

The demarkation in the Constitution of the boundary lines between 
the co-ordinate departments of the United States Government is so 
clear and so well fixed that I think there is nobody to be found now 
in this free Government of ours, this constitutional country, who will 
assert that can intervene between two private persons or be- 
tween the Government of the United States and a private citizen and 
by an act of legislation so far conclude and foreclose a question of title 
to property as that litigation thereafterward about it shall be impos- 
sible. If that is so, when we revoke this land grant or when we de- 
clare it forfeited, the immense area of lands which are covered by it 
will become the subject of litigation. We can not prevent them from 
becoming the subject of litigation. We can not put up bars before any 
court, either of the States or of the United States, which will shut out 
parties in interest in this controversy from coming in and demanding 
of the judges that they shall hear and determine and adjudicate upon 
their rights of property. 

If these propositions are true, then the question that I present in 
this amendmentis simply one of policy, for the adjudication must come 
sooner or later. The question is whether it shall come in after years 
and during a series of years, and at the instance of a great number, it 
may be, of private litigants and in courts to be selected by themselves, 
or whether it shall come at once, be determined at once in a court of 
the United States, all in one suit, which can be taken by an appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, which that court is required 
to treat as a cause of emergency and to advance on the docket, so that 
the litigation may be finally ended as soon as possible in view of the 
administration of justice. 

I will suppose that we pass the bill just as it has come from the com- 
mittee without adding the provision that I have the honor to offer as 
an amendment to it, and then let us look at the situation. I have bat 


to refer to the fact that for five or six mornings the Senate has been 
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occupied in an earnest and an honest endeavor to rectify the evils which 
have come upon a large community in the State of Iowa, growing out 
of the fact that we did not provide when the controversies first arose in 
Towa a court of competent jurisdiction to hear and determine and set- 
tle them. I can refer also to another case upon the Calendar, which is 

ing pressed upon the attention of the Senate for settlement, and 
which for years has been lingering in this body in one form and another, 
what is called the Sioux City Railroad case. In consequence of the 
neglect of Congress to provide a tribunal for hearing and d ini 
the controversy in that case, there has sprung up a litigation between 
parties, which is spreading itself from one tract of land to another 
throughout a large domain in the State of Iowa, and which is involv- 
ing Congress and involving the courts in an infinitude of difficulties 
and troubles, every one of them the result of the neglect of Congress to 
provide at an early stage for the settlement of those difficulties by a 
court of the United States having competent jurisdiction and power to 
decide them. 

Again I refer the Senate of the United States in the State of Mich- 
igan to a most laborious, intricate, and involved controversy about the 
Ontonagon land grants and about the transfer of a land grant from one 

rtion of that State to another, and about the question whether the 

tate of Michigan has been compensated by one grant for what it yielded 
up, or was supposed to have yielded up, under another—a question of 
the greatest possible difficulty, which has been and reargued 
before the Committee on Public Lands by theablest lawyersin the United 
States, and who have had the opinions of Senators upon it. Yet that 
controversy is not ended, and every Senator here whois acquainted with 
the facts of those cases must know that if in the early of the con- 
troversy jurisdiction had been conferred upon a Federal court for the 

urpose of bee, bags ee. in interest before the court, including the 
8 of the United States, a settlement would have been com- 
pleted long ago and peace and prosperity would have ruled and reigned 
in a country where there is nothing now but discord and strife. 

Mr. President, the Congress of the United States is responsible to- 
day for a great amount of injustice and wrong that has been done in 
various locations in this country from not having provided in cases of 
controversy for the settlement of those controversies in a court of broad, 
comprehensive, competent jurisdiction. I could cite to you many other 
cases of this kind. Some have occurred even in my State. They have 
occurred elsewhere. They occur continually in regard to the Spani 
grants. There is a very important case now in the State of California, 
where parties are seeking to have Congress intervene after a t many 
years have elapsed, and to establish a tribunal and give jurisdiction to 
some of the courts for the purpose of settling those controversies that 
ought to have been settled long ago. An almost incalculable amount 
of mischief, of waste and expenditure, of heart-burning between citi- 
zens and the Government and between citizens themselves, between 
railroad corporations and others, is wrought throughout the country 
simply by our having neglected to take care of this subject in a proper 
manner. 

When I had the honor of going upon the Committee on Public Lands 
and found that nine-tenths of the time of that committee, most labori- 
ously expended, was occupied in the attempt, a vain one so far, to set- 
tle these controversies—for not one of them has yet been settled—when 
I found that numerous bills for the forfeiture of land grants were com- 
ing up, that almost e important railroad in the West was being 
attacked upon the that it had not complied with the act grant- 
ing the lands, and that therefore they were the subjects of forfeiture, 
it occurred to me as a duty that I could not avoid to to that 
honorable committee and to suggest to the Senate of the United States 
that in the beginning of this system of land. t forfeitures we should 
adopt a plan which would cause the y settlement of all these 
questions of litigation and controversy. Hence it was, with no am- 
bitious motive surely, but with a desire simply to perform a very plain 
duty to my mind, that I brought in an améndment to one of those bills. 

More than that, I introduced and had referred to that committee a 
general bill providing that in all cases of land-grant forfeiture the cir- 
cuit court of the United States in some part of the land-grant domain 
should take jurisdiction of these cases and proceed to decide them, call- 
ing in all the necessary and all the proper parties. When that bill 
went before the committee, not connected with any special land grant, 
a majority of the committee required me to rt it back favorably. 
I felt of course sustained by the committee in particular, and was 
very much gratified that they took that view of the subject. 

Bat occasionally it has occurred that in respect of some of these cases 
the majority of the committee, say five to four, have insisted that the 
amendment was not appropriate in a particular case, that it was not 
necessary. I have always contended and believed that if it was neces- 
sary in one case it was proper in all. It might not be absolutely neces- 
sary, but still it was proper in all. 

So the Senate will remember in regard to the Oregon land-grant case, 
where the two Senators from Oregon concurred that it was not neces- 
sary in respect of that land grant, the question arose in the Senaté, 
and the Senate decided against the amendment, doubtless upon the 
ground that it was not necessary to that bill. In the case of the At- 
lantic and Pacific Railway Company, when the question arose here, 


the Senate by a very 
and after debate—a vote 
favor of the amendment. 

So the principle of the amendment I now offer has received the sane- 
tion of the committee in the general bill; it has received the sanction 
I believe of four out of five of the committee on this particular bill; 
and it has received the sanction of the vote of the Senate by the ma- 
jority which I have just stated upon the Atlantic and Pacific bill. - I 
now offer it to this bill, believing that there is not a single case in all 
the number that have come before the Senate or that will come before 
the Senate in which this amendment is more important than it is in 
this case. 

I should very gladly have avoided the labor and responsibility of 
offering the amendment, for it has caused me to be attacked personally 
through the newspapers of the country as one who desired to obstruct 
the forfeiture of land grants, because I pleaded in the Senate that the 
Government of the United States in instituting a new system of action 
in to the land grants should so provide as that all questions 
which might arise out of them should be settled early after we had de- 
clared the forfeiture, and thereby save to future generations the ter- 
rible litigation which has been so expensive and so trying upon a great 
many communities in this country. 

Now, let us consider one category here. The Texas and Pacific Rail- 
road Company have made a transfer bodily of the entire land grant made 
to them to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company. Arguments were 
made by men like Hon. William M. Evarts, who talked upon the sub- 
ject as if he were in dead earnest, and hereis his brief—arguments were 
made by a numberof the most important and influential lawyers in the 
United States—insisting that the Texas and Pacific Railroad Company 
had the absolute right under the terms of the law to transfer the grant 
to any purchaser, and that whether they transferred it in a body to a 
railroad company, or whether they transferred it to m. as 
they were authorized to mo: it, or whether they transferred it 
by private sale to private individuals in small parcels, made no differ- 
ence. They insisted that this land grant is property, and that until 
the Government of the United States had the forfeiture of it, 
that being the ee which can avail itself of the right of forfeit- 
ure, the right of the company to transfer the land grant was absolute 
and perfect. It is provi they insist, in the act under which the 
land grant originated that it might be transferred to assigns as well as 


The PREST 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrison) rapped for order. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam entirely aware that at this stage of a session 
of the Senate not very much consideration can be given to what is being 
said in debate, no matter how important the question is. Here is a 
question which, I understand, involves the title to 20,000,000 acres of 
land. It is not a question in which I have interest or any 
motive in the world except that of taking the Iabor to try and 


vote, upon the call of the yeas and nays 
think of some 30 or 35 to 11—decided in 


explain 
‘it to the Senate. These men claim, whether rightfully or 5 


justly or unjustly, 3 or unlawfully 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators must suspend conversation 
on the floor. It is impossible for the Senator addressing the Chair to 

with his remarks. 

Mr. MORGAN. I shall not detain the Senate very long. I am as 
anxious age through as the Senate is that I should. Iam trying now 
to discuss all these questions in one in order to economize the time of 
the Senate. That is all that I am trying to do. I do not wish to take 
up this same question upon every forfeiture bill that arises, and here 
I am trying now to discuss the question of disagreement between the 
two House of Congress upon this matter. All that I am anxious to do 
is to enlighten the Senate as far as Iam able upon the propositions that 
are before it. 

It is contended, I repeat, that they have a right to this land, and that 
they have a right to it under the laws of the United States. It is urged 
ably and vehemently, and with every apparent mark of sincerity, as I 
have remarked, by some of the best lawyers in this country, by some 
ofithe ablest men in the country, one pe e a distinguished man 
from New York, is about to take a seat in this body on the 4th of 
March, that the Government of the United States conferred by its act 
granting this land the power to this corporation to transfer it absolutely 
to the Southern Pacific Railroad Company; thatthe transfer was made 
for a good consideration in good faith; and that since the transfer has 
been made the transferee has given mortgages upon the property to 
other outstanding persons who are certainly innocent. That is their 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Do I understand the Senator to say that the 
company have given mortgages upon this grant of land? 

Mr. MORGAN. So I am informed. : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. MORGAN. They insist that the mortgages which they gave 
upon their property include this grant; not that they have ‘since the 
grant was transferred to them made a new mortgage, but they insist 
that it inures to the mortgage as part of the mortgaged property. That 
is what they insist. 

I beg the Senate to understand that I am not stating my view of this 
case; I am stating the view which was insisted upon before the com - 
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mittee. If the Senate thinks that it is disreputable to insist upon it, 
let the blame rest upon men like Judge Dillon, Mr. Evarts, and others 

who make this demand, not upon a who presents it here as a 

of the argument that was made before the committee, and which 
happened to think was at least worthy of consideration. 

I do not set myself up as an infaHible judge upon the rights of other 
men. Ido not wish to be a judge of their rights except so far as their 
rights concern a duty that I must perform; and certainly I do not wish 
to assume the ermine while I am a Senator of the United States and to 
undertake to decide judicially upon questions that the Constitution 
has relegated to a different body of men. But that is claimed in be- 
half of the corporations here concerned. Suppose it should turn out 
that the courts of the United States sustain this claim of theirs. I 
presume Senators here will be wise enough to say that no court ever 
can sustain it; but suppose it should turn out that they do sustain it, 
about what time will that judgment ripen and become a matter of rec- 
ord? Probably ten years after to-day. Where will the suit originate 
in which this matter will be determined? It will originate in any 
court that the Southern Pacific Railroad Company choose to select. 
They can originate it ina common pleas court in California, in a dis- 
trict court in California, or in a court of equity in California, They 
can originate it in any court having jurisdiction of a real action or of a 
suit in equity in any of the Territories which the road passes. 
They can institute it in the State of Texas; perhaps in the State of 
Louisiana. 

They have their choice of States, of localities, and of courts in which 
to start this proceeding. They begin it. How do they begin it? In 
some little piepoudre collateral action between A and B about the title 
to a forty-acre tract of desert land, it may be, or something of that 
kind—an inconsequential and an inconsiderable piece of land but the 
question which grafts itself upon that suit is the whole question in the 
case. It passes around through court after court, and after awhile it 
reaches the Supreme Court of the United States, after long delay and 
great expense and harassment, and it is there finally decided. 

In the mean time the court below pronounces a decision. I will sup- 
pose that it pronounces it in favor of the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company. After having pronounced that decision the company pro- 
cant SO OLLAD ee AOE a ee ee es to farmers, 
tovi wers, to villages, and to towns, until and thousands 
of people become involved in the question. At the time they are mak - 
ing these sales they have got the decision of a court to hack them, which, 
it will be remembered but a few days back in our debates, was a very 
important matter in regard to certain grave affairs that have taken place 
recently in the United States. A court in Kansas, it was said, made a 
decision that the lands of Oklahoma are public lands open to settle- 
ment, and thereupon an army of invasion went into that country and 
occupied it, demanding and claiming that they had the right, under 
the on of that court, to occupy that country. Another army fol- 
lowed, the Army of the United States, with its loaded guns and its 
bayonets fixed, to drive those men out of that territory. 

It has been but two or three days since Senators upon this floor in 
great anxiety have declared their apprehensions that when the grass 
springs up again in the Oklahoma country war would be there 
because of a dispute between the Government of the United States and 
the claimants to settlement on the public lands, and that those claim- 
ants are backed by a decision of a court and that is enough for them. 
We understand the force of a tide of immigration, and we understand 
the demand which the Anglo-Saxon makes for land whenever he gets 
within reach of it. We have our own examples and our own history to 
refer to in order to refresh our recollections and to admonish us about 
matters of this kind. 

In view of this case, suppose a court in California, in Arizona, in New 
Mexico, in Texas, or it may be in Louisiana, shall decide that the 
Southern Pacific Railway Company did have the right to buy the whole 
tract of land, and that they have a good title in consequence of the pur- 
chase, then your people swarm out upon these lands and buy them, 
and afterward when that case gets to the Supreme Court of the United 
States and is reversed, you will have upon an immense scale 
the very controversy which has engaged the attention of the Senate for 
six mornings in succession, and which would engage it for six more in 
debate were it not entirely improper to be extended at this late hour 
of the session. 

Y Suppose the decision is made against the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company in the court below, your people spread themselves out into 
this territory and take up the lands under the laws of the United States 
under homestead and pre-emption entries, Whatthen? After they 
have gone upon the lands the litigation is still going on; men are kept 
in a continual state of agitation; they have not got permanent homes 
and can not get them in that country, and by reason of that fact that 
country must necessarily suffer, for a country whose families are located 


upon possessions that after all are doubtful and disputable as to the 
right, is a country that can have no real peace and no real prosperity. 

Suppose that you want to sell those public lands at private sale, or 
suppose you want to lease them under an act of Congress to herdsmen 
and shepherds, your title is embarrassed until the courts have decided. 
After you have passed your decree in Congress here, any man, it makes 
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no difference what his diguity may be or how little or how much land 
he may claim, has the right to question the validity of it. Thatisone 
of the liberties of the American people of which we can not deprive them. 
They have a 3 our acts in their courts, and they do ques- 
tion them. our action is questioned, of course that question 
agitates the whole length and breadth of the domain that you are pro- 
ceeding to dispose of. - 

Here we turn loose an immense domain amounting perhaps to twenty 
million acres, and because we refuse to put a limitation upon a bill which 
will give a court a chance to adjudicate these questions in advance and 
within a year from the date of the act, we leave these questions open as 
a cloud upon the public domain, forbidding people to go there and un- 
settling the titles from the momentthat they go. How can you getinto 
one of these new Territories a stable population of good and enterprisi 
and peace-loving men when you force them to go in there under a clou 
upon the title to the whole country? When you have yourpublicdomain 
left under the influence of the sort of legislation that we are about to 
enact, the men who go there are the men who rely upon the pistol and 
upon the bowie-knife to fight their way through, and they are not the 
peace-loving men who ought to be invited to go to the West every- 
where for the purpose of settling up those communities and fixing a 
nucleus of society there that in after years shall ripen into blessings 
upon that community and upon the world. ‘ 

The quiet, peace-loving man who resides in the East or in the South 
or in the Middle States, who may desire to migrate to the West for the 
purpose of settling near to one of these railroads to get the advantage 
of it, would say to himself, I can not afford to go there and invite 
litigation; I can not afford to go there merely to become the toy and 
6 I prefer to seek some other country.“ 

t the fierce, unsettled, wandering man, who thinks that he can make 
up the time and make it the occasion of some advantage by going there 
with his bowie-knife and his gun, will go and locate upon a tract of 
land in that country; and instead of getting a good, steady, honest, 
and peace-loving population, you get a belligerent, unsteady, dissatis- 
fied set of people there. i 

In view of the general public policy and in view of the controversies 
which will arise, in view of the history that we are making ourselves 
only too familiar with every day through these distressful controversies 
that come before this body, in view of the experience of the Committee 
on Public Lands which has sat upon these questions day after day and 
night after night, not during this session of Congress only but at 
ceding sessions, I appeal to the Senate of the United States that they 
will adopt and adhere to a proposition which has truth and right init, 
which has repose in it for titles as well as for people. Bi 

Mr. President, I do not think that I shall be moved from my desire 
in this matter by any apprehension that I subject myself to criticism as 

the friend of the railroads. No, sir; I am the friend of justice; 
I am the friend of peace and security for titles. I am the friend of the 
communities who settle out in that country. I am the friend of the 
men who go there and who, instead of going under the threat of a law- 
suit, want to go under the protection of the law. ae 

What reason is there whya court of the United States can not settle 
these questions? I have heard but one stated, and that is that judges 
are not to be trusted. That is about the only one that can be stated. 
The judges are not to be trusted; the judges are the creatures of the 
corporations; the judges are the hirelings of the corporations; the 
judges are under the influence of the corporations! Suggestions like 
these are pratedaround continually as arguments why they can not be 
trusted to administer upon these matters. Sir, you have got to trust 
judges after all, and the question is, What judges will you trust? I 
have an almost inexpressible feeling of gratification and gratitude, too, 
to the founders of our system of government that they did place rights 
of property beyond the absolute disposal of the Congress of the United 
States, and that they put these questions in the hands of the judiciary 
for final settlement. F 

We have got to trust the judges or else we have got to reverse the 
whole system of our Government. Then the question is, what judges 
will we trust? I have confidence in the judges of the United States 
courts that they will do justice, and in the Supreme Court of the United 
States that it will do justice. Some Senators may not have that confi- 
dence; I can not help it. In my retrospect of the history of that au- 
gust tribunal I see no reason to challenge its honesty, or its integrity, 
or its ability, or to abate in the slightest degree by any remark that I 
might make the just influence which it exerts over the people and over 
the States of this great Union. Therefore I dismiss that argument. 
We must trust judges, and I prefer to trust the judges of the United 
Statescourts. We must have litigation; we shall have litigation about 
this case. I therefore prefer that this litigation shall come off imme- 
diately and be settled as soon as justice will admit of its being settled, 

What is this amendment? It is simply providing that efter this dec- 
laration of forfeiture is made, after Congress has declared all that it 
wants aboutit and all that it can declare about it, the Government of 
the United States in its own name, under the direction of the Attorney- 
General of the United States, shall through its local district attorney 
file a bill or bring a suit in the circuit court of the United States forthe 
northern district of Texas, that being an organized State and one of the 
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States through which this line of railway runs, and that bill shall call 
in the claimant to this property, the Southern Pacific Railway Com- 
pany, and shall call in any person else claiming the property under the 
act which made the grant of land to the Texas Pacific Railway Com- 
pany. The amendment farther provides that if there are other parties 
wHo are not necessary parties, but who are proper parties to be repre- 
sented in their persons or in their property claims and interests which 
require to be litigated and settled, the court, as is the practice in equity 
courts, may call in those parties either by the direct service of process 
where they reside within the State, or by publication under the rules 
of practice where they reside out of the State, that they may come in 
and make themselves parties to the suit, that they may call them in, 
and if they are unwilling to become parties make them parties, 

The amendment further provides that any person who may have an 
interest, or believes that he has an interest in these lands under this 
p act or under any act of Congress, may come into that court 
and file a petition and propound his interest; that the court shall ex- 
amine it, and if it finds that the party has a sufficient interest to justify 
him in being brought in to have his rights adjudicated, he is made a 

In this way every human being who is in any wise connected 
with this title can be brought into the litigation, and that, too, ata 
very light expense, for the court has the right under its rules of prac- 
tice and under the amendment to classify the petitioners, so that the 
decision in one case will be the decision in all, or in all of that class, 
thereby reducing the expense of the litigation, hastening the progress 
of the suits, and causing an early determination of the rights affected. 

The amendment then proceeds further, and has what is in effect a 
statute of limitationsin it. A 
in asa party by petition after twelve months from the date of the fil- 
ing of the bill. If any appeal is taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States from the final decree in the cause it must be taken within 
six months from the date of its rendition, and then the Supreme Court 
is required to advance that case on the docket so that there may be a 
8 y hearing and determination of it. 

That may not be a perfect system, and yet it is the best one that I 
have been able to devise, and it is the one that the Committee on Public 
Lands, after due examination, have recommended in the general bill 
which I reported to this body as being proper machinery for the pur- 
pose of arriving at the speedy adjudication of all these questions and a 
settlement of the rights of every man who may have an interest in this 
controversy hereafter. 

I have not heard the reasonableness of this plan attacked. I have 
heard nobody say that it was an inefficient plan. I have heard no- 
body say anything about it, except some surmises have been indulged 
that the object in offering it was to delay the forfeiture, to prevent jus- 
tice, to shelter the railroads, and to keep them from surrendering up 
this grant which Congress declares they shall surrender. 

Let me inquire what more can Congress do in to this case than 
merely to declare the forfeiture? What Senator in this body will as- 
sert that Congress can do more than declare the forféiture? We declare 
that in consequence of the fact that this railroad company has not com- 
plied with the conditions of the act granting these lands, its title is 
forfeited to the United States Government, and we go further and 
di of it. Wego further than really I think we ought to go, but 
still I shall vote for that feature of the bill. Wego further and place 
it in the category of the public domain and we subject it to the land 
laws of the United States in respect of its future disposal. - 

That is all that C can do. What is the effect of that? What 
is intended to be the effect of it? It makes no difference whether we 
intend as the effect of that to cut off all future litigation and inquiry 
in respect of our right to do this thing or not; we can not do that; we 
have not the power to doit. The courts, as I have often remarked 
during this argument and heretofore, will take the subject dn consid- 
eration and will adjudicate upon it. Then we go in this bill just as 
far as we can go; and yet we do not get the title. We can not get the 
title by an act of Co We can only take the necessary prelimi- 
nary steps to get it, and the question whether we have got it is a ques- 
tion depending upon how the courts shall decide hereafter upon the 
validity and effect of our act. = 

I have not been very curious to inquire whether this declaration of 
forfeiture is a forfeiture which relates back to the date of the grant. 
It makes no difference as to that. We can not make it relate back, 
for in the law and according to justice it does not relate back, forif we 
were to do that we should do by ex post facto legislation the wrongful 
and unconstitutional thing of taking from a man his property without 
due course of law, and that we can not do. It is a question for the 
courts to determine whether it relates back or not, even though we 
should so declare; but in this:case that happens to make no difference; 
for in the view that I take of it, and in the view of those who are op- 
posed to the amendment, if there be such, this act of forfeiture declared 
by us has the effect under our law of what is termed office-found, and 
only that. 

I have had occasion to expound this several times in the Senate. I 
need not have done it, because other Senators understand it as well as 
or better than I do; but I refer to it for the pu of showing the 


It is precisely in the condition of a piece of real estate in England that 
was granted by the Crown to a citizen upon a condition-subsequent, as 
itis called, a condition upon the performance or non-performance of 
which would depend the completion of the title in the grantee. The 
Crown sees cause to try the question of title with its grantee. There- 
upon it institutes the prerogative writ to which I have heretofore re- 
ferred, and sends the writ to a judicial officer, to a coroner. The coro- 
ner takes further judicial proceeding by summoning a jury. The old 
common-law jury comes in, except that the number is not limited to 
twelve, he may make it thirty if he wants. He hears one side of the 
case; he hears the case of the Crown. It is an ex parte investigation. 
He charges his jury, and his jury find a verdict. 

If that verdict is in favor of the Crown it is reported to one of the 
courts. Then what? Thereupon, if the citizen from whom the land 
is taken by this ex parle proceeding desires to litigate with the Crown, 
that citizen brings his petition of right, his writ of right, or he brings 
his bill in equity, and the court being thus put in possession of the 
case looks back over the whole question, looks back over that part of it 
which came under the jurisdiction of the coroner, looks back into the 
right of the thing, as it is termed in the English law-books; and the 
court thereupon determines whether the Crown is entitled to the prop- 
erty, or whether the citizen is entitled to the property. If the citizen 
turns out to be entitled to the property the Crown must not only yield 
the property to him, but it must also yield to him damages for having 
interfered with his possessory right. That is English law. That is 
English liberty. That is the power of a citizen under the English sys- 


| tem. 
person isdebarred from his right to come | 


Sir, when you come to compare the boasted powers and rights of the 
American citizen with those of a British subject upon this topic, the 
American citizen does not approach him in his liberty. We have never 
provided in our country that any citizen of the United States might 
sue the Government when the Government undertook to take away 
from him the title toa tract of land that it had granted. We have 
only doled out to our citizens once in a while the poor privilege of suing 
for money claims in a court-of claims; but when you come to address 
yourself to the rights that the people have as individuals against the 
Goyernment of the United States in respect of this vast domain of land 
which extended from the States of Pennsylvania and Kentucky and 
Georgia all the way to the Pacifie coast you can not find upon the stat- 
ute-books of the United States or in its Constitution the scratch of a 


pen or the impress of the type to show that there bas ever been granted 


to the people of the United States the liberties and rights in respect of 
that domain which belong to the British subjects under the Crown of 
Great Britain. z ‘ 

Therefore, when the Congress of the United States undertakes to take 
a man’s land away against his complaint and his protestation, he has 
nothing to do but to go into some of the State courts, or if perchance 
he can find his way into some Federal court where he can not bring his 
action against the United States, he may bring his Leeper =e some 
other citizen, in which suit the question will arise colla y and not 
directly; and in that way, working from court to court, he brings the 
question before the Supreme Court of the United States, and that court 
may decide ultimately that the Government of the United States has 
no title to the land. The British subject can sue the Crown immedi- 
ately. He can bring his petition of right or his bill in equity and try 
the question of title with the Crown, whereas the American citizen, 
this boasted inheritor of all the glory of his ancestry and of the light 
of the world, must probe his way around, fight his way about the pie- 
posan courts, and in a collateral way and in an inconsequential way 

ave this immense question decided between him and the Government 
of the United States, and then it remains for Congress, by some act or 
other, to repair the wrong and the mischief which this system has done, 

Now, what do I claim in this case? I claim it in behalf of a com- 
pany that I believe have no legal right, that they shall still have the 
right to litigate, and inasmuch as I can not keep them from litigating 
and I know that they will do it if they choose, as they say they mean 
to do it, I want to draw that company into a competent court at once, 
and I want that suit prosecuted in the name of the United States Gov- 
ernment, so that all controversy may be ended and that this question 
of title shall be settled. 

Perhaps I have not framed the amendment in the best way. The 
committee agree with me that it is the best way that they could think 
of. Some Senator may be able to improve it. Ifhe does, I shall thank 
him for it. But the principle of it is a very clear one to my mind; the 
duty of.enacting it is a very clear one; and as to the public policy of 
putting it upon the statute-book for the purpose of having these rights 
considered and tried, I have no doubt. 

My own experience teaches me, if I had nothingelse to go to as con- 
vineing me that the public policy of this country requires that we should 
have these controversies settled, now that we are setting out to forfeit 
land grants and this is to become a fruitful subject of litigation, a very 
harvest of litigation sown in the land, that we should provide in a timely 
and proper way so that this matter may be settled early, speedily, by 
high courts, courts having competent jurisdiction and courts that are 
courts of justice, whatever other Senators may say about them. 


status in which this property is left after we make this declaration. i -- Inasmuch as I shall support the bill just as it is, if my amendment is 
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voted down, I ought to be allowed to state the reason for that. It is one 
that I state with great modesty and unaffected diffidence, because it is 
right in the very teeth of the opinions of some of the greatest lawyers in 
the United States, and I have no reason to believe that they have made 
any insincerestatement of their opinions. They are honorable men, and 
I believe that when an honorable man comes before a committee of Con- 
gress, or 2 court, and is questioned as to his opinion upon the law, he 
will make a statement of it that he thinks he can sustain, and he will 
not be rash enough to state something that is foolish or something that 
isimpossible to fortify or sustain by reasoning or by precedent. 

When Mr. Evarts was arguing this case before the committee I asked 
him the question: Do yon, sir, ask of the Congress of the United 
States any affirmative legislation to ratify this grant which you claim 
that you have bought from the Texas Pacific Railroad Company?’’ He 
- said, We do not; we think we have got a good title.“ There I differ 

with him, and there it is that I venture to state the ground of my dif- 
ference as justifying the declaration which I make here that I shall vote 
for this bill even though the Congress of the United States intends to 
relegate all these questions of litigation to some unknown court and the 
decision to some unknown period in the future. 

What is my reason forit? I will state it briefly. The Texas and 
Pacific Railroad Company was organized for the great leading purpose 
of building a railroad about the thirty-second parallel of latitude to 
San Diego on the Gulf of California. No road was built under that 
charter to San Diego or anywhere approximating it. The Texas Pacific 
Railroad Company never broke ground across the border of Texas for 
the purpose of building the line to San Diego. They did absolutely 
nothing. While they were building their line out through Texas to 
El Paso del Norte a very strenuous effort was made in the Senate of 
the United States and in both branches of Congress to get for them a 
subsidy, an indorsement of their bonds in addition to the land grant, 
and that effort was based upon the idea which is entirely a correct one, 
that the Texas and Pacific Railroad, if built out to San Diego, would 
be a competing line with the Sonthern Pacific Railroad, which was then 
coming from San Francisco by the way of the Mohave Desert along down 
toward Yuma, and from Yuma on, as was insisted, to the eastern con- 
nection. r 

The great purpose of Congress in granting this land, and the great 

of those gentlemen who advocated this bounty or this indorse- 
ment (and some of the most respected of my friends advocated it), was 
that they should get a competing line through to connect to the Pacific 
coast. They were not willing that the Southern Pacific road, which 
was alleged to be and is in fact a real part of the Central Pacific road, 
after having received the bounty of the Government from Ogden west- 
ward to San Francisco, should avail itself of the money which it made, 
the power and influence, the capital and credit which it concentrated, 
to sweep on down the Pacific coast to come back toward New Orleans, 
making thereby a mere prolongation of the Central Pacific through the 
name of the Southern Pacific; because they said, When that is done 
you only double their powers of monopoly instead of getting up an op- 
position line in that country.“ 

So my friends here to whom I have referred warmly insisted upon 
the assistance of Congress to the Texas and Pacific road. It is true I 
did not go for that. I did not go against it. The question did not 
come up finally for settlement by Congress, but that makes no differ- 
ence; I am trying to prove the proposition that one of the t lead- 
ing thoughts in regard to the Texas and Pacific Railroad, both in re- 
spect of the land t that we are now about to forfeit, and in 
of the donation of public credit that was sought for, was that we should 
have a line open to San Diego, and that we should have competition in 
favor of the farmers and commercial men of this country by having 
two lines instead of one, and having one at least under the direct con- 
trol of the Government. 

While this was going on the Southern Pacific Railroad Company 
were here by their agents, lobbyists, &c., earnestly insisting that they 
did not want any grant of land. They scene our making a grant of 
credit to the Texas and Pacific Railroad; they did all they could to keep 
Congress from building up the Texas and Pacific, for the reason that 
they did not want ves competition. They announced here and every- 
where that they could build that road out of their own money, and 
they did build it ont of theirown money. They built itdown to Yuma 
in time to earn all their land grant; they built it within the time pre- 
scribed by the act which gave them the charter and also the public 
lands. They earned the land grant to Yuma. Then they came on to 
El Paso del Norte, saying to Congress and to the country: We do not 

want a land grant; we are going to build the road with our own money; 
and more than that, we do not want you to subsidize this other road; 
it is useless to do it, because before you get your subsidy passed, al- 
most, we shall have the railroad down to El Paso del Norte;’’ and they 
did that, 

After getting their road down to El Paso del Norte what do they do? 
They simply buy out the land grant of the Texas and Pacific, and by 
a doctrine which I may call ey pres, by the substitution of one company 
for another, they claim that they have performed in substance what 
was intended to be performed by the Texas and Pacific road and what 
was required hy Congress of that road, and in consequence thereof they 


have the right equitably to the grant. But they say, Whether we 
have that right or not, whether there was any equity in our favor, treat 
us as persons who had never any connection with it at all. Your act of 
Congress under which you have granted these lands is of such a char- 
acter that you have put it in the power of the Texas and Pacific Rail- 
road Company to sell the entire grant, and we are the purchasers in 
good faith and for a valuable consideration.“ 

Mr. President, I confess to you that as a lawyer that has been a very 
hard proposition for me to wrestle with. That same proposition came 
up in what is called the Louisiana Backbone grant. There the Back- 
bone Company transferred its grant out and out to the New Orleans Pa- 
cific road, and upon the very identical pretext that the Southern Pa- 
cific claims the land under the transfer of this great body of property in 
this case. What was the New Orleans Pacificcase? I will state it very 
briefly. It was that a grant had been made to what is called the Back- 
bone road on the east side of the Mississippi River from the city of New 
Orleans, via Baton Rouge, up to Shreveport. That road was not built; 
scarcely a shovelful of earth was ever lifted in its construction. The 
Texas and Pacific road came along toward the east, and finding that 
they could get into New Orleans on the west side of the river, not on 
the east, they bought ont the whole line of road there and commenced 
constructing from the end of that line up toward Shreveport, practically 
over the very territory embraced in the Backbone land grant. They 
went on without any aid from Congress; they built their road; 
made their connection with Shreveport on out until they connected wi 
the whole Texas and Pacific system. Then they went to the Backbone 
Company and bought the grant out and out; and that grant was brought 
before the House of Representatives at this session. A very ma- 
jority of the committee reported against its validity, but the House of 
Representatives on consideration ratified the transfer and refused to for- 
feit the lands. : 

Now, sir, shall it be said by Senators on this floor that Mr. Evarts, 
Judge Dillon, and such men as these had no justification whatever in 
law or morals for the position which they have taken in regard to this 
matter, when the House of Representatives by a solemn vote in pre- 
cisely a similar case has ratified thetransfer? I enn not take that ground. 
I must meet it in some other way; yet I do not believe that the trans- 
fer was valid. Now, why do I not believe that? The reasons, I can 
say, are simply satisfactory to myself. I do not know that they will 
be to anybody else. They are not based upon any given precedent that 
I can cite, for the reason that a case of the kind has never, within my 
knowledge, arisen, and I will state the reason. x 

Here was a great public trust created by this act of pe for a 
great public purpose, and these lands were dedicated by gress to 
thè use of the people; they were taken ont of the category of lands that 
were to be sold for the replenishing of the Treasury, and they were ded- 
icated to the use of the people. What people? Those that then ocenu- 
pied the country and the generations to arise that might sig it in 
the future. It is a continuing dedication, as much so as a public high- 
way or a park in this city, or a park in the city of New York or Phil- 
adelphia, a dedication for the general use and benefaction of those who 
may be there to enjoy it, and it is one of those things that did 
not have it in contemplation to take back as a dedication at all, for in 
the acts making these grants, instead of requiring that the lands should 
be returned to the Government of the United States in the event of a 
failure, it was merely provided that the Congress of the United States 
should have the power of substituting another agent for the purpose of 
executing the trust of the dedication. Thatisall. I do not think it 
takes much of a lawyer to see that. . 

I am opposed to recalling this dedication if I can get along in any 
other way with it, and I would be opposed to it in this bill but for the 
fact that communication between San Diego and El Paso del Norte has 
been established, and that to allow these lands to remain subject to that 
dedication would be a useless thing so far asthe general public is con- 
cerned; and I do not want this railroad company, which has not got an 
honest and a fair standing before the country, to come in under the pre- 
text of enjoying this dedication and preserve it for their private ad- 
van instead of for the public good. That is my ground about it. 

I believe that they had no right to transfer the grant without the con- 
sent of Congress. When arailroad company is selected by Congress for 
the purpose of receiving a grant of lands and the grant is made to the 
railroad company, not to the States; for, mark the difference now, when 
a particular railroad company comes in and receives from Congress a 
grant of land it must be assumed, for it is true, that Congress would not 
make that grant to a set of irresponsible ora set of rascally men, men 
of bad reputation. The dedication being for the general public use, 
Congress in selecting the trustees to execute this grand trust would never 
think of accepting a corporation until after it had canvassed the char- 
acter of the men upon whom and upon whose faith and responsibility, 
and respectability also, it was willing to confer the execution of the trust. 
So it selected this Texas and Pacific Railroad Company, named the in- 
dividuals who were the corporators in the act, or else required them to 
be named by the States and Territories through which the road was to 


pass. 
What did Congress do there? Select a body of American citizens to 
execute a great trust for the building of a great highway through the 
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land for the benefit oſ a great section of the country. Can that trust thus 
conferred upon a particular set of men by act of Congress be transferred 


by them without the assent of Congress to another corporation? If 


that may be done, they could transfer it to men none of whom were 
naturalized citizens of the United States; they could transfer it to men 
who would prefer to lock up the road, forinstance, for the purpose of driv- 
ing all the burden of commerce away from our own shores across the 
Canadian Pacific. If you can transfer it to any corporation at all ina 
body you can transfer it to that corporation which controls the Cana- 
dian Pacific Railway, or you can transfer it to that corporation which 
controls the railway across the Isthmusof Panama. Hence I say that 
in the very nature of the trust, of the duties to be performed by these 
men, and of the grand public objects to be encompassed by this legis- 
lation, it inheres in the very quality of the act itself that this grant can 
not be transferred to another corporation bodily without the consent of 
Congress. That is a necessary condition precedent to the transfer. 

That is my argument about it. That is the ground I am content to 
stand on about it. But I must mistrust my judgment, for I can cite 
no t, I can only argue from analogy and from my conception 
of the objects and purposes of this enactment against the power and 
right of transferring this grant bodily, as the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company claims the Texas Pacific Railroad Company had the right to 
do; and I acknowledge that I am confronted by difficulties in the argu- 
ment; I am confronted by the opinions of men whose opinions stand 
far above mine in the estimation of the people of this country and of 
this body also. 

In that case can there be any reason why we should not have this 
question adjudicated? Shall we undertake to cut it off when we can 
not cut it off, to suppress it when we can not suppress it? And shall 
we merely postpone it because that will give a fhirer field to some po- 
litical upstart or adventurer who may wish to go ont in the country and 
attitudinize as the destroyer of railroads, the David that slew Goliath 
with a single sling? It would be a pity to deny to any gentleman the 
opportunity to figure in this extraordinary attitude; at the same time 
I think in justice to the people of the United States we had better do 
with this what is wise and proper and allow such gentlemen to 
take care of themselves. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the question is taken upon this amendment I 
wish to submit briefly my views upon the bill itself and upon the 
amendment. 

On a great question of this kind it would be difficult for the hum- 
blest member of the Senate to address the body if it was present, and 
under the circumstances I feel very little inclination to undertake to 
present such views as I have, for the reason that it is of slight conse- 
quence to talk toan absent body; and yet I do not feel that a question 
of this importance ought to be decided, ought to be voted upon, without 
giving it considerable consideration. It may be that those who are not 
poan during the debate are already thoroughly grounded in all the 
1 rtant considerations which appertain to the decision that is about 

The bill before the Senate proposes to forfeit about 20,000,000 acres 
of land granted in the year 1871 to the Texas and Pacific Railway for 
the purpose of assisti 
to connect Marshall, Tex., a town in the eastern portion of that State, 
with the Pacific coast, the general course of the railroad to be con- 
structed along the line of the thirty-second parallel of latitude. The 
line never was constricted by the railroad company that was endowed 
with this grant. The portion of the line to be located in the State of 
‘Texas was constructed by that company or by those who succeeded to 
its ownership. The portion of the railroad, which I think to be about 
seven hundred miles in length, situated in the State of Texas, was en- 
dowed with a large land grant from that State, a grant, if I am not in- 
correctly informed, the same in quantity per mile as that which was 
received from the United States along that portion of the line which 
was to be within the Territories of the United States, the 
Territories of New Mexico and Arizona. 

The land grant in Texas coming from the State of Texas was, as we 
are informed, a very valuable grant. Most of the lands, as is true, I 
imagine, of substantially all the lands in that great State, were very 
valuable, valuable for agricultural purposes, and I do not know but 
some portion of them on account of timber, and it may be on account 
of other resources located upon or within the soil. But even that por- 
tion constructed in the State of Texas was not constructed for many 
years; was not constructed as under the terms and conditions of the 
. road would be constructed. Ar- 
rangements had been e by Colonel Scott and his associates for rais- 

ing the necessary funds for the building of this road, mainly in Lon- 
don, when the panic of 1873 occurred just before the consummation of 
his arrangements, and the whole matter fell through. 

I ought, before proceeding, to state another thing. At or about the 
same time that this railway obtained authority to construct its line 
along the thirty-second parallel through Texas and the Territories and 
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the State of California to the Pacific coast, a charter-right from the 
State of California, which was recognized in this grant to the Texas and 
Pacific Railroad, was given to what was created as the Southern Pacific 
Railroad to construct a line from San Francisco tothe southwest corner 
of the Territory of Arizona, intersecting with this proposed line, the 
Texas and Pacific, at Fort Yuma, in the Territory of Arizona, close to 
the southeasterly corner of theState of California. The conditions and 
limitations to regulate the construction of these two roads were sub- 
stantially the same. They were to be undertaken and to be built with 
equal steps, so that it was contemplated that when the Southern Pacific 
Railroad should have reached this point of intersection, Fort Yuma, 
on the Colorado River, the Texas Pacific would be built westerly and 
would have arrived at the same point. 

Thus a third system of transcontinental railway, connecting with 
San Diego on the Pacific and by way of the Southern Pacific with San 
Francisco, a line to be seven hundred miles long of itself, would go, 
as it was contemplated, into operation substantially together. The 
Southern Pacific branch, the seven hundred miles, was an exceedingly 
difficult and expensive road to build. It was endowed bya land N granh 
as well as the Texas Pacific. It was built year by year, in accordance 


with the terms of its grant, and finally, about the year 1875 or 1876, 


it arrived at the proposed point of junction, Fort Yuma, having built 
its entire distance in accordance with the requirements of the laws 
under which it was chartered in the State of California, and in accord- 
ance with the conditions imposed by the General Government in the 
recognition which it gave to this road in the Texas Pacific grant, and 
I think also in the Atlantic and Pacific grant. It was constructed at 
a cost of nearly $35,000,000. That is my recollection in regard to the 
cost of that road, as I knew it at the time. I may be inaccurate, but 
not substantially so. When it arrived at the period which I have des- 
ignated at Fort Yuma, the Texas Pacific had failed utterly in its part 
of the proposed roles, Fp It was still 1,200 miles away at a point 
called Fort Worth, a little west of the point of commencement, which 
was Marshall, in Texas, and all this long intervening extent of road 
was entirely untouched. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. How much? 

Mr. BLAIR. About 1, 200 miles. So that the Southern Pacific road 
having built in accordance with the laws of the State of Caliſornia and 
the laws of Congress, discharging its obligations in every particular, 
arrived with its investment of $35,000,000 at Fort Yuma, and of course 
an investment of $35,000,000 through that waste country was utterly 
lost, unless in some way it could find eastern connection. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator allow me right there to ask 
for an explanation? He mons of a land grant having been promised 
or given by the State of Texas to the Texas and Pacific Railroad for 
that portion of the line running through the State of Texas. Fort 
Worth, if I understand the geography, is in Texas some distance from 
the line of New Mexico. Can the Senator tell me whether the State 
of Texas ever gave the Texas Pacific Railroad Company any lands? 
Did they earn them and were they surrendered over to the Texas Pa- 
cific Railroad Company ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I was about to approach those facts. I can not an- 
swer the question directly, I do not know whether there has ever 
been any actual transfer of the land grant of the State of Texas to the 
Texas and Pacific Railroad along the line of that portion of its road 
which has been constructed in that State. I have no doubt, however, 
that it has been done. The road was by su uent ent con- 
structed westerly to El Paso, which is on the Rio Grande, and is prac- 
tically the point of intersection with the road built through the Terri- 
tories, and I have no doubt that the t has been made by Texas, as 
in justice and equity of course it ought to be. s 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me suggest, so that there may be no misun- 
derstanding about the facts as to which the Senator is inquiring, that 
there was no grant by the United States to the Texas Pacific through 
the State of Texas. 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly not. The United States has no public lands 
in Texas. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I understand that; but the State of Texas itself 
made a grant. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The State of Texas did make a grant and the 
company earned that land. The State of Texas gave it to the railroad 
company. The State of Texas did give the land. That is all the land 
the com ever earned. 

Mr. N AREY. I can state that the State of Texas grants a certain 
number of acres to every railroad which completes as much as one hun- 
dred miles of railroad in the State. There was a grant to the Texas 
Pacific Railroad by the State of Texas which owns her own lands. 
That company completed its road to a point eighty miles from El Paso 
and up to the-point that it completed the road the State of Texas paid 
to the Texas Pacific road every acre of land promised. 

Mr. McPHERSON. All they earned? 


Mr. MAXEY. All they earned. They earned up to within eighty 
miles of El Paso and there the road stopped, and up to that point the 
State paid every acre promised. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator to state to the Senate the pre- 
cise geographical location ? 
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Mr. MAXEY. The road for eighty miles between El Paso east to 
the Texas Pacific was built by the California Southern. That part of 
the road does not belong to the Texas Pacific. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator be so kind as to state the geograph- 
ical location of El Paso ? 

Mr. MAXEY. EI Paso is on the Rio Grande at the extreme west- 
ern boundary of the State of Texas. It is the last town on the east 
bank of the Rio Grande. Across the Rio Grande is Mexico. 

Mr. BLAIR. One question more, because I did not find that defi- 
nitely stated in such papers as I have seen. There is a distance of 
about ninety miles where there is a road which is used in common, a 
connecting link. 

Mr. MAXEY. I can explain that in a moment. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the name of that other place ? 

Mr. MAXEY. The California Southern runs through from San Fran- 
cisco to El Paso and then eighty miles east, and there it joins the Texas 
Pacific road. At that point the California Southern turns southeast 
and runs to San Antonia, Tex., whereas the Texas Pacific rans east 
from that point to Fort Worth and Marshall, Tex. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the name of that other point of junction ? 

Mr. MAXEY. I can not recall it to mind. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Sierra Blanca, 

Mr. MAXEY. Sierra Blanca; that is it. 

Mr. BLAIR. And that is still in the State of Texas? 

Mr. MAXEY. Ves, sir. El Paso is the extreme western point in the 
State on the Rio Grande. Sierra Blanca, where the roads fork—the 
Texas Pacific running to Fort Worth and then to Marshall—is eighty 
miles east of El Paso, and therefore is in the State of Texas. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will theSenator from New Hampshire yield to 
mea moment, because I think we all want to understand this question; 
but I do not wish to interfere with his argument—— 

Mr. BLAIR. It does not trouble me. 

Mr. MAXEY. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting him. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was very glad of the interruption, because I ob- 
tained information which I could not find in the papers. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I understand the State of Texas agreed to give 
the Texas Pacific road, for each and every mile of its railway in the 
State of Texas, a certain land grant; that as to a part of the line in 
the State of Texas, the Texas Pacific Company forfeited it because it 
did not build the road within the time specified, but the Southern 
Pacific did build a portion of the line within the territory of the State 
of Texas. Now, will the Senator answer me another question? Did the 
State of Texas confer upon the Southern Pacific Railroad for that por- 
tion of road it built within the State of Texas the same land grant it 
intended to confer on the Texas Pacific? 

Mr. MAXEY. I will answer that in this way: Under the general 
railroad law of the State every company which would build and equip 
twenty-five miles of railroad was entitled to a land grant of 10,240 
acres per mile; then for every additional section of five miles the same 
allowance. The Texas Pacific, as I stated, was paid in land to the point 
to which it built the road, Sierra Blanca. The eighty miles west of 
that, between Sierra Blanca and El Paso, were built by the California 
Southern, and I take it, without being able to state on absolute knowl- 
edge, that the California Southern got that land under the general rail- 
road law of the State. 

Mr. McPHERSON. So that in fact they have received it. 

Mr. MAXEY. I suppose so. I do not know that the State owes an 
acre of land to any railroad company in the world. 

Mr. BLAIR. It comes then to this, that on the entire line from 
Marshall to San Diego and from Fort Yuma by the San Francisco 
branch to San Francisco, the portion actually constructed by the Texas 
and Pacific road has received land grants, and received land grants to 
the same extent that the Southern Pacific claims itself to be entitled 
to through the Territories. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Under the general railroad law of Texas, and 
not by reason of any right it may have had as the successors of the 
Texas Pacific. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam only speaking of what the Texas Pacific had a 
right to. I am not alluding to any land grant which comes to the 
Southern Pacific in the State of Texas, for it appears now that the 
Southern Pacific, having constructed about eighty or ninety miles of the 
line within the State of Texas, did receive a land grant precisely the 
same as the Texas Pacific itself was entitled to, as the Senator thinks, 
under the general law of that State. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwill state tothe Senator, so that he may understand 
it, for I do not think he quite gets my idea, that the California Southern 
not only built those eighty miles of road, but built several hundred 
other miles of road around to San Antonio. 

Mr. BLAIR. So I understand, by the coast. 

Mr. MAXEY. But the junction of the Texas Pacific and the Cali- 
as Southern is eighty miles east of El Paso at a place called Sierra 

anca. A 

Mr. BLAIR. Precisely. 

Mr. MAXEY. Without being able to state of my own personal 
knowledge that the California Southern got its land for building that 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1883 


railroad, I have no doubt on earth of the fact, for I never heard of a 
company that did not draw its land from the State under the general 
railroad law. 

Mr. BLAIR. It results from all this that the Texas and Pacific cor- 
poration, for all the railroad that is actually constructed, has received 
land grants and land grants per mile commensurate with the amount 
that the Southern Pacific, which constructed a portion of this same line 
through the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, claims that it is 
entitled to under the law. 

Mr. McPHERSON. The Senator stated that the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company had also received a land grant. From whom was 
it? From the Government, or from thé State of California? 

Mr. BLAIR. Istated in regard to that that the Soutnern Pacific 
Railroad as originally created and authorized to constract the line con- 
necting San Francisco and Fort Yuma received a land grant. That 
line, which is now described as located entirely within the State of Cal- 
ifornia, received a land grant of course within the limits of the State 
of California. It built its road, as I stated earlier, strictly in accord- 
ance with the law year by year, the only land-grant railroad that I 
know anything of that ever did do it, and it received the patents for 
its land grant in accordance with the discharge of its duty under the 
law. When it arrived about the year 1877 at. Fort Yuma, the Texas 
Pacific was still lingering 1,200 miles away in Eastern Texas. The 
Southern Pacific was there with its $35,000,000 invested connecting 
with nothing and with nobody, running out into the wilderness, with 
an absolutely useless waste piece of property, and it must, of course, 
remain so, this amount of money sunk irretrievably, unless an eastern 
connection could be obtained. 

I state these facts more particularly because I was at the time of 
the great controversy, that is so often alluded to, a member of the 
House of Representatives and a member of the Railroad Committee 
during both those Congresses, and witnessed the struggle between 
Scott and Huntington and their respective corporations. The failure 
of Colonel Scott to negotiate his bonds abroad left him without any 
resources whatever for the construction of the Texas and Pacific road, 
and he came to the Forty-third Congress, which was before I was a 
member at all, and prociaimed his utter inability to construct the road 
without farther assistance from Congress. In the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress he certainly came and insisted that without a money subsidy or 
a guarantee of the payment of a large amount of bonds, to be issued 
upon the road as a security, if was utterly impossible for him to com- 
plete the road. 

There was a time when public attention was considerably excited 
over the enormous expanse of the land grants which had been made to 
various railroad corporations, There had been public scandals con- 
nected with the construction of some highways, and there was no in- 
clination then in the public mind, there was no predisposition, to say 
the least, in the public mind when, as I recollect, the application was 
here in Congress to favor this pecuniary subsidy. It was perfectly ap- 
parent to any man of discretion and sound judgment that the applica- 
tion for a tee of $40,000 per mile, which was what Colonel Scott 
requested in one of his bills, and in another $60,000, and later in the 
controversy it was reduced to a smaller amount. I say there was no 
likelihood in the judgment of any impartial-minded person that the 
subsidy could be obtained. 

The Southern Pacific was located as I have stated and situated as I 
have stated. It appeared in Congress asking to be allowed to build 
easterly, insisted that it was ruin of its capital not to receive that per- 
mission. It asked no help from Congress save as usual it requested the 
benefit of the land grant which had been made to the Texas Pacific. 
Sometimes it insisted, in its anxiety for permission to build easterly 
and form an easterly connection, that it would build it without any 
subsidy even in land. All that it asked, what it pressed upon the com- 
mittees most emphatically, as I remember, was the privilege of building 
easterly to save its capital from ruin. It was able to do it, it said, and 
would do it, and in justice it ought to receive the land grant; butif it 
could not receive the land grant it would build any way, such was the 
stress for the saving of its capital already invested and the establish- 
ment of its easterly connection. So the controversy proceeded. 

The application on the part of the Texas and Pacific for a pecuniary 
subsidy, which in its largest amount was more than twice what men 
were building railroads for among:the hills of New Hampshire at that 
time, naturally to any sensible man amounted to a mere application for 
delay, and the Southern Pacific was not in-a condition to endure de- 
lay, and therefore there was a direct and very violent collision between 
these two great captains of industry, as the chairman of our committee, 
the honorable Senator LAMAR, frequently expressed it during this con- 
troversy; and finally these two men and their corporations came to an 
agreement that the Texas and Pacific would build westerly as far as El 
Paso, the Southern Pacific would build easterly as far as El Paso, and 
there they would form a junction, and they would thus construct the 
line together, divide the land grant together, and fulfill the obligations 
which had been contracted on the part of the Texas and Pacific to the 


United States, and prorate. That bill they tried to force through Con- 


gress, but they disagreed between themselves in some way, and it fell 
through. 
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The result of it all was that, under the management of Colonel Scott, 
with the Southern Pacific no arrangement was made, and during those 
two Congresses nothing was done. But meanwhile the Southern Pa- 
cifie obtained under a general law the creation of two other corpo- 
rations in the Territories of Arizona and New Mexico, authorized by 
the Legislatures of those Territories, under and through which, they 
furnishing the capital, as I suppose, though I do not know in regard 
to that, the road was built easterly under the forms oflaw. Thus it 
came to pass that they constructed their line as fur as El Paso. Mean- 
while Colonel Scott had died, and the management of the Texas and 
Pacific fell into other hands. Mr. Gould and his friends got hold of 
it, I believe, and they having capital, and better times approaching, 
they built westerly to El Paso. There the two roads formed a junction, 
and now are jointly operated as one continuous line. 

After these failures to obtain subsidy from Congress had come to pass 
and it was entirely apparent that no farther aid could be obtained from 

these corporations got together and came to an understanding 
that if the Southern Pacific, through these two Territorial corporations, 
built easterly it should receive all the benefits and privileges, includ- 
ing the land grant through the Territories, that the Texas and Pacific 
road would have been entitled to when it constructed its line according 
to its charter. They came to that tacit agreement between themselves, 
and with that tacit ment or understanding the construction pro- 
‘ceeded through the State of Texas westerly by the Texas Pacific under 
the ment of Mr. Gould and his friends, and proceeded easterly 
from Fort Yuma by the Southern Pacific under cover of two Territo- 
rial corporations as far as El Paso, the point of junction. This tacit 
understanding was reduced to writing in the year 1881, and was finally 
and definitely and conclusively passed into the form of a legal agree- 
ment between these parties in the month of January, 1882, on the 18th 
day of that month. 
vious to this time there had been an injunction obtained in one 
of the Territorial courts on the part of the Texas and Pacific against 
the Southern Pacific building through the Territories. That had lain 
This understanding had arisen meanwhile, and finally, when a 
usive legal ment was made between these corporations, as a 
part of the same, there was a judgment entered in court which carried 
that agreement by the judgment of the court into effect so far as the 
judgment of the court could carry it into effect. The time limited for 
the construction of the Texas Pacific road through to the Pacific Ocean 
was the 3d day of May, 1882; and thus it came to pass that by the joint 
effort of these two corporations, the Texas Pacific building westerly as 
T have stated seven hundred miles to El Paso and the Southern Pacific 
building in the way they did easterly, the entire line was completed 
in accordance with the general provisions and purposes of the law and 
the purposes of Congress from Eastern Texas to the Pacific Ocean—a 
line connecting San Diego on the original survey. 

Subsequently there was an effort made to get across by a shorter line 
directly from Fort Yuma through to San Diego, but Colonel Seott him- 
self I remember stated that that was an impracticable thing to do and 
they would be obliged to build over the line of the Southern Pacific 
northerly toward San Francisco, and then diverging southwesterly 
complete their line to San Diego. That was a point of controversy, 
the Southern Pacific resisting their right to go over their line and dupli- 
cate the road from Fort Yuma northwesterly one hundred and sixty 
miles as I think the distance was. But, owever, during the period of 
time within which the road might becompleted, it was completed from 
Eastern Texas through that State and through the Territories into the 
State of California and so down to San Diego. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the Senator is aware that that road from 
Colton was not built by either the Texas Pacific or the Southern Pacific. 
It was built by a separate company. 

Mr. BLAIR. But leased and operated and controlled by the South- 
ern Pacific. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is now the property of the Atlantic and Pacific 
read under a purchase from a Boston company. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know how that may be. Very likely that is 
so. The road is completed and it isin running order, and by runnin: 
arrangements the cars are making their way to the Pacific Ocean, sad 
that within the period limited by law, over the entire line from Mar- 
shail, Tex., to San Diego and to San Francisco. 

It is true that the Southern Pacific came to Congress and offered, if 
it might receive the sanction and approval of Congress, if it might be 
chartered through the Territories, if the right of the Texas Pacific to 
build westerly beyond the line of Texas should be taken from it and 
conferred on the Southern Pacific, to build that line, sometimes with- 
out land grant at all, frequently pressed its claims to be permitted to 
build through the Territories and to receive the land grant, but asa 
matter of fact nothing whatever was done by 8 and no arrange- 
ment was made; and all this that I now speak of, the construction of 
the road under color of the creation of Territorial corporations and by 
tacit agreement between the two greater corporations, the Southern Pa- 
cific and Texas Pacific, was done without any action whatever on the 
part of Congress. 

The Southern Pacific actually built the road from El Paso westerly 
precisely the same and complied with the laws just as much as did the 
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Texas Pacific westerly through the State of Texas to El Paso, for which 
it received by the action of the State of Texas its land grant; and now 
the Southern Pacific comes to the executive department of the Govern- 
ment and claims ihat by virtue of the assignment made by the Texas 
and Pacifie of its land grant along that portion of the line actually con- 
structed by the Southern Pacific, it is entitled as the assignee of the 
Texas Pacific to the land grant. I am not here to say whether that is 
a just claim or an unjust claim; but I am here to say, because I be- 
lieve it is justice to say it, that I do not join in the general denuncia- 
tion of the action, the purposes, and the things really done by the 
Southern Pacific corporation with reference to the construction of this 
road. 

It found itself, after having complied with the law strictly, with 
$35,000,000 invested in a way that was likely to be utterly destroyed. 
It sought of the Government of its country the 33 of building 
across its Territories easterly in order to accomplish the great public 


good for the performance of which the Texas and Pacific had been 


chartered and which it had failed to perform, and admitted its inabil- 
ity to perform. It asked the privilege of building on precisely the 
same conditions easterly that the Texas and Pacific had been author- 
ized to build westerly and had failed, and admitted that it was impos- 
sible to do otherwise than fail without a subsidy which was sufficient 
to more than twice build every line of the road along which it asked 
for the subsidy, for roads were then being built in my State at that 
lower rate. I sent and got the certificates of the men who were con- 
structing a road for less than $25,000 a mile, some $22,500 a mile, in 
our hard country. Here was a company asking for a subsidy from 
Congress in addition to its land grant, before it would undertake the 
construction of the road, of 840, 000 a mile in one bill and as I recollect 
$60,000 in another bill, insisting that it conld not construct the road 
across the Territories without it. 

Under these circumstances the Southern Pacific did just what any busi- 
ness man would have done, just what it was its duty to do. It pressed 
for the opportunity to construct itself the road to form its easterly con- 
nections; and finally, no action being taken by Congress, it proceeded to 
this thing which was indispensable to the prolongation of its rights, to 
build its road, and built it under color of the law by means of the Ter- 
ritorial corporations to which I have alluded. Within thetime limited 
in the original Texas Pacific grant, by these arrangements and under- 
standings between these two corporations, the highway came to be con- 
structed from Marshall, Tex., to San Diego and San Francisco; and 
the understanding as to the assignment of the land grant was arrived 
at years before the completion of the road, and it was formally carried 
into execution and the articles of a ent delivered and sanctioned 
by the decree of a court within the time limited for the construction 
of these roads. . 

I am aware that there is public clamor, and that we are reminded of 
various things which may not have been right, and are pointed to things 
which were not right, yet which are utterly irrelevant to the question 
now before the Senate of the United States, and which never could be 
urged and ought not to be urged before a jury sitting to try the t 
rights of. property that exist between these ies; but although we 
are constantly reminded of these things which are entirely aside from 
the merits of this case, there is great color of justice, to say the least, 
in the claim of the Southern Pacific Railroad that it is entitled to hold 
this land grant. The report of the minority of this committee, drawn 
by my friend who has just addressed the Senate, and signed by myself 
with two other members, without its being read by myself, taken on 
the statement of my friend that it was practically a report in favor of 
his court amendment, contains at the commencement of it a statement 
of certain facts with reference to the Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany from which I take this opportunity absolutely and emphatically 
to dissent. 

I do not believe that there is any lack of equity in the claim of the 
Southern Pacific Railroad to this land grant. Whether it has a right 
to it in law I do not know, and I am not in favor of giving this land 
grant in the present condition of our public lands to that tion 
unless it can hold it in law; but if that corporation has the right to the 
land in law, I believe that its claims are re-enforced by the real equity 
of the case. 

Mr. President, I am not here to argue the legal question. This de- 
bate has come on quite unexpectedly to me. I thought it would be 
later in the session. I proposed to look over the authorities somewhat, 
and I can now only speak from my general recollection of the law, but 
I understand that this grant having been made to the Texas Pacific; 
and its successors, and assigns, and being a grant in presenti, did give to 
the Texas and Pacific Railroad Company a right to assign the lands 
along such portion of the line as any other party might construct the 
road in such way that that party might hold those lands, provided that 
that party complied substantially with the conditions-su uent con- 
tainedinthe grant. Thatthese parties have complied substantially with 
the conditions-subsequent may be a question of fact. I do not know 
enough about the particulars of the case to say how that is. I do say, 
however, that it is one of those important questions of fact that should 
be judicially investigated. I say that it is one of those important ques- 


tions of fact which the Senate should ascertain by a careful trial, by 
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summoning and examining witnesses, finding that fact with as much 
formality as would a court in any case, if the Senate is to act as a for- 
feiting body and by a legislative forfeiture undertake to settle this en- 
tire transaction. 

‘This is patent upon a general view of the subject that in all great 
essential particulars the Southern Pacific has constructed this road in 
accordance with the provisions of the law as it was contained in the 
charter of the Texas and Pacific, that in all essential particulars there 
has been a compliance with the grant. I know itissaid that the South- 
ern Pacific and Texas Pacific do not now constitute what the original 
act proposed or contemplated, a great competing line with any other 
through line of railroad that has been constructed. That is a question of 
fact which is by no means clear. What other through great competing 
line is there? All the evidence before the committee was to the effect 
that if any other corporation owned the Southern Pacific Railroad 
ery iad it was the Central Pacific, that the capital came by and through 
and from the Central Pacific and that portion of the Southern Pacific 
which is within the State of California. 

Is the Central Pacific any · great through competing line; for it isa 
through competing line that is spoken of in the act, and consolidation 
with which is prohibited, and not any line which is partly across the 
continent and not a through competing line? There was then no other 
compe line in existence unless it was the Central and the Union 
Pacific, which were well known then and are now known to be in hos- 
tility with each other, although having running arrangements yet still 
two hostile corporations. The Southern Pacific is really owned by the 
Central Pacific if it is owned by any other corporation than itself, and 
to-day the interests of the Central Pacific are more located along the 
line of the Southern Pacific, if it is all one corporation, than in that 
portion of its line which connects San Francisco with the Union Pacific. 

It has now its connections from San Francisco southeasterly to Fort 
Yuma seven hundred miles, then through the Territories five hundred 
and miles, and from there to New Orleans, and then on by through 
connection to the Chesapeake and Ohio, and more southerly still along 
the Gulf coast, I think, debouching very near the port of Brunswick. 
So the real interests of the Southern Pacific or the Central Pacific, 
which owns the whole, now are located in and along this line of road, 
and there is no consolidation with any competing through line even 
upon thut state of facts; but what the real state of affairs may be I 
do not know; it never has been investigated. The fact has never been 
found for or against the Southern Pacitic; but it is a fact that ought to 
be investigated and ought to be found, for it is of the very gist and 
essence of the whole controversy, before we undertake to take this 
Jand away and put it into the public lands and open it for sale and 
settlement under the ordinary laws regulating the settlement and sale 
of the public lands, leading thus the way to indefinite confusion, law- 
suits, and litigation in the future. 


As I said, Mr. President, I am not sufficiently acquainted with all | 


the details of these matters of fact which are essential to be known and 
to be determined before there is the final and fatal action with reference 
to this land grant which is contemplated by the bill. I understand 
this to be the law, that the assignee of the -grantee of an estate upon 
condition subsequent has only to substantially comply with the condi- 
tions in order to be entitled to the benefit of the estate. In fact, the 
original grantee himself has only to comply substantially. Estates 
made dependent on conditions subsequent are not favored inlaw. The 
estate itself is transmitted at the time of the original grant. New in- 
terests are likely to arise; improvements may be made in the estate; 
the man receiving it hopes and expects to comply with the condition 
subsequent, and he may make his homestead, he may improve it ly, 
he may invest large masses of money, so that the courts will not hold 
him to any but a substantial, not a literal, compliance with the condi- 
tion subsequent. The manifest justice of this rule of law is apparent 
to everybody. It has been the rule of law from the beginning; for a 
thousand years it has been the rule of the law in reference to conditions 
subsequent, and in these latter days the rule has been even still further 
relaxed until now a condition subsequent can hardly be maintained by 
any court in Christendom. 

is is true with reference to the construction of this railroad. It 
was not likely to be built at all but for the action of the Southern Pa- 
cific road. It was by the action of the Southern Pacific road constructed 
within the time limited by law. The Indian question which was cost- 
ing us millions annually in those two Territories was thus settled, and 
the expenses of the War De ent aloneduring the existence of this 
railroad have been reduced in a larger amount than the entire value of 
this land grant. 


done this. It has built the road. Now when it comes here with these 
formal assignments made within the time limited by law, made as I 
believe under the rules of the law in such a way as to carry the rights 
of property possessed by the Texas and Pacific to the Southern Pacific, 
I think it exceedingly foolhardy, to say the least, for Congress to pro- 
ceed to a legislative forfeiture without ing any questions, without 
ascertaining any of the real facts that are in the case, and placing this 
land gant, after having received the benefits of the construction of the 
road, in the domain of the public lands to be sold to settlers under 
the ordinary rules and regulations that appertain to thesame. Itis 
very, unjust, it seems to me, not alone to the railroad that wants to liti- 
gate but it is very unjust to the settler who is to go to occupy these 
lands. That territory of course is to be occupied largely by home- 
steaders in the future. Though very much of it is sandy desert, still 
there are sections of it I am told which are valuable, and where le 
will locate, where towns and vilages will spring up as soon as thi 
matter is decided so that titles can be obtained without danger of liti- 
gation. It is a very important thing todo. Saying nothing further in 
regard to this railroad corporation, if we really want to do that thing 
which is beneficial to the people of the United States and to the settlers 
who will go on thesé lands, we ought certainly to adopt the amend- 
ment which is proposed by the Senator from Alabama a way to 
an immediate, practical, and conclusive settlement of this question as 
to the title. 

While I am opposed to the forfeitures of the Atlantic and Pacific and 
the Northern Pacific Railroad grants because they are still 8 
their highways, making efforts in good faith to complete them an 
have already very nearly completed them, and are only waiting to be 
let alone by Congress to raise the -funds to actually complete them— 
while I am opposed to those forfeitures because I believe that the con- 
ditions are likely soon to be carried out and the country at to re- 
ceive the benefit of those great transcontinental lines completed and in 
full operation, yet here in regard to this particular case, the road bein 
completed and nothing remaining but the proper judicial inquiries, 
am in favor of the grant being forfeited, subject to the action of the 
courts. And if this amendment can be attached so that the question 
ean be early and finally and conclusively decided, I shall be very glad 
to support the bill; but unless these parties, who I think have equi- 
ties, and who, I am inclined to believe, have the law on their side, can 
have the opportunity to have their litigation settled in the same way 
that every other citizen of the United States and every other corpora- 
tion in the United States is entitled to settle its litigation, I shall feel 
impelled to vote, without any regard to consequences, against this bill, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask leave at this time to present a conference re- 


port. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Iowa suspend 
for a moment? 

The Chair asks leave to lay before the Senate a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, transmitting further information relating to the 
leasing of lands on the Crow Indian reservation in Montana Territory, 
The letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
* Washington, February 19, 1885. 

Sin: Referring to my letter of the 17th instant, ee cs rs 
relating to the leasing of lands on the Crow Indian reservation in Montana Ter- 
ritory, Ihave the honor to present herewith a copy of a letter from Agent Arm- 
strong on the subject, dated February 10, 1885, P — a report from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, of January. 27, 1885, submitting a proposition made by 
John T. Murphy to lease lands on said reservation. 

I respectfully request that these papers be attached to and printed with the doc- 
uments sent with my said report of the 17th instant. 


Very respectfully, 
H. M. TELLER, Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the United States Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and ordered to be printed with the ac- 
companying papers. f 

Mr. HARRISON. I notice the request of the Secretary that these 
papers be printed with another document which has been previously 
transmitted. If that document has not already been printed, I sug- 
gest that the order for printing be in the line of the request of the Sec- 


retary. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it has not been printed, this will 
be printed with it as a matter of course. If it has, it would derange 
matters and make a good deal of additional expense to print this with 


Here were these 15,000,000 acres—I believe they put it at 15,000,000 | that 


instead of 20,000,000 acres—which were utterly worthless until this 
road was constructed. By the terms of the law, this road having been 
constructed, the United States is enabled to open to settlement those two 
great Territories, and along the line of the road it has now its public 
lands valued at two dollars and a half an acre, which, prior to that time, 
were not worth a cent an acre—utterly tminhabitable. The Indian 


question has been settled. The public lands that in the grant were re- 
served still parong fu the United States, and have been made very valu- 
t kind can be valuable at all. The corporation has 


able, if lands of 


Mr. INGALLS. The other report came in this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the papers will be printed to- 
gether as a matter of course. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very well. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, informing the Senate of the 
settlement pro tanto of certain claims of the State of Massachusetts for 
war expenses, and recommending an appropriation. The letter will 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 19, 1885. 
Sim: At the request of Hons, H. L. Dawes and G. F. Hoar, United States Sen- 


* 
reoi 
$30,770.39, which has been placed to the credit of the State to await an appropri- 
ation for its payment. 

Very respectfully, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate. 


The letter was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 5 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of M. Gardner. 

The message also anno that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1031) for the relief of W. C. Marsh. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the con- 
current resolution of the Senate to print additional copies of the report 
of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor on the relations be- 
tween labor and capital, with amendments in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (8. 
229) to authorize the of the Treasury to erect a public b 
ing in the city of Key West, Fla., with amendments in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 3343) for the erection of a public building in the city of Au- 
burn, N. Y., in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask now to present to the Senate the report of 
the committee of conference on the consular and diplomatic bill. 
The report was read, as follows: 
ing votes of the two Houses on 


The committee of conference on the di 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill . R. 7857) making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the l year en 
ing June 80,1886, and for other purposes, ha met, after full and free confer- 
ence have agreed to and do recommend to their respective Houses 


theSenate recede from its amendments numbered 12, 13, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 
. 
hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1 345,067,8, 10, 11. 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 
25,05, 37,90, 20; 41. „45, 46, 47, 49, 50, 53, 54, 55, 56, 37, 58, 60, 61, and 65, and agree to 


© same, 
That the House recede from — — to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and agree to the same an u t as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment insert t^» following: 


H. McCULLOCH, Secretary. 


as follows: 
That 


4 og salary of envoy extraordinary and minister plenipo:: to Turkey, 
“Forsalary of envoy extraordinary and minister pleuipotentiat᷑y to the United 
States of Colombia, $7,500." 


with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
000; and the Senate agree to the same. 
ts disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 


ET and the Senate 


e ALLISON. Lask the Secretary to read about amendment No. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
That the House recede from its d ment to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: Restore the 
word stricken out by said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That, the Chair thinks, simply 
amounts to the Senate receding from its amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was why I asked the Secretary to read the 
clause I think it does not amount to that, if the Chair will allow 
me. House recedes from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment, with an amendment which restores the word struck out. If there 
is any doubt about that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it will bear that 
construction. Ifthe conference report is agreed to in both Houses the 
bill will undoubtedly be enrolled in that way. 

Mr. ALLISON. The House recedes from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate and agrees to the amendment retaining in 
the bill the word Shanghai.“ 

Bos Chief Clerk continued and concluded the reading of the report, 
as follows: 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


num 59, and agree to the same with an am wa: In li 
stricken out by said amendment insert the following: “And cided 
er, That no allowance shali be made forthe ing or ofany. 
oner who is able to pay or does pay the aboye sum of 75 cents per day; and the 
consular officer shall certify to the fact of inability in every case; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
umbered 66, endment 


= K . 
sum proposed inse 000; and the Senate same. 
“4 een ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 


JAS. B. BECK, 
d Managers on the part of the Senate. 


W. D. WASHBURN, * 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is, Will the Senate agree 
to the report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa who has 
the bill in charge what became of the amendment inserted by the Sen- 
ate giving to the President a discreti fund to be used for the ad- 
vancement of the commerce of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. That provision is retained in the bill, I will say to 
the Senator from Kansas, but the amount is reduced from $50,000 to 


$25,000. 

Mr. PLUMB. I should like to ask wifat became of the amendment 
inserted by the Senate changing the classification of the consul at Jeru- 
sal 


em. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate provision is retained, leaving that con- 
sul at 52,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree fo the report 
of the conference? 

The report was concurred in. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 17th instant, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 591) for the relief of the estate of Chester Ashley; 

An act (S. 1335) to authorize the settlement of the accounts of the 
late John V. B. Bleecker, a paymaster in the Navy; 

An act (S. 1751) to amend an act entitled“ An act to provide a 
building for the use of the United States circuit and district courts of 
the United States, the post-office, internal-revenue offices, and other 


d- | Government offices at Erie, Pa.,“ and making an additional appropri- 


ation therefor; 

An act (S. 2034) to remove the political disabilities of Alfred Iver- 
son; and 

oa = (S. 2139) to remove the political disabilities of E. P. Alex- 
ander, o 

The message also announced that the bill (S. 2278) correcting the 
military record of Wickliffe Cooper, deceased, late major Seventh Cav- 
alry, brevet colonel United States Army, having been presented to the 
President February 5, 1885, and not having been returned by him to 
the House of Congress in which it originated within the ten days re- 
quired by the Constitution, had become a law without his approval. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask leave to make a rt at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WILSON. Iask leave to submit a report from the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads for the purpose of reference. 

Unanimous consent was granted. 

Mr. WILSON. I back from the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads a letter from the Postmaster-General transmitting a re- 
port on the subject of the adjustment of ters’ salaries and the 
additional temporary clerical force asked therefor; and also an amend- 
ment relating to the subject of the letter. I ask that the amendment 
be printed and that it be referred, with the accompanying communica- 
tion, to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After line 26 of the Post- Office appropriation bill it 
is proposed to insert: 5 

To unts in and late which 
1 pes eee post masters postmasters, 


aries of certai i — with the provisi feection 8 of th 
es 5 n accoydance p on of on ə 
, $133,267.43. 


porary clerks, at a rate of compe: 


TTT 
shall be completed; and a ient sum therefor is hereby appropriated. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment will be printed, and, 
with the accompanying letter, referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. : 
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TEXAS PACIFIC LAND-GRANT FORFEITURE. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. Re 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I have no desire to occupy any great length of time 
in the discussion of the questions which arise upon this bill. I find 
that the original act of Congress passed on the 3d day of March, 1871, 
after creating the Texas Pacific Railroad Company and naming the cor- 
porators, in the ninth section provides— 

That for the purpose of aiding in the construction of the railroad and tele- 


ep line herein provided for, there is hereb; Texas Pacific 


y granted tothe said 
iroad Company, its successors and every alternate section of public 
lands, not mineral, d 


esignated by odd a yan te the amount of twenty alter- 
nate sections mile, on each side of said railroad line. as such line may be 
adopted by said company, the Territories of the United States, and ten 
alternate sections of land per mile on each side of said railroad in California, 
aune eaa e shall not have been sold, reserved, or otherwise disposed of by 
the Unit ates. 


Here is, therefore, an express grant by act of Congress to the Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and assigns. There is in this 
act no clause of forfeiture, no reserved power whatever. Itis not like 
the case of the Northern Pacific Railroad, or the Oregon Railroad, or 
the Atlantic and Pacific Rai where nm power was expressly re- 
served, but itis an unconditional grant. was passed on the 3d 
of March, 1871, and the corporation named in the act was the Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company. On the 2d of May, 1872, a little over a 
year after, passed another act, in which they changed the 
name of the from the Texas Pacific Railroad Company to the Texas 
and Pacific Railway Company, and vested in the company by its new 
name all the rights, privileges, and franchises theretofore conferred on 
the Texas Pacific Railroad Company. 

It is plain as any proposition can be that these two ts contem- 
plated the building of a railway from Marshall, in the State of Texas, 
to San Diego, in the State of California, for governmental purposes. 
Taking these two acts together, the object of the incorporation was to 
secure, I repeat, ſor governmental purposes, because special privileges 
are given to the Government, the construction of a Southern transcon- 
tinental railway, by whatever name you choose to call it. There is now 
such a road. It is called the Southern Pacific Railroad. The Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company built a portion of the line. The Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company, by an arrangement with the Texas and Pacific 
Railway Company, claims to have become the purchaser or assignee of 
that company of the lands in question. In the act ing the name 
from the Texas Pacific to the Texas and Pacific, Congress inserted in 
the fifth section this clause: 

That the said company shall commence the construction ‘of said road from 
San Diego eastward within one year from the of this act, and construct 
not less than ten miles before the expiration of the second year, and, after the 
second year, not less that twenty-five miles annum in continuous line there- 


after between San Diego and the Colorado River, until the junction is formed 
with the line from the east at the latter point or east thereof. 


That is the line from Marshall, in Texas. Now Congress provides: 


And upon failure to so complete it, Con; may adopt such measures as it 
may dem necessary and proper to secure its speedy completion. 

That is the power that Congress reserved and the only power in all 
this legislation. This railway company has performed that act, and 
the Government is to have the benefit of that road and can not be de- 
prived of it. The line is continuous between these two termini, and 
the Southern Pacific Railroad Company claims that by purchase from 
the Texas Pacific it has become the assignee or successor to this title. 

These lands to a greater or less extent have been mortgaged, and 
bondholders or lienholders have claims upon them. The case, so far 
as the equities of others than the original grantees are concerned 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator right there allow me to correct 
him? The lands that are now sought to be forfeited were never mort- 

by any railroad company. 

Ir. LAPHAM. There is the difference between the Senator and me. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Between the Senator and the facts. $ 
Mr. LAPHAM. The honorable Senator from Alabama stated this 

morning that as he understood it they were under mortgage. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis contended by the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company, or its counsel, that the m which they have given on 
their road to their bondholders included these lands. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I so understand; that position is taken and the 
holders of the bonds which have been issued claim that they have alien 
upon these lands. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I state that while the committees of both 
Houses were open to. everybody pretending to claim under a railroad 
company when a forfeiture was endeavored tobe enforced, no attorney, 
no bondholder came before the committee of either House with a pre- 
tense that there was any sort of mortgage upon these lands now in con- 
troversy. 

Mr. LAPHAM. For the obvious reason that the House committee 
or the Senate committee could not try any such questions if they had 
come before them. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr, LAPHAM, I say for a very good reason, that neither the House 


committee nor the Senate committee could try or determine any such 
questions if an had come before them. 

Mr. VAN CK. Istate that the fact does not exist that there is 
any mo on these lands in controversy. 

Mr. LAPHAM. So I understand the Senator to say; but other Sen- 
ators, members of the same committee, claim the opposite. I know that 
Mr. Evarts, who is within a few days to take the seat which I have so 

y filled, with honor I trust to himself and to the Senate, claims 
that in his a ent. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator will allow me a word? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This is the second time that allusion has been 
made to the prospective Senator from New York. I would ask my 
friend from New York if Mr. Evarts made that statement or 
that opinion in an official capacity, or did he do it as the attorney and 
counselor of this co ag Š 

Mr. LAPHAM. He did act undoubtedly as attorney and counselor, 
but he is an honorable attorney and counselor, and is the last man in 
the world who would take a position that he knew was untenable. 
He is the last man in the world to say that these lands were covered 
by a mort when he knew they were not. 

Mr. VAN WICK. The Senator will allow me to say again that the 
brief of William M. Evarts, submitted to the committee and printed, 
made no such pretense and no such allegation. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I can not say as to that. 
the committee, and did not hear his argument. 
I am informed about it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. His argument was printed. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Here is, therefore, the Southern Pacific Railroad 
Company claiming title to these lands; here are, therefore, a large list 
of bondholders who are claiming that they have liens upon these lands; 
and the proposition is now e under a law containing no clause of 
forfeiture whatever, but providing that in case the company failed the 
Government should have the right to complete this road, to forfeit these 
lands and make them a part of the public domain. 

Su this bill without any condition and these lands are 
opened to public settlement an¢ a thousand individuals go upon them 
and obtain patents from the Government; no lawyer can fail to see that 
every one of those settlers will be open to precisely the question which 
this amendment proposes shall be determined inadvance. Every man 
who takes a patent from the Government under this bill would be liable 
to a suit between himself and the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, 
or between himself and the lien-holders, the mortgagees, or the trustees 
that are named in the mortgages, and they could not escape it; and 
what is the result? The result is that the title to these lands is to go 
into an endless field of controversy. p 

Mr. ALLISON. As illustrated by the Des Moines lands. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I will take care of the Des Moines lands, I advise 
my friend; they occupy a very different position from these; but my 
honorable friend from Iowa, with his colleague, concedes that that bill 
is like a railroad forfeiture, or else they can not maintain themselves 
here. 

Now, I repeat, every purchaser from the Government, if we declare 
this forfeiture, who goes on and takes a settlement of these lands, a 
pre-emption or homestead right, and pays his money and goes into 
occupancy, has got to have this litigation on his hands. 

The amendment proposed by the honorable Senator from Alabama 
provides for the settlement of all these questions before the lands are 
opened to the public. It is an amendment in aid of peace, to discour- 
age litigation, to prevent a multiplicity of actions, and it is such an 
amendment as the Senate placed upon the bill to forfeit the land grant 
of the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company by a vote of nearly two 
to one. 

Sir, there are stronger reasons in this case for at ing that provis- 
ion to this dill than there were in the case of the Atlantic and 
Company. There were only the rights of lien-holders involved. Here 
is the right of an assignee under a solemn t that paid money for 
these lands, which is to be determined, and there are the additional 
rights of the lien-holders supplemented to those of the assignee. I 
trust, therefore, that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ala- 
bama will be annexed to this legislation, to the end that all doubt 
about this title may be cleared away, that all obstacles in the way of 
the settlement of these lands and the giving of complete titles by the 
Government may be cleared away before they are opened for settlement. 

Now, Mr. President, in its legitimate sense I have no objection to be- 
ing classed as the friend of railroad companies. That term has no ter- 
rors forme. I would be a friend of a railroad company to the extent 
of its legal and just rights, as I would of the claim of an individual. 
This clamor against the railroad corporations of the country is one in 
which I have no disposition to indulge; and that is the offspring of the 
zeal which lies behind fhose who are pushing this bill to completion. 
In no = in which the peopleof the United States have ever en- 
gaged has there been so much capital sacrificed, so many investments 


I was not a member of 
Tam only stating what 


unproductive, as in the building of railroads in the United States; and 
yet they are not like a manufacturing company or a mercantile com- 
pany, that when they fail leave nothing behind. The men who have 
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invested their money in the building of railroads, although utterly un- 
productive, have done what? They have built a road; the Government 
has the benefit of that road. This Southern Pacific Railroad is built, 
and there it will remain forever. 

There is no class of investments in this country so unprofitable at 
this very hour, in proportion to the amount invested, as the moneys 
which have been invested in the building of railroads. There isscarcely 


one of these roads which to-day is receiving an income which is a pay- 
ing investment on its capital. I know the honorable Senator from Ne- 
braska will talk about watered stock and all this, that, and the other 
thing in answer to this; but I speak of the great mass of roads that have 
no element of that kind in them. I speak from personal experience. 
I invested in the building of a railroad from the village where I reside 
to Niagara Falls in 1852. I paid my money and I gave two years of 
professional services, and I lost it all, and yet there the road is and it 
is just as valuable to the public as though my investment had proved 
a 10 or 15 per cent. investment. The community through which it 
runs have the road, and it is the fruit of my expenditure and of the ex- 
penditures of those who joined with me. 

Just so in this case. Here is a road from Marshall, in Texas, to the 
Pacific Ocean upon the precise route designated in these acts of Con- 
gress. I care not by what name it is called, it is there, the country 
has it, and we have a Southern Pacific, a Central Pacific, and a North- 
ern Pacific—three great transcontinental lines. Now, before we open 
the lands, which were granted to this company in the outset as the in- 
ducement to this enterprise, to public settlement, and inveigle the citi- 
zens of the Government into their settlement and paying their money, 
let us settle all questions which remain in regard to the title. That 
is all I ask. That is what this amendment proposes to have done. 

Mr. SLATER. Mr. President, I do not propose to discuss the de- 
tails of this measure, or to any extent the amendment that has been 
offered. I certainly should not object to the amendment very seri- 
ously or earnestly if I did not believe that, from the situation of the 
business of Congress at this particular juncture of time, if it be attached 
to the bill it must necessarily cause the defeat of the forfeiture. There 
is one objection in my mind, however, to the proposed amendment that 
seems to be worthy of attention. 

It has been stated that the amendment isin to what is known 
under the common-law doctrine in Great Britain as the petition of right, 
that where the government has an interest as against its subjects it al- 
lows the petition of right in favor of those against whom a forfeiture 
was declared. But a marked difference must be noticed in the remedy 
offered in this case. Instead of giving to those who hold interests or 
who claim to be interested in the lands forfeited the right to enter a 
court and exhibit that claim and ask a judgment upon the claim, the 
effect of this provision is to put the Government of the United States 
to hunting up, to going out and searching for people who claim to have 
some interest in these lands. True, the main provision is directed at 
the parties who are said to be the grantees or those interested under 
them. 

It may be a very difficult matter for the Attorney-General or his 
subordinates to learn who these parties are. They may have great 
difficulty in finding, when they start in their action, against whom 
the process shall run. It would be much more agreeable to me if the 
provision was reversed, and it allowed the right to those whose lands 
are forfeited within some specified period of time to enter the proper 
court and set forth their claims and prosecute them to a final deter- 
mination. 

But the main objection that I have to the putting of this amendment 
upon the bill is, as I have said, that from the of business at this 
particular juncture all must be observant of the fact that it will 
necessarily lead to the defeat of the measure. That being so, I am 
disinclined to favor its being placed upon the bill. 

Besides, sir, I am well satisfied in my own mind that the phantom 
which is conjured up in favor of this measure is og without sub- 
stantial foundation. Ido not believe that if this forfeiture is made 
with the provisions of the amendment attached, this company will en- 
ter the courts of the United States to litigate; nor do I believe that if 
they shall do so it will lead to the unlimited litigation that is prophe- 
sied. It seems to me that the provisions of this bill are so plain, the 
forfeiture is so well established and so clear that no question can be 
practically raised on the forfeiture clauseof the bill. I am aware that 
under section 9 of the original grant it is said that all right that was 
reserved to the United States in the ori gran act was the right, 
in case the company failed to complete the road within the time speci- 
fied, to designate some other company to construet it. But I think that 

it is not a correct conclusion, Ido not think that is a correct inter- 
pretation of section 9 of the act, which I will read: 
* Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the United States make the several condi- 
tic and Pacific Railroad Com 

accept the same, m 
breach of the co; ns hereof, and allow 
one year, then, in 55 time hereafter, the U; 
any and all acts and things wh! may be needful and 
speedy completion of the said road. 

The first point I make upon that is that the 1 
section was that should this road not be commenced wi 


of this 
the two years 


f the 


prescribed in another section and uted in the manner and within 
the timeand to the effect that other provisions of the bill bed, the 
Government might enter and prescribe some other method for the pros- 
ecution of the road. I can not conceive that in the case like the pres- 
sent, where the time has completely and fully elapsed; where another 
corporation has built upon the line of the road, the Government can be 
held to be in the position that it must build a parallel line or leave 
these parties with the lands granted, because that is precisely the ab- 
surdity of the position if the interpretation given by the advocates of 
the amendment is correct. In order to see the force of this let us read 
section 8, which states the condition to which section 9 is said to be a 
subsequent and additional condition. 
SEC. 8. And be it 8 8 4 
Jeger DAIN ate KO TOSA tind piven’ tame acommed by eld Atlantis and Paste 
pany, upon and subject to the following conditions, namely: That 
the said compan: shall commence the work on said road within two years from 
the approval of this act by the President, and shall complete not less than fifty 


miles pe yearafter the second „and shall construct, canip, furnish, and com- 
plete the main line of the whole road by the 4th day of July, A. D. 1878. 


The road was not constructed. The Government of the United States 
did not intervene within the time during which the grant was to run. 
Six years and more have elapsed since the time expired; another com: 
pany has built upon the line of the road, and the argument is that if 
we declare a forfeiture now these parties may say to us that the only 
right we have reserved to the United States was to offer to some other 
company the chance to build a parallel line to the road already built; 
or, in other words, to require the Government of the United States to do 
an absurd and useless thi Such a construction seems to me not one 
that was contemplated at the time the law was passed. 

Besides, sir, the resulting forfeiture would be to the United States, 
and the United States, after a complete failure of compliance with the 
conditions- subsequent, would have the right to say whether they would 
give this grant to another corporation or to proceed in some other 
method to the completion of the road or take the lands to themselves; 
and there having been in the mean time another road built upon the 
line by another company, that fact would seem to me to be conclusive 
of the proposition. 

Another point is made by the Senator from Alabama, one that strongly 
fortifies me in the conclusion that we can not make any mistake in de- 
claring the forfeiture. He admits that under grants of this character 
the grantee can not without the consent of the grantor transfer the 
grant. The Texas Pacific could not transfer to another corporation or 
company this land grant without the consent of the Government of the 
United States. It seems to me that the Senator stated that proposition 
so strongly, and it was so well fortified by the reasons he gave, that we 
need apprehend no danger from the course we are taking. 

Perhaps it might be well under other circumstances and in other 
times, when it would not be likely to defeat all that has been done and not 
be likely to defeat a measure so important inits results, to attach this 
amendment tothe bill; but under the present circumstances, when every 
Senator will recognize the fact that by placing this amendment upon 
the bill we shall send it to certain defeat, it seems to me that we ought 
not to support the amendment, and therefore I shall-vote against it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should like to say in reply to the remarks of the 
Senator from Oregon that what we ought to do about this bill or any, 
other is to do what is right.. If the Senate thinks this isa thing 
to be done I do not know why if we amend the bill in the te it 
should send it to certain defeat. I can not understand why it should 
be so, unless we assume that the other House does not intend to take 
any different view than merely the billit has sentoverto us. That bill 
does not meet the demandsof justice in full, and it ought to be amended} 
It ought to be amended for the sake of the Government and people of 
the United States, as well as those who are claiming an adverse right 
or interest in this p 

It has been that the Senator from Oregon would have 
thought better of the amendment if it had permitted a number of per- 
sons, whoever they may be, to come in and assert their suit against the 
United States Government in the courts that they might select. Now} 
I would not be willing to the Government of the United States to 
a large number of suits under any acts of Congress that we might pass 
in a matter of this kind, when, by bringing a bill to quiet title, remove 
doubts from the title, as every lawyer must know, we can settle every 
controversy that arises out of this case in one suit. 

I looked over that ground, and of course the idea struck me at first 
that the proper thing to do in order to make the analogy complete be- 
tween this amendment and the petition of right would be to allow the 
citizen to bring suit against the Government of the United States; but 
then I thought of how much worry, how much expense it might be; 
and my mind recurred to what I conceive to be a much better system; 
that of the equity practice, the equity practice as it obtains in England 
as well as in the courts of the United States—that is, filing a bill on 
of the Government of the United States, which has declared 
that it has a right to these lands for the purpose of removing every cloud 
upon the title. 

8332888 of a tract of land and my neighbors set up title 
to it, which I conceive to be entirely without value, I have a right to 
go into a court of equity and file a bill to remove the cloud. hy? 
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Because I can not enjoy the full benefit of my property until I have the 
cloud off the title. I can not sell it for its value; Iam threatened with 
lawsuits; Iam kept uneasy about it. The Government of the United 
States can not dispose of these lands to bona fide settlers until this 
litigation is over with the security it would give afteritisover. Sup- 
pose we sell these lands now with this right of litigation hanging upon 
them—and nobody can deny that there is a right of litigation. We 
can not prevent that, do what we may. 

In selling these lands under such circumstances we only embarrass 
the purchaser, and after a number of years, after we have offered these 
lands for sale, these very men will be coming back to us with demands 
for reclamation. They will say, ‘‘Congress has declared that these 
lands belonged to the Government, declared it in the most emphatic 
way. We went on and bought the lands and made improvements 
upon them in consequence of this forcible and powerful declaration on 
the part of Congress. We now find that the courts have set aside that 
title, that the transfer of this property had been made to this other 
company, it no longer remained the property of the Texas and Pacific 
corporation, and therefore could not be forfeited as the pro of that 
company; another company had become the owner of it.’ 

$ it has gone on for a number of years these holders of the lands 
bought from the Government of the United States subject to this for- 
feiture will be back here for the purpose of making reclamation against 
the Treasury of the United States, saying that Congress has deceived 
them into the belief that they had title. If we can devise a means— 
and the Senator from Oregon I think can not answer the amendment 
upon that question—if we can devise a means by which we can quiet 
the title and remove the cloud, we ought to do it in advance of dispos- 
ing of the lands, as a necessary precautionary measure as well for the 
protection of the persons who go upon the land as for the protection of 
the Government of the United States against subsequent reclamations 
for damages. 

I suppose it will not be earnestly insisted upon here that the bill that 
I propose in this amendment will not have the effect to quiet the title 
to this property. Nothing is more common than for a person to file a 
bill in equity saying that A B, C D, and E F, and other persons claim- 
ing under them unknown to your orator, set up claims against this 
tract of land and embarrass the title; I aver that these claims are not 
valid; I aver that they are set up merely for a pretense of embarrassin 
and throwing a cloud upon my title. They will not sue me; they wil 
not come into court and try the question of title; and I wish this court 
would call them in and decree in the premises, compel them to come 
into court and set up their titles and see what they are, and let us have 
it determined whether my title is good or not, and whether these 
claimed incumbrances are upon my title. There is nothing more com- 
mon in equity practice than that, and that is precisely the measure that 
is presented in this amendment. 

It will not do ſor us to say thatit is better to allowa numberof suitors 
to go upon private account into any court they may see proper to select, 
State or Federal, and sue the Government of the United States in a 
number of cases, That is not justice to the Government. We cannot 
afford to do that. We had better let it go as it is. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the honorable Senator allow me to suggest 
that we have in the State of New York such an act entitled ‘‘ An act 
for the purpose of settling conflicting claims to real estate,’’ providing 
for this very thing. 

Mr. MORGAN. In Alabama we have an act providing that you can 
settle by an interpleader the title to personal property, but in Alabama 
we rely apon the old common-law remedy of a bill in equity for the 
purpose of clearing the clouds from the title to realestate. It is a very 
common mode which every lawyer I have no doubt has found con- 
venient in his own practice. Perhaps there is not a lawyer in the Sen- 
ate who has not at some time during his professional career filed a bill 
for the purpose of clearing up the title to a tract of land against in- 
eumbrances that are set up against it. I thought that was the best 
thing we could resort to for bringing quiet and peace upon this ques- 
tion and do it speedily and almost summarily, for such a bill is almost 
a summary proceeding. It has astatute of limitations of a year init. 

The Senator from Oregon asks if it is to be expected that the At- 
torney-General will go out and-hunt up everybody who may have a 
possible claim to this property, and if he fails to find him the action 
shall fail as to him. Mr, President, you file your bill against the whole 
domain and against everybody on that domain. It is an action 
in the nature of an action in rem, by which you claim the title to a cer- 
tain tract of land and you summon in the corporations and persons 
claiming title to it, and there can be no one unless it is the corporation 
or some person claiming under the corporation. When I call in a man 
for the purpose of controverting with him a cloud that is set up on my 
title, I need not call in every lessee or subtenant he may have put on 
the land, or every party to whom he may have made a conveyance of 
a legal or equitable interest therein. I can call in the man whoclaims 
the great body of the grant, and through him, if I were to name no- 
body else, I can call in those who are interested in that very title. 

Now, what title do we attack here? It is one title in its origin 
though it may be ramified or diversified into a great many branches. 
What is it? A title arising in favor of this corporation under the land 
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ent. When we attack that and we find 
out through the agency of a court of equity that that assignment was 
invalid, and that fact is established, the law of privity comes in and 
those who have privity of estate with the person who holds the land are 
bound by the decision. I do not suppose it is worth my while here to 
descant upon law that everybody understands as well as he does the 
laws affecting privity of title, and the results of a decree upon a title 


grant and under the assignm 


as to those persons who are in privity with the title although they may 
not be parties to the record itself. 

But this amendment goes still further. It authorizes the Federal 
court by an act of Congress, Which I suppose will not be disputed as 
to its authority, to proceed and call in these persons who are not nec- 
essary parties, but may be proper parties; and it goes further than that 
and it authorizes those persons who may have titles that the Govern- 
ment of the United States may know nothing about, to come in by peti- 
tion and make themselves parties defendant to the suit, thereby receiv- 
ing all the benefits and advantages of any decree that may be made for 
them and all the disadvantages of any decree made against them. 

In that respect it is like a creditor’s bill. Where you file a bill in 
the name of one creditor for marshaling the assets of an insolvent or 
bankrupt debtor, you file it for the benefit of all. The court makes 
publication, saying, Here is a bill, and the creditors of this insolvent 
person can come into court within a certain time and file their demands 
for these assets going to be administered and settled up.“ The court 
takes hold of the estate and it converts it into money so that it can be 
distributed. Then those creditors who by reason of their or, if 
you please, because they do not know of the pendency of the suit, re- 
main outside and take no interest in the litigation, are cut off by the 
decree of the court absolutely, That fund is taken and administered 
for the benefit of those who come in under the order or decree of the 
court and set up their claim. 

This feature is proposed to be putin by statute. Itmay be that you 
can not find in a bill to quiet titles in the equity of Great Brit- 
ain precisely a case like that which is met by this proposed statute, 
but when you put it into this measure you give a remedy, you enact 
a statute of limitations, or what is equivalent to it, and those who do 
not come in for the purpose of having their titles settled of course are 
barred. Now, have we power to do that? We have just as much 
power to do that as we have to say that a claim against the Govern- 
ment of the United States which we recognize to be honest shall be pre- 
sented within one year from the date of this act, otherwise it shall be 
forever barred. 

So I think that the objections which are made by the Senator from 
Oregon are not substantial. I took great pains in trying to study out 
the proper method of the application of this proceeding. Perhaps it is 
not right, but I confess that the argument of the Senator from Oregon 
does not shake my faith in it, for it is easy to be answered. It is easy to 
show that while the bill proposed does not accomplish everything, it is 
a far more economical and speedy procedure than would result if we 
were to say that every claimant of this land of every kind and charac- 
ter might come into any State court that he saw proper to select, or into 
a Federal court, and have this question litigated. 

I wish to say one word more, I remarked a while ago that I reported 
back from the Committee on Public Lands, under their instruction, a 
general bill, which is now on the Calendar, covering precisely the same 
ground as this amendment, so that the committee gave their sanction 
as I understand to the principles of the amendment. The subject has 
been very much discussed and talked over privately as well as in com- 
mittee. I have accepted, and I am willing now to accept, any modifi- 
cation to the amendment that any Senator can show a substantial reason 
for trying to introduce into it, for I want to get nothing more nor less 
than a proceeding which will quiet down these questions immediately 
and before we commence to dispose of this land. 

I do not want to have the people of the United States coming back 
and complaining of Congress and saying, ‘‘ You declared that these 
lands belong to you, and the courts of the country have overturned 
your decision. You declared that they belong to the Texas and Pacific 
Railroad Company, and therefore you forfeit them as property granted 
to that company, and it turns out that there was an assignment made 
of the whole body of the grant, and that assignment which you de- 
elared to be inoperative and void and not in the way of our title is up- 
held by the courts as being a valid title, and under such conditions we 
claim from the Congress of the United States the damages into which 
we have been unwittingly betrayed by your hasty and ill-considered 
legislation.“ 

Mr. President, it is far better that we should wait a year even. I 
do not ask for delay, and I do not believe it will come, but if it should 
come it is better that we should wait a year and get this matter straight 
before we launch out on this new field than to go hastily to work about 
it. This land is not going to run away; these titles are not going to 
become any more complete. There will be no loss of property to the 
United States Government. We are not in need of the money that 
comes from this land, and, more than that, we do not expect to get a 
stiver out of it, for in the bill itself we open it entirely to homestead 
and pre-emption entry. We are merely providing fora certain class of 

citizens as against another class of citizens who claim adverse interests 
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in this land. There can not be any necessity for that sort of hasteabout 
it which would betray us into inconsiderate or unwise legislation. 

So I think we had better put theamendment on the bill. The House 
of Representatives have not considered this matter in a light to shut 
out the hope that they will concur with the Senate on this amendment. 


They have merely insisted further re their ent, and they 
have invited a further conference appointed conferees. It is true 
that has been done irregularly, because the bill was not before the 
House, but I assume that the House, as is the ordinary practice, would 
disagree to the amendments on this bill in order to throw it into a 
committee of conference. That is the way in which our legislation takes 
place between these bodies now. There is actually no final legislation 
where there is adi ent between the two Houseson any important 
orcontested bill, exceptthrough a conference committee. That will be 
the effect of it. 

Mr. President, I wish to protest about one thing. I have not any 
pride of opn about the amendment or about anything connected 
with it. I know my own heart I would very gladly have escaped 
all responsibility for it or all connection with it of any kind. It is not 
a subject that I sought after, but when a matter has fees presented in 
the way that it “a and I find that according to my earnest conviction 
it is the sound wise policy for us to observe, it seems to me that 
the Senate ought to take it into consideration and ought to provide so 
that there shall be no difficulties about this legislation hereafter. 

It ought to be remembered that we are now entering forthe first time 
upon a great system of land-grant forfeiture, and in doing that we ought 
to measure the ground over which we step with carefulness and see 
that while we are trying to do justice to the Government and trying to 
reclaim lands that have not been earned by these railroads and that 
are justly liable to forfeiture, we do not 8 the bounds of our 
jurisdiction, and that we provide what ought always to be provided in 
such cases, a convenient and secure and speedy remedy for any person 
who may have an interest in the subject in controversy. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I should not detain the Senate 
with any remarks upon this question except for the statement of the 
Senator from New York [Mr. HAM] denying the right of 
as I understood him, to declare a forfeiture of lands. There can 
be no question I take it upon that proposition, and while I do not de- 
sire to dwell upon that point it has s a few other thoughts in 
connection with this matter which it might be well to present to the 
consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Will the Senator allow me to correct him? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I did not advance the position that Congress has no 
power to forfeit these lands. I stated that the act granting the lands 
contained no clause authorizing the forfeiture. Upon the question of 
the power of Con I did not advance an opinion. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I supposed the Senator meant that, otherwise 
there would seem to be no foree in his suggestion. : 

Mr. LAPHAM. Oh, yes, there is. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I supposed it to be the intention by that sug- 
gestion to infer that Congress had no power. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I that if the Government was exercising 
here a doubtful right, a right by implication, it should tread more 
cautiously than it would in a case where an affirmative right was re- 
served to Congress to do the act. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator I think is so good a lawyer that he 
evidently did not desire to throw himself upon that position, because 
he is aware of the doctrine so often declared, that where the condition 
of a grant is expressed there is no need of reserving a right of entry for 
a breach thereof in order to enable the grantor to avail himself of it. 
So in fact there was nothing in the point, and as I understand the Sen- 
ator did not intend to make the point, that settles that branch of the 
case, that Co has the power and the right to do this thing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the condition in the t? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator from New Tork has the book 
will he please read the condition in the grant? I have not the book 
before me. He had it a moment ago. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I sent the book back. It provides simply that in 
the case of a failure by a specified time to complete this road from the 
east to San Diego, the Government shall have the right to go on and 
construct it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There was no occasion, however, for the Govern- 
ment to do that in this case. In this case the Government was relieved 
of that provision. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The Southern Pacific have done it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely; and the Southern Pacific came here 
and they besieged Congress not to give the aid. The Southern Pacific 
came here and stood as an ally of the Government and emphatically 
said, ‘‘ Withhold this aid and we will construct the road. 

Mr. HOAR. May I call the attention of the Senator from Nebraska 
back one moment to the question which was asked by the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], I do not know whether publicly or not? What 
I wish to know is whether there is an express condition in the grant. 
If I understand the Senator from Nebraska, he says that there is an 
express condition in the grant, that it was a grant upon condition, and 


he finds the condition in the words sy eee eee company, 
its successors and assigns—I suppose in the usual terms—the act goes 
on to say that if the company fail to build a road, as therein specified, 
the United States may then proceed to do what they shall deem neces- 
sary to complete the road. I ask the Senator if that is the clause which 
he construes as the express condition, or if there be other words? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There is a condition in the act as to how the 
road should be built, how much should be built one year and how 
much the next. There are conditions as to the mode and man- 
ner in which the work should be done. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator answer my question? My attention 
was called to the subject within three minutes, when I looked at Mr. 
Evarts’s brief and got this idea from that. Perhaps it is a dereliction 
of duty that I have not investigated it earlier. I understand that the 
Senator finds the words which make a condition in the law in the 
language saying that if the road is not built Congress may do what it 
sees fit ta secure the completion of the road, and in the further language 
which gives direction in what mode the road shall be constructed. Is 
there any other ! or condition except that? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will read the act. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator read all the language which he con- 
siders to make a condition of law? 

Mr. VANWYCK. Iwillreadit. Theactof May 2, 1872, provides: 

That the said Texas and Pacific Railway Company shall commence the con- 
struction of its road at or near Marshall, Tex., and proceed with its construction, 
under the original act of this supplement, or in pursuance of the authority de- 
rived from any consolidation as aforesaid, westerly from a point near Marshal!, 
and towards Diego, in the State of California, on the line authorized by the 
eriginal act, and so prosecute the same as to have at least one hundred consecu- 
tive miles of railroad from said point complete and in running order within 
two years after the passage of this act; and so continue to construct, each year 

r, a sufficient number of miles, not less than one hundred, to secure the 


completion of the whole line, from the aforesaid point on the eastern boundary 
of the State of Texas to the Bay of San Diego, in the State of California, as afore- 


said, within ten years after the passage of this act ; and said road from Marshall. 
Tex., th out the length thereof, shall be of uniform gauge: Provided, how- 
ever, That said company 1 commence the construction of said road from 


San Diego eastward within one year from the passage of this act— 


That they never have done— 


and construct not less than ten miles before the expiration of the second year, 
and, after the second year, not less than twenty-five miles per annum in con- 
tinuous lines thereafter between San Diego and the Colorado River, until the 
junction is formed with the line from the east at the latter point or east thereof; 
and upon failure to so complete it, Congress may adopt such measuresas it may 
deem necessary and proper to secure its speedy completion; and it shall also 
be lawful for said company to commence and prosecute the construction of its 
line from any other t or points on its line; but nothing in this act contained 
shall be so construed as to authorize the grant of any additional lands or sub- 
aa , of Sagans or kind whatsoever, on the part of the Government of the 


Mr. HOAR. Is that anything more than an ordinary enactment in 
the law, or is it made a condition of the grant? 

Mr. VAN WICK. I should suppose that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was s0 a lawyer 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is not a very good lawyer, and he has not examined this ques- 
tion. I did not know what the question was until five minutes ago. 
I am putting the interrogatory, not as antagonizing the Senator's argu- 
ment but simply for light. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I should wonder what it would be called if it is 
not a condition. What would the Senator think it could be named in 
legal phraseology? It requires certain acts to be done, expressly desig- 
nating what they are and the manner in which they are to be done. 
Would the Senator consider it anything else except a condition? 

It would seem that there could be nosort of question about this mat- 
ter. The act certainly did not intend to give to the company this land 
unless they obeyed the law and did what it contemplated, -because it 
says that in case the company does not do it then the land belongs to 
us to complete the road if we choose. 

There is no pretense of any claim on behalf of the Texas and Pacific 
Railroad Company. They never built a mile of the road. They never 
conveyed an acre of this land; they never gave a mortgage for a dollar 
of value upon it; and the question stands here naked and bold as be- 
tween the Government of the United States and the Texas and Pacific 
Railroad Company. $ 

That company came and besieged Congress. They undertook to tell 
Congress and the American people that this land grant could not build 
the road. They came and asked that Congress should subsidize them 
besides by guaranteeing interest upon their bonds. While they were 
negotiating still more with Congress a new factor enters, and that is 
the Central Pacific Railroad Company, organized for this purpose as the 
Southern Pacific, but the same company. When the Texas Pacific 
Company came to Congressand asked that their bonds should be guar- 
anteed, the Southern Pacific Railroad Company interposed and came ta 
Congress and said, Withhold your aid; refuse to guarantee the inter- 
est on those bonds; offer no subsidy to this railroad company; stay 
where you are, and we will build the road ourselves without subsidies 
or without lands. That is what they said. 

Now, what is pro just at this juncture ? tf proposed that by 


some sort of ingenuity in the construction of language or the meaning 
of a phrase we shall donate these 20,000,000 acres to a corporation 
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which never earned them, because they did not earn this grant. They 
constructed the road in defiance of the grant. All they asked was that 
they should have the privilege to build the road without money and 
without price. That was the attitude. It can not be denied that they 
never had any assignment from the Texas Pacific Railroad Company 
until the road was all constructed to the Texas line. After the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad Company had fought their way in Congress, and 
fought their way by building their road to the west line of Texas, then 
for the first time was it that those two great railroad builders, Jay 
Gould and Huntington, united forces. 

Mr. BLAIR. I trust if the Senator is narrating history he will be 
pie IR it shall be correct. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Most certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does not the Senator remember that the committee 
was informed that it was the understanding between these parties thus 
constructing toward ea h other that each should have the land grant 
0 ite what it built? 

Ir. VAN WICK. Oh, no. 5 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, well, the thing was consummated some six 0: 
eight months before the expiration of the time, and the articles deliv- 
ered. 


Mr. VAN WICK. No, sir. Here is Mr. Huntington's history; I 
have not the time to read it in full. It is the most wonderful piece 
of history in our country. You remember Mr. Huntington's letters. 
In these letters he shows distinctly, as we know, that he was antag- 
onizing the Texas Pacific. In those letters he expressly stated that 
they stood ready to build the road without subsidies in money or grants 
of land. All they asked, he said, of the Government was that they 
should be allowed to do that; and it was not until after the road was 
constructed to the west line of Texas, after the road was completed 
without the Texas Pacific grant, its dead land grant to the Southern 
Pacific, because at that time they had united, that the heads, the oper- 
ators of the two lines 

Mr. BLAIR. If theSenator will permit me, I allege it as a fact that 
it was certified before the committee, and it is historically true, that 
these two great agencies built one the seven hundred miles and the 
other the five hundred miles toward each other with the understand- 
ing that they were to be united and to proraté. Does the Senator be- 
lieve that the Texas Pacific would have built seven hundred miles 
westward to connect with nothing? There was the Southern Pacific 
building from the west eastwardly. Could it have been otherwise than 
that there was an understanding that they were to unite, as they sub- 

nently did, and carry into effect their understanding as they did in 
writing, under instruments delivered and sealed and sanctioned by the 
judgment of a court? 8 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Huntington and the Central Pacific were fight- 
ing their way through to the Atlantic Ocean in defiance of the claims 
of the Texas Pacific, and boldly claiming that they were prepared to 

- build the road and would build it without any aid in subsidies or land 
from the General Government. 

Mr, BLAIR. That is all very true, They asked in return that the 
Government would give them a charter through, that the Government 
would put an end to the claims of the Texas Pacific over those Territo- 
ries through which they were obliged to lay their line in order that they 
might save their millions invested in the seven hundred miles from San 
Francisco to Fort Yuma. The Government took no action but left the 
law precisely as it was; and these two great corporations, under an agree- 
ment to prorate and to divide the land grant and the privileges and 
perform theduties that the Texas Pacific had undertaken in its charter 
with the General Government, constructed theirdine, and in accordance 
with that understanding the assignment was made from the Texas and 
Pacific of the land grant along and contiguous to that portion of the line 
constructed by the Southern Pacific, which the Southern Pacific now 
undertakes to hold, and which the Attorney-General of the United 
States in at least three instances of like character has held to bea valid 


ent. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I think one of the provisions of the act incorpo- 
rating the Texas Pacific Company was that it should not consolidate 
with a competing line. Am I not correct? 

Mr. BLAIR. That provision, though not put in the way the Sen- 
ator quotes it, was that they should not consolidate with any through 
competing line. In the short remarks which I submitted to the Sen- 
ate I showed how the consolidation, even if it were with the Central 
Pacific, is not a consolidation with a through competing line, The 
only possible through competing line would have been the Atlantic 

Pacific, which is not constructed to this day. The other line, the 
four hundred miles, under no cireumstances would be a through com- 
peting line. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to know one fact, and it is the turning 

int in this whole case. Is it true that the Southern Pacific road, be- 
ore any assignment was made to it, built its line of railroad through 
to the Texas border? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It did. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At that time the Texas Pacific was a subsisting 
corporation, and it had not yet reached the Texas border and had not 
earned a single acre of land under the terms of the grant? 


Mr. VAN WICK. Not an atre. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They did not even lift a shovel! or spade? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No; not an acre did they earn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. At that time were the two companies engaged in 
hostility with each other in seeking to get a law through Congress on 
the subject of their grants? í 

Mr, VAN WYCK. The Texas Pacific, which had this grant, was 
seeking at that time to have additional assistance by a guarantee of 
the interest upon its bonds. The Southern Pacific came here, and, as 
I shall show from Mr. Huntington’s own letters, with the expenditure 
of a large amountof money, asked Congress to stop, showing that there 
was no necessity to guarantee those bonds or to grant a subsidy, and 
that there was no necessity to give them any lands; that they were 
ready to build the road through to the Texas boundary without any 
aid. : 
Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. The state of facts which the Senator describes existed 
in two Congresses. The Southern Pacific having made its investment 
and seeing that the action of the Texas Pacific, then twelve hundred 
miles away, depended upon its obtaining its $40,000 per mile from the 
General Government (which was substantially nothing but an applica- 
tion for still greater delay), and that its capital was rotting meanwhile, 
opposed that by saying that it was ready to build for the land grant if 
the Government would take away the rights of the Texas Pacifie within 
those Territories. It then said it was ready to build without any land 
grant even, if the Government would charter it through those Terri- 
tories, and the Government declined to do that. 

What then? The Texas Pacific was still in Eastern Texas. There 
was no prospect of any Government sanction under which the Southern 
Pacific could’ build easterly through the Territories, and the contro- 
versy in Congress having ceased, and the Texas Pacific having fallen 
under new management, the Gould management, Scott and his friends 
having disappeared, these great capitalists came together in agreement 
and the road was constructed subsequent to the controversy in Con- 
gress, through the Territories easterly by the one, through Texas west- 
erly by the other, with an understanding, which had been put in form 
earlier still, that they should thus build and thus prorate, an under- 
standing carried out in that way, and the construction e AeA 
after the efforts at legislation in the Forty- fourth and Forty-fifth Con- 
gresses. : 

So it is not true as a matter of fact, as stated by the Senator from 
Ohio, that the construction went on while the Southern Pacific was de- 
manding legislation from Congres authorizing it to build through those 
Territories. But when Congress had failed to legislate, when the sub- 
sidy .was defeated, in the public interest as every man must believe, 
then these great agencies constructed the road about equally in length 
toward each other, and united with an understanding that the land 
grant was to be divided, that the land grant in the Territories was to 
be given to the party which built through the Territories. That un- 
derstanding was formally reduced to writing and carried into effect, and 
the instruments delivered and the judgment of a court had thereon 
prior to the expiration of the ten years within which it was originally 
agreed in the Texas and Pacific charter that the whole line should be 
constructed. That is the truth about it. 

Under such a grant as that, under such an assignment as that, in 
the instance of the Backbone Railroad and in two other instances, if 
I recollect aright, held valid by the Attorney-General of the United 
States, the Southern Pacific Railroad claims a right to be heard in court, 
The amendment simply gives the company a right to try that question 
in the courts and have it judicially decided and not foreclosed in a way 
that we would hardly exercise toward the humblest individual in the 
land. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator from Nebraska give mea little 
light on the question? TheSouthern Pacific Railroad, if I understand 
it aright, was first chartered by the State of California, and its line was 
built until it reached the Territories of the United States. As to the 
Territories and the public lands belonging to the United States, what 
did the Southern Pacific Railroad ever ask of Congress? Did they ask 
for a right of way over the Territories? 

a Mr. VAN WYCK. They obtained that by legislation from the Ter- 
tories. 

Mr. BLAIR. After the attempt to get legislation from Congress had 
ceased, had failed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Congress granted lands in California to the South- 
ern Pacific. 4 

Mr. McPHERSON. Has the Southern Pacific Railroad ever asked 
for any assistance either in the shape of land grants or subsidy bonds, 
or anything of that kind from Congress? a 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It not only did not ask for it, but insisted that 
such aid should not be granted it. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. That aid should not be granted to the rival line? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. That it should not be granted to any company. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. To the Texas Pacific? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir; or granted to any company. They stood 
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there and said they would build the read without either lands or sub- 
sidlies. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Did the Texas Pacific actually build a part of the 
line? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Not a mile. s 

Mr. BLAIR. The other road claims it as essignee of the Texas Pa- 


cific. 
. Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask my friend the date of the assignment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The date of the assignment was after the com- 
pletion of the road. 

„Mr. SHERMAN. Then at the time of the assignment the Texas Pa- 
cific had not earned a single acre of land within the Government lands? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It had not earned an acre of public land. The 
road was finished before the agreement was made in 1881, to which my 
friend from New Hampshire referred. The Southern Pacific was in hos- 
tility to the Texas Pacific; they had been in litigation, and were up to 
the time they made this contract in 1881, after the Central Pacific 
built to the west line of the State of Texas. . Those are the facts. Mr. 
Huntington, in 1878, wrote: 

If it were once understood that no subsidies would hereafter be ted by 
Congress, — — Fort Worth, the western terminus of the 
Texas Pacific then, and Yuma) would be filled within five years by private ca 
— — without asking or committing in any way the national revenues to 

Before the Senate committee, in 1878, he said: 

ee mstruct righ along, and willing to vide an outlet to the 
8 Soe without Sask ie the vernment.” “ 

Who would suppose for a moment that they would have the impu- 
dence in the face of this declaration to come now and endeavor to steal 
20,000,000 acres of the public domain? Again, in 1878, when Mr. 
Huntington asked the Government to take its hands off and let there 
be a free race without cost to anybody, he said: 

The question before you is nirawe tr will give the Texas Pacific a ran- 
tee of nearly 40,000,000 of bonds for ing aroad, two hundred miles of which 
is useless, and six hundred miles of which we offer to build without aid. 
Look at that. Mr. Huntington says which we offer to build with- 
out aid.” He comes before a committee of this body in 1878 and 
begs the Government to stop; he says: ‘‘ We will do it, and we will do 
it without aid, without the cost of a dollar to the Government.“ It is 
remarkable that these men should have the impudence to come here 
now. Is it not still more remarkable that Senators should be found 
here advocating their proposition, infamous as it is? 

That is not all. Here is a letter from ex-Senator Gordon explanatory 
of his course in supporting the Southern Pacific plan of opposing Scott: 

Nr. Scott was poring fd erage on about fifty millions ot bonds. Mr. Hunt- 
pes. on the other „was asking nothing of Congress either by way of 
indorsement of his bonds or as subsidy in lands. He asked only to be let alone 
and allowed to build the on the same general line, and was actually con- 
structing it without any Government aid. I opposed the Scott bill and 
favored the Huntin plan. He declared he could and would build the road 
without a dollar of Government aid or subsidy. He did it. He declared he 
would make the eastern terminus of his lines southern ports and only southern 
ports, He has done it, 

There are the facts. Here was the Texas Pacific organized with this 
enormous land grant. The act provided that they should not sell out 
to a competing line. The object of that legislation was that there 
should be competition from the Atlantic to the Pacific. The act ex- 
pressly restricted these parties and declared that they should under no 
circumstances do it. Yet by the contract, to which my friend the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire refers, made in November, 1881, after the 
construction of this road the Texas Pacific actually contracts and 
that under no circumstances will it build the western portion of the 
road 


Congress said in the act incorporating the Texas Pacific, giving them 
this empire of land, that they should not under any circumstances con- 
vey their interest to a competing road, and yet in the very contract to 
which my friend refers, made in November, 1881, after the completion 
of the road, the Texas Pacific tee and bind themselves that ander 
no circumstances will they build west from the connecting point which 
they made with the Southern Pacific. Here it is: 

In consideration for the 9 of using ed the road into El Paso, and 


the Southern agrees not to parallel the Texas and Pacificeast of El Paso 
or either of the roads mentioned, in Texas, Arkansas, and Missouri. 

Mr. HOAR. Is that the first agreement between these roads? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Les, sir; the first, made in November, 1881, after 
the completion of the road. Then they make their pool. They say: 
¢ Through business is to be done on a pro rata basis by both companies, and 
this stands all the way to San Diego, Los Angeles, and San Francisco. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to state to him one fact, 
which he can ascertain from the records of Congress? Either in the 
eich Riese Ls W gs Congress there was a bill introduced pon 
which were tt and Huntington, both ing to prorate, whi 
bill was to carry out the provisions of the Texas Pacific charter, As far 
back as that, and after legislation failed in those Congresses, these par- 
ties, by a mutual ing that they made, met and then carried 
their agreement into writing, and it was signed, sealed, and delivered; 


but the understanding under which they were acting and investing 
their money was precisely as binding in law as though it had been re- 
duced to writing and delivered beforehand. It was just exactly as if I 
agree verbally with a man that he shall convey to me his real estate 
and I pay him for it, and the agreement is partially executed, a court 
of equity will compel the passing of the title by the exeeution and de- 
livery of a deed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I repeat, I think without the fear of contradic- 
tion, that these ies antagonized each other here in Washington, 
and by and by I shall show what Mr. Huntington says it cost to get 
some things done here in Washington. I shal] show his estimation of 
this matter. He and his friends were antagonizing the Texas Pacific 
here session after session, and it continued in the courts, suit after suit, 
which resulted after the coustruction of that road in the making of the 
contract in November, 1881, to which I have just referred. 

That was the attitude in which the very object sought by Congress 
in giving a land grant wasdefeated. It was defeated by the active sup- 
port and by thecontractof the Texas Pacific itself, the company to which 
the land was granted. Though the act denied them the power in any 
event to make any connection with competing roads, they actually sell 
or undertake to sell or convey; and they actually bind themselves so 
that the people shall be denied the privilege of a competing line. 

I have read these extracts from Mr. Huntington, detailing the his- 
tory of the transaction, and I think partially detailed, until November, 
1881, when an agreement was made between Mr. Huntington and Mr. 
Gould. Mr, Gould, it seems, had become the possessor of the property 
of Scott, and therefore he and Mr. Huntington were in an attitude to 
contract. Mr. Huntington had fought his way through and made the 
connection with the western line of Texas. Then it was, as I say, that 
they made this agreement preventing any competition, making the road 
an absolute monopoly; and after that they seek to resurrect this dead 
grant and divide it between themselves, There is the position. 

We are not embarrassed here by the considerations which sometimes 
arise in these grants because there have been no sales. Not a mile of 
the road was built by the company entitled to the land contiguous to 
the line in any part of this large domain. Not an acre of this land was 
ever sold by the railroad company. Not an acre of the land was ever 
mortgaged by the railroad company. There are no considerations to 
go to the court which my friend from Alabama suggests, because the 
question of forfeiture is pure, simple, naked. There are noembarrass- 
ing questions. The question is merely between this Government and 
the railway corporation; and I desire the Senate to bear in mind that 
never an acre of the land was sold and never an acre of it mortgaged, 
and the Texas Pacific never built a mile ofits road. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him for the 
sources of his information which he states with so much confidence? 
How does he know those facts? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I know from examination before the committee 
of the Senate for years that it never has been claimed in all the long 
delay; it never was pretended, as I understood, that they had built a 
mile of the road or had mortgaged an acre of the land. 

Mr. MORGAN. I must be permitted to state my understanding of 
the matter, The Southern Pacific Railroad had made heavy mo 
to secure its debts, and it contended of course that the transfer of this 
property from the Texas Pacific Company carried it into this corpora- 
tion, and being a part of its property that the mortgages included that; 
that it went to the mortgagees. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Alabama will allow me I will 
state that the land could only be embraced in that mortgage under the 
operation of the after-acquired property clause. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the idea. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator think-that a grant of land like 
this fer public use, in the operation of a railroad, would be covered by 
such a clause in a railroad mortgage? I do not think it would. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam not stating what is right about it or what is 
the law of it; I am stating what they claim; that is all. I do not ad- 
mit that the transfer was valid. I shall vote for the bill just as it is, 
whether the amendment goes on or not. At the same time I think it 
is right to adopt the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. Huntington himself, who, I suppose, is good 
authority in this matter—and we have a good deal of that—was repre- 


and | Senting with a great deal of shrewdness the Central Pacific, then the 


Southern Pacific, and Mr. Huntington writes, November 28, 1874 (with- 
out reading the former part of his letter): 


Storr says it will make Scott very mad, and he thought it best not to send it, 
and ma he is right; but if Scott kicks at it, I propose to say to Con 
We will build east of the Colorado to meet the Texas Pacific without aid, and 
— arty naa many members will dare give him aid to do what we offered to do 
without. 


Mr. Huntington was speaking for the corporation that is here to-day, 
I say to my friend from Alabama ; and he says distinctly that— 


We will build east of the Colorado to meet the Texas Pacific without aid 
and then see how many members will dare give him aid to do what we offered 
to do without.” My only fear then would be the cry that the C. P. and the S. P.— 


Central Pacific and Southern Pacifice— 


was all one and would be a vast monopoly, &., and that is what we must guard 
against, and that is one reason why you should be in Washington. 
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Here are these organizations, represented in the person of Mr. Hunt- 
ington. That is what he says on that branch of the case. The line 
was built without any pretense of aid, built in opposition to the road 
which had ee aid. He says away back in 1875— 

If we had a franchise to build a road or two roads through Arizona (we con- 
trolling}— 

Now mark. I ask my friend from Ohio to give me his attention right 
here— 

If we had a franchise to build a road or two roads ) then have some (we con- 
trolling, but having it in the name of another S area ve some party in 
Washington to pages Za a local fight and asking for of the bonds by 
the United States, and, if that could not be obtained, — t to v build the road 
without any aid— 

Which they did— 
offering to build the road without any aid, it could be used against Scott in 
such a way that Ido not believe any politician would dare vote for it. Can 
not you have Safford call con emer’ together and grant such charters as we 
wantat a cost, say, of $25,000 
Here is another letter from Huntington: 
New YORK, November 13, 1875. 


TEND COLTON: Your dispatch that you had sent $200,000 gold is received. 
pr. Gwin Pa forthe South yesterday. I think he can do us considerable good if 
he sticks for hard money and anti-subsidy schemes, but if it was understood by 
ublic that he was here in our int: it SOI no doubt hurt us. When he 
told him he must not write to me, but w. he e e I should know his 

whereabouts, Ko., to write to R. T. Colburn, of Elizabeth, N. J. I have had sev- 
eral interviews with the Houston and Texas Central Railroad peopie, 
* 


There. will be no 5 aid ee this canbe i if we can get the 
H. and T. Central to stand in with us and offer to build a line through, we 
build to El Paso from the west and mn in from the east, I think Scott's fish will 
be cooked. Budd 40 doing good work in the Gulf St States. g 


. 
I wast told afew 2 — ago thai Scott said he wrould make us let go of his Texas 


There was decided enmity between Scott, who was controlling the 
Texas Pacific, and Huntington, who did not want to control it 
T wae OIE few Aaya ap faai Bontine wena eee DEL 
The South are getting very much in earnest in their opposition to Scott's 
project. 
s + a 


Ishall do what T can, but you had better make y e 
road east of the Colorado River on what you can get out of the Territories and 
the road itself. If you expect to get an in Arizona and New Mexico I 
woo that you do not do as we did in Utah, wait until the enemy was 


REPORT ON LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Nebraska 
for a moment? The Chair will lay before the Senate a con- 
current resolution which has been returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with amendments. The resolution with the amendments 
will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, July 4, 1854. 


cares te o the Senate 1— House Ad Representatives concurring), That the report 


ittee on ——— and Labor on the relations bet 


In THE HOUSE oF e February 19, 1888. 


Resolved, That the House concur in the foregoing resolution of the Senate 
with the following amendments: 
5 line 6 of the resolution strike out the word eight and insert the word 


5 In. line a of the resolution strike out the word " sixteen and insert the word 


In line ; 8 of the resolution strike out the words and one“ and insert the 
word "five ;” and strike out the word “ copies” in same line. 
In line 9 of the resolution strike out the words “Senate Committee on Edu- 
n and r' and insert Bureau of Labor Statistics, and 1,000 for the use 

of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no objection be made, the resolu- 
tion and amendments will be referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know that there is any necessity for that. 
Perhaps the amendments may as well be concurred in now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood some mem- 
bers of the Committee on Printing desired that the matter be con- 
sidered by them. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The resolution and amendments were referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. BLAIR. I would like to say in connection with that matter 
that it has been delayed now a year or a year and a half. I hope it 
may be speedily acted on by the Committee on Printing. 


AGREEMENT WITH INDIANS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed, excepting the maps: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication of the 16th instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill, To ac- 
cept and ratify an agreement with the confed tribes and bands of I 
occupying the Yakama reservation, in the Territory of Washington, for the ex- 


Lan Sas erer reservation as is required for the 


tinguishment of 
use of the Northern bao: Railroad, and to make the necessary appropriation 
for carrying out the sam 


matter is premunited dst the consideration and action of the Con 
CHESTER A. A 
Sah MAnsion, February 19, 1888. 
SUBMARINE CABLES. 


The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following from 
the President of the United States; which was read, and, with the ac- 


HUR, 


companying paj referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ord to be printed: 
To the Senate : 


I transmit herewith a report of the Secretary of State of the 19th instant, rec- 
ommending the enactment of a law for the protection of submarine cables in 

ursuance of our an ee tions under the international conyention in rela- 
lion to the solvers eign on the lith day of March, 1884. I commend 
the matter to the 8 ee of Congress. 

CHESTER A. ARTHUR, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, February 19, 1885. 


GEORGE W. MARGROVE. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the 
bill (S. 2273) granting a pension to George W. ve was indefi- 
nitely postponed may be reconsidered, and the bill placed on the Calen- 
dar. The action was taken on the 17th day of February. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the vote A the Senate cn N 
postponing the bill (S. 2273) granting a pension to rge W. - 
grove be eee and the bill with the adverse report of the com- 
mittee placed on the Calendar. That order will be entered if there be 
no objection. 

JOHN F. HICKEY. 
Mr. PLUMB. I also make the same motion with regard to the bill 
S. 1855) granting a pension to John F. Hickey, reported on the same 

y. Lask that it may take the same direction. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas also atks 
unanimous consent that the vote on the bill (S. 1855) granting, & pen- 
sion to John F. Hickey be reconsidered, and that the bill with the ad- 
verse report be placed on the Calendar. If there be no objection that 
order will be entered. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3933) to deelare a forfeiture of lands granted to 
the Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes, 

Mr. LAPHAM. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to that motion? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No, sir; I have only a few more words to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska declines 
to yield to the motion of the Senator from New York. The Senator 
from Nebraska is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was in hopes we could conclude this bill. I 
had not intended to say anything upon it, except for the remarks made 
by the Senator from New York, and I beg pardon of the Senate for 
having madeso muchtalk. I did not desire to discuss matters familiar 
to every member of the Senate. There is one thing, and only one thing, 
further I wish to refer to. 

The company to which this grant was made never builttheroad. A 
hostile, opposing, antagonizing company did build it. They built it in 
defiance of the company to whom the grant was made, protesting 
throughout that they would build this road without any aid from the 
Government. These companies were in collision, one forcing itself 
through without Government aid and protesting that it did A want 
it, and the other seeking additional aid from the Government for the 
purpose of building it. Thatis all the fact necessary to be taken into 
the consideration of this case, and I ask pardon of the Senate for hav- 
ing said so much. 

Mr. HARRISON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Ne- 
braska or the chairman of the Committee on Publie Lands, or both, 
whether from the investigation they have given to this case they are of 
opinion that the right of the United States or of its grantees to this land 
whose forfeiture is declared will be contested in the courts by this rail- 


road com 
Am I asked whether they have threatened to do 


Mr. HARRISON. Whether they are likely to contest the right of 
the United States or of its grantees to this land in the courts? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not know as to that point. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does not the Senator think they will? 


Mr. VAN WYCK. They have threatened it as a matter of course. 
They have not only threatened it, but they have actually defied the 
committee and said, No matter what you do we will go into the courts 
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in any event.” They wanted to convey the impression that they were | Pacific sells out to the Southern Pacific what it had never earned, 


not afraid of our action. 

Mr. HARRISON. I asked that question for this reason: I have no 
trouble at all in voting for thisdeclaration of forfeiture; I think upon 
the facts of the case as I understand them we clearly ought to make 
that declaration and make it now. If the claim of the railroad com- 

ies was so slightly held by them that weed were likely to acquiesce 
in this declaration without litigation, then I should deem the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Alabama to be unnecessary, as in 
the Oregon case; but if, as seems to be the opinion all around, there is 
to be litigation over this title after the declaration of forfeiture, I am 
clearly of the opinion that the United States ought to take the bur- 
den of that litigation, that it should choose the forum where that liti- 
gation should be prosecuted, and that it should prosecute it by its own 
officers in a suit that will involve the whole question. 

I am not willing for one to make this land subject to disposal at the 
land offices of the United States and to allow some man to purchase one 
hundred and sixty acres and then let the railroad company fight out 
this question with him. He is not an equal antagonist in such an en- 
counter. I want some provision that will re-enforce him in that con- 
test with the power the United States. I want to avoid that 
whith has been charged to be the case in the Des Moines land-grant 
controversy. ; 

It has been said there that suits in which the titles of the settlers was 
involved were collusive suits; I do not know with what truth, but I do 
know that there is danger in these cases that these suits may be collu- 
sive between the railroad company and some humblesettler who has but 
a small tract of land to defend; and if there is in all these cases such a 
serious claim made by the railroad company that the controversy must 
be settled in the courts, then I take it it must be clear that the United 
States should take the burden of that controversy upon itself, and should 
prosecute it promptly and vigorously to a determination. 

For one, I do not like to put the General Government in the attitude 
of peddling out lawsuits to its citizens. I do not like to put the General 
Government in the attitude of conveying a clouded title and leaving its 
grantee to fight it out at his own expense, particularly when the Gov- 
ernment gives him a conveyance that has no warrant in it upon which 
he could recoup damages, leaves him simply to the grace of Congress 
to recover the money he has paid into the Treasury of the United States. 

I think, therefore, that in all these cases where there are serious con- 
troversies and where there must be litigation the United States should 
take it upon its own shoulders and press it to a speedy determination. 
I think it is in the interest of settlers. It seems to me a cruel thing 
to do to declare these lands open to public entry and to invite our pe 
ple to go and settle upon them, and then to leave them to make their 

own title good if they can in a controversy with one of these powerful 
railroad companies, bly to have it settled against them by the 
courts—I hope not—but possibly to have that result, and then to leave 
them in the distressed condition in which we find our people in two or 
three other cases. Therefore, upon the statement of the committee that 
there is likely to be litigation over this controversy, I shall support the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama, which provides for settling 
the controversy before we sell the land. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana has 
touched the gist of this whole controversy. I have put myself in re- 
gard to this railroad legislation in apparently an inconsistent attitude. 

have said nothing about it, but I will state now the reasons of my 
varying votes. 

On the Atlantic and Pacific bill I voted for the proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama requiring a suit to be brought, for the reasons stated 
by the Senator from Indiana. On the bill relating to the Oregon grant 
I voted against that proposition. The reason was that in the Atlantic 
and Pacific Railroad case it was manifest that there were contending 

ies, each claiming at least a prima facie right to the lands, and that 

‘or the reasons sta by the Senator from Indiana we onght not to 

turn those controversies over to be litigated by pre-emptors and home- 
steaders, 

But in the Oregon case I thought there was no ground whatever for 
dispute, that any railroad or any person claiming under a railroad grant 
under the circumstances in that case would have no kind of ground, no 
kind of showing for a contest with a pre-emptor or homesteader or a 
purchaser from the United States; therefore I thought that to in- 
vite or require this litigation was 3 seeming to do a useless thing. 

When this question first came up I believed that the Texas Pacific 
case was a much clearer case than even the Oregon case. It always 
seemed so to me. Theabsurdity of the position here is this: The Texas 
Pacifice Railroad Company never earned one acre of this land; it never 
stuck a spade in the Government land west of Texas; it earned its land 
from the State of Texas, but never earned a single acre from the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. It had insisted, on the other hand, 
that it could not build a railroad tl h New Mexico except by a 
subsidy and demanded that subsidy, and then a rival line, wishing to 
get a large portion of this important tract, ran its road through to the 
Texas line without aid and renouncing all aid, refusing all aid, and com- 
pleted the road. 

Then these two railroad corporations meet together and the Texas 


and the Southern Pacific buys from the Texas Pacific what the Texas 
Pacific never owned. This seemed to me a parody on justice, so that 
I thought no court or tribunal under heaven would sustain any pre- 
tense of a right to sell what did not exist and to buy what did not 
exist; and therefore I thought we could safely declare this forfeited 
without conditions, At the same time, I have no objection to voting 
for the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, except that I fear 
that in the present condition of the public business, looking at it as a 
practical legislator, we shall probably defeat this bill, while we nes 
accomplish the object he desires by passing a general bill, either at thi 
or the next session of Congress, 

I think in the mean time this bill ought to be so amended that the 
land shall not be open for pre-emption entry or for disposal of any kind 
until a reasonable time has elapsed, say a year or two, within which 
the proper legislation may be had. f think a suit ought to be brought 
in the nature of a bill to quiet title as against these two rival railroad 
companies, now connecting railroad companies, in order to settle for- 
ever their rights under the various acts passed by Congress in regard to 
the Texas Pacific Railroad. x 2 

The only objection I have to voting for the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Alabama is not that itis not wise, because I think it is wise, 
but it may at this time defeat the passage of any bill on the subject; and 
I do believe the public interest and the comfort of the people in that 
region of country demand that the declaration of forfeiture should be 
made, and that proper legislation to settle titles should follow here- 
after; but the bill should be amended in that one particular, with- 
holding the lands from pre-emption and homestead entry until such 
time has elapsed that a provision may be made for contesting the various 
rights of the parties litigant. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not wish to make a speech, but after the very 
conclusive remarks of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] I ask that the views expressed 
by me in the report from the Committee on Public Lands may be read. 

ey are very brief. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). If there 
be po-ohjeckon the paper referred to by the Senator from Oregon will 

Mr: DOLPH. I present this as an explanation of the vote I intend 
to cast on this question. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I concur in the main with the views of the minority. 
VVVVTTTTTTT———— rd Sedo 
of the whole or any portion of the grant, either as to the extent of the forfeiture, 
or as to the existence of the facts necessary to authorize the forfeiture. I am of 
the opinion that those 5 notwithstanding a Con declaration 
of forfeiture, may be litigated and determined by courts in all cases in which 
the title to any of the lands covered b; 3 quest ion, and that as 
a matter of policy all such questions j judicially determined as speedil 
as possible after a declaration of forfeiture of a grant and before the land 
offered for sale by the United States. 

I therefore favor the amendment accompanying the minority oo a 

J. N. DOLPH. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I merely wish to say in connection with what has 
been said by the Senator from Indiana and the Senator from Ohio, that 
several years ago, and I think when Judge Thurman was the chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary, or about that time certainly, the mat- 
ters of these forfeitures were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, and that committee reported to the Senate a measure which pro- 
vided in one bill for the forfeiture of every unearned grant everywhere, 
and provided, as has been suggested by the Senator from Indiana and the 
Senator from Ohio, that it ld be the duty of the Attorney-General 
forthwith to institute suits to declare those forfeitures so as to protect 
from all future litigation the title of the settlers who should come in 
under the United States. 

It did not at that time comport with the pleasure or convenience of 
the Senate, with its great press of business, to consider that bill. Iam 
very sorry that it was not done, because all these questions would long 
since have been disposed of and endless difficulty, like that in the Des 
Moines matter, would have been avoided by a settlement once and for 
all without grinding the poor settler to death by having to fight these 
great corporations. 

That is all I wish to say, sir. 

THE PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the yeas and nays have been ordered on the 
amendment. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary will 
call the roll. : 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. VEST (when the name of Mr. Jonas was called). The Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] is detained from the Senate by illness. 
He is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON ]. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am paired with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. It did not occur to me when I voted in the 


affirmative, and I ask leave to withdraw my vote. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote will be withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL (when the name of Mr. Jones, of Florida, was called). 

My colleague [Mr. Jones] is detained at home by illness. He is paired 
with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON], 
Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones], but understanding that he 
would vote against this amendment I feel privileged to vote. I vote 
ae 9? 


Mr. CONGER (when Mr. PALMER’s name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. PALMER] is necessarily absent this afternoon, and is paired with 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANGE]. 

i Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
senior Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGAN] generally. His colleague 
[Mr. CuLLom] does not know how the senior Senator from Illinois 
would vote on this amendment, and therefore Ishall not voteonit. If 
he were here, I should vote yea.“ 

Nr. RANSOM (when Mr. VAxck's name was called). My colleague 
[Mr. VANCE] is paired with the Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. 
My coll e, if here, would vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
| Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). My colleague [Mr. 
GARLAND] is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [ Mr. WILLIAMS]. 
If present, my colleague would vote ‘‘nay’’ and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky would vote yea.“ Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. RmppLEBERGER]; otherwise I should vote nay.’’ 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
question. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
24, nays 31; as follows: : 


YEAS—214. 
Allison, Dolph, Harrison, Mitchell, 
Blair. Edmunds, wiey, Morgan, 
Bowen, Fair, Morrill, 
Brown, Groome, Jones of Nevada, Pike, 
Chace, Hale, $ tt, 
Conger, : of Cal., Sawyer 
NAYS—31. 
Aldrich, George, McPherson, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Gibson, Mahone, weli, 
Beck, Gorman, Manderson, Sherman, 
Call, Hampton, Maxey, later, 
Cockrell, Hill, Miller of N. Y. Van Wyck, 
Coke, Hoar, Pendleton, est, 
Cullom, Jackson, Wilson, 
Frye, McMillan, Sabin, 
ABSENT—21. 
Butler, Farley, Logan, Voorhees, 
Camden, Garani, Palmer, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Plumb,- Wiliams. 
Cameron of Wis., Jones of Florida, . 
Colquitt, Kenna, Riddleberger. 
Dawes, Lamar, Vance, . 
So the amendment was rejected. e 


Mr. SHERMAN. I submit to the judgment of the Senate an amend- 
ment to make this bill conform to the suggestion I made; that is, that 
the lands shall be withheld from entry, say, for a period of two years. 
I suppose they are made subject to entry under the general laws of the 
United States. I move to insert these words: 


But not subject to be disposed of under the general laws of vae UMN States 
act, 


until after the expiration of two years from the passage of this 


I merely submit the amendment to members of the Committee on 
Public Lands, as it would make the bill conform practically to the sug- 
gestion I have made, allowing two years to provide the proper legisla- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Doesthe Senator offer the amendment 
he ts? i 
Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. Will 
the Senator repeat it so that it may be taken down? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will offer it in this form: 

w from the of this act be made subject to d 
wal fos aia Keie Se E 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10 of section 1, after the words domain 
and and before the word ‘‘ made,“ it is proposed to insert “‘ after two 
years be;’’ so as to read: 

And the whole of said lands restored to the public domain, and after two years 
be made subject to disposal under the genera! laws of the United States, as 
though said grant had never been made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Ohio. : 

Mr. SHERMAN. The word disposal would include a homestead 
entry, would it not? 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like very much, in pursuance of the senti- 
ment of Congress and I believe of the people on this subject, to confine 
these lands to homestead entry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am perfectly willing. 

Mr. INGALLS. We have, I believe, voted such a provision on the 
bill to repeal the pre-emption and timber-culture acts; but that bill has 


not become a law; probably it may become a law before the close of 


the session. If this land is to be restored to the public domain, I sug- 
gest that if be held for entry under the homestead law. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection to inserting that. 

Mr. DAWES. All the lands that have been restored to the public 
domain from the Indian reservations for several years past have been 
expressly confined to the homestead law. i 

Mr. SHERMAN, I will adopt the suggestion if it is agreeable. I 
will say ‘di under the homestead laws, and not otherwise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read as mod- 


ified. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is another amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Inline 11, after the word disposal, it is pro- 
posed to insert under the homestead laws, and not otherwise.“ 

z Mr. SHERMAN. Strike out under the general laws of the United 
tates.” 

Mr. BECK. Without the amendment the lands will be open to 
liomestead entry at once. As I catch it the amendment only provides 
for a ent of two years. Under the general laws the lands 
would be subject to entry by pre-emption. The pre-emption law is not 

The meaning of the amendment, therefore, would be to 
leave the lands open to controversy for two years. That is the prac- 
tical effect of it; it can be of no other use, so far as I observe. 

I thought in 1878, when the Thurman bill was passed, we were tak- 
ing some control of the management of these railroads. From that day 
to this we have taken none. The House bill sent to us to do it now is 
evidently going to fail by a counter proposition. The Reagan bill at- 
tempted to do something so as to take the control in another direction. 
‘That has evidently failed by a counter proposition. A number of other 
matters have been up, and they have all been fought because nothing 
will be done. That is all that the railroads desire. f 

Now I propose to vote to do something. I p: to vote even 
against good amendments if in my judgment they will tend to accom- 
plish nothing. I would rather allow some imperfect Kenan to pass, 
trusting to what may be done hereafter, than to have bills at this late 
hour of the session fail between the two Houses with nothing done; 
therefore I will vote against this amendment and other parte, ec 
that I might think useful, because I prefer doing something rather than 
to have a series of efforts all of which will prove futile. 

Mr. MORGAN. The purpose of the Senator from Kentucky is to 
draw a distinction between the action of the House and the action of 
the Senate on these bills. I voted against the Reagan bill with a 
good many Democrats and then voted against the Senate bi 
with several Democrats, and I voted in the exercise of my duties as 
supposed them to be. I advocated the amendment which has just been 
voteddown. The Senate voted it on the Atlantic and Pacific bill, and 
some of the Senators who vote against it now not only voted for it but 
spoke for it then, which induced me to suppose, of course, that they 
were acting in good faith candidly and that they meant what they said, 
both by their speeches and by their votes. 

Now, sir, in this matter I have been acting somewhat with gentle- 
men on the other side of the Chamber and somewhat with emen 
on this side of the Chamber; and the effort of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky to impeach the Democracy of those gentlemen who have taken 
this course on the Reagan bill and on this bill will not at all deter me 
from taking such course as my private judgment dictates. I was in 
the Democratic party before the Senator from Kentucky enjoyed the 
pee of citizenship in this country. I have been a true and a 

ithful Democrat, and it does not rest with him to impeach my De- 
mocracy.by such flings as that. 

I shall be a supporter of the incoming administration upon principle, 
if it is an administration of principle, as long as the Senator from Ken- 
tacky will stand up to his creed and to mine, and I do not enjoy these 
declarations which are made at the expense of his party associates. 
They are not kind, and they are not j and there I leave them. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I have only this remark to make, that 
I made no allusion to the Senator from Alabama or to any other Sena- 
tor. He was not in my mind. He is not quite as important in my 
estimation in regard to this question as he may suppose I think he is. 
The Senator from Ohio had moved an amendment which I thought 
might delay for two years the settlement of this question, and I t 
it would delay and perhaps defeat the passage of the bill if we amended 
it in that or any other regard, no matter how good the amendment 
might be, and I desired to see something done. 

I did not ha; to be born in this country, but I was not consulted 
about that. have been a citizen of the United States since 1838. 
That was a good while ago, and the Senator may have been a very im- 
portant public man at that day, but I doubt whether he was. I have 
endeavored to perform my duty as a private citizen and asa public 
man to the best of my ability since that time, and if he thinks it either 
adds to his dignity or that it diminishes from my standing to make the 

tion that I was born in Scotland instead of here, he is welcome 

to all the honor he thinks he has made out of that fling at the place of 

my nativity, Many good men have been born where I was born, and 

very many men who were born here trace their descent with pride back 
to the ancestry from whom I trace mine. i 

I might say more but I will not. However, I desite the United 
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closes. 
Senator, 


States to take some control of these matters before this Con 
I regard the s ion as to my birthplace as unworthy of 
unworthy of the Senate, and unworthy of reply. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I made no reference to the Senator's 
nativity; I made reference only to the length of time the Senator had 
been in the Democratic party and the length of time that I have been 
in it, and while my services to that party have not been so conspicuous 
as those of the Senator from Kentucky, they have been quite as honest 
and quite as dutiful. No Scotchman who is worthy of the name will 
take to himself as a personal allusion a matter that was not intended 
in that sense. 

I revere that character more than the Senator from Kentucky does. 
I would not have pretended to rise on- the floor of the Senate and in- 
terpose my nativity, which was not alluded to by a Senator, as a plea 
to shelter me from the results of an attack which he did make upon 
the Democrats upon this side of the Chamber who have not assisted in 
the of the Reagan bill and in the passage of this bill in the form 
in which it came from the House of Representatives. There can be no 
doubt about theobjectoftheallusion. Ido not understand the Senator 
even to deny it, except to say that he did not have in the range of his 
vision a subject so entirely microscopic as myself. 

Mr. President, when a Senator is in command of such heavy artillery 
as the Senator from Kentucky, he ought to beware how he fires off; he 
may wound some very insignificant people unwittingly; he may hurt 
a man's feeling without intending to do it. He ought to have more 
consideration for men on this floor who at least are entitled to as much 
personal respect as he is. 

He speaks about my remarks being unworthy of the Senate and un- 
worthy of my position here. Sir, I do not indulge in remarks that are 
unworthy of myself or of the Senate. I might follow that example 
which I have oftentimes heard laid down by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky and indulge myself in such things, but I do not think it is re- 
spectful 


I have advocated this bill in the form that it is from the very best of 
considerations. Iannounced when I started out that I would vote for the 
bill as reported by the committee; I would even vote for it as it came from 
the House; but I believe it could be bettered very much indeed by hav- 
ing this subject carried into the courts before we commence to dispose of 
these public lands; that thereby we should save the people of this coun- 
try very large expense. I was to hold that opinion by the 
fact that Senators who now vote against this amendment voted for it 
and spoke for it. In my innocency I supposed that they meant what 
they said; but it seems to me now when there is a chance to give a 
political turn to this matter we are disposed to withdraw from our con- 
victions and our conclusions solemnly expressed on this floor and to 
take the political turn. 

Mr. President, I am not a retail dealer in small politics. What little 
reputation I may enjoy aud the position that I enjoy is not in the 
slightest degree attributable to the fact that I have taken up with cur- 
rents of popular sentiment for the mere sake of getting myself forward 
before-the people. I have tried-as well as I knew how to discharge 
my duty fai lly as a Senator to the Constitution and the country 
and ey y in it; the rich and the „the high and the low; and 
when I have left this body I shall have left it I think with a perfect] 
clear conscience upon this point. That is my whole ambition. 
desire neither place nor preferment, but while I keep a seat on this 
floor Senators must not suppose that, insignificant as I may be, un- 
worthy of public noticeas I may be, they can trample upon me without 
finding resentment and retaliation. 

The Senator from Kentucky meant his remarks at somebody. He 
meant them at those men who he conceived were preventing pas- 
sage of bills that he thought were demanded by popular clamor. He 
admits that he would vote for a bill imperfect in itself in order to get 
certain legislation on the statute-book. I will never makethat admis- 
sion. I consider that, if you will allow me, unworthy of a Senator, 
to say that he will vote fora bill that he thinks im t in order to 
get it upon the statute-book. That shows the simple partisan; that 
shows the man who desires to carry out a purpose of his own or of his 
at the expense of justice and at the expense of right legislation. 
do not belong in that category, nor will I ever be found init. The 
Senator can take that position and enjoy it if he wishes. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, one word only, and that merely because 
of the last suggestion made by the Senator from Alabama. I did not 
say anything that indicatéd that I was desirous to enforce the Thur- 
man bill, the Reagan bill, or this bill, or any other bill because of pub- 
lic clamor or in obedience to the demands of party; nor did I attempt 
to reflect on any Senator who differed with me. I desired to state my 
own position and the 1 as why I am moarts to accomplish some- 
thing, even though it Might not be as perfect as I should like to have 
it and as I would desire to make it if time and circumstances allowed; 

“and believing that if we proposed to do anything within ten or twelve 
days of the close of this Congress, with the vast massof business pend- 
ing between the two Honses, the fewer amendments put upon a bill 
that had merit in it was the best chance to accomplish some result. 


The RecorD will show, and I am willing to stand on the RECORD, 
that no intimation or allusion of mine called forth any criticism from 


any gentleman who differed with me, no matter whether he was a Re- 
publican or a Democrat; and Iam not to be told here that if the Senator 
was not alluded to somebody else was or some one of my party associ- 
ates was, in order to have it understood that I was reflecting upon him. 
However unworthy he may think it may be in me to vote in the wayI 
have stated I will continue to do so, because of my desire toaccomplish 
something in the direction which a majority of the Senate, I think, de- 
sire to take. That is all I care to say. 

Ihave never had a wrangle in my sixteen years of service in Congress 
that I now recall with anybody on this floor or anywhere else in regard 
to my publie duties, and I have neve” given just cause of offense to any 
one that did not seek an opportunity to bring it on himself because of 
some assumption that was not to be drawn trom anything that I had 
said, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. CONGER. I was about to move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me a mo- 
ment? I merely want to call attention to the fact that the Senate 
have adopted a number of amendments which the Committee on Public 
Lands have recommended to this bill, so that when it back to the 
House it must be the subject of consideration there. t is all I de- 
sire to say. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 3 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iappeal to the Senator. It will take but a few 
moments to finish the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has it not beén modified since first suggested by 
the Senator from Ohio? If so we had better hear it read once more. 

Mr. SHERMAN. - It had better be read. è 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The first amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio will be reported. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is all one amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands there were 
separate amendments to different parts of the bill; but for the informa- 
tion of the Senate the Secretary will report both amendments in their 
connection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 10, after the word domain,“ it is prot 

to insert a semicolon; after the following word and to inser- 
the words ‘‘after two years be;“ in line 11 to strike out the word gen- 
eral’’ and insert homestead; ” and in line 12, after the word States“ 
to insert and not otherwise; so as to read: i 
Be, and they are hereby, declared forfeited, and the whole of said lands re- 
220 
the said grant had never been made. 

Mr. INGALLS. After two years from the passage of the act? 

Mr. SHERMAN: Yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.” If there be no objection the Chair 
will put the question on the adoption of both these amendments at the 
same time. 

Mr. INGALLS. The words passage of the act are not there. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is what it means. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire to call the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio to one fact. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to understand this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Secretary will now read it again, just as it 
stands, it will for itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from California was upon 
the floor. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I will yield the floor to hear the 
amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will again be read. 

The CHIÈF CLERK. The proposed amendment is, in line 10, after 
the word domain,” to insert a semicolon ; after the next word ‘‘and’’ 
to insert ‘‘after two years be; in line 11 to strike out ‘‘general’’ and 
insert homestead; and after the word States, in line 12, to insert 
and not otherwise; so as to read: 


And the whole of said lands restored to the publie domain; and after two years 
be made subject to disposal under the homestead laws of the United States, and 
not otherwise, as though said grant had never been made. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Tosatisfy the suggestion of the Senator from Kan- 
sas I will move to insert after two years from the passage of this act.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator has a right to modify his 
amendment. l 

Mr. INGALLS. Ifthe Senator will permit me, that leaves the land 
up to the period of two years subject to disposal either by homestead 
or pre-emption or otherwise. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think not. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly it does. 
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Mr. ALLISON. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio proposes to 
modify his amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. By inserting the words from the passage of this 
act. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Ohio what he means by in- 
serting a semicolon at that particular point? 


Then strike out the semicolon. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Ithink grammar rather requires it. Iam not par- 


ticular about it. 

Mr. ALLISON, It seems to meif that is done it may be subject to 
the suggestion made by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I certainly wish to avoid that, and if the Senator 
will su any that occurs to him 

Mr. ALLISON. I think striking out the semicolon will do. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I will strike out the semicolon, and I 
would even strike out a period. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I inquire of the Senator from Ohio, 
or any other Senator who knows, if any machinery is provided in the 
bill for settling the title during the two years? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no; none whatever. But a bill is now pend- 
ing lying on our tables to provide for this in all cases, a general law that 
has been reported from the Judiciary Committee, and ought to pass. 

I have no objection to the amendment of the Senator “rock Alabama, 
except that it will tend to defeat this bill at this time, but I have no 
doubt within two years ample provision will be made for commencing 
suits in the proper courts to quiet the title against these corporations 
by the United States. I am in favor of such proceeding. My ers ob- 
ject now is to prevent the hurry and scurry of homesteaders, &c., on 
the public lands before these provisions can be made. That is all I 
desire by the amendment. If there is any trouble about it, I shall 
withdraw the amendment, if Senators ‘think there is any difficulty. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am not aware that there is any. 
Lo only desired to know if the bill itself provided machinery for settling 

title within the two years. It seems it does not. 

ton? MILLER, of California. I would suggest to the Senator from 
Ohio that the lands embraced in this bill are not, as a general thing, fit 
for homesteads, ponen not one-tenth of them. There are mineral 
Jands along the line of this road embraced within this grant. 

Mr. SHERMAN. ` They are not subject to entry. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. They are not subject to entry now ex- 
cept under the laws relating to mineral lands. There isa general min- 
eral-land law providing the manner in which mineral lands may be ac- 
quired. If you confine the disposition of these lands to homesteaders 
entirely, as the amendment does, the mineral lands can not be disposed 
of, because nobody will take up a homestead for the purpose of working 
mineral lands. It seems to me the limit of time, two years, is well 
enough in order to have the titles settled, but it had better be left so 
that after the expiration of the two years the lands may be disposed of 
under the existing land laws of the United States. I doubt whether 
the Congress of the United States will ever pass a bill to change the 
laws rye, Seg mineral lands. All these lands are good for is pastur- 

and for the minerals which may be foundin them. Butif you pass 

w now that these lands shall not be open to ition except for 
homesteads it repeals by implication all the other land laws, all the 
laws relating to mineral lands, and all the Jaws heretofore enacted in 
reference to that matter. 

Mr. WILSON. The mineral lands are not embraced in the grant; 
they were excepted. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. But this is a subsequent law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This only restores the lands granted; and if min- 
eral lands were not granted they are not forfeited and are not covered 
by the provision. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Thenthe objection may not be tenable 
as to mineral lands, but the great objection is that these lands are pas- 
ture lands, and there will be no homesteads taken up there. There is 
not one-twentieth part of the lands embraced in the grant that are fit 
for homesteads. call attention to that fact so that Senators may 
know what they are doing. 

2 MAXEY. I suggested privately to the Senator from Ohio the 

ee that is made by the Senator from California. I think but 
homesteaders will be benefited by the amendment, and it 
sen interfere very materially with the mineral lands. The lands 
along the line of this road, where valuable, are valuable for grazin 
purposes in New Mexico and for mineral purposes in New Mexico aoe 
Arizona, The homesteadsare in the valleys, and they have been taken 
up probably one hundred years or some over one hundred and 
years on the Rio Grande and in the valleys, and I do not think there 
are any lands covered by this grant that will probably be valuable for 
homesteads. The grazing and mineral lands are valuable ſor those 


purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I suggest as an amendment to the proposition of 
the Senator from Ohio to add at the end of line 12 the following: 


But none of such lands shall be offered for sale or entry until two years after 
the passage of this act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the Senator 
from New York that the amendments suggested by the Senator from 
Ohio are three in number. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I know they are, but they have been treated as one, 
and the question was put on them as one at one time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair at one time said if there be 
no objection the Chair would put the question on the various amend- 
a at the same time, but no such agreement has been arrived at as 
yet. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Lask the Senator from Ohio if he will not accept 
this in lieu of his proposition? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have been trying to find something to which 
everybody agrees. The Senator’s proposition may be subject to the ob- 
jection that it makes no provision sufficient for homesteaders. I wish 
to preserve these lands entirely for homesteads, but the Senator from 
California objects that that prevents entries on mineral lands. The 
answer to that is that the mineral lands were reserved from the grant 
to the Texas Pacific Railroad, Consequently when the lands granted 
are reclaimed to the United States there se no mineral lands in the 
reclamation. 

Now the Senator from Texas wishes to ANE some provision for 
grazing lands. How are grazing lands purchased now except under 
the pre-emption or homestead law? I do not know of any way. It 
seems to me that unless some Senator can make some proposition that 
will be free from difficulty I would rather stand by my amendment. 
I do not care whether it is voted down or voted up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, 

Mr. BUTLER. It is getting very late in the evening, and I will 
move an adjournment. 

Several SENATORS. Let us finish the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. I hope the Senator will allow us to have an execu- 
tive session. There are some nominations that ought to be referred. 

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw the motion if the Senator from Michigan 
will make the motion to go into executive session. 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 

The motion was not to, 

Mr. BUTLER (at 6 o’clock and ten minutes p. m.). 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not a to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the next amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the next and 
last amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LAPHAM. -I now offer the following amendment: At the end 
of line 12, section 1, I move to insert: 

But none of such nan shall be offered for sale or entry until two years after 

the passage of this act 

It is su in some quarters that this does not cover the case of 
homest It covers all kinds of entry that the law authorizes; and 
if we restrict entries to homesteads only it applies to homesteads. If 
the laws remain in force as they now are it will apply to the laws as 
they now are. It will leave everything according to the state of the 
law two A hee from this time. 

The P. IDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
p by the Senator from New York. 

amendment was rejected. 

The bill was rted to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole? The question will be put 
on the amendments in gross if no separate vote is required. 

The amendments were concurred in 

Now, Mr. President, I renew the amendment I 
offered in Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from New York will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 12, section 1, it is proposed 
to insert: 

But none 2 such lands shall be offered ſor sale or entry until two years aſter 
the passage of this act, 

Mr. LAPHAM. I trust that amendment will prevail, to the end 
that an opportunity may be oe for p Aan ig legislation to determine 
these questions in contest according e suggestion of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

ia question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 

rev: 
5 Mr. LAPHAM. 


I move that 


I ask for the e tg and nays. 


The yeas and nays were orde 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. _I should like to ask the Senator from New York 
what good this amendment will do unless the means are provided for 
settling the question of this forfeiture during the two years? Will it 
not only as it now stands postpone every euestion for two years and 
leave us just where we are at this present moment? 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 
paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
12, nays 41; as follows: 


Iam 


YEAS—12. 
Blair, Hoar, Mahone, Pike, 
Brown, Jones of Nevada, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Doiph, Lapham, Mitchell, Sherman. 
NAYS-II. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hawley, Sabin, 
Allison, Dawes, — yee iA 
Bayard, Edmunds, ngalls, well, 
Beck, Fair, Jackson, r, 
Bowen, George, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Butler, —— — . — 
Call, room: 0 * 
Chace. — o Pendleton. Wilson. 
Cockrell, Ham $ Platt, 
Coke, Pugh, 
Conger, Harrison, Ransom, 
ABSENT—23. 

vs Garland, ý Plumb, 
Cameron of Pa., Gibson, 5 Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Jonas, * Vance, 
Sogo Jones of Florida, Miller of N. Y., Voorhees, 
F: Pi enna, Walker, 
Frye, Lamar, Palmer, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think some of the Senators who voted against the 
amendment I offered in committee voted against it because they sup- 
posed the bill was being acted upon as it came from the House. There 
are ten lines of this bill remaining as it came from the House. 
We struck out one entire section and amended and added to a consid- 
erable of other sections. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is impossible to hear what is going on in the Cham- 


ber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama will 
please suspend. The Sane wil be in-order. Senators will please 
cease conversation, 

Mr. MORGAN. Believing that there are Senators on this floor who 
really a e of the principle of the amendment and acknowledge 
that it is e Bee vier to this case, I will offer it again in the 
Senate. I now o amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama proposes 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert as additional sections 
the following: 

Src. —. That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuif court of the United 
Stabes for the northern district of Texas to hear and determine all estions and 


concerning the rights and equities in said forfeited 
ee — — United 5 by any person ores 


be the duty of the district attorney of the Vapor States 
for rthe northern district of Texas, under the direction of the ent of Jus- 
tice, iately to in the circuit courtof the United States for the said 
8 VTG plaint- 
wie declare frksted, ari der said act f Conan oe eet Jul 5. 

under sa 0 ngress approv y 27, 
A , arising under said aot of Cong its determination the 


the 
had upon such E 
to decree u — same as 


as Provided, 
no such petition shall be filed after twelve months from the date of the filing 
ä 

6 e eee under 
of this act the United States,and shall apportion the 


act 
nal decree thereon to the S. 
Court of the United States, in the same manner and under the same conditions 
as are prescribed b; saw 0000 
rt shall cause said a poker oe ge ee so 


of the circuit court of the United States, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). 

ired for the day ‘with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jox es 

ce at liberty to vote, I should vote yea.” 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I am paired on this 


“If 
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amendment with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Loc ax J. If he were 
here, I should vote yea.” 


Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER alla or I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 
Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called), I am paired on this 


question. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. RANSOM. My colleague [Mr. VANcE] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Michigan [Mr. Par aN If here, mycolleague would vote 
se nay. ” 

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS 26. 
Allison, af en — il, 
Bowen Edmuh ý Hoar, ’ Pike 
Brown, Fair, Ingalls, Piatt, 
Butler, Groome, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer. 
Chace, Hale, Lapham, 
Conger, Harris, ler of Cal. 
NAYS 28. 

Aldrich, George Mahone, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, —. Manderson, Sewell. 

x Hampton, Maxey, „ 
Call, Hi Miller of N. Y., 4 J 
Cockrell, Jackson, g Van Wyck, 
Coke, McMillan, Pugh, est, 
Cullom, McPherson, Sabin, Wilson, 

ABSENT 22. 

Camden, Garland, Logan, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa. Gibson, Morrill, * = 
Cameron of W. onas, Palmer, Walker, 

uitt, Jones of Florida. Plumb, Williams. 

a na, s 
=! A Riddieberger, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 


gente 
a . and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e rol 
Mr. VEST (when Mr. Joxas's name was called). The Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] is detained from the Senate by sickness, as I 
have before stated, and is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. CAMERON]. 
Mr. CALL (ven the name of Mr. Jones, of Florida, was called). 
Mr. 81. I be” paired with the Senator from Nebraska 


were present, my colleague would vote 


Mr. JACKSON (when Mr. KENNA’s name was called). The Sena- 
tor from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] is detained: by serious sickness. 
He would vote for the bill if he were present. 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I have a general pair, 
as stated, with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LoGaN]. His colleague 
[Mr. CuLLom] assures me that he would vote the same way that I 
should vote if he were here. So I vote yea. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I have a pair with the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA]. Iam informed that if pres- 
ent he would vote ‘ea yea,” and therefore I vote yea.“ 

Mr. WALKER (when his namé was called). Iam 
with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER 
that he would vote in the affirmative, I vote yea.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS (when his name was called). I was paired ona 
single amendment only and not upon the bill. I vote“ yea.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, RANSOM. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. VANCE] is 
absent and paired. If he were here, he would vote yea.” 

Mr. CONGER.. I desire to say that my colleague [Mr. PALMER] is 
absent, paired with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANcE]. If 
he were present, my colleague would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CAMERON, Of Wisconsin, Iam , as I have stated, with 
the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]; but Lam informed he would 
vote for the bill if present, so I vote yea,“ as I am in favor of the 


generally 
; but believing 


bill. - 
The result was announced—yeas 56, nays 2; as follows: 
YEAS—56. 
Aldrich, Dolph. Jonesof Nevada, Plumb, 
Allison, Edmunds, ar, Pugh, 
Bayard, George, McMillan, Ransom, 
Beck, Gorman, McPherson, Sabin, 
Brown. Groome, Mahone, Saulsbury, 
r,. Hale, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Call, Hampton, Maxey, Sewell 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Miiler of Cal., She 
Chace, Harrison, Miller of N. Ka Slater, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Hili, Morgan, Vest. 
5 pee Wis 
ngalls, e, 
Dawes, Jackson Platt, Wilson, ` 
NAYS—2. 
Blair, Bowen 
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ABSENT—18. 
Camden, Frye, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Pa, Garland, u, Vance, 
uitt, Gibson, Logan, Voorhees, 
Morrill 


5 Jonas, $ 
Farley, Jones of Florida. Palmer, 

So the bill was passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. l 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
next special order, being O 
be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. bill (S. 1652) to provide for the improvement 
of the channel between Galveston Harbor and the Gulf of Mexico.“ 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 1091, being the funding bill, so called. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will resume their seatsand 
be in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to go on with the bill to-night. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the order of busi- 
ness he has named. T'he title of the bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 6771) to amend an act entitled 
An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from 
the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Govern- 
ment the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ ap- 
proved July 1, 1862; also te amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and 
also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-men- 
tioned act.“ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
thet the Senate do now adjourn. 

ne motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 19, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. S. 
Lıxpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. ; 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled. Bills, rted that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 1251) to 
authorize the purchase of a wharf for the use of the Government in 
Wilmington, N. C.; when the Speaker pro tempore signed the same. 

Mr, SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 8039) mak- 
ing appropriations to provide for the expenses of the government of the 
District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes; when the Speaker pro tempore signeg the same. 

ACCOUNTS OF UNITED STATES COURTS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Attorney-General, asking an appropriation for 
expense of transcribing records and making tabular statements of ac- 
counts in the United States courts; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

GRANT & co. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, also laid before 
the House a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, with inclosures, 
relative to the propriety of an appropriation to pay interest on the judg- 
ment of the Court of Claims in favor of Grant & Co., confirmed by the 
Supreme Court; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

OPINIONS OF ATTORNEYS-GENERAL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, also laid before 
the House a letter from the Attorney-General, asking an appropriation 
for editing and publishing opinions of attorneys-general; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ù EXPENSES OF GREELY EXPEDITION. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, also laid before 
the House à letter from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting a 
statement of expenditures or accounts of the expedition for the relief 
of Lieutenant Greely and party; which was referred to the Committee 
on Expenditures in the Navy Department, and ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 

of absence for to-day, on account of sickness. 


DEPUTY MARSHALS AND SUPERVISORS OF ELECTION. 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I ask to make a privileged motion, or, if not 
privileged, I ask the request embodied in the motion made be granted. 


er of Business 872, the title of which will 


Yesterday the Treasury Department sent a communication to the House 
in response toa resolution of inquiry introduced on the 6th instant 
calling for information touching the amount of money paid out for 
deputy marshals and supervisors of election for some years past. 

Since this communication was sent up the Department has discovered 
that one of the entries was erroneously made. It is important that the 
truth should be stated and the correct entry inserted. The request is, 
therefore, that this paper be withdrawn for the present, corrections 
made, and the footings of the columns containing the corrected entry 
changed to harmonize with the statement as amended. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the order will be 
made, 

There was uo objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


VENEZUELAN AWARD. 


Mr. RICE. Mr. Speaker, in presenting the report of the Committee 
of Foreign Affairs in regard to the Venezuelan awards on yesterday, I 
omitted to state that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cox] de- 
sired to file a minority report, which I nowask that he have the privi- 
lege of submitting. 

There was no objection, and the views of the minority were ordered 
to be printed with the report of the committee. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. STORM. Mr. Speaker, I ask to introduce a resolution for pres- 
ent consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it a privileged resolution? 

Mr. STORM. I believe it to be a privileged resolution. It is one in 
relation to the distribution of some documents. But I ask unanimous 
consent for its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair could not recognize the ger- 
tleman to ask unanimous consent, 

Mr. STORM. Prior to the commencement of the hour rule can not 
such requests be entertained ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rule says distinctly that the Chair 
shall not at any time entertain a request for unanimous consent, unless 
it be a request for reference or to dispose of amendments of the Senate 
to House bills. 

Mr. STORM. As I have said, I think this resolution, however, is 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be read for information. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


Resolved, That all documents and books ordered to be published by the present 
ec fran and which are actually 1 95 rior to the first Monday of December 
s5 


onday of next December, shall 
Allotted, as heretofore, to members of the present 80 

r residences as 
themselves. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This resolution was submitted on yes- 
terday by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and ruled by the Chair 
to be not in order as a privileged matter; 

‘The Chair sees no reason whatever for changing its opinion in that 


r. KEIFER. It has been held to be privileged in prior Congresses. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Ohio desires to 
be heard in opposition to the ruling of the Chair, the Chair will recog- 
nize him for that purpose. 

Mr. KEIFER. I wish to state that in the Forty-fifth Congress, I 
think, on a similar resolution it was held to be privileged. - 

Mr. STORM. I will withdraw it under the ruling of the Chair, 
va the understanding that I may be recognized to submit it after the 

our. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has not the privilege to rec- 
ognize the gentleman to ask unanimous consent at any time under the 
operation of this rule. i 

Mr. KEIFER. Weought to have an opportunity to be heard on this 
question before it is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has intimated its readiness 
to hear the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. KEIFER. A resolution of a similar character was offered in 
the Forty-fifth Congress, as the Chair will doubtless remember, by Mr. 
Garfield, and another resolution of like substance was presented about 
the close of the Forty-sixth Congress. It was held then, and has since 
been held, that such a resolution is a privileged matter, because it re- 
lates to the convenience of the present members of the House. These 
resolutions have been entertained as privileged matters because of the 
fact that they concern the convenience of the members personally and 
in the te, and I think the precedents can be found showing uni- 
formly the rulings in this 3 And it looks reasonable, too, in view 
of analogous questions which come up from time to time. Besides that, 
I do not think there will be any objection to the consideration of a reso- 
lution of this character. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not see that this has 
any reference to the convenience of the members; and feels compelled 
to hold that it does not present a privileged question. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. k 


Mr. LAMB. Irise to submit what I understand to be a privileged 
report. 

Fhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. z 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House joint resolution 315 relative to certain papers in the State Department, 
by error—— | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What is this resolution? 

Mr. LAMB. It isin regard to some papers placed there by error, 
and we ask to withdraw them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think itis a privi- 
leged report. 

Mr. LAMB. Then I withdraw it. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—FREDERICK VS. WILSON. 


Mr. BENNETT. I rise to a privileged question. I send up, Mr. 
Speaker, a report from the Committee on Elections in the case of Fred- 
erick rs. Wilson. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the resolutions 


appended. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That James Wilson was not elected as a Representative in Congress 
from the fifth district of lowa,and is not entitled to a seat on the floor of this 
H 


Resolved, That Benjamin T. Frederick was duly elected as a Representative in 
from the fifth district of Iowa, and is entitled to be sworn in asa 

member of this House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be printed and laid over. 

Mr. BENNETT. I give notice that I shall call it up for considera- 
tion at an early day. 

Mr, VALENTINE. I ask leave that the minority of the committee 
be permitted to file a minority report. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


SENATE REPORT ON LABOR, ETC, 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. Mr, Speaker, I am instructed by the 
Committee on Printing to make the report which I send to the desk: 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, July 4, 1881. 


Resolved, That the report of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor on 
the relations between labor and capital, with the 3 testimony, be 
printed, and that 25,000 additional copies be printed, of which 8,000 shall he for the 
use of the Senate, 16,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 1,000 for 
the use of the Senate Committee on Education and A 

The Committee on Printing, to whom was referred the Senate concurrent 
resolution, recommend the adoption of the following as a substitute: 

~ Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep concurring), That the report 
of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor on the relations between 
labor and capital, with the Gip argen eee ap documents, be printed, and that 25,000 
additional copies, unbound, be printed, of which 6,000 shal! be for the use of the 
Senate, 13,000 for the use of the House, 5,000 for the use of the Bureau of Labor 
Statistics, and 1,000 for the use ofthe Senate Committee on Education and Labor,” 

With these amendments, which pertain to the distribution of the documents 
and which ly reduces the cost in binding, the committee recommend the 
adoption of the resolution. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


. ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. EATON. I desire to present a report from the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is it a privileged report? 

Mr. EATON. I think itis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having looked at the report sent up). 
The Chair does not think the report furnished by the gentleman from 
Connecticut is privileged. 

Mr. EATON. It is the result of a resolution of inquiry directed to 
the President of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not hear the gentleman 
from Connecticut. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand the gentleman from Connecticut to say 
that this is a resolution of inquiry which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. EATON. It is the result of a resolution of inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the message of the 
President of the United States, with the nce on file in the Depart- 
ment of State relative to the claim of William J. against the Argentine Re- 
public, report 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not regard this as a reso- 
lution of inquiry, It has reference to a private claim, and is not a 
privil report. 

Mr. TON. The resolution of inquiry was addressed by the Com- 
nacre the coc e J Puo the direction of the House to the 
President of the United States, and I supposed there could be no doubt 


but the action of the committee under those circumstances could be 


reported as a privileged matter. 

The SPEAKER protempore, The Chair understands a resolution of 
ing was passed by the House; but this is evidently not a resolu- 
tion of inquiry. 

Several members called for the regular order. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour not aport by the special rule 
for the calling up of bills, resolutions, &., will begin at 12.37 p. m. 


The Clerk will report the business coming over from the last hour, 


WILLIAM H. CROOK. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill S. 458) for the relief of William H. Crook. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this bill two minutes are left of 
the time allowed in opposition. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask for the reading of the bill. I do 
not know what it is. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill was read on yesterday. If 
there be no objection it will be again read. 

The bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. STORM, I object. 

Further objections being called for, twelve members rose—more than 
the requisite number. 


SETTLERS IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS, 


Mr. LAIRD. I call up from the House Calendar for present consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 1737) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of 
lands on the public domain in the States of Nebraska Kansas, re- 
ported by the Committee on the Public Lands with amendments. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That for the purpose of reimbursing persons, and the t- 
ees, heirs, and devisees of persons, who, under the homestead, pre-emption, or 
other laws, settled upon or purchased lands within the grant made by an act 
entitled An act for a grant of lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the construc- 
tion of the Northern Kansas Railroad and Telegraph,” approved July 23, 1866, 
and to whonr patents have been issued therefor, but against which persons, or 
their granteex, heirs, or devisees, decrees have been or may hereafter be ren- 
dered by the United States cireuit court on account of the priority of said grant 
made in the act above entitled, the sum of $250,000, or so much as shall 
be required for said purpose, is hereby appropriated: Provided, however, That 
no part of said sum shall be paid to any one of said parties until he shall have 
filed with the Secretary of the Interior a copy of the said decree, duly certified, 
and also a certiticate of the judge of said court rendering the same to the effect 
that such a decree was rendered in a bona jide controversy between a plaintiff 
showing title under the grant made in said act and a defendant holding the pat- 
ent or holding by deed under the patentee, and that the decision was in favor of 
the plaintiffon the ground of the priority of the grant made by said act to the 
filing, settlement, or purchase by the defendant or his grantor; and said claim- 
ant shall also file with the said decree and certificate a bill of the costs in such 


50 per acre for the tract his title to which shall have 
failed as aforesaid, and the costs appearing by the bill thereof. He shall then 
make a 4 upon the Treasury ſor sum ſound to be due to claim- 
ant, or his heirs and devisees or assigns, and shall pay the same to him, taking 
such release, acquittance, or discharge as shall forever bar any further claim 
aguinst the United Sigtes on account of the failure of the title as aſoresaid. 3 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the Public Lands 
were read, as follows; > 
On line gl, page 2, after the words “ basis of,” insert “what he shall have paid, 


not exceeding.” à 
Add at the end of the bill the following : 
“Provided fu 


shall pro' 


and Iding 
nt herein referred to the sum demanded of him, without litigati 
D pay to such person such sum as he has so 


Mr. OATES. I make the point of order that that bill must have its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole House. It makes an 
appropriation of $250,000, 

e SPEAKER tempore. The Chair will state that the point 
of order does not hold as against bills called up under the special rule. 

Mr. LAIRD addressed the House. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. If the report in this case had been read I 
am satisfied there would have of taney ba MKAN to the passage 
of the bill. There are about two hundred ies interested in this, 
as I understand. 7 

Mr. LAIRD, Three hundred settlers. 

Mr. COX, of New York. These poe got patents from the Govern- 
ment, and yet got no title, because the Supreme Court decided they 
were ousted. It is an awful swindle on these people by the Govern- 
ment unless we provide a remedy. 7 

They went into the wilderness, improved these lands, brought them 
to a high state of cultivation, and unless we interpose they are to be 
turned off under a decision of the ie Court and be without remedy. 
Surely we should give a remedy. It is equitable in the highest sense. 


Every man who cares about the Government having a character for 
honesty should vote for the bill. It only asks relief for such persons 
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and their grantees, heirs, and devisees or assigus as under the homestead, 
pre-emption, or other laws have settled on these lands. 

I hope since our friend from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD] has come out 
under such adverse circumstances ea to a severe injury received 
by Mr. LAIRD in a recent accident] we give him a fair hearing. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, if I may have attention I think I can 
explain this matter in two minutes so that the House may understand 
the case with a little more exactness. 

This grant was made in 1866. Nothing was done with reference to 
it by the railroad company until 1870. The t was of alternate 
sections of land for ten miles on each side of the railroad to be located. 
The railroad company filed its map of the definite location of its line 
on the 25th of March, 1870, in the Interior ent here in Wash- 
ington. No notice was given of that filing to the people in the West 
until the 13th of April of the same year, and between those dates—the 
25th of March when the map was filed and the 13th of April—some two 
or three hundred settlers went in there and made entries of these lands 
at the local land office. 

The question was then presented whether the settlers took title to the 
lands by going upon them before they had notice, or whether the rail- 
road company took the title from the time its map was filed here in the 
Interior Department. When the question was presented to the Interior 
Department the Land Office decided that the settlers were entitled to 
the lands and entitled to hold them. Accordingly the settlers, some three 
hundred of them, went on and made their improvements in good faith, 
and the matter remained in that condition until 1880, when a grantee 
of the railroad company brought suit, claiming that the railroad com- 
pany took title from the date of the filing of the map. The case is that 
of Van Wyck vs. Knevals, reported in 16 Otto, and the Supreme Court 
decided that the railroad company took title by and from the filing of its 
map, without regard to notice. 

Now, this bill simply proposes to make good to the two or three hun- 
dred settlers who settled upon these lands in good faith the amount 
of money that they had to pay to in the railroad title, not exceed- 

ing $3.50 per acre—an act of 2 that commends itself to every 
honest man, [Applause. 

Mr. HOLMAN obtained the floor, but yielded to Mr. OATEs. 

Mr. OATES. Mr. Speaker, the facts of this case have been succinctly 
stated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. Within the nine- 
teen days between the two dates he has mentioned some three hundred 
entries vere made of these lands. This is simply a case where a grant 
had been made to a railroad company, and these settlers went in and 
made entries and located upon the lands. Subsequently the grantee 
company brought suit against these parties for the lands, and they were 
forced to enter into a compromise, and they paid, some of them, $3.50 
an acre, and others that have not been sued are given the W 
of paying $3.50 an acre to compromise, and it is proposed by this bill 
to make that money good to these settlers. In other words, this bill 
puts the Government of the United States in the position of an insurer 
of its title. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It ought to be in that position. 

Mr. OATES (continuing). A thing which it has never been. All 

urchasers have been parearea. under the maxim caveat emptor, and 
ve been required to look to their titles. Now I think that as a mat- 
terof equity and justice the Government ought not to retain the money 
which it received from these settlers for these lands, but ought to re- 
fund that money. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr, OATES. Yes, sir 

1 A . ‘the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] 

k it is justice to pay back to a settler a dollar and a quarter an acre 
for forks , when he Senate improvements upon it worth perhaps two 
or three thousand dol y when the Interior ent 
has affirmed the validity of his title for fifteen 

Mr. OATES. I understand the case perfectly won but I think that 
is all the Government can afford to do. Ifyou commit the Govern- 
ment to the position of being an insurer of its title it will have enough 
to do at every session to make good titles that have failed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. If the Government should not doit I should like 
to now who should. 

Mr. OATES. It is a dangerous precedent. I know that it is a hard 
case for these settlers, and I would have the Government refund every 
cent of the money it has received from them for these lands; but further 
than that it can not safely go. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, in view of the facts now being devel- 
oped, it aana clear that this bill opensup as important a question as 
any we shall have to deal with for years to come—questions growing 
out of the grants of land made to corporations. 5 this measure stood 
alone, I should feel no hesitancy or anxiety about it; granting relief to 
those victims of corporate power and rapacity would i not of itself in- 
volve esp important results; Nc does not stand alone. Cases of the 
28 in every section of the land t on are co to t. 

ANDR transaction to that — — m the 
Des Moines Valley several years ago, and from e ee 
ent time instances of similar injustice to bona fide settlers of the same 


` 


to light and demanding the attention of 


character have been coming 
Congress. „n in in- 
numerable instances were claimed to be within the limits of a railroad 
land grant, and with strange uniformity the claim of the corporation 
has been sustained, and the settler with a patent from the United States 
for his homestead has been turned out of possession. The adjustment 
of the countless conflicts arising constantly between the settlers on the 
public lands and the railroad companies to which land grants have been 
made by Congress is pressing upon Con for attention as well as the 
adoption of a proper measure of relief for instances of injusticealready 
eee in Moe siemens of Dies oops 

me years ago George ey, of Iowa, came here asking Congress 
to do justice to himself and other settlers in the Des Moines Valley 
of that State. The old gentleman, with a patent for his land from the 
United States, land which he had enriched by years of labor, had, with 
many others, been turned out of house and home under wrongful acts 
of Congress for the benefit of a railroad corporation. He waited and 
waited until, overwhelmed with despair and a sense of the monstrous 
injustice done him, his mind gave way and he left here with reason de- 
throned—a victim of the remorseless Ba of a railroad corporation 
and the injustice of this Government. 

There are many cases of this 

railroad land mt and it is 


growing out of our 

cult to say 2 w fat the Government 
should do about them. A serious question is forced upon us, That 
the Government should refund the money received for lands must 
be manifest to every gentleman; but beyond that many difficulties 
arise. Homestead settlers made no payment, yet relying on the good 
faith of the Government have made valuable improvements on thei 
lands. I had hoped that a general bill covering all cases of this class 
would have been reported and properly considered at this session of 
Congress, and it is unfortunate that that has not been done. The Gov- 
ernment should at least do some measure of justice to the actual settler. 
I feel for one great hesitation in legislating on this subject. I think 
there should at least be a limitation confining the provisions of this bill 
to bona fide settlers. Speculators in the public lands stand on a differ- 
ent ground. And to that end I offer an amendment, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not before the House; so 
that the gentleman’s amendment is not now in order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let it be read for information. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair, before asking for objections, 
requests that the House come to order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent that before objections are 
asked for an amendment which I have drawn may be read so as to as- 
certain whether it is acceptable or not to the gentleman having this bill 


in . 

Mr. PAYSON. I hope that may be done. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks that 
proposed amendment may be read for information. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided further, That the a of this act shall 3 to net ual and 
bona fide settlers on the lands above specified, and who settled on such lands 
prior to the said decision of the Supreme Court bein yoy bo the title to said land; 
and shall only entitle e 1 to the compensation aboye provided for to 
the extent of the land so actually settled upon, not exceeding, however, one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, 


Mr. LAIRD. In the present temper of the House I am willing to 
accept that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
LAIRD] indicates his willingness to accept the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Indiana.’ Is there objection to the present con- 
iteration of the bill? 

Sixteen members rose to object. 

So the bill was not considered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SEN STE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 7584) 
for the relief of A. B. Montgomery. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of for- 
eigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of M. Gardner. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed joint res- 
olutions and bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 125) to provide for the expenses of the inau- 

tion ceremonies on the 4th day of March, 1885; 

A bill (H. R. 2623) to remove the political disabilities of Alexander 
W. Stark; and 

A bill (8. 2592) to provide for the sale of a part of the Bie ee sit- 
uate in the State of Nebraska, of the Winnebago tribe of Indians, and 
for other purposes, 
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THOMAS THACHER. 


Mr. POTTER. I desire to call up for present consideration the bill 
(H. R. 2483) for the relief of Thomas Thacher. This bill proposes the 
cancellation of several judgments of forfeiture obtained against a quan- 
tity of distilled spirits for alleged violation of the internal-revenue 
laws. The passage of the bill has been unanimously recommended by 
two successive Committees on Claims of this House and by various 
Government officers, including the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the bill be read before the debate proceeds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


e Be TMS the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to cause to be canceled and d of record a certain 
judgment entered on the 20th day of October, 1877, in the United States district 
court for the southern district of New York. 
States of America rs. One hundred and two Barrels of Distilled Peper seized at 


of Jan „1882 
America vs. Ten Barrels of Distilled 
Spirits seized at 12 Beaver street; and also a certain 4an nt entered in said 
court on the 17th day of January, 1882, in an action entitled The United States 
of America vs. Thirty-six Barrels of Distilled Spirits seized, twelve at 51 Beaver 
street, ten at 62 New street, and fourteen at 50 Broadway.” as well as the stipu- 
lations filed in connection with said judgments, signed by Thomas Thacher, 
ar the payment by said Thacher of all costs taxed or taxable in favor of the 

nited States in said actions, 

Mr. POTTER. I will sayonlya word or two in explanation of this 
matter, and then yield my time to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
OATES], who, as a member of the Committee on Claims, has had knowl- 
edge of this case. 

r. WELLER. Is it proper at this time, Mr. Speaker, to call for 
the reading of the report? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has no right to call for 
the in the five minutes allowed to the gentleman from New 
York unless that gentleman consents. 

Mr. POTTER. Judge Blatchford, who conducted the trial upon 
which these judgments of forfeiture were rendered, has certified, as 
stated in the report, that there was no evidence the claimant had 
knowledge of the fraud. The district attorney who had charge of 
the case on the part of the United States reported to the Secretary of 
the Treasury that he was satisfied there was no knowledge or complic- 
ity on the part of Thacher in any fraud. The Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue stated that Mr. Thacher, in purchasing the spirits in 
question, observed the ordinary care of the trade, and was innocent of 
fraud in the matter. He also states that in his opinion the interests 
of the Government will not suffer by relieving Thacher from the pay- 
ment of these judgments, and recommends that the relief be granted. 
The Acting Secretary of the Treasury, in a communication dated Feb- 
ruary 14, 1883, recommends the relief now p i 

I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. OATES]. l 

Mr. OATES. My knowledge of the circumstances of this case arises 
out of my membership of the Committee on Claims in the Forty-sey- 
enth Congress. Thacher, who was in the commission business, ob- 
tained from Saint Louis one hundred and thirty-six barrels of spirits, 
which were seized by the Government. It turned out that a fraud 
had been perpetrated by a prior owner, who made a false return u 
„Form 122.“ In the trial of the case, Judge Blatchford held that 
although Thacher was an innocent purchaser, the forfeiture could not 
for that reason be avoided under section 3451 of the Revised Statutes, 
the concluding language of which is “that the property to which such 
false or fraudulent return relates shall be forſeited. Under this stat- 
ute the innocence of Thacher could not prevent a judgment of forfeit- 


ure. 

The evidence is abundant that Thacher had no connection with the 
fraud, knew nothing of it, was an innocent party.- But owing to the 
peculiar phraseology of fhe statute and the construction it had received 
in the case of Henderson's distilled spirits (14 Wallace, 44), the plea 
that Thacher was an innocent purchaser was not available. Hence 
four judgments were rendered against him, aggregating $6,714. 

The object of the present bill is simply the cancellation of these judg- 
ments. The bill does not take a dollar out of the Treasury, but merely 
cancels these judgments, leaving this innocent man to pay $1,000 of 
costs, from which Congress can not relieve him. Heought by all means 
to be relieved from these judgments, which were rendered against an 
innocent man. The relief which this bill proposes to grant is recom- 
mended by the district attorney, Mr. Bliss, by the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, and by the Treasury Department. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate in favor of this 


bill has expired. ; 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to have the report read. 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2433) for the 
relief of Thomas Thacher, having considered the same, respectfully present the 
following report: 

The history of this case is as follows: 

This bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to have canceled and dis- 
charged of record a ju ent of forfeiture entered in the United States district 
court for the southern district of New York, October 20, 1877, against one hun- 


dred and two barrels of distilled spirits, seized at No. 72 Courtland street, New 


York; a judgment entered in said court January 17, 1882, against eighteen pack- 


ages of spirits, seized at No. 175 Duane street; alsoa ju ent entered in ssid 
court January 17, 1882, ust ten barrels of distilled its, seized at No, 12 
Benver street ; and alsoa judgment entered in said court 5 
thirty-six barrels of distilled spirits, seized, twelve at No.51 Beaver arava be at 
No. 62 New street, and fourteen at No. 50 Broadway, and to discharge the 
stipulation filed in connection with said judgments, signed by Thomas Thacher, 
upon the payment by him of all costs, taxed or pounds fag in favor of the United 
States in said actions, 

These spirits, one hundred and sixty-six barrels in all, were seized in May, 
1875. They were shipped from Saint Louis to Thomas Thacher, a commission 
merchant New York, who advanced to the shippers nearly the amount of 
their value, and made subsequent payments for e nses, &c., beyond the value 
of the same. The property was bended at a valuation of $6,714.85. At the time 
of the seizure the one hundred and two barrels were in Thacher's possession, 
the remainder were in the on of different parties, to whom he had made 
sales, and to whom, after the seizure, he had to make good the amount of the 


purchase-money, 
The principal portion, if not all, of these goods were consigned to Thacher by 


one Bensberg, a rectifier, of Saint Louis, who was reported to be “ one of the 
most daring and 8 operators in crooked spirits” in that city. 
The evidence in case of the One-hundred-and-two-barrel lot showed that 


the spirits were marked and stamped in the manner required by the internal- 
revenue laws to indicate that the tax had been paid, but the rectifier had, in 
order to procure stamps for rectified spirits, made a false return on Form 122 to 
the collector, that he had emptied these spirits for rectification. 

It wasa common practice in connection with the whisky frauds in the West 
for the rectifier to procure rectifiers’ stamps in this manner, for the purpose of 
stamping illicit spirits. Judge Blatchford held that the false Form 142 forfeited 
the spirits under section 3451 Revised Statutes, 
lication was made to the Secretary of the Treasury for remission of 
the forfeiture of this one-hundred-and-two-barrel lot. The judge, in the state- 
ment there of facts accompanying the petition, said that there was no evidence 
that the claimant had knowledge of said fraudulent document. 

The application for remission was rejected by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and a warrant of non-remission was issued October 5, 1877. . 

The judgment in the district court, in the case of the One-hundred-and-two- 
barrel lot, was affirmed by the circuit court and afterward by the United States 
Supreme Court (13 Otto, 679). 

he One-hundred-and-two-barrel case was made a test case, and after the fail- 
ure to obtain remission in that case, and the decision of the Supreme Court, 
jud nt was taken in the other cases under the same state of facis. 

The amount atian ents recovered in all the cases was as follows: 

In the one hun and two case, $3,890.56 and $250 as costs; in the ten 
barrel case, $483.37 and $250 as costs; in the eighteen barrel case, $884.73 and $250 
as costs; in the thirty-six barrel case, $1,456.19 and $250 as costs; total, $5,711.85. 

It was decided by the Supreme Court,in the case of Henderson's led 
spirits (14 Wall, 44), that the fact that the claimant was an innocent purchaser 
without notice of the wrongful acts of the antecedent owner constitated no de- 
fense to the claim for forfeiture. Henderson was an innocent and bona fide pur- 
chaser of spirits in a bonded warehouse, which he removed and paia tax upon 
without knowl of any fraud. Con afterward afforded him relief (act 
of February 17,1879). That case diffe: from the present one in some respects, 
and your committee do not consider that act as constituting a precedent which 
should necessarily be followed in this instance. 

The question in the present case is, whether the claimant Thacher is entitled, 
asa matter of equity, to be relieved from these judgments. : 

George Bliss, esq., the then United States attorney, in u letter dated August 14, 
1876, on file in the. office of the Secre! of the Treasury with the claim for re- 
mission, reported that he was satisfied that there was no knowledge or complic- 
ity on the of Thacher concerning Bensberg’s "crooked "’ business. : 

X. B. e, collector internal revenue, second New York dis: riet, reported tha 
he had known Mr. Thacher as doing business with his office for a long series of 
years, and had considered him a particularly conscientious man, did not 
think it possible that he could have had knowledge of any fraud at the West in 
connection with these spirits. 

Your committee consider this case a bard one. Mr. Thacher has been put to 
a good deal of expense; and to pay these judgments would be a severe penalty 
upon a man himself innocent of any violation of law. 

The Commissioner of Internal Revenue did not feel inclined to recommend a 
compromise of the judgment while the case was pending in the Supreme 
Court, a construction of the statute under which the seizure was made being 
deemed of importance. 

But considering the severity of the statute under which the forfeiture was 
made, and the fact that Mr. Thacher, in purchasing the spirits in question, ob- 
served ordinary care of the trade and was innocent of fraud in the matter, 
the Commissioner is now of the opinion that the interests of the Government 
will not suffer by relieving him from the payment of these judgments, and rec- 
ommends that the relief be granted. 

The Acting Secretary of the Treasury, in a communication dated February, 
E Aeria addressed to one of your committee, recommends the relief of Mr, 

er. 

In view of the facts of the case and the approval of the proper officers of the 
e your committee report the bill back to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


Mr. WELLER. I wish to call attention to the fact that this man 
Thacher took the consignment of this whisky from one of the most 
daring and unprincipled operators in crooked spirits“ in Saint Louis, 
showing by this report the fact must have been publicly known. And 
now he comes here and asks this court of last resort to strike a blow in 
the face of the other courts, in which he had all the remedy he was en- 
titled to. He had all the time, all the opportunity, in these courts of 
law, and might have gone into a court of equity if he had seen fit; but 
he failed to do that. After the Government, at a great expense, has se- 
cured this judgment, and he can not find any relief in the courts, the 
proper place to try this question, he comes to this court of last resort and 
seeks to have this judgment swept away and the Treasury depleted to 
this extent. I hope there will not betten objections, but a hundred, to 
this bill, as there ought to be. 

Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. WELLER objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those in favor of supporting the ob- 
jection to this bill will rise. 

More than fourteen members rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not before the House. 


DREGAS DEL LLANO DE LAS AGUAGES TRACT. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
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tting a report 
from the surveyor-general of New Mexico in the case of New Mexico 
private land claim No. 117, known as the Dregas del Llano de las 
Aguages tract; which was referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. : 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. I call up for present consideration the bill (S. 
229) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a public build- 
ing in the city of Key West, Fla. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to purchase, at private sale, or by condemnation in pursuance 
of the statute of the State of Florida, all the land that he may deem necessary, and 
cause to be erected thereon a suitable brick or stone building for the use and ac- 
commodation of the United States district and circuit courts, custom-honse, post- 
office, and other Government offices in that city, at a cost not exceeding $100,000, 
including the purchase of land; and the building hereby authorized shall be so 
erected as to afford an open ce of not less than fifty feet between itand any 
other building ; and the sum of $100,000 is hereby ea acc out ofany money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a — e herein mentioned : 
Provided, That no money appropriated for said building and lands shall be avail- 
able until a valid title to the site selected is vested in the United States, nor until 
the State of Florida shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over 
the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain owner thereof, 
for all except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of any civil process therein. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out, after the word directed,“ the following: “to at private 
sale, or by condemnation in pursuance of the statute of the of Fi all 
the land that he may deem necessary and in lieu thereof insert the following: 
“to select, of the lands owned by the United States in the city of Key West, 
Fla., a suitable building site.“ 

Strike out also, after the word “dollars,” the words “ including the purchase 


of land.” 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, this bill proposes to make an ap- 
protein for the erection of a Government building at Key West, 

la., the southernmost city of the Union. There is not, in my opinion, 
on the Calendar of this House & bill providing for the erection of a pub- 
lie building, nor has one been passed, more meritorious than this one. 
The necessities of the public business transacted at Key West, the se- 
curity and preseryation of the public records, the importance of the city, 
all demand that this appropriation should bemade. The Government 
owns no suitable custom-house there, no revenue office, no office, 
no court-house, and yet the customs collection in the city of Key West 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1884, was $320,457.02; revenue col- 
lection between $135,000 and $150,000; and the post-office receipts, 
even with the limited mail facilities of the city, were nearly $5,000. 

in the Forty-fifth Congress a bill providing for the erection of a pub- 
lic building there was favorably considered by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, but for want of time it was not 
In the Forty-sixth Congress a similar bill was considered and reported, 
but was not reached on the Calendar. In the Forty-seventh Congress 
the Senate passed a similar bill. This now is a Senate bill reported by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of this House, and I 
deem it unnecessary to consume the time of the House in saying more 
in reference to it. Not only a court-house is needed, but a post-office, 
revenue office, and custom-house. i 

T can tell this House from personal knowledge that the buildings in 
which the public offices there are kept are altogether unsuitable and 
inadequate. The post-office is a very ordinary frame building of one 
story; in fact, I may say it is but a shanty, and is a reflection on the 
dignity and character of our country. I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the bill, which has been considered and reported favorably so 
many times. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 229) to authorize the ry of the Treasury to erect a public building 
in the city of Key West, Fla., beg leave to report: 

The city of Key West is the la t city in the State of Florida, and a 
eign trade is ied on, particularly with the West Indies. That 
United States court, wh is held in a rented building without proper accom- 
modations; and that the ftice accommodations are insufficient. 

The matter of a public building at Key West has been urged in Congress as 
far back as the Forty-sixth Congress, and was then favorably reported, with a 
a limit of $125,000 as to cost. The necessities of the public ess make the de- 
mand still more urgent now. The present bill limits the cost to $100,000, 

The Government owns a site suitable for the location of the building; and in 
view of committee recommend the passage of Senate bill 229, with 
amendments as follows: 

Strike out, after the word “directed,” the following: “to purchase at private 
sale, or by condemnation in pursuance of the statute of the State of Florida, all 
the land that he may deem n x 
“to select, of the lands owned by the United States in the city of Key West, Fia., 
a suitable building site.“ 7 

Pneus also, after the word dollars,“ the words “including the purchase 
o 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What is the population of Key West? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Between 15,000 and 16,000. 

There was no objection, and the bill was brought before the House 
for present consideration. 

The amendments of the committee were adopted. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Imove, in line 10 of the bill, to strike out “finty,” 


House a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitti 


large for- 
t is the seat of a 


between the words than and feet, and insert forty.” 


and in lieu thereof insert the following: |- 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Permit me to say a word in this connection. I re- 
gret very much that my friend from Florida has not seen proper to in- 


troduce here the provision, which I have heretofore suggested in con- 
nection with these bills, touching the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury with reference to the approval of the plans, and limiting the 
cost to the amount appropriated for the purchase of the site and the 
erection of the building. After the former action of the House upon 
similar questions I do not feel justifiable in again insisting upon a vote, 
but express my regret that it has not been incorporated, since it is the 
only security we have that the appropriation will not be exceeded. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let meask the gentleman from Florida 
if he will not be willing to put the amount at $50,000? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. The difficulty would be that it would send the 
bill back to the Senate again, and might jeopardize its passage. 

The bill as amended was réad a first and second time, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. DAVIDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
= and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC -BUILDING, AUBURN, N. Y. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up the 
bill (H. R. 3343) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Auburn, N. Y. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted &c, That the Secretary of the Tréasury be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to purchase or otherwise provide a suitable site, and cause to 
be erected thereon, at the city of Auburn, in the State of New York, a substan- 
tial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and ac- 
commodation of the post-office and United States courts, and for other Govern- 
ment uses. The site, aud the buildings thereon, when completed according to 
plans and specifications to be previously e and approved by the ry 
of the T , Shall not exceed the of $150,000; and the site purchased 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in t buildings by 
an open space of at least fifty feet, including streets and alleys; and for the pur- 
poses herein mentioned the sum of $150,000 is approp: „out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no part of said sum 
shall be expended until a valid title to said site shall be vested in the United 
States, and the State of New York shall cede to the United States exclusive juris- 
diction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the 
owner thereof, for all pw except the administration of the criminal laws 
of said State and the — as of any civil process therein. 

Mr. PAYNE. If I can have the attention of the House for the five 
minutes I do not think there will be any objection to this bill. The 
city of Auburn has a population of over 25,000 people. The United 
States courts are held there, and it is the geographical center of the 
northern district of New York. We ask the construction of a court- 
house and post-office . for the use of the Government of the 
United States at that place. thé Forty- fourth Congress a bill was in- 
troduced having in view this object, and the Committee on Public Build - 
ings and Grounds, aſter an investigation of the matter, recommended 
the construction of a building to cost $250,000. This bill asks only 
$150,000. At that time the chairman of the committee, the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], addressed a letter to the Secretary of the 
Treasury in regard to the necessity of a building at Auburn, and re- 
paver 3 HOS T read. 

is founded upon a report made by the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury upon a personal examination and inspection of the locality. 
The Clerk read as follows: ; 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., May 8, 1878. 
Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your gd of the 4th ul- 


timo, inclosing copy of House bill 2430, Forty-fourth Congress, first session, pro- 
vi for the erection of a court-house and post-office E ARDEA N. 3 
q the views of this Department as to the propriety of the passage of the 


same. 

In reply, I inclose herewith a copy of a report made by the Supervising Archi- 
tect, to the effect that under date of March 3, 1875, an appro) ballen of $1,000 was 
made to cover the expenditures for pi g plans an ions for a 
building to accommodate the public officers in the city of 7 Sa Seto and that ac- 
cordingly he visited that city and found that the fice and United States 
courts were located in buildings totally unsuitable and insufficient to afford the 
necessary accommodations, and that plans have been made for a suitable build- 
ing, the cost thereof not to exceed the sum of $250,000, including the expense of 


5 
In consideration of the seeming necessity for the erection of a suitable build- 
ing at the city of Auburn, [am induced in instance to depart from the policy 
which has governed the ent in such matters during the past two years, 
and to recommend that an appropriation of $50,000 be made for the commence- 
ment of such a building. 
I am, very respectfully, 
B. H. BRISTOW, Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM S. Horas, be 


Chairman Commitiee Public Buildings and Grounds. 


Mr. PAYNE. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one minute re- 
maining. Unless some gentleman desires to be heard, in the five min- 
ie remaining in opposition to this bill, the Chair will ask for objec- 

on. 

Mr. COOK. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York in 
3 of the northern district of New York the Federal courts are 
now hela? 
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Mr. PAYNE. At Buffalo, which is about one hundred and fifty miles 
west, and at Albany, one hundred and fifty east; and there is also a 
circuit court at Utica and one at Rochester, in the northern district. 

Mr, WELLER. How far are these places, Utica and Rochester, from 


the point where this building is to be constructed ? 
Mr. PAYNE. Rochester is some eighty miles, and Utica perhaps a 
1 This is the geographical center of the district, as I have 


I PERKINS. And the courts have been established there, as I 
understand, already. 


Mr. PAYNE. sir; since 1814. 
Mr. WARNER, of hio. Do I understand thata United States court 
is held there now? 


Mr. PAYNE. Yes, sir; and has been since 1814. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the population? 

Mr. PAYNE. There are 25,000 people now, and it is rapidly grow- 
ing in population. 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask permission to insert an amendment, in line 15, 
by striking out the word ‘‘fifty’’ and ſorty, between the 
words least and ‘‘feet;’’ so that it will read at least forty feet. 

I demand the previous question upon the amendment and on the 
passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PAYNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


w. © MARSH, 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. ` I ask to take up for present considera- 
tion the bill (S. 1031) for the relief of W. C. Marsh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it ana geod co., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be 
authorized and directed to pay to W. C. Lung, of Tennessee, PA, the same be- 
ing the amount taken from him on or about ‘the 10th day of February, 1863, by 
the officers commanding the gunboat New Era, and turned into the Treasury of 
the United States. 


Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee. This bill passed the Senate and has 
been favorably anger | by the Committee on Claims of this House. I 
ask that the report be read 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the Senate report (by Mr. 
Dol), which is as follows: 


The by oye pal on Claims, to thon oath was referred the bill (S. 1031) for the re- 
lief of W. C. M. arah, reepeotfutly r 
That the said claimant, Will pie who was at the time a citizen of 
the United States and a resident of the county of Tipton, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, on or about the month of January, 1210 obtained e from the 
mili authorities at Mem: Tenn., to shipa Riga 7 — of cotton to Saint 
Louis, in the State of ee „and that in accordance w oh permi ission he 
shi his cotton—a teen bales—to Saint piegas d it for $3,500 
to took passage Siate currency hice convert wort plying batere the ettice of Gait 
on a regu rt pi ween the cities o! n 
e A . and started on his return, 2 emphis, to his home in 


Tipton County; that . said stenmer had N. a t at or near Island 
No. 10, 1355 the Mississippi River, — og was on or about the 10th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1863, the Fede: forces upon the ited States 44A New seized 


said pec aed aoa took charge of her and the m board, and seized 
and took the said claimant the sum of $2,054 in gold 8 which was taken 
to the city of Cairo, where the same was duly libelled by the district attorney 
of the southern district of the State of Ilinois in the district court of said dis- 
that the same at the time 

of the re was being transpo! from a portion of the United States, to wi 
the State of Missouri, to another "portion of the 
uly 13, 1861, “which libel was filed 


0 24 — fed January, 1804, the cause . 


feasd the said claimant a peared, by his procto: 
fi the 1 E apis libel to be true. “se it was thereupon ord 
ndged, and decreed b; the court that the iibeliant (the United States) have and 


er from $2, 
Stipula lation f filed in said cause, and that execution againstthe claimant 
a5 Jacob Burns, his surety, therefor. On the same day the claimant filed ao said 
court a petition praying for the remission of the forfeiture of said gold coin, and 
the district attorney having consented that the same might be herd, the court 
proceeded to hear the proofs in support of said petition, and ord that the 
8 of the decree of forfeiture should be stayed until the action of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury in the pr and to hear the evidence, and 
made the 1 dings of fact: 
First, That th t William C. Marsh, ees * man, unable to read 
or write, and that he 5805 and honest laborin 
rand That said M; 


Marsh was L gold coin home with him 
family in good faith, without any intention of fraud. 
he being ignorant of ony law; order, or regulation forbidding the carrying of 

nessee. 


coin into said State of 
Fifth. That said claimant Marsh isand ever has been loyal to the Government 
of the United States, and that while Tipton County, Tennessee, the home of said 
claimant, was under rebel rule, he persistently and continuously avoided giving 


them any aid or comfort, or in any way recognizing their authority, 


Resol 
fund of the House to ros widow of Frank W. Lynn, 


Sixth, No proof was taken in support of the libel or against the petition of 


the owner, 
S. H. TREAT, District Pins 
The tion and sett, having been presented to the Secretary of the Treas- 
oy the keting Secretary of the ‘Treasu: on aoe: — 1864, ——— ‘the fol- 
— — communication to wa Solicitor the Treas 
‘TREASURY ee April 30, 1864. 
Sim: Application has been made by William C. Marsh, of Tipton County, Ten- 
nessee, for the remission of a forfeiture of $2,054 in gold coin, seized at Island No. 
10, in the Mississippi River, and libeled in the United States district court for 
the southern district of Illinois, for violation of an actof Congress approved July 


13, 1801. 
of said 
ou will 


noooriingiy pease instruct the United ict attorney for said district 
Pat tia application for the remission of the fine facteiore te said case has been de- 
* Respectfully, 


GEORGE HARRINGTON. 


Acti the . 
EDWARD JORDAN, 1 — nm 
Solicitor of the Trea. 


ur. 

While the facts found by the district judge u ago the summary hearing of the 
petition for a remission of the forfeiture would seem to have justified the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in granting the prayer of the petitioner, there may have been 
circumstances which are unknown gp a 5 which render a strict en- 

Beg tars , necessary. Zoor committee 15 of the — 
equitably entitled to relief, and recommends that the bill 
be amended by strikin, ni out the words in gold Soin,” in line 5 of the bill, and 
that the bill as amended do pass. 

Before the Clerk had completed the reading of the report, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The five minutes allowed in favor of 
the bill Daro papire 

Mr. HOL I hope the balance of the report will be read. 
Mr. WELLER. I desire that the remainder of the report shall be 


read, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the time against the bill? 
Mr. WELLER. Yes, sir; although I favor the bill. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the 
Mr. WELLER (interrupting). So far as I am concerned I have 


heard SN THe 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let the reading continue. The five minutes have 
not expired. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Three minutes are still left of the five. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the rt. 
Mr. HOLMAN (interrupting). For myself I do not ask for farther 


he SPEAKER ro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bal? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Tennessee, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I rise to call up a bill for consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Rhode Island 
[Mr. SpoonER] is recognized. The hour provided by the special rule 
has expired. 

WIDOW OF FRANK W. LYNN. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. I present a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts. The ittee on Accounts, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution which I send to the desk, report it back with the 
recommendation that it be adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay out of the contingent 


ate an employé of this 
House, a sum equal to h SNET for six months and also th 


expenses, not to exceed $250, 

The resolution was adop ted. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT 3 to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PORTS IN WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. BRENTS, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 337) authorizing the Secretary ol the Treasury to establish a 
5 of entry and a port of call at Port Angeles, Wash.; which was 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

and ordei to be printed. 


RAILROAD LAND GRANTS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. ANDERSON, by unanimous consent, presented a resolution of 


the Legislature of Wer urging the passage of the bill to adjust the 
grants of lands to certain railroads doing business in the State of Kan- 


e necessary funeral 


sas; which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask that these resolutions be printed in the 
RECORD. They are very short. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 
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The resolutions are as follows: 


House concurrent resolution No. 10. 

Whereas the title to a vast amount of land in the different counties of this 
State is held in dispute between railroad corporations and settlers; and 

Whereas such disputed title has caused many vexatious lawsuits, feuds, blood- 
panned mats beers greatly bad the detriment of the prosperity and settlement of the 
counties so situated; a 

Whereas a bill is now before the Congress of the United States, which, if 
it is believed would greatly aid in adjusting these land titles: Therefore, 


First. Be it resolved by the house of rep: the State of Kansas (the senate 
concurring therein), That our Se rs be inst: and our Representatives be 
reque to use their best efforts to secure at the earliest day possible the en- 


actment of such a law as will afford the relief sought. 4 
« Second. Resolved, That the secretary of state be directed to forward copies of 
these resolutions, properly verified, to each of our Senators and Members of 


J, E B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the foregoingis a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 


my office. 
n testimony whereof! have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed my 
official seal. 

Done at Topeka this 12th day of February, A. D. 1885. 

SEAL. E. B. ALLEN, Secretary of State. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRATTON. A few days ago a resolution which I reported 
from the Committee on Printing was committed to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. It is a Senate resolution, 
authorizing the printing of 3,000 copies of the list of claimants on ac- 
count of French spoliations. I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be di 
from the further consideration of the report, and that it be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Printing. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. I move to dispense with the morning hour, and beg 
to state that at à certain time upon with the Committee on Ap- 
propriations I shall yield the floor to them. Upon that understanding, 
and with that agreement, I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

REPORTS OF UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 

Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 338) providing for the printing of additional copies of the 
sixth and seventh annual reports of the Director of the United States 
Geological Survey; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 

Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, also introduced a joint reso- 
Jution (H. Res. 339) providing for printing additional copies of the sixth 
and seventh annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnol- 
ogy; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 7 

MONOGRAPH II OF UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 
Mr. SPRINGER, by unanimous consent, also introduced a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res. 340) providing for printing the usual number of Mono- 
h II, of United States Geological Survey; which was read a first 
second time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered 
to be printed. 
WILLIAM M. GARDNER. 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask unanimous, consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of M. Gardner, with aménd- 
ments by the Senate, for the purpose of moving concurrence in the Sen- 
ate amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is a political disability bill. The 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. TUCKER] desires to move concurrence 
in the Senate amendments. 

‘There was no objection. : 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

In lines 2and 3 strike out M. Gardner“ and insert William M. Gardner.“ 

Amend the title so as to read, An act for the relief of William M. Gardner.“ 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. WILLIS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 
on the state of the Union (Mr. HAMMOND in the chair), and resumed 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pendi “eer is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], which the Clerk will 
again report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 927 strike out $2,800,000" and insert ‘ $800,000,” so that it will read: 

Impro Mississippi River from the head of the passes to the mouth of 
the Ohio River, including the n of the Red and the Atchafalaya 
at the mouth of Red River, and . thro 
the mouth of Red River into the Mississippi River: Continuing improvement, 
$800,000; which sum,“ &c. 


XVI——120 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 


ayes 25, noes 73. 
Mr, BAYNE. No quorum. 
TheCHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair will order 


tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. BAYNE, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS. 
The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 40, 


noes 114. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I will not insist upon the point of 
order. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The point as tono quorum being withdrawn, 


the amendment is not adopted. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr. Hiscock), as 
follows: 

In line 926 insert the following : 

But the mouths of said rivers shall not be rectified upon any plan that in the 


opinion of the boners River Commission will render it to build 
iar on the Mississippi from the said Atchafalaya River down the Mississippi 
ver.“ 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, when I offered the amendment a mo- 
ment since to strike out the lines in this bill providing for the rectifica- 
tion of the mouths of the Red River and the Atchafalaya, and made 
the assertion that those lines committed the Government to the build- 
ing and the perpetual supportand maintenanceof levees from the mouth 
of Red River down, I was told by some friend of this measure that I 
was mistaken. To meet that allegation I have offered thisamendment, 
providing that the mouths of those rivers shall not be rectified upon 
any plan which involves the buildingof such levees. Everybody knows 
that for the requirements of navigation there is no néed of levees from 
the mouths of those rivers down; there is plenty of water there; the 
navigation is perfect; and I have offered this amendment to meet the 
assertion which was made here on the other side of the House by some 
friend of this scheme that my statement that it would be necessary to 
build and maintain such levees was not true. 

I now say to members of this committee more than that; I say that 
this provision in the bill commits the Government for all time topay- 
ing the damages that may be sustained from the chance breaking of 
those levees or from overflow. It commits the Government to the 
maintenance of the levees at its own cost and expense, and obligates 
it for all time to e the owners of these alluvial lands from the 
discharge of water upon their lands on account of the closing of the 
mouth of one of these rivers and the opening of the other. I do not 
believe that this committee or that Congress is prepared to commit 
itself to any such policy, but I shall have done my duty in reference to 
this matter when I have so distinetly brought the question into this 
committee that every member can understand precisely the point upon 
which he is voting and the effect of the adoption of this clause of the 
bill without amendment. 

aoe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York has 
expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Thatismore stuff, asthis House well knows. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. ELLIS. I rise to offer a substitute for the amendment just pro- 
posed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Htscock], and I send it 
to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment (offered by Mr. ELLIS as a substi- 
tute for the amendment offered by Mr. Hiscock), as follows: 

Provided, That no portion of this appropriation shall be expended to repair 
or build levees for the purpose of rectatmalag lands or eee to lands 
by overflows: Prov: , however, That the commission are au! to repair 
and build levees, if in their judgment it should be done as a of their plan 
to afford ease and safety to the navigation and commerce of the river and to 
deepen the channel. $ 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, after years of consideration we adopted 
a plan for the improvement of the Mississippi River. That plan has 
succeeded, and the proofs of it are now visible on the river wherever 
that plan has been adhered to. A portion of the plan has failed, while 
another essential portion of it has been neglected. This bill brings 
back the commission, and restricts them to the original plan with per- 
fect fidelity. Now, sir, having chosen the plan, having chosen the 

ts to carry out that plan, why should we seek to fetter their brains? 
y should we seek to darken counsel by words without knowledge? 
Why should we seek to fetter the judgment of the men who are in 
charge of this work, having restricted them to the plan which has sue- 
ceeded, and which will succeed when adhered to? This provision con- 
tains the same language that was used heretofore, and it absolutely 
prevents the throwing of a single spadeful of dirt for private purposes, 
for the protection of private property, for the protection of lands from 
overflow. That is absolutely prohibited; but if they find it necessary 
for the of the channel of the river and affording ease 
and facility to the vast commerce that floats upon its bosom—if these 
purposes can be subserved by making higher banks, the commission 
are at liberty to do so. The amendment, I am sure, must commend 
itself to the ju t of this House, and I trust it will be adopted. 
[Cries of Vote! Vote!“ 
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Mr. HISCOCK. I move to strike out the last proviso in the substi- 
tute just offered by the gentleman from Louisiana e ELLIS], and I 
desire to say that the objection which I make to this clause in the bill 
without my amendment is that the clause itself commits this Govern- 
ment to the building of these levees. The Government would be legally 
obliged to build them. The moment it turns this immense volume of 
water into the Mississippi it assumes the liability of protecting the 
owners of the lands against overflow. That is the purpose of it. It 
does not depend upon affirmative legislation, but, on the contrary, the 
Government practically says to the people: We have increased the flood 
in the Mississippi River and we assume the liability of protecting you 
from the incursions of that flood. 

This scheme is concealed—I do not say it offensively—this scheme is 
concealed in the simple words of this clause, and therefore I say that 
no language that can be offered here limiting it will correct the evil if 
you undertake to rectify the mouths of these rivers in accordance with 
the plans which have been submitted by the Mississippi River Com- 
mission. 

The effect of it is to threaten the people upon the line of that river 
below that point with destruction of houses, vil and farms by 
flood; and the Government is compelled to step in and build these levees 
to protect those people against its own act. Ay, more than that, when 
damages have been sustained in this way the Government is bound in 
equity and honor to make compensation to the owners of those allavial 
lands for that da 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not appeal to the rules of this House but to the 
good faith of members. It was understood that only amend- 
ments intended to be substantial and only speeches in support of such 
amendments were to be allowed in this extended time. I do respect- 
fully appeal to tlemen on this floor not to vielate their agreement. 

Mr. WARNE of Ohio. I have not occupied a minute on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state no further amendment 
is in order until the ing amendment is voted upon. 

Mr. ELLIS. If House will allow me one minute I will dissi- 
pate the fears expressed by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WILLIS. I must object to any extension of the debate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the reading of the substitute and the pro- 

amendment. 

The substitute and arsendment were read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not care to press the amendment to strike out 
the last proviso. I withdraw it so as to let the question come squarely 


on the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN (having put the question on agreeing to the sub- 
stitute). In the opinion of the Chair the substitute is adopted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I call for a division. 

Mr. WILLIS. In order to save time I ask that tellers be ordered 
at once. 

There being no objection, tellers were ordered; and Mr. WILLIs and 
Mr. Hiscock were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 101, noes 63. 

So the substitute was adopted. 

Mr. WARN of Ohio. I now ask to have read the amendment 
which I send to the desk. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the substitute just adopted the follo : 
0 That no existing outlets through which the flood waters are carried 
off shall be closed.“ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, it will be admitted, I think, 
that the improvement of the nav: n of the Mi ippi River is one 
thing and care of the waters is a very t thing. I 
am in favor of the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
River, and I doubt not that jetties and revetments are valuable in the 
improvement of navigation; but I donot believe it is within the power 
of man to confine the flood waters of that gigantic river and keep them 
within artificial embankments. 

There was atime, and that within comparatively recent geological 
time, when the Gulf of Mexico was where New Orleans now is. At 
that time the surface of the Mississippi River must have been some six- 
teen feet lower than it is now all the way up to the first falls, and the 
bed of the river was then much lower than it is now. Extend the 
mouth of the river into the Gulf; build walls to hold the flood wa 
and the waters will continue to rise and its bottom to follow it up, 
you may go on indefinitely without being able to confine within your 
Artificial embankments the floods that will occasionally come. For this 
reason I am opposed to appropriations for the building of levees to con- 
fine the flood waters. If I believed the plan would be a success I should 
not object to appropriations for it; but I do not believe in the plan, and 
I do not believe that engineers at all upon sucha plan. I be- 
lieve in more outlet room for waters. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question being tuken on the amendment of Mr. WARNER, of 
Ohio, it was not to. 

The next am ent (by Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky) was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 923, 924, and 925 strike out the words “includi. 


the, rectification of 


the Redand the Atchafalaya Rivers at the mouth of Red River. 
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Mr.“ of Kentucky. As will be 8 Chairman, the 
e f n of the committee is to rectify the of the Red and the 
Atchaff aya Rivers. It is intended to carry out the Eads plan of 
up the utlet from the Red River into Grand Lake throngh the = 
alaya. Now, it is a well-known fact that when the floods come the 
Missisg pi River extends at least seventy-five miles wide. To talk 
about į osing up the outlet of the Atchafalaya means to build up a 
levee u | along the southern bank of the Red River. Is there any man 
from L uisiana who will deny that? 
Mr. | LANCHARD. I do deny it. 
Mr. | EWIS. I deny it. 
Mr. HITE, of Kentucky. Now let me read to these gentlemen. 
On Api 15, 1882, General Humphreys was before the Committee on 
Commi ‘ce, and I desire to read from his testimony taken at that time: 
AGAN. In determining, as you did, the necessity of extending the levees 
mouth of the Ohio to the mouth of the Mississippi, did you consider 
it was practicable or possible to retain the flocds of the Mississippi 
thin those levees? 
] iumeureys. Yes; that was the question. The object of construct- 
vé sand raising them to certain heights was to confine the river within 
erwise it would be a useless expen: of money. The great object 
| ty, see measurements was to determine the question how high the 
ald rise if all the water were kept within its channel, and the observa- 
tions w} 'e made because no one had any means of answering that question 


mn, And did you conclude that it could be done? 


1 HUMPHREYS. Yes, sir. ` 
AGAN. Did you contemplate the construction of a line of levees imme- 


| n the banks of the river or at some distance back from them? 
a. d eee be preferable to 
ees somé distance back from the river, leaving the local proprietors to 
the levees outside. 


AGAN. a poe m your plan for retain n the . the paved 
b channe! evees, contem; reverse levees along 
affı mts of the — within the abiuvial bed or did you propose to 


ise open? f 
u HumraReys. The affluents must be also. We contemplated 


leveed 
ugh, if I remember aright, we did not include it in our es. 
aire. You understand that the Red River is disposed to run into the 


entirely the Atchafalaya. 
we levee the Mississippi we shall 
the Red River and the other affluents for some considerable 


Gene il Humpureys. That would be for the protection of the country along 


those r rers. 
Mr, ¥ aire. Would that tate the raising of the levees on the Missis 
off by another 


necessi 

sippi? or would it be better to lead the surplus water there 

say down the Atchafala and levee that also—that is, would it be 
have a lel river with low levees, and the 8 itself with 

es, or to have all the water concentrated in one river with high levees? 

il Humenreys. I should not think for a moment of closing Atchaf- 

any of those natural How m that surplus water of the Red 

I don’t know, nor how much the banks would have to be raised by 


[He è the hammer fell. } 

The mendment of Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, was not to. 

The ext amendment (by Mr. HEPBURN) was read, as follows: 

After the word “river,” in line 926, insert: That no work shall be 
done ai this point that will make the improvement or increase of levees neces- 
sary or the banks of the River.” 

Mr. TEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, there are three plans which have 
been ¢ ibmitted for the rectification of the mouth of the Red River. 
One it rolves an expenditure of $10,511,000; the other involves an ex- 
pendii tre of $8,061,000. The plan favored by the commission involves 
an T mditure of $4,800,000. Ry this rectification of the mouth of 
Red H ver from throwing its floods into the Mississippi River is in- 
volved an expenditure in levees to make secure the present levees below 
Red R rer, assumed as in previous cases at two feet mean rise, of $2,872,- 
. | lo provide for the increased di 


raisin of grade, which, assumed as in a p ing case at one foot in- 
000. There are more than 
is mode, com- 
Lin, eg waters which now flow through the Atchafalaya into the 
Missis ppi. : 

Noy | there is certainly a reason for this. As it is, certain lands con- 
tiguot to the Atchafalaya are flooded because of this discharge, and they 
are oy ned by somebody and that somebody desires their protection, 
throuf 2 the diversion of the waters which at times flood them, at the 

+ of the Government of more than $4,000,000. 

tie e the hammer fell. 

„ BLANCHARD. commission has adopted no such report. 

Mr. HEPBURN demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 81. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 

The SHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. WILLIS. 

The ommittee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 15, noes 
116. | 

So { ie amendment was disagreed to. 

: The next amendment (by Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky) was read, as fol- 
OWS: | 
out the following 


Strik $ 
e for — ef Spin SAATA channel through the mouth of Red River 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to call the attention of the com- 


1885. 
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mittee to the fact that the effect of striking out these lines is to strike 
out the idea contained in this bill, that you must close up the outlet at 
the head of the Atchafalaya. The committee goes upon the idea that 
because Mr. Eads made a success at the mouth of the Mississippi River 
he can do anything he cg with the Mississippi River. Now, Mr. 
Eads never discovered jetties would be a benefit to the mouth of 
the Mississippi River. I read from the same document I read from 
a while ago, where General Humphreys testified before the Committee 
on Commerce in 1882 as follows: 

I was the first person to demonstrate that the use of the jetties would deepen 
Os Svat ae Ha Sapling OS Lee Hie Eat aie to get the facts by measure- 
ments, 

That same gentleman who told us that jetties would be a success and 
who urged their use and said they could be built at the mouth of the 
Mississippi River, that same gentleman, Mr. Chairman, utterly opposed 
the idea that the Atchafalaya should be stopped up. Furthermore, he 
contended that if you began to close up all such outlets as the Atchaf- 
alaya you would have to raise all the levees along the banks of all the 
affinents emptying into the Mississippi River from Cairo down, and if 

ou began on that system it would cost hundreds of millions of money. 
Why, sir, $150,000,000 is not an approximation to the cost of leveeing 
thousand Poe Both banks =e must beleveed as a con- 

uence of the tion of any su eory. 
u. DUNN. 8 money? j 3 
undreds and hundreds of millions of 


. Eads saddled 
upon this Government by 
tickling the flanks of the Mississipppi River, tickling the flanks of the 
banks of its affluents, tickling their flanks by bui 
on both sides, thus incurring an expense, as I have already said, of 
hundreds of -millions of dollars. 
Here the hammer fell.] 
he committee divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes 89. 
Mr. W. of Kentucky. No quorum. 
Mr. WILL I hope that point of order will not be made. 
a The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ean not avoid it. The point of order 
made. 
Mr. WILLIS. I appeal to the good faith of this House whether 
that ought to be done. 
The N. The Chair knows of no way to stop it. 
sen aoa ena and Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, were appointed 
as ti 
21 committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 24, 
noes 141. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment (by Mr. BoUTELLE) was read, as follows: 
Be ue lan (ort i peor meena laa 
of fed} River, pg coo ta 883 channel RÍ the mows of 
Red River into the Mississippi Hiver.” 
Mr. WILLIS. That has been voted on. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. Voted on three times. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. It is a curious coincidence the amendments should 
be identical. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 
Mr. BLANCHARD. The point of order has been made on this amend- 
ment that it has already been voted on. z 
Mr. WILLIS. It has been voted on within the last twenty minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. So faras the Chair knows nothing has been done 
except adding after the word river“ the pear emerson a ee by the 
gentleman from Kentucky ee and another addition to that 
by the gentleman from [Mr. ELLIS], and there- 
fore as at present advised the Chair would not rule the amendment out. 
Mr. The amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN], as well as other amendments, covered this same point. 
The CHAIRMAN. They were amendments which were voted down. 
Mr. WILLIS. I ask fora ruling whether the amendment is in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. As at present informed the Chair holds it to be 


in order. 
Mr. WASHBURN. If this amendment had been presented would it 
now be in order? 2 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is i the same as offered by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 
oo BOUTELLE. The Chair has ruled my amendment to be in 

er. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is precisely the same amendment offered b. 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock], and voted down. ` 

Mr. BLANCHARD. That is correct. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. If that be true, that the amendment is precisely 
the same, the Chair would sustain the point of order, and rule the 
amendment out. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the Chair to rule that my amend- 
ment was in order. è 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair ruled if it were not like amendments 


building higher levees | 4 
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already offered it would be received; but that if it were precisely the 
same as amendments already voted down it would not be in order. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know of anything a man on the floor 
can do but to submit. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. Submit then, and the Clerk will read the next 
amendment. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I should not think of appealing from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. 
The next amendment (by Mr. HEPBURN) was read, as follows: 
Poet — part of the sams herein priated shall be ded i 
=~ no sums a n 
the erection 5 situated on 9 — by the United States 
Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order that that amendment has 
been already voted upon. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That whole question has been voted upon 
by the committee and di of. 
Mr. WILLIS. And the substitute of the gentleman from Louisiana 
[Mr. ELLIS] was adopted by the committee. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I have not been able to hear the point of order 
the gentleman makes. 
Mr. WILLIS. The point of order is that this whole subject has been 
already disposed of. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I think if the gentleman will compare the lan- 
of this amendment with what has been voted upon heretofore 
he will find that they are not identical in any respect. 
Mr. WILLIS. I think the gentleman is mistaken ; my recollection 
is certainly that way. 1 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not recollect any case where a 
uestion pertaining to the levees on lands belonging to private indi- 
viduals has been considered. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. All lands on which the levees are con- 
structed belong to private individuals. 
Mr. WILLIS. It is well understood that they are lands belonging 


to individuals on the banks of that river, and that question having 
been already raised and voted upon covers this point. 1 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is impossible to find a inch of 
land down there that does not belong to some individual. This whole 
question has been disposed of already. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read a paragraph from the Digest 
in regard to this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Ifan amendment be proposed inconsistent with one already agreed to, it isa 
fit ground for T within the competence of the 
r to suppress as if it were order; for were he permitted to draw 
questions of consistence within the vortex of order, he might usurp a negative 
. modifications, and suppress instead of subserving the vo 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, therefore, that this amend- 
ment is in order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, there is, in my judgment, a strong 
reason Why Congress should not authorize the construction of levees 
upon the property of private individuals that has not yet been dis- 
cussed in connection with this bill. The Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, year after year, has asked for legislation at the hands of Congress 
by which they could condemn property upon which erections of this 
character may be necessary in their judgment or where it shall be 
found necessary to get material for the improvement. They say that 
extravagant prices are asked for such things. 

Ber DUNN. Was not that incorporated in the last river and harbor 

Mr. HEPBURN. I take it not, because the same demand for legis- 
lation is urged in the last report of the commission. They call atten- 
tion to their frequent requests on this subject. They call attention to 
the exorbitant sums demanded of them for brush, poles, and piling, 
which they find necessary to use in connection with their work, They ` 
say that they are at the mercy of cormorants all along the river; even 
the very men I take it upon whose lands the levees are to be built and 
for whose benefit they are undertaken they say require exorbitant y 
for such items. When it comes to the a istion of a part of there 
lands or property they make these eee cee and, as the com- 
mission say, we are completely at their merey. 

It seems to me that until gentlemen on that side of the House are will- 
ing to forget some of their notions about strict construction, and are 
willing to give the Congress of the United States the power to exercise 
eee eres min eee of this kind, eee 
with very poor grace aski extraordinary appropriations ſor 
the benefit of private individuals should be made 5 — the Treasury. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on the adoption of Mr. HEPBURN’S amend- 
ment, there were on a division—ayes. 36, noes 86. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE were appointed tellers, 
1 committee again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 48, nots 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 
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The Clerk read the next amendment (submitted by Mr. BOUTELLE), 
as follows: 


Strike out the entire paragraph commencing with line 922 and ending with 
Tine 988. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman in charge of 
this bill had not manifested so eager a desire to impede the expression 


of individual criticisms in regard to it I think some time might have 
been saved with respect to the very few remarks I desire to offer. 

My principal object in rising is to ask a question of the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], a member of the committee, who 
spoke on this bill when it was first reported to the House. I desire 
to ask that gentleman whether this improvement of the Mississippi 
River, for which this $2,800,000 is proposed, is a continuation of that 
system of work advised by the Mississippi River Commission to which 
he referred the other day as likely to cost $150,000,000, and which he 
denounces as a conspicuous failure, and to which he referred in the 
followin: ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Let me answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Allow me first to quote the language on which I 
desire to base my inquiry. The gentleman from Arkansas said 

They— 


The commission— . 

Tho caloniotion is a very pial one,end (nero a not io atty of thelt work R A UAT- 
antee that it will last twelve months. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iwas emphatic in condemning the depart- 
ures of the commission from the plan originally adopted for the im- 
provement of that river. And therefore we propose to introduce into 
this bill instructions that the commission shall adhere to the plan of 
improvement that were set forth in the first report of the commission. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I beg to state to the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas he now tells us something he proposes to introduce—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I do not to nit this commission 
to go on and spend the money in the line of their departures from the 

igi lan. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. 
on our desks and presented to the House. 
from Arkansas made this statement—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If you will read the bill it will answer you 
fally. Its present provisions are more stringent than we propose now, 
and we only relax this much under protest. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman made this statement: 


They can not point us to any experiments ih this 8 ſrom the original 
plan and from reason showing that it will stand twelve months after a single 


I am endeavoring to discuss this bill as it is laid 
And I find the gentleman 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And that is all perfectly true. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

The question being taken on Mr. BoUTELLE’s amendment, it was 
not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment, offered by Mr. WHITE, of 
Kentucky: 

Strike out lines 926 to 938 and insert as follows: 

“ Improvin, 8 River from the head of the 
Ohio River, $155,000; of which sum $80,000, or so mu 
— shall be used for the construction of a light-draught side-wheel steamer 
wi — attached, and of sufficient power to move from place to place; also, 
ten wing-dam barges, each one hundred feet in length, e to make a dam 
1,000 feet in length; also, a small light-draught boat to be in sounding and 
placing the barges in ition on shoal water, and placing the whole under the 
contro! of a thoroughly practical river pilot. The said sums appropriated to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of War.” 


Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order that that identical amend- 
ment was voted on this morning. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am glad my colleague has made the 
point of order. I desire to be heard on it. 

Mr. WILLIS. My only desire is in good faith to go on with this bill, 
and I must make the point of order on this amendment already voted 
on this morning. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not see where the good faith comes 
in, when an hour was taken this morning contrary to the agreement of 
last night. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask for a ruling. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the 
tucky on the left [Mr. WHITE] as to whether 


fered before. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to state I had a motion pending 
last night 

Mr. WILLIS. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I thought the gentleman would with- 
draw the point of order when I stated the facts as they occurred. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that if this amendment should be adopted we will, in all proba- 
bility, accomplish for the navigation of the Mississippi River with the 
small sum of $155,000 what is proposed, even if we still had Mr. Eads 
in the bill. Here isa communication froma river- which 


I shall insert under the leave, a letter from Mr. T. L. for- 
merly of Paducah, Ky., now of Memphis, Tenn., and a ical river- 


to the mouth of the 
thereof as may be neces- 


tleman from Ken- 
amendment was of- 


man, stating that with this small amount of machinery and with the 


small sum of $150,000 he can prevent the widening of the river, and can 
keep a navige channel through the whole year round. And we can 
save the millions of money which we have been sinking under your 
commission plan. 

Why, sir, think of it. The repairs last year cost two millions of dol- 
lars; the repairs the year before cost two millions of dollars, What has 
your commission done for the Mississippi River? And the end is not 
yet. We propose, if we follow this committee, if we follow your com- 
mission, if we follow Mr. Eads in any of these propositions—we propose 
to take millions of money; we 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky Has 


ired. 
Sirr WHITE, of Kentucky. This is the cheapest way to improve the 
navigation of the Mississippi River. 
The letter of Mr. T. L. Lee, referred to by Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, 
is as follows: 


Dear Sim: As the matter of improvement of the different rivers, and especially 
the Ohio and Mississippi, will be under consideration under different plans, I 
ask your aid in getting before the proper committee of Congress a plan of my 
own conception. It bears no indorsement from any river improvement com- 
mission or convention. I tried to reach Co through the aid of the river 
improvement convention which met at Saint Louis in 1880, but I suppose the 
pa was too cheap, and found a burial (like most economical ones have) at tbe 

hands of the committee to whom it was referred. I now ask that the plan be 
considered on its own merits, without the aid of either council, convention, or 
commission, believing that your honorable body are fully competent to deter- 
mine whether there is any merit init or not. You will have enough convention 
and commission business to dispose of anyhow. As you are aware, the difi- 
culty of navigation on the Ohio and Mississippi Rivers during low water is due 
to a great extent to the formation of sand bars; and to the removal of such ob- 
structions is what I desire to call your attention. The plan heretofore adopted 
has been to construct permanent and costly dams or dikes, These I consider 
failures to a great extent, as the — or wash occasioned such structures 
is too great, and removes the difficulty from the point in only to re-estab- 
lish it again below and near the point of removal. 

Dams and dikes are no doubt excellent improvements where shoalsoccur on 
firm bottoms, such as gravel, rock, &c. (such as the improvement now being 
made in the lower Ohio, at what is known as the Grand n, the. object being 
to prevent the main channel flowing among rocks where steamers can not go) ; 
but where sand formations are the only trouble, temporary means can be ado) 
that will accomplish the work, and at a very small cost com) with the pres- 
ent system, and leave no dangerous obstruction when the river is high, such as 
dams and dikes frequently prove. n 


The plan offered for your consideration is this, namely : 


Instead of building permanent dams use portable ones, constructed by means 
of es, en with gates attached, on the plan asshown e E drawiu 
by which during low water a dam several hundred feet in | can be fix 


atany pva pon in a few hours in any shape or angle that may be desired, and 
when a sufficient depth of channel has been obtained at one point, the dams can 
be taken upand removed to the next — requiring work; being once removed, 

in (such has been demonstrated in many instances 


n the whole apparatus could be removed toanother field of oper- 
ation. I have no doubt that many dams have been built which need never have 
been if this plan had been in use. A sand bar once removed may never occur 
again in the same place and shape, a fact well known to every practical river- 
man. Nature sometimes does the work herself, and many places that were the 
wos years ago are now no trouble, although no artifi means have been 
used, 

Being somewhat conversant with the cost of building boats and machinery, I 
0 it as my opinion that an outlay of $150,000 by the Government will be suf- 

cient to make a thorough aud practical test ot the plan. Should it fail (of which 

liances used could be used under the present system 

of work, except the dredge and gates on which might be removed if not 

serviceable. The whole cost to the Government (as a loss) would not exceed 25 
per cent. of the outlay. . 

Asan experiment, I would su; the construction of a light-draught side- 
wheel steamer, with dredge att: , and of sufficient power to move from place 
to 1 ten wing dam barges, each one hundred feet in length, enough to make 
adam one thousand feet in length, and a small light-dra t boat to be used in 
soundingand placing the bargesin position of shoal water, and place the whole 
under the control of a thoroughly practical river-man. 

It is well known to you, and to every one else who has paid any attention to 
such matters, that in many instances the ms to navigation caused by 
sand are not nerally of great length; sometimes less than one hundred feet, 
known as Start the sand to washing in such places and it goes very rap- 
idly. You will observe that by my plan you have the natural current, the force 
of the wheels of the steamer and dredge, all working in the proper direction. 
I vier hats would be a good idea to try both kinds of dredging, cylinder and 
water jets. 

I have seen the boats constructed by the Mississippi River Commission to 
wash the banks, and think a similar plan, with the use of my lever frame (used 
on the cylinder d ) to keep the nozzles fixed on the bottom as the boat 
moved over the sand, would induce very rapid washing and accomplish much 
toward obtaining a uniform depth of water. 

I believe on inv: tion it will be found but little has been accomplished to 
improve navigation Louisville, Cairo, Saint Louis, and New Orleans 
during the last twenty-five years, except by removal of snags and establishing 
lights, both of which are a great benefit to commerce. I have my doubts of the 
great schemes for improvement of the ee EA 

o 


I have no fears), all the a 


success of any of the present 


River, either by jetties or otherwise. If we attempt too much we ma; 
what is necessary, and by grasping at giant schemes lose what ‘ht re- 
sult from m and practical ones. Let us keep up our light- 
house system in most perfect id dams or dikes where we have 
firm bottoms,and use portable means where sand is the trouble, and we will 
find the rivers am to carry all we may uce,and not spend millions of 
dollars in yg Ae work up impossibilities. 

I bave tted my to some ve en, ve never 
had one to condemn it, and I might have procured a list of tioners in- 
dorsing it, but I claim is so plain and the so little to try it (in 


comparison with other schemes), that petitions, conventions, and commissions 


1885. 


are not oy ey so i I therefore submit it on its face value, trusting you and your 
associates in Congress may deem it worthy of a trial. 
Yours, respectfully, 


PADUCAH, Ky., Novenfer 21, 1881. 


The following is a communication from the War Department, with 
inclosure, in answer to a letter addressed to the Department by Mr. 
WHITE, of Kentucky: 

War Derarruest, Washington City, April 13, 1852. 


Sim: I have the honor to acknowl ems receipt of your letter dated the l4th 
ultimo, inviting the attention of the Department to a communication inclosed 
by you, containing the views of Mr. T. L. Lee, of Paducah, Ky., in regard to the 
im rovement of the Ohio and Mississippi i Rivers. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


T. L. LEE. 


reply to your request, that if the 9 finds in oe 12 of 
Lee anything worth recommend P hg nn — fs inform: I bog to invite 
your atten! to the inclosed report o nstant, — 5 the Chief of En- 


—.— pra poanie ap tang copy of a report from Maj. W. E. Merrill, Corps 
of the improvement of the Ohio River, from which it 
will be seen reap ET 1 ea of movable dikes or wing-dams Mr. Lee has been 
eee 2 both in this country and abroad. 
ry respectfully, 
JOHN Le baat ene ne 
Chief Cleri 
For the Secretary of War, in one, absence). 
Hon. J. D. WBITE, 7 
Of Committee on Commerce, House of Representatives, 


UNITED STATES ENGINEER OFFICE, 
Cincinnati, Ohio, April 5, 1882. 


— Fe . have 1 1 5 to return e letter of Hon. J.D. WHITE, 
member o! rable Secretary of War, ng the plan of 
ae a Py ate the Ohio and Mississi —.. g eg bey? 
indorsement dated and to make the following report: 
The use of movable . et for the removal of shoals * ancient, There 
are doubtless man use of which I have no record, but the follow- 


described and results Re obtained by using itare 
po of the These, however, may be found on plate 68 of Cous de 
Constructions nzin 28 Reibell (P; 18339-1841). 
On plated of the n of M.Minard (Paris, 1841) there is shown, 


the „ — another, somewhat similar, that was 
I S Naviention Intérie f De Lagrené (Paris, 1871), vol Z page 174, 

In a n ure o volume 

mention is made of a number of similar devices 5 having been used on the canal 
of La Somme, on the Burgundy Canal, on the n canal of Abbeville, and 

in the sewers of 2s 


wished to in deepening — Folens 
TEE hio. In ay. Bg 1 . to othe | $ 
ground expense attending its scale 
5 R$ a dikes that would be Tonuired if if “applied to all of the 
lower Ohio. 
> case that has come to my knowledge of the actual and r use 
of dikes is in R onthe Volga. I inclose herewith an account of 
these dikes, be m a letter to me from Mr. P. Michailoff, Russian 
uaintance I made in this city in 1376, he having 
I have taken the liberty of ake it real mor a er 
t — 


oothly, but 
am A no 
pany Mr. Michailoff’s 

mens in B ma 


seems to be as simple and as little like! 
5 y that Md be devised, but 1 am that it would be impracti- 
iy catch on the it on ee 8 the Ohio 3 of the snags and drift that would inevi- 


and on the back 
t in 1 of Russian rivers is the oo steadiness of the flow 


anicki says (Non-Tidal Rivers, 
“A second characteristic feature distin, es Russian rivers from the other 
rivers of E : they overflow their banks more rarely and at periodically 
fixed times. Most of them have only a Sada spring flood; during summer, an- 
tumn, awn winter A are aca rare an . small. 
s s 

r iner the a floods in i Russia the rivers fall to their 9 

— the or 8 


ves 


necessary 
pass AE and And the ocea it is aeo clear that the Volga is 


dikes. The 5 


other Russian 
be found in Non-Tidal Rivers, pages II and 12. It will be eee 


fers tothe same movable dikes of Yann Yannkowski that are shown in trac- 


Pte shake this review complete I have yet to mention two or three secondary 
processes, whose action is only auxiliary and temporary, such as dredging, mov- 
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able apparatus for contracting channels, the reticulated dikes of Engineer 
Yannkowski, K. 


* e — * * 


In regard to 5 contrivances of various names and kinds, trellis- work. 
basket-work, temporary movable gates, &c., designed to momentaril -sor ract 
the channels of rivers, when they are properly and hes carer to re 
moving bars, they can in certain places give incontestable results; but these 
sults are generally so small, so insignificant, and dependent on so many 5 
aoe circumstances that, in my opinion, no serious im ought to be 

given to any of these methods. They can only be employed when the water has 
nearly reacted its lowest stage, and when the bars are therefore e: and 
have already become troublesome tonavigation. It only requires a slight rise, 
a storm, some carelessness in placing the apparatus, a or —— a little 
too hard a knock from a boat or a raft, to disarrange them, and ey the 
additional oa thus obtained over the bar by the aforesaid con 

Rivers, besides, have more than one bar in their course, and 8 will 
always find in one. lace or another more than one troublesome point, and con- 
sequently a a few inches in depth at a small number of bars, and at 
comparatively stent cost,does not in reality constitute a complete remedy for 
the evil. Such machines, however, have a moral effect, if I may be allowed the 
— Boat-owners who have to suffer from low water on the bars complain 
less if they see that something is being done to relieve them. I know not how 
better to compare these means of temporary contraction than to the anodynes 
which a Age bays prescribes in order to quiet his patient until he can make a 

the disease and begin a really efficacious treatment.“ 

It is evident, therefore, that even in Russia opinions are divided as to the ad- 
vantages of movable dikes. 

Figure 1 of tracing No. 2 shows that at the — = the agen net je thece 
shown, the dike had to be 4,600 feet, or seven-eigh' of a mi lelong; while 
Michailoff’s letter shows that on the portion of the 8 — where this method of 
pted there are in use eighteen miles of diking five steam- 


—.— — 5 
same 


in Russia we = decide for — on the expediency of adopting 


system in this country. 
It is evident from this investigation that in the use of movable dikes or wing- 


dams Mr, Lee has been antici, both in this country and abroad; his 
device may be new, but as no drawings accompanied the papers I have no means 
of — dot an emt on on ane point, 


_WILLIAM E. MERRILL, 

= Major of Engineers. 

Brig. Gen. H. G. WRIGHT, 
Chief of Engineers. 


MINISTRY or PUBLIC Works, St. Petersburg, June 1, 1880. 
Dear SIR: A year ago I received your letter, your wish to have some 
information s the dikes and dams on the Volga; but since that time I 
give the information. 


have been quite ill therefore unable to desired 
shelley years there have been no constructed on the Volga. 
this was the failure of the fixed dikes constructed in u 
a from Tver to Rybinsk . Instead of fixed dikes the channel of the Vo. 
age «Bag hiogy tee 
obstructions TTT 


The most considerable 
— ogo and the moat of the river Tpke The works w. to give, 


. a channel depth of 3 feet 9 inches Rybinsk 
to the mouth of Oka, and of 5 feet 3 inches from the mouth of the Oka to the 
ponh ae wear 


This was attained by the use of floating rafts with movable dikes, the con- 
putin = * own on the inclosed No. 1. The dikes are dis- 


posed nes parallel to the channel, as is shown in figure 1 of tracing No. 2, 
And their effect is indicated in figure 2 of the same tracing 
Many shoals hyve aey aua og Taw effect of of these movable dikes. 
The annual o eee he ng necessary repairs 
removals is about 15 per cent, of thelr 
The engineers in these works n 


I remain, yours, very truly, 


Col. WILLIAM E. MERRILL 
United States Engineers, ‘Cincinnati Ohio. 


[The following, showing the opinion of General A. A. Humphreys, 
Chief of Engineers until 1879, is also printed by Mr. WHITE, of Ken- 
tacky, in connection with his remarks under the general leave to print: 


An outlet is intended for a waste-weir in floods only, and is not designed to 
wi its banks. Its oppo- 
al changed, and whi iy aria ficient water Taros flood arn 
ways uni and w. merely 7 nt r n 
as to keep the river within its banks, would raise the bed of tae 
and instead of lowering the floods below would raise them. roy this Fi thes sai 
it would do, because a river always carries an amount of sediment exactly pro- 
Lie eee to the 3 of its current, and if the velocity of that current was 
reduced sediment would be dropped and a shoal at once be formed. 
Shan as I have already explained, all the facts ascertained on the 3 
River disprove this dogma, Indeed, if it was true, and if a pote true that 
river bed — below the Bonnet Carré crevasse ed up feet in 1850 oe 
cause of crevasse, then the river bed at New Orleans yo t to have filled 
up completely to the top of its banks long ago, since it is determined beyond 
question by the investigations of General Abbot and myself that the river there 
in its low and least currents often has more sediment in its water than at 
much higher stages and swifter currents. 
. WAsHBURN. But I understood you to say that the Bonnet Carré crevasse 
did not shoal the main river below the crevasse. 
General HUMPHREYS. That is what I said. 
Mr. WASHBURN. And I understand you now in answer to Mr. Townsend-to 
seen ite opinion as to the effect of an outlet. 

UMPHREYS. No, sir; you are mistaken. “It is the mouth of the river 
that re am talking about now, two hundred miles from the Bonnet cre- 
— and what will take place there, at the mouth, when the outlet becomes 
the river. 

Mr. Wasuevry. I thought the point you were discussing was the effect that 
a crevasse would have upon the main channel below. 

General HumpHreys. That was the point, but the question now is the final re- 
sult of a great outlet. 
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Mr. Wasnnunx. But I understood you to say that the Bonnet Carré crevasse 
did not cause any change in the channel below. 

General Humpuerys. Yes; it did not cause any change at that point or else- 
where in the channel.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

The committee ine divided; and there were—ayes 2, noes 92. 


Mr. DEER of Kentucky. I make the tthata quorum has not 
voted. A proren that carries so many millions of do! to destruc- 
tion shoul considered by a quorum. 


The er porn n A quorum not having voted the Chair will order 3 


tell from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 


oe the gentleman 


amas, and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 
LIS. Itwas agreed with the Committee on Appropriations 
A Goce ocean A That time has now exp ; and in 


pursuance of the agreement I move the committee do now rise. 

The motion was et Marre the committee accordingly rose. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. J. G. CARLISLE) here assumed the chair after 
an absence of two weeks on account of sickness. His appearance in 
the chair was the signal for loud and prolonged bursts of applause from 
members throughout the whole House. 

Mr. HAMMOND that the Committee of the Whole House 

had had under consideration the bill (H. R 

8130) making ions for the construction, ir, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
reference of the bill (H. R. 8015) for the relief of Edward G. Pendleton 
be changed, and that it be referred to the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

The SPEAKER, In the absence of objection it will be so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the Oe e pet of considering the naval riation bill. 

i Mr. WILLIS ending that, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged mo- 
on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HurcHrs] 
moves that the House do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the of considering a gen- 
eral a jon{bill. Pending that the gentleman from Kentucky 
LIS] rises to a privileged which he will state. 

I move thatat6 o’clock p. m. to-day the House take 
a recess until 10 a. m. to-morrow. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put I desire 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] if he will consent 
2 11 o’clock to-morrow the committee shall rise in order that 

e House N 

Mr. WILLIS. Y. 

Mr. BROWN, “of 1 88 Mr. Speaker, with the understand- 
ing that there is to be an adjournment before 11 o’clock to-morrow I 
have no objection to the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 


Witts]. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] has 
so stated. 
The motion of Mr. WILLIS was agreed to 
Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which that motion was 


A bill R. 7584) for the relief of A. P. ; and 

À bill (H. R. 3258) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point between Stillwater 
and Taylor’s Falls, Minn. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the tleman 

from New York [Mr. OTALA, that the House resolve into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
of considering a general appropriation bill. 
Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, before that motion is put I desire to 
make a suggestion in relation to the discussion that is to take place on 
this bill. I wish to s t that when the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state ef the Union we go on with the 
reading of the bill—not the first part of it, the 1 of which may 
be with—that we go on with the of bill until we 
come to that part relating to the increase of the Navy, and have the 
general debate at that time. I think that plan will facilitate the dis- 
patch of business this evening. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, there is no reason that I am aware 
of why we should depart from the usual course with reference to this 
bill. There is no disposition on the part of the committee to abridge 
debate beyond the necessities of the session. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the gentleman from Penn- 
nika [Mr. RANDALL AETI S me remark that I am not saying any- 
0 eee te or extending it because, so far as I know 
(speaking for myself and some others on r oo of the House) we do 
not desire to prolong debate. I am as to 
FCC e 
I have suggested e go on and read the bill up to that point, and 

ea, {tei et throu the general debate as rapidly as le. 
Mr. Speaker, I think general debate better be- 

gin me yor 


The SPEAKER. There seems to be objection to the suggestion ot 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 


Mr. KEIFER. I am sorry for it. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the point of order 
on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order has been reserved. The ques- 
a is on the motion of gentleman from New York [Mr. HUTCH- 
INS 


to. 

The House acco resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House = the * Mr. F 
proceeded to consider i making aj tions 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 


purposes. 
Mr. HUTCHINS. I mae semaines consent that the first reading 


of the bill be dispensed with 
The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection it will be so ordered. 


F I should an hour. I now ask 
that the be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


presentin: i 
tigna foe the navai srvice forthe fica ear ending — tho 


set Di and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. The !. rn ae: ilk is bane’ will by Sena on pages 103 to 116 
The latter tion was agreed of the Book of and aggregate .50, not includ! ui, 
eg > which is pa; io eae oa fand, of which sum thero is epecically 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. accompan $13,515,837. together with for 
the asylum, which is from pension - 
Mr, PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 64387 less than the Appropr a lang for LIke purndege forthe cure fsa’ seat 
or age aig esa cpr eee Soy eee ee He miewne eee Risen 8 thereof, makes an for the 
when T 
A bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of William M. Gardner; mondod — ible showing in deta „ 
Estimates, Recom- A ria | E Aitu: 
Naval establishment. 1888 de. 1986, ans das | sa 
Pay of the Na ae ee e aa $7,305,780 00 | $7,315,780 00 | $7,292, 605 00 $7, 266, 351 85 
Contingent of the Navy. 100,000 00 20, 000 00 20, 000 00 113, 804 92 
Increase of the Na | 15,071,572 62 (*) 2, 205, 100 00 1, 839, 266 75 
Navigation Bureau of 130, 000 00 87,500 00 87,500 00 103, 064 30 
Civil establis! of Na 6,000 00 5,000 00 5,000 00 4.854 54 
Contingent, Bureau of Navigation. . 5, 000 00 4,000 00 3,500 00 4,306 93 
Ocean 6 of Navigation.. 20, 000 00 7,106 91 
Survey of coast of Mexico, Bureau of Navigation. 10, 000 00 2,230 80 
Com testing or nt fo of Navigation.. 7,000 00 — 
Pub on of professional 12,000 00 |, —f 
Naval-war . Bureau ty 5 13. 000 00 be 
Q: ordnance stores, —— yz Q 856, 715 00 74 
Civil 1 Bureau of Ordnance... 11.217 25 67 
Contingent, Bureau of Ordnance 5,000 00 39 
Repairs, Bureau of Ordnance... 16,000 00 79 
Torpedo Corps, Bureau of Ordnan 115,000 00 A 
Ejulpment and recruiting, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting. 896, 000 00 lit 


* By section 2 of the bill an indefinite sum is eee pa increase of the Navy. 
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Table showing in detail the estimates for 1886, &c.—Continued. 


N. Appropria- | Expenditures, 
Naval establishment. 5 eels. ay 
=< 

Civil establishment, Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting. $18, 251 75 $9,000 00 $9,000 00 $ $3,837 05 
— — of Equipment and Recrui 20, 000 00 15,000 00 10,000 00 17, 349 OF 
on and recruiting, Bureau of 35,000 00 30, 000 60 25, 000 00 86,503 05 
Maintenance of yards and Bureau of 425, 289 00 200,000 00 200, 000 00 208, 470 55 
Civil establishment, Bureau of Yards and Docks 45, 929 75 24,000 00 24,000 00 23,979 42 
—— nt, Bureau of Yards and 25, 000 00 20,000 00 15,000 00 19, 115 71 
Med department and civil establishment, Bureau of Medicine an 60,000 00 60,000 00 60,000 00 51,173 91 
8 Bureau of Medicine and Surgery. 25,000 00 25,000 00 25, 000 00 10, 188 21 
Repairs, Bureau of Medicine and Surgery. 20,000 00 10,000 00 10,000 00 18,595 56 
Naval hospital fund, Bureau of Medicine and pr gt Ge 30,000 00 30, 000 00 30,000 00 29, 868 04 
Provisions for the Navy, Bureau of Provisions an 1,275, $40 62 1, 085, 000 00 1, 100, 000 00 1,057,202 77 
Civil establishment, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing. 12, 411 50 6,000 00 6,000 00 5,979 94 
Contingent, Bureau of Provisions and Clothing. re 60,000 00 50, 000 00 35. 000 00 30, 803 40 
Construction and yo Bureau of Construction 1,750,000 00 1, 400, 000 00 1,000, 000 00 1, 353, 303 46 
—4— establishment, Bureau eee and Reda $2, 858 75 20,000 00 20, 000 00 17,022 36 
m- machinery, Bureau of Steam-Engineering........ 1, 000, 000 00 950, 000 00 *780,000 00 1,063, 744 19 
Ore establishment, Bureau of Steam- 8 17,317 25 10,000 00 10,000 00 9,025 56 
Contingent, Bureau of Steam-Engineering.. 1.000 00 1.000 00 1.000 00 505 75 
Pay of Faval c 102,525 45 98, 829 45 98, 856 09 97,789 9 
Repairs and improvements, Naval AGAS 21,000 00 21,000 00 21,000 00 21,000 00 
Heating and lighting, Naval AST — 17,000 00 17,000 00 17,000 00 17,000 00 
Contin t, Naval 3 ase. 45,500 00 44, 400 00 44, 400 00 44, 391 75 
Pay of Marine Co 670, 842 00 649, 642 00 650, 075 00 633,756 15 
Provisions, clothing, miscellaneous, and contingent, Marine Corps.. = 264, 848 56 219, 686 50 220, 436 50 215, 187 20 
‘Total naval establishment. , 555,899 50 | 13,575,837 95 | 14,980,472 59 | 715,409,108 12 
Naval asylum, Philadelphia, Pu., Bureau of Yards and Docket. 98, 111 00 60, 067 00 59, 813 00 59,813 00 


* Also $140,000 reappropriated from unexpended balance for the monitors. 

tIn addition to the expenditures for 1834 on account of the enumerated items estimated for T886, there was expended from the appropriation of General Ac- 
count of Advances" during 1884 an excess of expenditures over adjustments of $588,004.56, which, when the accounts are adjusted, will be added to the yarious 
9 for which payments were made. 

{Payable from naval pension fund. s 


New 1 tion of a general character is contained in the bill, asfollows : embrace their conclusions and recommendations thereon in their report on said 
¢ ran The President bot the — States is hereby authorized 8 classes of vessels to the President, for transmission to Congress. 
appoin! a board to consist of three civilians, who shall be skilled in naval archi- “ 
crane th lom 2 8 Vers. jo eat class recommended by the board to rade 9 built, if the 


VCC of captain, one n naval constructor, and the terial an oe by the Secre of the N. with 
tei aoa t States, b; ntract b. 
— 755 naval engineer, with the Secretary of the Navy as the seventh member | the lowest responsible bidder’ to bo awarded after due advertisement inviting 


nd ent of said Is therefor; and such contractor shall execute bond in 
board shail meetin 4 — — 8 within thirty days pecqor reap to their | and with such security as the Secretary of the Na shall fix and approve — 
9 and, anso b viagh and cause to be printed and sent | the faithful execution of the contract. The material used in the construction 
to all ex-Secretaries of retired officers 


of the line and said vessels shall bjected to such tests Secre 
staff of the Navy, to fo prominent shipbuilder marine and naval architects, engi- pre eg and said —— shall be built 0 oe . 
neers, and others interested ciroular for such sugges- | The board shall have authority to employ such experts, draughtsmen, and 
tions, advice, PC thin such time as clerical assistance as it may deem The pay of the eivilia n members 
board may fix, in relation to the types of war vessels necessary for an ade- of the board shall be $10 cod taal caval veling expenses; and the pa; — 
avale naval ishment for the United States. its rene aie shall be pod thay 4 is fixed by law in the neat Depe Department faa 
a scar terre on receipt of a es eee eee eee subject | services. necessary money to pay the expenses of the board 
and, on poe mans by the President, shall cause extensive notice to begiven call- and for the bai building of the vessels as 5 al ono yn ie bes 1 oe Teny ba 


ing on marine architects, engineers, inventors, and others — in the art of . 5 the United states bya 3 pay ope 


designing and N of war for competitive of to be detailed therefor by the of the 

vessels as in the the board should be first * lor. by the Secretary 

to consist of the opinion o and working plans, drawin; specifications, an and esti- The provisions of this section shall orig e after the passage 
rom py as ee by suitable builder's models, to be presented within a cer- of this * z D $i A T 

$ “tthe board shall fairy and equitably considerand determine the relative mer- “Src. 1 That no e whose name is borne on the retired- list of the Army, 
its of the various designs so presented for competi „and shall | Navy, or Marine Corps shall hold position in the civil service or other Fran Ak 
make avrards forthe sume foreach ofthe Glasses of v not four, ment of the Government, and draw the salary or compensation 

that may be deemed worth — 5 adoption for the service. rthe best of each with his pay as a retired officer of the Army, Navy 27 Nerine Gens: Priided, 
class accepted by the board the award shall be $10,000, and r 57 officer accepting a n in the civil service or other 


000. 

“The board shall complete its work and report to the President on or before | the salary of such position or in lieu to retain his as a reti 
the Ist day of December, 1885, all plans it may deem worthy of notice, and full | vided furiher, That the restrictions of this section si not apply to any officer 
be treat ry Le of all its acts and awards, for transmission to ae with such | below the rank of major in the Army or Marine Co: or commander in 
recommendations as he may deem advisable; and said board shall also consider | Navy who has been retired by reason of wounds received in service, or to 
whether the five unfinis monitors are suffering from their present incom- | retired officer of the Army, Navy, or Marine Corps designated by law to 
plete condition, and whether they should be completed and armed, and shall | form civilian duty.” 


Appropriations for, and balances on account of, pay of the Navy, July 1, 1876, to January 1, 1885. 


n ` | Aladde Ge- Bal Liabilities at 
lidated Balances A ava 0 ances 
under act of | July 1, each Lene each | tal balances | June 20, each each Sorted) 


une 20, 
' year, fiscal year. and a year. 
1874 8 2 8328 estimated, 


26 
086 26 
086 26 | $6,750,000 00 | ` $6, 808,086 26 13, 424 98 |. 
424 98 | 7,365,592 12 7,379,017 10 599, 788 19 |. 
788 19 6,868,275 00 7, 468,063 19 209,819 70 |. 
819 70 | 6,768,275 00 | 6,978,094 70 1,897,400 78 
400 73 | 6,965,075 62 8,362, 476 40 1,747,521 73 
521 73 7,078,650 00 | 8,826,171 73 1,629,067 75 
067 75 7,236, 980 00 8,866,047 75 | 2,051,072 59 
072 59 7,133,980 00 9,185,052 59 2, 182, 550 75 
550 75 3,566,990 00 5,749,540 75 2,817,081 36 


1912 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 19, 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 23, 188. 
rmation, a statement 


act of Congress of August 5, I the number on the list at present, and the num- 
ber yet to be red 
The several es omitted from this statement were not affected by the op- 


a of the act above referred to. 
ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
WM. E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. Saucer J. RANDALL, House of Representatives. 


[Navy 22 Washington, January 19, 1885. Eusigus on this list have 
been omitted. —.——5 allowed by law, seventy-five. Act of June 26, 1884, con- 
solidated two Raley The number of senior ensigns, were that grade still ex- 
tant, would be eighty-two. 1 


Allowed under act 
| Yet to be reduced. 
e r r ed eae aS beet ae here Pia ce a eed Le a 


sssSBSSSA Janes. | August 5, 1882, 


snasgüszsdagen⸗ | On tist at present 


SA SAH 


Mr. LONG (interrupting the reading). I presume it is not necessary 
for the Clerk to read that portion of the report which merely recites 
provisions contained in the bill, as they will be read when we come to 
consider them. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I will not ask for the further reading of the re- 
port, as I presume every gentleman has a copy of it before him. 

Mr. KEIFER. Having had some consultation with gentlemen on 
the other side, I desire to renew my proposition that by unanimous 
consent we now proceed to the consideration of the bill under the five- 
minute rule, di ing with general debate upon the bill in 
but that when we come to the part of the bill relating to the increase 
of the Navy we then have discussion on that proposition in the nature 
of general debate for two hours on each side. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I the gentleman refers to section 2. 

Mr. KEIFER. I employed that general expression to indicate sec- 
tion 2 of the bill. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. For my part I have no objection to that arrange- 
ment, this side of the House taking such portion of the two hours as 
may be deemed p proper, and two hours being allowed to the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 23 of the gentleman from Ohio is 
that this bill be now read paragraphs under the five-minute rule 
until section 2 is reached, ae pot Foon cask section general debate be had 
for two hours on each side. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee rose informally; and Mr. BAGLEy took the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

Several messages from the President of the United States were com- 
municated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed the bill 

(H. R. 7131) to authorize suits for damages where death results from 
the wrongful act or neglect of any person or corporation in the District 
of Columbia. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. 
The Clerk read-as follows: 


For the completion and test of two breech- — rifle cannon of the larger 
calibers now in course of construction for uem Na carriages and ammu- 
nition for both, $80,000: Provided, That the test be conducted as follows: 

With battering ; for two hours, and under the most rapid continuous rate 
of firing, as near as may be like the conditions of a hotly-contested battle; then 
with the service charge not less than five hours. , Withample notice 
POT recep ewer Loo Sd mong le eee nse pe mere 
preliminary pre ion ness ures money 
on all other naval cannon of and above said Aa ositber — ae this public 
test has terminated. And all the factsand incidents of the test be reported 
to Congress by the Chief of the Bureau of 7. deer made ag 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I am instructed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to submit the following amendment: 


After the paragraph pr read insert the following: For completing a 6-inch 
wire-wound gun, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CURTIN: Ioffer the amendment which I ask the Clerk to read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
For testing American armor made of American material, $25,000 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I reserve a point of order on this amendment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Chairman, I propose this amendment with the 
expectation that it will be accepted as proper by this House. I do not 
know of any line of discovery or any practical results depending upon 
the ingenuity of man in which the American people are not equal to 


those of any part of the world. We propose to build a navy; and I 


sincerely trust that the incoming administration will be committed to 
the propriety of such protection to this great country. But I propose 
we shall build that navy here, and build it of material manufactured 
in the United States. 

We have been buying our armor-plate abroad at immense cost. We 
make to-day a better steel than is manufactured in any part of the 
world. If you will call at the Ordnance ent the officers will 
erya this is the fact. And we can make it cheaper than it is made 
a f 

If we are to build a navy of iron-clad ships, and make them all at 
home, we make our navy popular. And i War, with its calamities, 
should ever come upon this country, we shall demonstrate to the world 
that we are equally prepared for defensive or offensive warfare. 

Mr. , the American people have never failed to assert their 
ingenuity and energy and power or their valor upon land and sea. In 
1812-"13 * improvised a navy with which they fought upon the 
high seas. Our history is illustrated for all time by the heroic conduct 
of the officers and sailors of that Navy; and when the Army surren- 
dered in Canada and the Capitol of this country was burned, the Navy 
fought this nation into consequence. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we commenced the late war with muskets 
loaded at the muzzle by ramrods—many of them flint-locks. We in- 
troduced as the first step in progress the Springfield rifle and the Snyder 
rifle; and at last we gave to the world the Winchester rifle. The guns 
we thus introduced were adopted by the other nations of the world. 
Following our example, Germany, in 1866, in her great war with 
Austria, sueceeded by the superiority of her arms; and in the late war 
between Russia and Turkey, where the Russians failed to take the 
Turkish forts, the Turks resisted the assaults with American guns. 

Mr. in three hours down here in Hampton Roads we revo- 
lutionized naval warfare for all the world. The Merrimac and the Mon- 
itor taught all the nations that they could only engage in warfare upon 
— sea with iron-clad ships. But we stopped there. Foreign nations 

ved on the eee we set them. 
teens the hammer fell. ] 
r. ELLIS obtained the floor, and said: I yield to the gentleman 
fom Ivania. 


Mr. CURTIN. Foreign nations improved on what was developed 
from the brain of the American people, until at last they have navies, 
while we have 3 that can contend with them on the high seas or 
in domestic deſense. There is no man in this enlightened presence who, 
if he has read the condition of things abroad, the unrest in E the 
coalitions there forming, does not fear (if he is not convinced) that there 
is a war impending which may shake the commerce, trade, and civil- 
ization of all the world. 

If such a calamity should fall on humanity this t nation should 
be prepared to take her part, if in the providence of God she should be 
own into any such contest, and we should be prepared for it. 

when in the history of this wonderful people has there 
ever ie a discovery or improvement in machinery, in art or science, in 
the world where if you invite capital and enterprise and ingenuity the 
American mind is not equal to it. I, sir, amin favor of building a navy 
that will be formidable in war, respected in time of and equal 
in its character and force to the dignity and power of great le. 
I offer that amendment that we shall satisfy the world if we do build 
a navy we will do it here with American capital American ingenuity, 
and American material. [Applause. ] 

Mr. TALBOTT. Did the 3 have in view the deflective ar- 


mor invented by Mr. Clark? 

Mr. CURTIN. No matter what kind; my amendment includes that 
as well as all others. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to strike out the last word. Idonot desire, 
Mr. Chairman, to prolong the debate on this subject. I wish to say, if 
this bill as a whole should be adopted and become law, it is highly im- 
portant the amendment of the ed gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania should prevail. Now, later on I hope to be able to give the rea- 
sons why I am not in favor of certain portions of the bill which provide 
for the construction of certain vessels for the United States Navy out of 
American material and in the United States, yet I wish now to say I 
am in favor of the construction of a navy for the United States, one 
which will be ample and a needful one, that will meet the requirements 
of the country, and I am in favor of that Navy being constructed of 
American material and in the United States. 


Mr. CuRTIN’s amendment was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and a message was received from the 
Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announcing the adoption of the 
conference report on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. 7857) making appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session; and the Clerk proceeded with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the completion of the New York, $400,000, 


Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order on that paragraph, and I 
rest it upon two grounds: First, that it is new legislation; and in the 
. second „that it does not retrench expenditure, but rather involves 
e ture. I am informed by a member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs that the construction of this vessel never was authorized by law, 
that it has been in New York from 1865 to the present time. How that 
may be I do not know, except that such is my information. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the gentleman wishes to discuss the measure I 
have no objection, provided we can be allowed to be heard in reply. 

Mr. CANNON. I will not discuss the paragraph, but confine myself 
to the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. If this is subject to the point of order it goes out, 
and we can not be heard in reply to the gentleman if he makes any re- 

on the merits of the case. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only ask if the gentleman discusses the merits 
on his point of order that there may be an opportunity to answer him. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not discussing the merits at all. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thought you were. 

Mr. CANNON, I was stating my point of order and shall confine 
myself 5 to it. f t 

Now, I by referring to Executive Document No. 48, first session 
Forty-eighth Con; , that the original cost of the New York was 
$581,000. When I turned to the law making appropriations for six 
months of the current year I find a provision in the following language. 
J have not the law before me, but I read from the current bill, which is 
a copy of the law: 

ided, That u f m ll be a 
ship when’ the eattcanted cost of sunk repaite te be appeased hy a ooarpencat 
board of naval officers, shall exceed 30 per cent. of the estimated cost, appraised 
in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material. i 

That has been the law precisely for three years past and is again en- 
acted for the current year. Itis existing law, namely, that no money 
shall be expended for repairs of any wooden ship where the estimated 
cost of the repairs exceed 20 per cent. of the present value of the à 
It is 30 in the bill but 20 in the law. They p to e 
limit and change the law in that respect. The original cost was a 
million dollars, and it is proposed to spend $400,000 more, they say, for 
completion. That means for reconstruction, of course. I think it is 
new legislation, changes the law, and is subject to the third clause of 
Rule XXI. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understand correctly the point of order the 


gentleman raises against the paragraph in relation to the completion of 
the New York is that the bill appropriates $400,000 not in accordance 


with law. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there has already under appropriations been 
expended on that vessel $200,000, and it is therefore a public work in 
progress of construction. The clause of Rule XXI on which the gentle- 
man relies is as fellows: 
eee e, Costes toe ae ee Penditure not previously authors 
ized by law, unless in continuation of app ons for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress. 

There has been a law by which $200,000 has been expended on this 
very vessel, and this paragraph proposes to appropriate $400,000, in 
2 with the suggestion of the Chief of the Bureau, to complete 
the vessel. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois claims this is an 
old ship upon which $500,000 has already been expended. 

Mr. RANDALL. Fot $500,000, but 5200, 000. 

Mr. CANNON. It is $500,000 in the document I have here. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not an old ship at all. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Illinois claims this to be an 
old ship, and that there is now existing a law preventing repairs on 
any wooden vessel when the estimated cost of the repairs exceed 20 per 
cent. of its value. 

Mr. RANDALL, That means repairs on a vessel that has been in 
commission. This applies to an incompleted vessel, a vessel that has 
never been in commission, and is still on the stocks in an unfinished 
state. 3 a 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the gentleman with reterence 
to this point of order whether this vessel has been completed or not? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have just stated that it has not been completed. 


mp 
There has been expended upon it some $200,000, but it is yet on the 
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stocks, and this appropriation provided in the bill is to complete it in 
conformity with the recomm ion of the Bureau of Construction. 

Mr. LONG. This appropriation is simply for the completion of the 
ship which has never been completed, and not for its repair. 

Mr. THOMAS. The point, to put it briefly, is simply this: This ship 
has never been authorized by law; its construction has never been au- 
thorized. Therefore the beginning of the ship by the Navy Department 
without authority of law will not save it against the point of order, 
which prohibits the expenditure of money on objects not expressly 
authorized by law. 

Now this provision is obnoxious to the third clause of the twenty- 
first rule in this, that it is an attempt made here for the completion of 
a vessel begun without authority and which never has been authorized 
by law. That is the point. 

Mr. RANDALL. In response to the gentleman from IIlinois, I will 
say that we have a right to conclude that this vessel was commenced 
in accordance with law; and the onus is on the gentleman himself to 
show that it was not so authorized. 

Mr. THOMAS. I defy the gentleman to show where it was ever au- 
thorized by any law. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was commenced under an appropriation made 
in 1865; and in addition there is as much authority of law for its com- 
mencement as there is for either or any of the monitors, as far as I am 
informed, 

Mr. CANNON. I now send to the desk for the examination of the 
Chair the executive document of which I spoke a short time ago and 
from which I quoted. 

1 want to say in reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I do 
not think this appropriation can be sustained under the clause of Rule 
XXI which has been referred to by him. I will read it: 


No appropriations shal! be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress. 

Now, sir, this is not a public work in progress; on the contrary, the 
appropriation under which the expenditure has been made was made 
and expended twenty years ago, and there the ship, I am informed, has 
lain from that day until the present. I grant you if the appropriation 
had been made last year and the work had been in progress from year 
to yearit would have been a continuing work, and the point of order 
might be saved under that clause of the rule. So much ſor that; I 
mean unless it were affected by the provision of law in reference to the 
20 per cent. expenditure to which I have before called the attention of 
the Chair, and of which the Chair will take notice in ruling upon the 
point of order. 

Now, in reply to the gentleman, my colleague from Illinois [Mr. 
THOMAS} has stated that the construction of this ship never was au- 
thorized by law. I do not know how that is. If it was authorized by 
law, then I call on gentlemen to furnish that authority. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It was done six years ago. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The presumption is that it has been authorized by 
law; but the burden of proof rests on you.. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield now; but if the gentleman can fur- 
nish the authority of law under which this construction was begun I 
will yield for an answer. 

Mr. COX, of New York. And I tell the gentleman that six years 
ago it was authorized. 

Mr. CANNON. Give me the authority. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I could look it up—— 

Mr. THOMAS (interrupting). Why it was begun in 1865, twenty 


years ago. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Yes; but there was an appropriation made 
for it six years ago. 

Mr. CANNON. Six years ago; well, that is exceeding lean. Now, 
I say it is well fixed, it has been driven home here by points of order 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania himself time and again until it 
has become a part and parcel of the existing law of this country, that 
no ship can be constructed lawfully until there is authority of law for it. 

Mr, TALBOTT. Will you yield for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Not now. 

Now, if I moved an amendment here to build a new ship, costing 
$4,000,000, and appropriating the money, the gentleman could rise in 
his place, as I have seen him do time and again, and make the point 
of order that there is no law authorizing the construction, and that it 
would not be in order, because it was new legislation on the bill increas- 
ing expenditures. If it be true that there is no law for the construc- 
tion of this ship, and money was appropriated for the resumption of 
the work upon it in the absence of a general law, when that money 
first appropriated was expended that was the end of it; and until the 
general law is passed fu appropriations would not be in order. 

I desire to give one precedent to the gentleman 
from Illinois. The Puritan was authorized to be built by a Secretary 
of the Navy at the expiration of his term, and the contract entered 
into therefor; and there never was a word of law or authority given by 
any Congress or by anybody except that contract and the ratification of 
the contract from time to time by the appropriations made by Congress. 
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Mr. THOMAS. And it has been denounced from one end of the 
to the other as unlawful. 
Mr. TALBOTT. It never was denounced on that side of the House. 

Mr. THOMAS. I denounced it. 

Mr. CANNON. I suggest that we are discussing a question of law 
and not politics. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that the paragraph is in order under the 
the exception stated in the rule: 

Unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress, 

Mr. LONG. I do not care for this matter with reference to the 
completion of the New York. But if the view taken by the gentleman 
from Illinois is correct, then that portion of the bill which tes to an 
increase of the Navy is also subject to the point of order. 

I therefore desire to call the attention of the Chair to the funda- 
mental law on this subject. There is existing law for the construction 
of new vessels. Section 417 of the Revised Statutes reads as follows, 
and I call the attention of the Chair to that section: 

Tue Secretary of the Navy shall execute such orders as he shall receive from 
the President relative to the procurement of naval stores and materials and the 
construction, armament, equi Panas and employment of 3 of wur as well 

as all other matters conn with the naval establishment 

There exists to-day a law by which under that T a the Presi- 
dent can order the Secretary of the Navy to construct, arm, equip, and 
employ vessels; and an appropriation to meet the expense of su con- 
struction is an ‘appropriation to carry out an object contemplated by 
existing law. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lone], before he takes his seat, if the Secretary of 
the Navy, unless it is under express law, with the money already ap- 
propriated to carry on the work, notwithstanding he should have any 
number of those orders from the Execntive, if he should make a con- 

tract involving the Government in a dollar's expense, would not be lia- 
ble to impeachment ? 

Mr. LONG. I refer the gentleman to the statute, which says the 
Secretary shall execute these orders. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh! the gentleman has read onestatute, which has 
been e ages by the statute to which I call his attention, and un- 

the moment the Secretary makes such contracts and involves 
patil pea dollar of expense he is liable to im ro 
I appeal to my friends on the other side of the House to verify my sta 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from New York indicate the 
date of the law to which he refers? 


inguished chairman 
of the Co Committee on Teen aces 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to say one word upon the point of order. 
It seems to me it is not important in the discussion and decision of 
this point of order whether or no there exists to-day authority of law 
for the construction of this vessel; because under paragraph 3, Rule 
XXI, this exact instance is provided for. The rule says: 

ropriation shall be reported in an n riatioi 
ordera an amendment thereto, for any pe reii 8 petted 
y law— 

If it stopped there the suggestion of my friend from Illinois would be 
correct; but it proceeds—although there may not be authority of law— 
yet— 
unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. 

A paragraph or amendment with that object in view is in order. If 
this is a public work in progress, assuming that there was authority 
for it to have been entered upon and it is not completed, then a pro- | and 
vision may be reported in an appropriation bill for the completion of it. 

Mr. KEIFER. Will the gentleman from Maine tell us when this 
vessel has been in p how many years 

Mr. DINGLEY, It makesnodifference. Ifiti isan incomplete work 
it is in progress until its completion. 

Mr. CANNON, The rule does not say ‘‘ which has been in progress,” 
but it says ‘‘in in praesenti. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The work has been going on. Though there ma; 
have been no work during the last panel, a or ng bee the last year, yet if 
it is incomplete the work is in 

Mr. KEIFER. Altho ed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 
Clause 3, Rule XXI, provides that 

Now m 
ee S ET ee 
by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such publie works and ob- 
jects as are y in progress, 

Unquestionably the general rule is that no appropriation is in order 
on a general appropriation bill unless the appropriation be authorized 
by Prora existing law. That is the general rule. But to that 
general rule there is an express exception: 


Unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
are already in progress. 


That is to say, if the work be a public work and it is already in prog- 
Leas Messi there need not be any previous legislative authority for the 
wor 

Now, the Chair must believe that the construction of this ship is a 
public work. The Chair also believes that it is in progress. The mere 
fact that this vessel in 1865 is confessedly still incompleted, the 
Chair thinks, so far as this rule is concerned, does not show that that 
work is not now in progress, The fact that the actual construction is 
temporarily interrupted for want of appropriation: or some other reason 
does not interfere with the idea that the work is in progress. The 
Chair therefore overrules the point of order. - 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to strike out the whole provision relating to 
the appro ion for the completion of the New Yo K. 

Mr. The motion of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER], I apprehend, will be in order first; so I withhold mine for ` 
the present. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I suppose the gentleman from N 
ane ir Hiscock ] desired to offer his amendment to perfect the text 
of the 

The CHAIRMAN. If that is the nature of the amendment it she 
be first in order, and the Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the ph the follow: 
such completion rit Ae upon and specifications to be 
ay eee —.—— Navy 5 and by e upon plans by the Secretary of the Marr 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I hope there will be no opposition 
to this amendment. I am sure there is no intention on the part of the 
Committee on Appropriations to open up work in these navy-yards. 
We have so long ized the propriety of doing our work of this 
kind by contract that I suppose there will be no opposition made to a 
proviso of this kind. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Is not this vessel already i in course of construction 


in a navy-yard? 
Mr. . Oh, yes; it is over there in the stocks, I su 
but I will make this farther ly to the gentleman’s question : Noth: 


ing has been done upon this ship, not a dollar has been expended upon 
her for a period of nineteen years. I desire to say further, Mr. Chair- 
man, that the Book of Estimates does not show that her completion is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. Year after year the es- 
timates have come in here and have been submitted to this House with- 
out containing any such recommendation. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLOUNT] has passed upon that submission time and time again. 

No committee has ever reported in favor of this work. Now I ask 
that the Committee on A riations shall accept this amendment 
which I have offered, and n je 
not let it be done so as to have the appearance of 
furnish work for a Ry or cave employment to a new force in the 
Brooklyn navy-yard. that nothing of that kind is intended 
by my distinguished nee A New York [Mr. HUTCHINS], and 
therefore I trust that he will accept this amendment providing that this 
work shall be done in the usual way. 

Mr. BEACH, Let us do it in the old way. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I call for the reading of the gentleman’s amend. 
ment. é 

Picea eae read as follows: 

That such completion shall be upon plans and tions te 


specifica’ 
be prepared the C Secretary of the 
nr 2 — responsible bid 


HUTCHINS. The paean [Mr. Hiscock] must be aware 
of the tech that this ship ic Shout TAT aariad, has been so far 
a by the Government. The Chief of the Bureau of Construction 

, who certainly could not have had in contemplation that 
we on this side, or any one, had any intention of employing any 
ticular set of men to do the work, has recommended that it be 


done, and I ask for the readi of an extract from his report upon that 
subject, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The bureau strongly recommends the completion of the e New York at 
the Brooklyn navy-yard. This vessel has been on the stocks in one of the ship- 


ut in a ship. If completed with 
by — amimém process for preserving, 
p-timbers she would take a useful and mest efficient ship of her class me 
8 Although designed in 1865, — 2 is an exceedingly fine model, and 
finished wil will give us a first-class flagship. She can carry a co utes reer 
ually as well arranged for head and stern fireas the new cruiser Chicago has. 
on the main load-line is 315 feet; extreme breadth of beam 47 feet; 


vessel are in a condition oe 
time, and the work on her, if authorized, could be pi 
the vessel put afloat with ‘within six months from the time it is 


Mr. HUTCHINS. The committee will perceive that here is a rec- 
ommendation by the Bureau of Construction and Repair that this ves- 
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sel be completed. The completion of the vessel is also recommended 
by the Secretary of the Navy in his estimates. The plans have all been 
made; the ship is partly constructed under such plans; and this officer 
tells us in this report that the material has eee anand seg preserved, 
and that at an of $400,000.a ship of war can be completed equal 
in efliciency to either the Boston or the Chicago, which are now in course 
of construction. I believe that in pursuanee of the provision of the 
clause of the bill which has just been read by the Clerk thirty-eight 
vessels have been stricken from the list of the Navy within the last year, 
and within two years but very few will remain in commission. Now, 
for $400,000 we can finish a partly completed vessel which will be as 
efficient for all purposes of the future as any of the other ships which 
are under construction and for which the gentleman is so willing to vote 
an appropriation. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I may be pardoned a word in reply. 
Certainly some gentlemen upon the other side of the House have co- 
operated with us in closing these navy-yards, or in limiting them to 
repair work, and for that reason I thought they approved of our policy. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. This Brookly navy-yard is not one of that class, 
as the gentleman knows. : 

Mr. HISCOCK. Oh, well, the policy in reference to even the Brook- 
lyn nayy-yard has been that no new work should be done there. 

This is substantially new work; and I say to my friends on the 
other side that they do not want to drop into that custom or policy 
which, when the Democratic party went out of power, had brought 
upon it disgrace and stigma. You" remember well all these 
with reference to the Brooklyn navy-yard and the other navy-yards. 
The contract system is the better system. Let us have it. Do not 
now, upon the coming in of a new Democratic administrgtion, reinau- 
3 this policy which we all attempted to stamp out of existence, of 

ng the navy-yards with voters, with ‘‘strikers,’? with men to carry 
caucuses and conventions or to take possession of the polls. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The gentleman is talking to me in an unknown 
bas oy” I do not know what he means. 

. COX, of New York. The language of the gentleman is not un- 
known tome. I have known it for many years. Since the Republican 
party has been in power-such language as “‘strikers,’’ &c., has become 
quite familiar. Never has that navy-yard opposite New York been 
used except for Republican ‘‘strikers.’’ For twenty-odd years the gen- 
tleman’s party has had the benefit of that kind of striking.“ 

I do not rise to answer what he has said, but to say that this vessel, 
the New York, is under way and should be finished. The work should 
not be finished by contract, but should be done in the navy-yard by 
honest labor day day, under honest Democratic auspices, and not 
under the scoundrelism that has prevailed during the last twenty-five 
years. I think that is enough to say—a good climax. hter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I had hoped that no feeling of ip would 
be aroused in regard to this matter. I wish to say it is not practicable 
to execute this work in the manner in the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. This vessel is now ina 
navy-yard; and to put out by contract the work of finishing her would 
bring into the yard private persons to do this work, and it would also 
interfere with the use of the material to complete the vessel 
and which the Government has on hand. I have never known an in- 
stance where any vessel in the Navy has been partly built in a navy- 
yard under the direction of the respective bureaus and partly built 
under contract. . 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Hiscock, it was 

not agreed to. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, a policy was agreed upon on this 
subject and written in the law by the eee 
tion of the gentlemen on the other side and by the almost unanimous 
action of this side, a policy which originated with the Committee on 
Naval Affairs under the lead of a most competent gentleman then a 
Representative from Massachusetts, Mr. Harris. A step, and a long step, 
was taken toward doing away with these old expensive wooden ships. 
The reconstruction and repair of these ships was limited to 30 per cent. 
of their value, and later to 20 per cent., which is now the law, assented 
to and continued at this session for the remainder of this fiscal year by 
this House co-operating with the Senate. 

Now the Government has about thirty wooden ships afloat. There is 
not one of these upon which you can make repairs to the extent of 
$100,000, notwithstanding they are afloat, because it runs counter to 
the policy we have entered u Yet we find the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Huron] coming in and seeking upon this bill to complete a 
ship which has stood in the yard for Sadly: ee seein, a0 do sie 
pend upon it $400,000. 

Why, gentlemen, if your policy is to be wooden ships, not steel ships, 
you had better repeal this 20 per cent. law and repair many of these 
thirty wooden ships—half a dozen of which will go out of commission 
in the next year—as you can do for less money than you will spend in 
the manner here proposed; and you will have almost equally good ships 
as the New York when completed. 

The gentleman from New York quotes the recommendation of the 
Chiefof the Bureau of Construction and Repair that this ship, the New 
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York, be completed. He did not find any recommendation of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy or the President of the United States. He did not 
find any estimate or recommendation to Congress. The matter is with- 
out recommendation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say that I have in my hand the esti- 
mates of the Secretary of the Navy, and among them is an estimate of 
$400,000 for this work. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; a formal transmission of the bureau re- 
port; a mere submission without recommendation. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is like all the other transmissions. 

Mr. CANNON. A formal transmission of the bureau report, which 
all gentlemen on the Committee on Appropriations understand, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KEIFER obtained the floor, and said: I yield my time to the 

tleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit that these estimates have had the ap- 
proyal of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, then, we find gentlemen have suddenly fallen 
in love with the recommendation of the chief of this bureau. Why, 

tlemen, there are other ships of another type which have stood un- 

nished for almost ten years. You have had to investigate them—five 
different boards of trained experts of the Navy. Four of those boards 
have been almost unanimous in recommending their completion. If 
you will turn over to the next page you will find this very same naval 
officer you are now following in this matter made the following recom- 
mendation: a 

I can not too strongly urge the completion of these vessels [the patie bre 
all respects at an early day, as they will afford us as good vessels of their 
as are owned by any nation, and I am of opinion the best type of coast and har- 
bor defense vessels in existence to-day. 

Although supplemented by four boards, yet yon are silent touching 
that recommendation. 

I wish to state to this committee that the New York is an old type 
of vessel. It stood for nineteen years without any work being done 
on it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. If I can get a little more time, yes. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Did not the gentleman advocate and vote them 
an appropriation for the completion of the Mohican on the Pacific 
coast which has been completed during the current year under an ap- 
propriation made last year? 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not recollect whether I did or not. If I did 
it was not a specific vote for that ship, but a vote for that ship with 
other propositions standing with it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then I will ask the gentleman whether he did 
not adyocate and yote foran appropriation for the completion of the 
Mohican on the Pacific coast, which vessel has. been completed during 
the current year by that appropriation made last year? 

Mr. CANNON. I say to the gentleman from New York that this 
appropriation is not to stand or fall by my consistency or want of it, 
but it is to stand or fall upon its own merits. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is an old type of ship, and when finished it 
will be an old-fashioned cruiser of some 4,000 tons. It does not have 
a compound engine. It will be altogether an old-fashioned type of ves- 
sel, costing $400,000 in addition to what has already been ed 
upon it. It will be another old tub when completed, and this is the 
commencement of the naval polly of the Democratic party. This is 
what is offered to us just as that party is cominginto power, the begin- 
ning of a policy looking toward the waste of money and the production 
of vessels not useful. In other words, itisan advancement backward— 
a e movement; and I hope this Committee of the Whole 
will not support it and authorize the completion of this old-fashioned 


Mr. TALBOTT. I call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 
that in the Forty-seventh Congress Mr. Harris, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, reported a list of vessels of the then Navy of the United 
States, and among others is the New York, of twenty-five guns and 
4,000 tons, on the stocks at New York and recommended as worthy of 

finished. That was the report made by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs in the eee Congress, the same com- 
mittee which reported to this House the law requiring the sale of ves- 
sels when the cost of -repairs would exceed 20 per cent. of their value. 
It is the same committee which reported the bill for steel cruisers. This 
report was made after careful investigation by a committee organized 
when the Republicans had control of the House. That committee re- 
that vessel was on the stocks in New York and was worthy of 

ing completed. 

Mr. CANNON. It has been worthy of being completed for nineteen 
years then, and will my friend inform me why his party did not appro- 
priate for that purpose from 1874 to 1880, when it was in power here? 

Mr. TALBOTT. I will ask you why your party did not complete it 
from 1865 to 1884? 

Mr. CANNON. Because they did not think it was worthy of com- 

letion. In conclusion I will say to gentlemen on the other side of the 
ouse you can not relieve yourselves by alleged shortcomings of the 
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Republicans in the past; you now are in power, and you must stand or 
fall in this and all other matters upon the merits; you can not com- 
mand the confidence of the country by taking up and completing work 
that was abandoned by the Republican party twenty years ago because 
it was not worthy of completion. 

Mr. TALBOTT. In the report of the chairman of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs in the Forty-seventh Congress, a Republican commit- 
tee, in a House controlled by a Republican majority, it was considered 
to be worthy of completion. 

Mr. THOMAS. But the House did not indorse that report. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Whether it did or not it made that report. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to take 
any part in the discussion of this bill, but the proposition that this 
great country shall at this stage of naval development undertake to 
build or finish the building of a wooden ship seems to me as preposter- 
ous as itis ridiculous. There is not the smallest nation in the world, 
not even one of the South American republics, which to-day would 
spend a dollar on a wooden ship; that would not if it could expend 
millions in procuring first-class steel cruisers. All Europe to-day is 
busy reconstructing navies on modern principles, and yet here into this 
House comes coolly a proposition to build a wooden ship, when wehave 

of them for which we have no use and as to which it would be 
essing if they were sunk by coal-barges to the bottom of the sea. 

It is proposed to put old i in this useless hull when done. 
Does Ue punda know that old machinery consnmes from three to 
four of coal per horse-power, while modern machinery has re- 
duced the consumption to one pound and a half of coal? Why, the 
extra cost of running that ship for coal alone would be four or five 
times the amount of the interest on the cost of a good steel cruiser. 

The whole thing is absurd. It seems to me to be an insult to the 
in ce of this people, as it must be to the intelligence of naval 
authorities, wherever the proposition is presented. Ido notknow what 
is behind this proposition, but I know that we might better throw this 
money into the ocean than to float such a vessel in this age upon its 
broad bosom. 

Mr. KEIFER. I am much obliged to the distinguished gentleman 
from New York for coming over to this side of the House and making 
sach a good speech in support of my motion to strike out this clause. 
I wish to say at one time it was my impression it would be wise to com- 
plete this vessel; that I was then entirely misinformed or had state- 
ments made to me which were inaccurate in respect to the uses to which 
this vessel could be put. : 

The vessel if completed, if rigged, with all of her machinery in place, 
with her guns and munitions on board, and manned with her full quota 
4 troops, would not be worth one copper to the United States in time 
of war. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Allow me to interrupt the gentleman from Ohio by 
adding, nor in time of peace either. [Laughter.] 

Mr. KEIFER. The su ion is very pertinent. It could not 
upon the high seas, it would be of no service as a war vessel, and I did 
not know but that possibly the idea was that we might point to it as 
it went into New York Harbor or Brooklyn under sail as a type 
of days gone by. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York (interrupting). 
avoided. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. KEIFER (continuing). Asarelicof a past age; and, as my friend 
from New York has well suggested, possibly an example for us to avoid 
in the future. In this way, as an example, we might possibly get some- 
thing out of it; but in time of war it would be useless to us; we would 
not require it for any conceivable purpose, and the money expended 
upon it would be thrown away. 

It could not be sent upon the high seas for the purpose of meeting 
armed vessels of war of a foreign nation, because there is not a vessel 
of war of any foreign nation on earth that could not sweep it from the 
seas; nor could it be of use for the purpose of harbor defense, because 
it would be helpless, useless. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana (from his seat). Worthless. 

Mr. KEIFER. Of no possible service to the Government, and I 
think a national disgrace. 

Now, let me say, in justice to past Congresses of the United States 
and the distingui men who have presided over the Navy Depart- 
ment for the last nineteen years at least, that they have not proposed 
the completion of this vessel. It is 3 the report which was read 
at the suggestion of the gentleman from New York in of the bill 
[Mr. HUTCHINS] shows, that not being boarded: up the air has swept 
through its timbers for the past twenty years, drying and seasoning 
them until now with the help of some new iron material and some pre- 
servatives for the old material they would do for a ship. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (from his seat). The suggestion is that the pres- 
ent timbers are thoroughly seasoned, and therefore in better condition. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is a question about that and as understand 
it, it will be n to put some modern material in to hel to pre- 
serve them so that they may be used for the pu of shi þuilding. 


As an example to be 


rposes 

At all events, if new material should be put in with this old material 
it would not be in harmony with it for ship construction. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am told that this vessel when fully equipped, 


with all of her machinery and stores on board, is calculated to make in 
these modern times a speed not exceeding ten knots an hour upon the 


sea. It could be run down by everything in the shape of a vessel. It 
could run away from nothing and could catch nothing upon the sea, 
and it would bein that sense therefore without any possible value. 

I was surprised a little to see our friends upon the other side of the 
House so urgent for this appropriation, and I took pains to look at the 
six-months’ naval appropriation bill, I mean the bill for the first six 
months of the current fiscal year, and found nothing in that on the sub- 
ject of the finishing of these wooden vessels. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me interrupt the gentleman to state that in 
response to the recommendation of the Department two vessels were 
recommended for completion, and money was appropriated for the pur- 
pose sufficient to build the Mohican. 

Mr. KEIFER. But there has not been a copper appropriated to fin- 
ish the New York. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not say there had been, but there was to 
finish the Mohican. 

Mr. KEIFER. Fifty thousand dollars was put in the appropriation 
bill I believe for the p the gentleman specifies. 

[Here the hammer fell] 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is a prac- 
tical question, which this committee should look at in that point of 
view. Here we have at the navy-yard at. Brooklyn a frame and other 
timbers of live-oak for a vessel whose construction was inaugurated 
nineteen years ago. It has stood there to this day under a roof, care- 
fully protected from the weather, and to-day every timber in that ves- 
sel is thoroughly seasoned, and is worth more for purposes of ship con- 
struction y, double as much, as it was nineteen years ago. Now, 
in my opinion, when we have a vessel half constructed of this char- 
acter, notwithstanding it is of wood, in view of the fact that in all the 
mr of the ep ee are — oe 3 be used mai are 
used for purposes of transportation, for school-ships and training-ships, 
and for a h uses neither offensive nor defensive, but which per- 
tain to the navy, it would be the height of unwisdom to throw this ves- 
sel away and not 5 something to complete it ſor the many 
uses to which it may be put. . 

Bear in mind that it is not an old vessel in the sense that decay has 
come upon it;-not in the sense that it is a bad model, for it is as good a 
model of vessel as can be constructed to-day, and for the purpose for 
which such a vessel may be used. It seems to me that it would be wise 
to complete it in every sense, not so much for defense or offense, but 
for the thousand uses to which we can put the vessel. I contend that 
it should be looked at as a practical question, a question whether or 
not, if we have a frame of live-oak thoroughly seasoned and partly com- 
pleted, it should not be finished for such uses as it may be applied to. 

Mr HORR. May I ask the gentleman how long it will continue to 
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grow better? 
Mr. DINGLEY. As long as it is under cover and protected from the 


weather. 

Mr. HORR. Then let us wait until it gets to the highest pitch of 
excellence. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has become thoroughly seasoned. And every 
man acquainted with the subject understands that live-oak thoroughly 
seasoned under cover is of infinitely more value than any other timber 
not so seasoned. 

Mr. HORR. You say the vessel is half built? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I say partly built. 

Mr, HORR. That is Detter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know precisely to what extent it has 


been. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is it possible at this day and age of the world we 
are going back twenty years to seek models for constructing naval ves- 
sels of war? Have the twenty years that have elapsed since 1865 
brought no lessons of wisdom to this Congress and this country? Are 
we to take up the ribs of this old partly-constructed vessel, through 
which the winds of twenty years have howled, with all its imperfec- 
tions of model and of arrangement, and to go on now and build it for a 
modern vessel of war? The machinery was completed seventeen years 
soo. All the improvements of those seventeen years are taken no note 
ofand can not be used in the completion of this boat, which can be used 
3 neither in peace nor in war. 

The est schooner that floats either upon fresh or salt water can 
ram this vessel and destroy it in one minute. The smallest gun car- 
ried by any vessel of war in any navy of the world could sink her in 
an hour. And are we going on now to rebuild this vessel, and are the 
Monitor, the Puritan, the Terror, the Amphitrite, the Monadnock, and 
the Miantonomoh, vessels of modern construction, provided with all the 
appointments of naval warfare, vessels built of iron and ready to be 
used as soon as completed—are they to be left out? Are they not to be 
finished while this old wooden vessel, the frame of which forsooth is 
built of live-oak, is to be completed? Are we to have another case of 
the Lancaster rebuilt at an expense of $1,600,000 and then get a vessel 
that can go only nine knots an- hour, and that can be caught by any 
first-class three-masted schooner engaged in the coasting trade of this 
country? 
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I want to call the attention of the House and the country to thefact 
that with all the fault found with Republican administration and the 


last Republican Congress, that Congress was the first to come up and 
meet the emergency of the time and construct the three new cruisers of 
steel according to modern plans, and the dispatch boat, which will bea 


credit, and the greatest credit, that our Navy is entitled to. 


The Republican party is entitled to that credit. They authorized 
the construction of these vessels. We left us the prejudices 
and the methods of other years and came up to a higher to new 


designs, new machinery, new armament, new armor, and proposed to 
erect a navy that would be commensurate with the needs of this country 
and be an honor to the nation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX, of New York. No gentleman in this House has had more 
experience connected with our naval affairs, in a mod miet way on 
commi 


not forget that some wooden ships are indispensable. Wooden ships 
are sometimes useful. Wooden ships are sometimes beneficial. It was 


a wooden ship that ran down the . ter]. 

Mr. THO; Very good; and the Tallapoosa was a new vessel, 
just two years old, too. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Made by the Republican party—one of 
their jobs. 

Mr. THOMAS. And an almighty bad job at that. [Laughter]. 

Mr, COX, of New York. But what I want to say is pertinent to 
this proposition. I do not care whether it is made by a Republican or 
Democratic administration, but there are some wooden vessels yet to 
be used in our Navy, as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] well 
said. Some are to be school-ships; some are to have other functions 
on the sea; some are to have romances, beyond all experience, in the 
future. Iam not one of those who believe in making wooden ships 
hereafter. 

I believe in the steel ships and guns, and the steam and the electrici- 
ties and all the forces to be harnessed er, connected with our 
Navy, with the chemistry and explosives and what not that speak of 


progress. 

A MEMBER. You onght to be on the other side, 

Mr. COX, of New York. I am not on the other side because I am a 
progressive man. I believe, however, when we have here a vessel built 
on a perfect model, but a model which is a mere shell or hull to be filled 
up hereafter with enginery, such as we will have, of an improved pat- 
tern 

Mr. THOMAS. I would like to inquire if the gentleman from New 
York knows that the engines for this vessel have been built already for 
seventeen years ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. In other words, there is no steel in this. 

Mr. COX, of New York. If there was any steal“ in this my 
friend from New York would be more anxious about it; he is always 
very square. T. D. Wilson, chief of the bureau, makes the report which 
was read by my colleague from New York. What does he say? 

This vessel has been on the stocks in one of the sbip-houses since 1865; and 
from the fact that she was in frame before work was s nded on her and was 
neither ceiled nor planked, the air has freely circula! through her timbers, 


and to-day they are as hard as bone, and probably in better condition than any 
Tamed timbers ever put in a ship. 


That is the hull; that istheshell; putin yourtimbers. But gentle- 
men say: The Democrats are coming into power, and we do not want 
them to have work on this ship in the Brooklyn navy-yard.’’ That is 
the wrinkle of my friend from New York over there [Mr. Hiscock]. 
[Laughter.] I know him; he is a cunning old politician; he looks at 
me and smiles, but he knows he means rg eh this: that no Democrat 
shall have an opportunity to work in that Brooklyn navy-yard in the 
construction. of any ships hereafter, because, forsooth, this ship has been 
so long on the stocks worm-eaten by Republican rascality. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand my distinguished friend from 
New York to say that this ship’stimbers are worm-eaten? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COX, of New York. No; I said the system there kas Deon a 
general system of worm-eating all through. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Chairman, since our friends on the other side 
by the voice of the people and the will of Providence have found them- 
selves in the minority they have begun to facetiously criticise this side 
of the House for proposing to complete the New York. I want to ask 
them why it is that this vessel was not completed long since, and I tell 
them that there will be grave suspicion in people’s minds that the 
reason she was not completed before is that she was not a vessel con- 
tracted for in the yard of John Roach or some other favorite contractor, 
The gentlemen on the other side have repeatedly advocated the expendi- 
ture of three millions and a halfof dollars to complete the monitors, yet 
I say that this ship, the New York, with her well-seasoned timbers, if 
armed with good guns, will be superior to any of the monitors in the 

of John Roach or elsewhere, completed or otherwise. [Cries of 
“Oh!” “Oh!” on the Republican side.] 


ict magi toe Ant to zad for the aton. of gentlemen on 
e other side—not the opinion o 8 mt the opinion of 
a scientific pu ion, the Army and Navy J: durnal — about these moni- 


tors upon which our friends propose to spend three millions and a half. 


than my friend from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS]; but he must | $ 


Mr. KEIFER. Does the gentleman call the Army and Navy Jour- 
nal a scientific journal ? 

Mr. McADOO. It is a professional journal, written by experts and 
read by scientific men. 

Mr. HISCOCK. My friend from New Jersey should bear in mind 
that this bill contemplates the completion of those monitors by a Demo- 
cratic administration, and he certainly does not want to make a record 
against that policy. - 

Mr. MCADOO. I ask to have this extract read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


As we recently had 
sels will be but seven inches, and it will be a) plied only to the center of the ves- 


shot fired from a first-class foreign ironclad, and asingle well-directed shot fired 
from the 80-ton iron gun wont partially destroy and render the turret of the 
Miantonomoh wholly useless; while a shot planted on the side armor would 
sink her. As it is admitted here that the monitors can not resist the heavy 

roadside ironclads they must meet, why waste further money in the comple- 
tion of vessels which will serve neither for cruisers nor harbor defense? It 
matters not what the English ironclads cost; they are in existence, and a couple 
of them could sweep away the whole of the proposed monitor fleet. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I return to the charge which I made when I 
began my remarks, and I say again that if this vessel, begun twenty 
years ago, had been under the care of the favorite contractors who have 
battened and fattened on the national , under Republican 
administrations, a milllion of dollars, if asked for, would have been 
gladly voted by the party then in power in this House to complete her. 
I repeat, too, what I said a while ago, that this vessel when completed 
will be superior to any of the monitors, and if she were armed with 
good guns Toad much rather (although I am nota professional man 
in the military sense) take my chances on board of the well-seasoned, 
easily maneuvered, quick-sailing New York, than on board the Mian- 
tonomoh or any other monitor in the service. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will my colleague on the Naval Committee yield 
for a question? 

Mr. MCADOO. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand you to hold that there is anything 
in connection with the model of a monitor which prevents her from 
carrying as much defensive armor as a broadside ironclad? 

Mr. McADOO. I do not know. I only state how our monitors are 
clad. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But I want a specific answer to my question: Do 
I understand you to hold that there is anything about the monitor class 
of vessels which prevents them carrying as heavy armor as the broad- 
side ironclads? S 

Mr. MCADOO. No. All I say is that they are steel-clad, as every- 
body knows—steel-clad in more ways than one. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Isit not true, on the contrary, that, on account 
of the low free-board, a vessel of the same displacement, built on the 
monitor plan, can carry infinitely more armor than a broadside iron- 
clad? 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, all I have to say in . my nau- 
tical, scientific, and elaborate friend from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] is, 
that these monitors have seven inches of armor in the center and five 
inches at the ends; and I say that if this journal from which I have 
read an extract be correct, that armor would be unable to stand one 
single, well-directed shot from an 80-ton gun. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to press my friend, 
but I affirm here a very confident belief that a vessel of a certain dis- 
placement whose hull is only three feet above the water, and which 
needs to be armored only for a surface of two or three feet above 
water, can certainly carry much more defensive armor than a wall-sided 
vessel with a high free-board. 

Mr. Mc . Mr. Chairman, I am not up before the civil-service 
examiners for @ position as a naval engineer [laughter], but I say that 
these monitors are not worth as muchas this New York will be when 
completed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I was addressing my remarks to 
the Scientific Journal from which the gentleman [Mr. MCADOO] has 
quoted. f 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand 
the latest list which has been published (and it comes down to within 
one month of the present time) of the ironclads, which are regarded as 
obsolete by the ines Stato 8475 eighty-five in number — nearly 
all of them constructed since 1865. enty-one of them belong to Great 
Britain, twenty to France, nine to Italy, and twenty-seven to Russia. 
Of the twenty-one belonging to Great Britain fourteen are plated with 
iron, and are of greater tonnage and more horse-power than the ship 
which this bill p to finish. Let me quote one or two instances. 
Here is the Northumberland, belonging to Great Britain, bnilt of iron, 
displacement 10,780 tons, mean draught twenty-eight feet, with twenty- 
seven heavy guns and eighteen light guns, carrying seven hundred and 
forty-four oap E y having a ear adeb of 6,560 and a speed of 14.1 
knots. Then follow thirteen others, nding sua the Mino- 
taur, the Achilles, the Warrior, the Black Prince—all of them larger 
and better ships and with a higher rate of than this one of ours, 


and ironelads at that. These are vessels which Great Britain has de- 
termined to discard. - Then here are twenty ships belonging to France, 
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list beginning with the Héroine of 5,887 tons. Then follow the 
3 and Savoie of 5,819 tons each, and the Surveillante of 5,758 
tons. Sol might run through the list, every one of these being a better 
and faster ship than the one we propose to waste our money upon if 
we enact this bill. 
Italy, which we look upon as a second-rate power, is going to discard 


nine ships—first the broadside ship Roma, built of wood, displacement 
5,700 tons, mean draught 24} feet, armor 4} and 4} inches, with twenty- 
two heavy guns and twelve light guns, speed thirteen knots, coal capacity 
five hundred and fifty-eight tons, steam cruising power at ten knots 
3,000 miles. This ship upon which we propose to spend our money 
could not carry coal to steam 1,500 miles. Yet here is Italy 
about to discard this v. the Roma; and I have no doubt she would 


gladly sell it to us for one-half what we propose opad upon the com- 


pletion of this ship. 

Russia is about to discard twenty-seven ships, with two 
wooden ships, the Sevastopli, 6,275 tons, and the 88 6,040 
tons. 

I will not take up time in enlarging upon this subject further, but 
the proposition here is that at this day this country, which has ‘been 

that it had no navy, which has declared in the platforms 
of both parties that it intends to have a navy, shall, upon a proposi- 
tion from a Democratic committee, spend money in completin an old 
ship which can float, I have no doubt, but which, if struck with one of 
the m: Appian vel i discarded ships, would go straight to the bot- 
tom. [Applause. 
TALBOTT. Are notall these vessels which are being discarded 
Caie vessels ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Not all of them, but nearly every one 
of them. 

Mr. TALBOTT. This is not to be an armored vessel. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly not; and that is an addi- 
tional reason why it should not be built. There is not a nation in the 
world to-day that would think of building an unarmored ship except 
as a fast cruiser, or commeree-destroyer, as it is called; yet it is pro- 

to build an unarmored ship that could not get away from any 
one of these armored ships which other nations are di g as too 
slow. If we build unarmored ships they should be the fastest ships 
afloat, or they are failures. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Chairman, I agree with what the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewitt] has said. He knows perfectly well that 
it is not our intention to proceed with the policy of building wooden 
ships. Every word that he has uttered, however, would apply to the 
proposition to expend 30 per cent. of the value of wooden vessels in 

repairing them. Will the gentleman ten me whether we have to-day 
a single vessel afloat that is seaworthy? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I think not; and we do not want any 
more of such vessels. 

3 3 en we 7 re i have one 
good W we have a report. from proper Department 
saying that for a comparatively small sum of money we may have a 
pae | for some purposes, why not com: 9 

we must take things as they are. The gentleman 
aoe perfectly well that England to-day, notwithstanding all her 
discarded vessels, has an effective tonnageof 345,000 tons; France has 
209,000 tons, and Russia comes next with 119,000 tons. The United 
States has but 22,000 tons; and are we to sit still and refuse to appro- 
priate a small sum to complete one good vessel? 

We do not desire to cut off supplies for repairs of wooden vessels 
because they are comparatively worthless. His argument is hardly 
fair. I would not expend any money to construct a new wooden ves- 
sel, but until we have steel crui until we have armored battle- 
ships, until we have somet: in the shape of a navy which will stand 
by the side of other navies of the world, I am willing to appropriate a 
small sum to complete this ship. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Allow me to read to you at that 
ae “The admiralty count upon the wooden hulls of twenty-three 
French! ironclads as a source of future weakness.’’ 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Undoubtedly, and we would discard them under 
similar circumstances. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Why then build up weakness? Let 
us build up strength. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. This is, [am aware, a tempo porary 
div we can have time to build war ships which we hope will 
of the nation. 

I will yield now for one minute to my colleague [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I want to answer my colleague in one word, 
and that is this: When he reads from these old statistics with which we 
are all familiar 

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. This is new; I got it by mail. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I got it fresh the other day by mail. 


ient un- 
the pride 


is more force in powder and ball and projectile than in the defensive 
tions of our Government. Fiore they are g of their 
ironclads. Offensive war is bigger than defensive, and everybody 
eo it. No one knows it so wi my friend who is engaged insteel 
and iron manufacture. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does not my colleague know every 
ship abroad has heavy iton clad on it now? 

Mr. COX, of New York. Because we have artillery, because we 
have cavalry, shall we discard infantry? Because we have ironclads 
or shall we give up wooden ships altogether? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Yes. ; 

Mr. COX, of New York. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations is not a Dem- 
ocratic committee, as has been pushed into this debate by the i 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewitt]. We realize that anew 
navy, a more powerful navy, is required, and we also realize that these 
vessels which are now unfinished and can be made useful should be 
completed. We commenced that last year by making an appropriation 
to finish the Mohican. We realize it and recognize it to-day in recom- 
mei that the New York shall be completed. 

But while as a fighting navy and cruising navy we realize that steel 
cruisers and heavy-armed vessels are essential to the fighting necessi- 
ties of war, at the same time we know that this vessel can be made of 
prest service in the Navy, as has been recommended for two years at 

east by the Secretary of the Navy. Why, you might as well say you 
would make an army entirely of infantry, and forget cavalry and ar- 
tillery altogether. 

The whole tenor of this bill goes to recognize, if it had been proper 
so to state it, the requirements of political platforms. We also know 
this vessel, as stated by the experts of tbe Government, can be made 
useful and can be finished with due economy to the Government. 

Mr. HORR. Did I understand the gentleman to say that the Secre- 
taty of the Navy recommended this ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Isay so unqualifledly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Will the.gentleman read where the Secretary rec- 
ommends it? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have the recommendation here. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have one read. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is expressed in his report last year and in this, 
where he estimates for the New York $400,000. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Have that part read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will have it read with pleasure. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I would like to ask my friend from 
Pennsylvania when the present Secretary of the Navy became an au- 
thority for this side of the House? 

Mr. RANDALL. I would as soon trust him in authority as y 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That is a personal remark which t the 
gentleman’s own answer will explain. 

Mr. KEIFER. I am willing to yield to allow that to be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read what the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania forwards to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

No. F. 

. ̃ hulls of the New York and Mohican $40,000, 

Annual report of the of the —— for the year 1881, page 40. 

For completion of the New York, $590,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. These are the reports of the Secretary of the Navy 
for the two years to which I have referred. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the fact that this is precisely what we find in the Book 
of Estimates, a submission simply under the law and nothing else. 

Mr. RANDALL. I take it for granted that the of the 
Navy would not put anything in his report that did not meet his ap- 
p Mr. HISCOCK. We need not have any confusion or misunderstand- 
ing about this matter, because the gentleman knows that many items 
are submitted under the law that are not recommended. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York knows that they 
are recommended. The tary submits matters when there is a 
doubt whether there is law authorizing the expenditure of the money; 
and I have caused to be read now from his annual reports the amounts 
that he has estimated for the completion of these vessels. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope this will not be taken out of my time. 

I will say to the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that 9 to 6, composing the Committee on Appropriations, 
may not make that committee entirely Democratic, although they are 
all very distinguished gentlemen, but it gives a very good majority. 
Mr. REED, of Maine (from his seat). It creates quite a suspicion, 
however. [Laughter 

Mr. KEIFE 


1. 
R. Les, quite a suspicion. Now, these estimates that 


have been read the gentleman from Pennsylvana claims to afford evi- 

dence of a recommendation on the part of the present Secretary. of the 

Navy, or rather he claims that they are entitled to the force of a rec- 

ommendation on his part, for the completion of the ship New York. 
That, I claim, is an entire misapprehension. 

I Gag onto to know that the present Secretary of the Navy regards tha 


1885. 
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eee as entirely unnecessary in every sense of the 
T eee tap ml worse than thrown away, be- 


ig it embarks us not in direction of progress, but ratheras indi- 
cating a retreating from the littleadvance position that this nation has 
taken in the matter of building a navy. It is unfair to the Secretary 
of the Navy to treat these estimates which he is required by law to 
make to Congress as committing him to a recommendation that such 
works shall be carried on; and I want to say that the Committee on 
Appropriations, not speaking of anything that takes place within its 
doors, and the House of Representatives, of which I may speak, have 
not been bound by anybody’s recommendations on the subject of pay- 
ing claims or completing other public works. Why then do they stand 
up for this? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the most specious, artistic, canning—ff I might 
use the word and not violate parliamentary usage—argument that is 
made in favor of completing the New York in the Brookl 
yard comes from the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and an- 
other gentleman from: N. New York [Mr. Cox]. They say they would 
finish this yessel in order that it might be used in case of necessity for 
aschool-ship. A great war vessel as we pretend, if it be finished at a 
cost of $400,000, which would be more than enough to build a good 
cruiser, to build a good vessel of war, is to be finished solely because 
they think it might happen that at some place on the coast of this 
country we might need a school-ship! We have thirty wooden vessels 
now, andalmost every one of them would do for a school-ship and noth- 
ing else. They are fit for nothing else in time of war. Some of them 
may be used for going on surveying excursions, and there are plenty 


for that pu . 
from New York [Mr. Cox], formerly of Ohio, talked 


navy- 


My fren 
lightly about the Tallapoosa being sunk by a common schooner, and 
he might have added that it was sunk without any purpose on the part 
of the schooner to sink it at all. [Laughter.] It was sunk on the 
coast. This ship, the Tallapoosa, was just about as good as any of 
these vessels. It was not built only two years ago, but it was rebuilt, 
as we practically propose to rebuild the New York. That vessel has 
had twenty years of rest before being used at all, and now you propose 
to finish it; and it is very remarkable that all ‘at once it becomes ex- 
tremely necessary to spend $400,000 to finish the ship that everybody 
well versed in all these naval matters says will be thoroughly valueless 
as a war ship, and nobody claims that it would be of any value in time 
of peace unless we wanted to keep school. [Laughter. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to this debate 
with great interest and I find myself entirely i in agreement with the 
Committee on Appropriations, and think that this item should be ap- 
proved and the vessel finished. My colleague [Mr. HEWITT] seemed 
to argue as if only such warships should be built as were built upon 
the idea that the enemy’s shot could be kept out of the vessel. 

I wish to call it to the attention of the House that our own advisory 
board has not up to the present time advised the construction of one 
single new ship upon that theory. The four vessels now in course of 
construction and the vessels which the Secretary of the Navy this year 
recommended to be built are all cruisers, unarmored vessels of entirely 
light construction, and penetrable by the ordinary shot fired from the 
ordinary guns of foreign ships of war. Those vessels are designed upon 
the theory upon which all naval vessels have been built in the past and 


by which the naval distinction of the different countries of the world | a 


has been won. 

Lord Nelson never commanded a ship built upon the theory of keep- 
ing the shot of the enemy out; neither did Decatur nor Bainbridge nor 
Perry ever command such a vessel. But come down to our own times. 
The most distinguished American naval officer of our generation, with 
ironclads in his fleet, did not go on board an ironclad when he entered 
the harbor of Mobile. He stood upon the deck or climbed into the 


rigging « of a wooden vessel, 

ow it is by no manner of means a determined thing as to whether 
it is the true policy to build heavy armored vessels or not. My col- 
league [Mr. Cox] wasentirely correct in his statement that there were 


evident signs that foreign powers were beginning to doubt the policy of | nestly req 


building these heavily armored vessels; forin the contest between the 


target and the gun which has been going on in foreign countries for al- to 


most thirty years the gun has come out the victor; so that targets to 
resist modern guns can not be built and flotation obtained. 

I believe that the future naval battles will be t in vessels as 
penetrable to shot as any of the vessels commanded by the great naval 
captains in the of this century, 0 
find its safety not in the thickness of defensive armor, but, as it has 
W done, in the fiery hearts of those who man its ships. [Ap- 
plause 

If the choice is to be between a penetrable steel vessel and a pene- 
trable wooden vessel, then it is clear enough that the difference between 
them can not be a very great one, and that there are manifest uses to 
which wooden ships may still beneficially be put. I here state, and 
call the attention of my colleague [Mr. HEWITT] to my statement, that 
there is not now one European power which is not to-day building 
wooden vessels for its naval service. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will my colleague give me the au- 
oa for that statement? 
Mr. DORSHEIMER. aes I will send it to my colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. uestion is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Smo Tir KEIFER]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 22, noes 62. 

So Cie count not being called for) the amendment was not 


agreed to 
The Clerk read to the conclusion of the paragraphs appropriating for 
the Naval Academy. 
Mr. FINDLAY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 415 insert the following: 


‘Allowance for reduction of under the cy eR law such sum as sinay 
be required in the settlement of all accounts for services of work- 
men, a heretofore or at present 2155 * by or on 


Government at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., between the 19th day of 

May, 1859, the date of the proclamation of the Presid lent concerning the 

laborers, workmen, and mechanics under the eight-hour law, and the date of the 

passage and 4 of this act, to settle and pay for the same without reduc- 

tion on account of the reduction of the hours of I riinan a aoe by — 
y known as the 


hereb; . nesamees Se 

ymaster at said Naval Acadenry available and be dist arsed by the Navy 
a under 

. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I make the point of order on that amendment. 


I suggest to the gentleman from Maryland that he let it lie over until 
to-morrow and I will examine it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that it shall be agreed we may go back 
to this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to passing over the amend- 


ment for the present? 
point of order is made on it I 


spirit of the act approved June 25, 1868, 
eight-hour law. And the money 
such claims shall be im: ya 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the 
think it might be as well to have it decided at once. 

2 HUTCHINS. L hope the gentleman from Alabama will not take 

t of the bill out of my hands. 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to postponing the decision on 

this point of order until to-morrow? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point of order is reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Lask unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a communication I have received relative to this subject. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


STATE oF MARYLAND, COURT OF APPEALS, 
Annapolis, February 10, 1885. 
Hon, Fas S. Cox, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. : 

My Dear Sin: I duly received your kind reply of December 18, 1884,to my 
letter of the 17th of the same mona, in reference to the proposed relief measure 
for the Naval heey ae és residing inthis city. Your generous offer to 
aid the measure, as placed in t FISDLAY, was met by a due mani- 
festation of appreciation by this Tonay SAn class of our peo) reg 

Inasmuch, however, as the present session is nearing its close, they are fear- 
ful that no relief can come to them through the bill recently introdueed by Mr. 
FINDLAY in their behalf, Sree oan Lean by named aes amendment to 
9 ey 8 nam . 2 

bills. In view 3 fowarded 
to Mr. Fixpiay a d of an amendm. — oftie till 
(No. „and which, if it can by any sity of of ac! be incorporated in 
either oi f said appropriation bills, would secure the attainment of the purposes 


one of the three 
sundry civil, or d. 


i! een lap Pome inclose mas a copy of of sai 

a literal transcri 

8 section 8680 of the Unt Revised Statutes, 

By reference to the latter, if time will Fie i you will see that these os aa 

ployés (among others) were paid for all the time — ira at the 5 

excess of eight hours from the date of th 9 approval of the eight- 
date of the President’s proclamation, 


the u 


5 

— ese a aot 

uest that ro will, shou — Sy On find it convenient to spare sufficient 

time from the multipl: 3 pnk An gimi aneda naning enmity ond hae: 
ä FINDLAY or otherwise, bring 


rs may be obtained, in committee, to 
amendment in either one of 

bills hereinbefore men 
pro K in that wise 
in view of a knowledge of that our seems 
„ and exhibits rather a sensitive, 
tion to FFF 


sure Ain sof take it at cone 


hearty approval on the part of 
tertain a due and appreciative 
stance when the Government itself has already reaped the benefit of the daily 
toil of these laboring people. : 
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that you will do what at iy aoa gy chert do in the 


Hoping and believing 
pr Jc PAFANTE JOR waged my giao ogy gratis ye ome og know 
w to appreciate a kindly se Rone „F her 
sphere, e part of these good people and their fam 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I move to strike out the last word. 

It is not often that I take notice of any personal remarks in debate 
haying reference to m The gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 
chairman of the Committee e mesg org has chosen to visit me 
with that heavy club whi es he uses to demolish those who 
have the misfortune to differ with him. At the last session of Con- 
gress I happened to be on the same side with that gentleman with re- 
gard to monitors and the Secretary of the Navy differed with him. I 
ask the Clerk now to read the remarksof the gedaan from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] made then as far as I have marked. And that 


is all I shall care to say on the subject of the opinion which the gentle- 
man from Ivania now entertains of the Secretary of the Navy 
and of my humble self. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CALKINS. Who is the author of that? 
. RANDALL, Mr. Isherwood, formerly Engincer-in®hief of the Navy. I 
might rest the action which we recommend to adhere and not yield to the incor- 
these amounts in the a; lation bill n the opinion of these 
2 authorities, one now and the other f fo at the head 


eer Corps of the United States Navy. But I am will to go fur- 
necessary these 


the Engin 
ther and say if it were ere are not wn around 
sitions those 


. is as to the ery nes That is a subject which was duly 
cer ih the last Congress, and the Committee on ‘Appropriations of that 
— did not recommend to the House of . any further appro: 

ouse in the passage 
. The bare went to — Senate, 


and whose capacity to judge of such 


is large, subjects is un- 
eee from the RECO; j> 


few weeks ago thi: t. 5275 ii of the 5 of th re reed 
afew ago upon s n is iss part language e gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Mr tewrrr 
Bane Clerk read as follows: 
There are other questions behind thison which I am in full accord with the 
every dollar spent Merny 1 98 e the monitors are à total failure. I believe 
is wasted, and I shall never vote, as I never have 
„a ie doi dollar i in be behalf of the monitors. 
or voted, as jeve we ought not to build any new cruisers until we know whether 
those now under way are good for something or not. But we can not tell 
whether they are or notuntil we put guns on them and float them and try 
what they ean do in the open ocean,” 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I think that I have mee noeg 
to-day inconsistent with my expressions then, so far as Mr. Chandler 
was concerned. I have only made the group a little larger in some par- 
ticulars. I never want to be personally offensive, but the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] provoked what I said by characterizing 
the Committee on Appropriations as a Democratic committee—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That was provocation enough. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] 

ALL (continuing), And then subsequently saying, in sub- 
stance, that that Democratic committee was following the lead of Mr. 


Chandler. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I beg leave to say that 
I uttered nothing of the sort. The RECORD will show what was said. 
3 now put in a contradiction, and say that I uttered nothing of 


Mr. RANDALL. Well, I so understood it, hearing as well as I can 
hear, and gentlemen around me also understood that there was an im- 
plication in the language of the gentleman from New York [Mr. HEWITT] 
which was not to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I have the most immense respect for 
the Committee on Appropriations. I have been on that committee 


m 
: Wr Dark Well, whether that is mutual or not is another 
matter. But there is one thing certain, that as long as I am at the 
head of that committee, whenever it is assailed, either by innuendo 
lsd acl i a ah manner, I will eee hard as I know 

Ow 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I believe that I never 
attempt anything by innuendo on this floor. I believe that is not my 
reputation. The question that I asked was, since when did it happen 
that the Secretary of the Navy had become an authority upon this side 
of the House 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, if that was not a reflection on the 
Committee on A I do not know what it means. 

Mr, HEWITT, of New York. And if that be a reflection upon the 


yeaa rei from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], it must be because the 


a TARRA DALL. Oh, well, Mr. Chairman, Tam not going totake any 
0 Ir. HI 
Mr, HEWITT, of New York. I should suppose not. The offense 
bas been taken. 
Mr. RANDALL. I never take what does not belong to me, and there- 


pent ber hg bee tara a ie by such a remark as that; but I do 
say again that whenever the gentleman will speak asa man should 
— with clean-cut ee ee and not by inference or insinuation, I 
will try to answer him i 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will continue the reading of the bill. 
The Clerk resumed and read to the end of section 1 of the bill. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman—— 
Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Nli- 


nois rise? 
I rise to make the point of order against section 2 


Mr. THOMAS. 
of this bill. 
Mr. KEIFER. That point can not be made until the section is read. 


General debate comes in upon this section at this time. 
nr THOMAS. Then I shall ask that the point of order be re- 
servi 


Mr. KEIFER. It is reserved. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I wish that the gentleman from 
Illinois shall be recognized at the proper time to make the point of 
order against the second section. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
w agree that the right ti time to make the point is when the section is 


. RANDALL. After the general debate on the first section the 
second section can be read. 

Mr. THOMAS. All I ask is that the point shall be reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the point of order is 
pending. The gentleman from New York [Mr. HUTCHINS] moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BLACKBURN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WELLBORN reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the: bill (H. R. 8239) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1286 and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the hour 
of meeting to-morrow (Friday) be 12 o’clock instead of 11. 

Mr. BROWN, of 15 beg 13 If we can have an understanding 
that we shall adjourn before 12, I have no objection to the change of 


r. 

Mr. WILLIS. That is the understanding, that the morning hour 
shall not be cut out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] asks unanimous consent that the hour of meeting to-morrow 
be 12 o’clock instead of 11. [After a pause.] In the absence of ob- 
jection it is so ordered. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Mr. Speaker, to-morrow night is pension night, 
and I'ask unanimous consent that the hours for the evening session be 
so that we may meet at 7 and adjourn at 9 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has been requested by the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to state to the 
that he does not believe that the work that that committee will have 
on hand for to-morrow evening’s session can be accomplished in any 
limited time. 


Mr. CANNON. Then I object. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 


Mr. MORSE, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to withdraw 
the papers in the case of the executrix of Daniel Carroll, deceased. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. LAIRD, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to extend his 
remarks on the subject of the bill presented by him to-day under the 
special rule. 

THE CONGO CONFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the e eee which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, an pat fra ty to be printed: 
To the House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith, in response to a resolution of the House of ta- 
tives of the 5th t requesting copies of all the communications which have 
been received respecting ference, and of the 
text of the aries agents, a report of tbe Secretary of Siate three 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 19, 1885. 


PROTECTION OF SUBMARINE CABLES. 


The PEKARE e also laid before the House the following 
m ent; which, with the accom g papers, 
was a ay to eric Gouin on Foreign Affair, and ordered to be 


printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 
I transmit herewith a report of the 

ommending the enactment of a law for the 

pursuance of our treaty obligations under 
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lation to the subject, signed at Paris on the lith day of March, 1884, and com- 
mend the matter to the favorable consideration of Con 5 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 19, 1888. 
FRENCH-AMERICAN CLAIMS COMMISSION, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
m from the President; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed 
To the House of Representatives: 


Am Commission and containing other 
information in relation to the transactions of said commission, I now transmit 
herewith a further report on the subject by the Secretary of State, dated the 
17th instant, which is accompanied by the desired copies of the accounts and 


vo in question, 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 19, 1888. 


YACAMA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I transmit herewith a communication of the 16th instant from the Secretary 
of the Interior, submitting, with accompanying papers, a draught of a bill to ne- 
cept and ratify an agreement with the confederated tribes and bands of Indians 
occupying the Yacama reservation in the Territory of Washington for the ex- 

ment of their title to so much of the said reservation as is required for 
the use of the Northern Pacific Railroad and to make the necessary appropria- 
tion for carrying out the same.“ 

The matter is presented for the consideration and action of the Congress. 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 19, 1888. 
DEDICATION OF WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair‘desires to call the attention 
of the House to the fact that, by bande nig ebe made by the com- 
mittee having in ch: the ceremonies of Saturday next, the desks 
will have to be removed from the Hall of the House to-morrow night. 

Mr. MCADOO.: Mr. Speaker, I would ask by whose authority that 
is to be done? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would state that by the pro- 
visions of the concurrent resolution of the two Houses of Congress the 
committee has entire charge of the arrangements for the ceremonies. 

Mr. MCADOO. I ask unanimous consent that that part of the ar- 
rangements be set aside. Ido not think it is desirable to have our 
desks removed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair scarcely thinks that the 
House by unanimous consent can vacate a eoncurrent resolution. 

Mr. B D. Did that resolution authorize the seats to be removed 
from the Hall of the House? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 6 o’clock having arrived, 
the House stands in recess until to-morrow at 10 a. m. 

AFTER RECESS. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 10 o'clock a. 
m. (Friday, February 20), Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair as Speaker pro 
tempore. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HURD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for ten 

days, on account of important business. 


EXPLORATIONS IN NORTHERN ALASKA, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following con- 
current resolution of the Senate; which was referred to the Committee 
on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), 'That there shall 
be printed 5,500 copies of the report of Lieut, George M. Stoney, United States 
Navy, of his recent explorations in Northern Alaska, with the accompanying 
charts; 1,500 copies for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House, and 
1,000 for the use of the Navy Department. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad if the House would 
by unanimous consent agree upon some limit as to the debate on the 
pending paragraph of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do not think that ought to be done. 

Mr. WILLIS. I would be glad if some arrangement could be made. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I think, Mr. Speaker, the situation of thin; 
is such that the gentleman from Kentu ought not to ask that. We 
have met here—tifteen or twenty members—this morning. Consent was 
granted last night, contrary to an understanding which existed while 
a majority of members were here, extending the present sitting of the 
House for an hour. I think under all these circumstances we ought 
not to have any such limitation of debate as is suggested. I believe 

we ought to go right on. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I hope we shall adopt any limita- 


tion that may be possible on this bill so as soon to get it out of the way 
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in some manner. I think the gentlemen who have met here this morn- 
ing came hereto go on with the consideration of this bill—— 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I have not a doubt of it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, And I think we had better do what 
we can in that direction. I hope the objection will be withdrawn and 
that we shall go on until we reach some point where there is objection. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ido not think that it is fair to members who 
are absent. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have made this su tion in good faith. The 
House is aware of the fact that the time for debate on this section was 
limited to one hour and a half, and afterward, upon the suggestion of 
some of the recognized opponents of the bill who stated that it would 
facilitate the passage of the measure, the time was enlarged to allow 
three minutes’ debate on every bona fide amendment. The 
ment of the time was made in good faith on this side and for the pur- 
pose of facilitating the passage of the bill, with the implied understand- 
ing certainly, if not the express understanding, that all that was wanted 
was a vote upon these propositions with a brief time to explain them. 
We have consumed several hours under this extended time; and I sub- 
mit that asa matter of good faith we ought now to fix some limit to 
debate on this paragraph, which has y been discussed two hours; 
that we ought to agree on some reasonable time within which the dis- 
cussion 1 be concluded. $ 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Isay again to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIS] that last night the present sitting of the House was ex- 
tended beyond what was agreed upon when a full House was present. 
There was not a quorum present last night when the change was made. 
I was present, but did not object, because I had no objection whatever 
to this bill going on under full and free discussion; and I have none 
now. My impressiou is that the gentleman will accomplish most if he 
allows the debate to go right on. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The motion of Mr. WILLIS was agreed to; and the House accordingly 
resolved itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
(Mr. HAMMOND in the chair), and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 8180) making appropriations for the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other pu i 

Thec AIRMAN. When the Committee of the Whole rose yester- 
day tellers had been ordered on a motion of the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. WHITE] to strike ont what is known as the Mississippi 
River paragraph. The gentleman from Arkansas, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 
and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WHITE, had been asked to act 
as tellers. The gentleman from Kentucky being now absent, the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Brown, will please act as one of the 
tellers. The tellers will take their places. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 4, noes 19. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. MILLS. No point is made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. No one is insisting on a quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum being insisted upon, the amendment 
is rejected, 

The next amendment (by Mr. HEPBURN) was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines 922 to 938 inclusive and insert the following: 

For the continuation of the improvement of the ppi River, $1,000,000, 
to be expended in the completion of the Plumb Point and Lake Providence 
reaches.” 

Mr. WILLIS, Lask a vote on that amendment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, the strongest ground, the real 
ground, of opposition on the part of those who are opposed to this bill 
is the continuance of this Mississippi scheme—a scheme which is ob- 
jectiouable in every point of view. It is objectionable on the ground 
that it is an expenditure of a large sum of money, which expenditure, 
by the declarations of the committee itself, has been shown to be use- 
less—a waste of the public money. It is objectionable upon another 
ground, that the ports and harbors of this country which need 
improvement are to-day baing robbed of proper appropriations for the 
sake of this ill-judged nditure. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Will the gentleman name one? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And itwill be noticed that not a single word 
has been said in defense of thisscheme. Not a single argument which 
has been 3 by the gentleman from Arkansas has been met by 
the so-called friends of this appropriation. They have remained under 
the very scathing denunciation which he has given to this scheme. Now, 
he himself has not rectified it by proposing that the committee should 
stand by the original plan. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How can the gentleman state that when it 
is in plain contradiction of the facts which appear before us? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What is the contradiction? 
ieee We denounce the departure from the orig- 
inal plan. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman can uot take all my time. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I say it is not remedied by the change which the 
gentleman from Arkansas desires to make. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE rose. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It is known that the commission are carrying 
out the very plan on which they started 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman can not assert that. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. With only such additions as their experience 
has justified, and those additions seem to be, even according to the sug- 
gestion of gentlemen on the other side, in the very line of this appro- 
priation. That is, they involve more expenditure, and that is what the 
whole thing seems to be. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. We can not expect any appreciation from 
the gentleman from Maine and the railroads, which want only the com- 
merce that seeks to go down to the Gulf. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is part and parcel of the glamour which 
is intended tobe thrown over this question. This is no contest between 
railroads—it is a question between some gentlemen and the Treasury 
of the United States. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is all we expect from the gentleman 
from Maine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the committee is on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepscen]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let it be reported again. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object to that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. No; let it be read again. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. Hepscry]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 8, noes 33. 

The CHAIRMAN. So the amendment does not prevail. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, I raise the point of no quorum. 

Mr. WILLIS. It comes too late. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish simply to say to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that I had an amendment which I proposed to offer but in 
some way has been lost from my seat. I simply desire time to prepare 
another amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. The last time the gentleman from Maine spoke it 
was against the order of the House, but we made no objection. Al- 
though he was not the gentleman offering the amendment we allowed 
him to speak upon it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. All I wish to do is to offer the amendment 
which I had already in my seat. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands the gentleman from 
Maine he desires time to prepare an amendment agreeing to withdraw 
his demand for a quorum. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I only made the point for that reason. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment, then, of the gentleman from 
Towa is rejected, and the Chair hears no objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maine. The gentleman from Maine will send up his 
amendment. : ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The Clerk has other amendments to read, 
which can be done while the gentleman is preparing his amendment. 

The next amendment (by Mr. WASHBURN) was read, as follows: 

Strike out in line 928. commencing with ' together,“ eee River,” — n 


930, inclusive, as follows : PERL nag Petr the sums 
Missi: ssippi River from Des Rapids to the mouth oft 0 River.“ 


Mr. WILLIS. If the gentleman will allow me half a minute I will 
say that simply takes out the upper part of the river from the charge 
of the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. WASHBURN. If the ee will allow me to state the ef- 
fect of my own amendment—— 

Mr. WILLIS. I was going to say so far as I knew there was no ob- 
jection to it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The gentleman is wholly mistaken. The effect 
of it is to retain the portion of the river between the Des Moines Rapids 
and the Illinois River under the management of the Engineer Depart- 
ment, and restore the part from the IIlinois River to the Ohio River to 
the commission. All this work has been done under the control of the 
Engineer Department, and has been entirely successful and entirely 
satisfactory to the people interested. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark that the private colloquy 
going on between gentlemen cannot be heard by the reporter. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. We can not accept that. 

Mr. WASHBURN’S amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Maine 
is now at the Clerk’s desk. F 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let the gentleman go on and finish up the 
matter while it is fresh before the House, 

Mr. WASHBURN. No; I will withhold my amendment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 922 to 938, as follows: 


“Im River from the head of the to the mouth of the 


proving Mississi, passes 
Ohio River, including 3 of the Red and the Atchafalaya Rivers at 


the mouth of Red River, and for kee; „ 
mouth of Red River into the M River: Continui vement. 
$2,800,000; which sum, together with the sums herein 1 ey the Mis- 
sissipi River from Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of Ohio River, shall be 
expended, under the direction of the Sccretary of War, in accordance with the 
ians, specifications, estimates, and recommendations of the . River 
mission, as ees or amended by an advisory engineer of sai is- 
nag which office hereby created, said advisory engineer to be pig aeng by 
the President, at a salary of 33,500 per annum; and James B. Eads is by rec- 

ommended to the President for that position. 

And in lieu Gainer insert the following: 

“ Preserving improvements on the Mississippi River, $500,000; for preserving 
the improvements made by the commission in the Mississi ippi, River, which 
commission aN report to the next Congress the results of improvements 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I believe that amendment contains the true 
treatment this subject ought to receive. I believe the plans which have 
been presented to the House already show conclusively that this ex- 
penditure is not justifiable, except after the completion of the experi- 
ment which has already been entered into. 

In reply to some observations which I made a moment ago, the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] indulged in some remarks 
with regard to railroads, Now, I call the attention of the House to the 
fact that such expressions are used simply to create prejudice, and not 
for the furtherance of argument upon this question. I admit the right 
and propriety of the Congress of the United States making appropria- 
tions to facilitate the transportation of goods hy water and thereby ex- 
ercising a control over the rates which railroads may charge. But like 
every other business proposition the details of such an arrangement 
ought to be upon business principles; in other words, if you propose to 
curb the railroads and bring them within the controlling power of the 
water ways, it is your duty to do it by an expenditure which will pro- 
duce that result. But there never has been a time when the Missis- 
sippi River would not hold all the commerce that could be put upon it. 
There never has been a time when this expenditure was necessary even 
if it would produce the results which are claimed for it by its friends. 

But when it has been proved here by the admissions of the commit- 
tee, by the statements of fiicts and by the reports of the officers of the 
Government. that the scheme as attempted is a failure, that it has 
given every indication of being a failure, I say to continue this under 
the pretense of regulating railroads is to palter with sound business 
sense. Thecommerce of the Mississippi River to-day will demonstrate 
the truth of what I have said. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to say just a word in reply. 

Mr. WILLIS. I mast insist upon a strict enforcement of the rule. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Arkansas does not un- 
derstand me as objecting. I earnestly second his effort for a full and 
open discussion of this matter. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Yes; to kill the bill if you can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Maine, which has just been read. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I know by experience the thing is too con- 
solidated to hope anything from a division. 

The next amendment (by Mr. WASHBURN) was read, as follows: 


Pine out Des Moines Rapids,“ in line 929, and insert mouth of the Illinois 
ver.“ 


ee was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 13, 
noes 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment (by Mr. HEPBURN) was read, as follows: 

Insert, after line 927, the follow. 

“Provided, That the sum last shall be expended for no other purpose than 
to complete the work on the Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches." 

Mr. THOMAS. I make the point of order upon this amendment 
that the same subject has been voted down this morning. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois makes the point of 
order that this is the substance of what has been already considered and 
disposed of. Is it conceded to be the same eee which has been 


acted upon? 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is not so conceded by me. 

Mr. THOMAS. It is a fact, however, whether the gentleman con- 
cedes it or not. I feel satisfied that this amendment has been voted 


upon already. 

The CHAIRMAN. The record of the proceedings of yesterday will 
decide it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The other proposition, I think, was to reduce the 
amount. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will deem that it has not been acted 
upon unless the gentleman will furnish the amendment to which he 


refers. 

Mr. THOMAS. I have not a copy of it before me, but I am satisfied 
an investigation will show that it is substantially the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the amendment heretofore 
acted upon, and which the Chair presumes the gentleman from Illinois 
refers to, to be read. 


1885. 


Strike out line 922 to 938, inclusive, and insert: 
“ Forthe continuation of the improvements of the Mississi bpk ivan, $100,000, 
to be expended in the completion of the Plum Point and e Providence 


The CHAIRMAN. It is evident to the Chair that the two amend- 
ments are not identical. 

Mr, HEPBURN, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the 
committee to the statements which have been made in every report 
furnished by the Mississi River Commission, as well as by gentle- 
men on this floor, to the that the improvements now being made 
on the Mississippi River are entirely in the nature of experiments. No 
tig has yet claimed that these improvements will be successful. 

very one who has spoken upon the subject and ventured an opinion, 
has either said that they were experimental, or, like the gentleman 
from Arkansas, has said that they were absolutely worthless. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. How can the gentleman claim that, when 
we are simply seeking in the preparation of this bill to stop that which 
is tal and stick to that which is not experimental ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not yield for an interruption. Iknow. what 
the language of the gentleman was. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But thegentleman mistakes my language. 
We have asked to be relieved of the incubus that rests upon the work. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am aware of no change which is made by the 
bill imposing any new duties upon the commission as far as this work 
is concerned. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The bill does not recommend an expendi- 
ture of a dollar for experimental purposes. The design is to prevent 
new methods of procedure. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. They are simply acting upon the plan, in my judg- 
ment, as originally p 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ah! in your judgment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, the first plan ever proposed provided for 
this work of revetments, the work of spur-dikes, the work of artificial 
embankments in midriver, and the commission have done no other 
work, except upon these three classes of improvements, excepting on 
the levees. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit me to ask him 
a question ? 3 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have not time to answer questions in three min- 
utes. 

Mr. KING. I wish to ask just one question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I prefer not to be interrupted. 


Mr. KING. I only want to make a correction. Ş 
Mr. HEPBURN. I do not want to be corrected. Iam satisfied with 
my own knowledge of the subject. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN ] has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope the Chair will remember that I have been 
interrupted without my consent. 

A MEMBER. Let him have two minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask if it is the pleasure to extend 
the time of the gentleman from Iowa for two minutes? 

Mr. KING. Give him five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to extending the time for two 
minutes? 

I object. 


Mr. DUNN. 
ruptions. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Krxof seem desirous 
to discuss this question. I ask unanimous consent be given to allow 
those gentlemen to be heard. 

Objection was made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 21, noes 37. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I make the point that a quorum has not voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted the Chair will or- 
der tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Hepsurn, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS. 

í eon committeeagain divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 55, noes 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr. WHITE, of Ken- 
tucky), as follows: 

Amend by striking out lines 922 to 944 inclusive. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to submit to the Chair a ques- 
tion of order. My amendment is not intended to cut off amendments 
offered to what has been read. It goes a few lines further than the 
Clerk has read. The point of order I wish to make is that if I should 
fail to carry this amendment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will come to order; the Chair is 
7 woes: me gentleman from Kentucky. 
A Kentucky. I was stating, Mr. Chairman, that, if I 
understand correctly, the Clerk has read as far down as line — 
The CHAIRMAN. The whole section has been read. 


Only half a minute was occupied by inter- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The whole section has been read, and the bill is 
not being reread. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The point of order I wish to raise is this, 
that in case this amendment, which goes to line 944, shall fail, would it 
then be in order to move to amend any portion of the paragraph ending 
with line 938? 

The CHAIRMAN, It would. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I desire to address myself for the 
three minutes to the amendment which has been read by the Clerk. 
I propose to strike out from line 922 down to and including line 944, 
taking out the whole provision with regard to the Mississippi River 
Commission and the examination and surveys at the South Pass and 
the survey of the Mississippi River from the head of the passes to its 
headwaters. There are $75,000 in the bill for e survey 
from the head of the passes to the headwaters of the Mi ippi River.. 
There is no necessity for that; and we had better strike out this whole 
business and let us have a further expression of public opinion on what 
has been done. 

Mr. BUDD. What is the gentleman’s amendment? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. To strike out all from line 922 to line 
944, inclusive. 

Mr. BUDD. That includes all of the three paragraphs ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It does. ; 

Mr. BUDD. Allright. Let all friends of the bill vote ay, and 
thus save it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr, WILLIS. I ask for the reading of the next amendment. 

The next amendment (offered by Mr. WASHBURN) was read, as fol- 
lows: : 

Amend by inserting, at the end of line 950, the following: 

For the com n of the test of the flame invented by M. J. Adams for the 
improvement of the navigable channel of the Mississippi River between Saint 
Paul and Des Moines ids, provided for by act of Co: approved March 
3, 1879, under the supe: jon and direction of the said M. J. Adams, $20,000," 

Mr. THOMAS. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state the point of order. 

Mr. THOMAS. That it is new legislation, not authorized by law. 

I do not think it is new legislation. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not material. This is not a general ap- 
propriation bill, and the point of order is overruled. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I simply desire to say that an appropriation was 
made by Congress heretofore to make a test of this, and the matter was 
very fully considered in Congress when the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] was chairman of the committee. He has already investi- 
gated the matter very fully, and I yield him one minute to be heard. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] does 
not ap to be in his seat, 

Mr. I ask for a vote. In the judgment of the committee 
the test has not proved satisfactory. 

The question being taken, the amendment was not to. 

5 The next amendment (offered by Mr. NICHOLLS) was read, as fol- 
ows: 

Eons Dalian sek lnea bannati KR A ing said boat f 

‘For 1 opera ‘or 
year in the hematin “2 — rivers and — 4 in the States ot Florida, 
— and South Carolina, $100,000." 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire to say a word about that amend- 
ment. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. NICHOLLS] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman from Georgia yields to me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. L rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There are certainly two amendments to the preced- 
ing paragraphs which have not been voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the whole of the para- 
graph for the improvement of the Mississippi River commencing in line 
922 and the two succeeding paragraphs have been stricken out without! 
the attention of the Chair being called to any amendments pending. 
The hs have been stricken out and it is now too late to raise 
the question of order. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. For several years General Gillmore has 
urged that increased. facilities be given him ston gy Pag. yf 
Charleston and several other harbors. The present dredging tof 
the Government is worn out and utterly useless, and it is e 
necessary ſor the commercial wants of Charleston, Wilmington, an 
Savannah that at least one first-class dredge- boat be supplied for use 
there. I think this is a most meritorious amendment, and I know of 
no objection to it that has come from any member of the committee who 
has given the matter any consideration. ‘The chairman and I have con- 
ferred about it and we think it ought to prevail. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I also think that amendment 


Mr. Chairman, 
ought to prevail. (Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
OLLS] desire to be heard upon 
Mr. NICHOLLS. No, sir; I desire a vote. 


Does the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. NICH- 
the amendment? 


The amendment was to. 

Í The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr. BUDD), as fol- 
ows: : 

oo line ee = ret $ i — 
„For o roment dredge-boat 

Suisun 5 fap Pueblo Bays, California, $15,000: 88 to aging ae the 
imag powon hand to the credit of the fund for the Sacramento and Feather 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Chairman, I desire tocall the attention of the com- 
mittee to this amendment, which I understand is acceptable to them. 
Itdoes notincrease the appro paon atall. Last year, underan appro- 
priation made by Congress, the dredge-boat was built, and this amend- 
ment simply makes available for operating that dredge-boat certain 
funds already on hand to the credit of the rivers named. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will ask the gentleman from California [Mr. BUDD] 
whether this increases the appropriation ? 

Mr. BUDD. Not one cent. : 

Mr. WILLIS. That is my understanding. I understand that the 
Government has built the dredge-boat, and that this amendment simply 
provides for running it, out of money already appropriated for those 
rivers. 

Mr. BUDD. Yes; eut of the money already appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (by Mr. Cook), as follows: 

Strike out all of line 954, after the word from,“ and all of line 955. 

Mr. COOK. This amendment proposes to strike out all the appropri- 
ation for the improvement of the Missouri River below Sioux City. For 
years past every Congress, I believe, has appropriated money for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Missouri, and yet I hear of no com- 
merce upon it. The bed of the river is but a body of quicksands. You 
can not tell to-day where the current will be to-morrow. Thesides of 
the river are so unstable that miles of the shore upon the Iowa, Ne- 
braska, and Kansas side are, from year to year, washed into the river, 
and it is simply an impossibility ever to make the Missouri navigable to 
any considerable extent. I have inquired of members from Missouri 

Mr. COSGROVE. I would like to answer the gentleman on that point 
right now. 

- Mr. COOK. And of members from Iowa, who live upon the banks 
of the river, and they say that it is practically of no commercial use, nor 
has it been for years, especially from Council Bluffs to the moyth. 
Whatever trafic there is upon the Missouri is above Sioux City up to 
Fort Benton. I do not believe there are five boats passing between Sioux 
City and Kansas City during the whole year. 

Mr. COSGROVE. That shows how little the gentleman knows about 
the facts. 

Mr. COOK. I think the only effect of this provision in the bill is 
simply to throw $350,000 into the Missouri River. The gentleman from 
Kansas now tells me that during the whole of the past year the draw 
in the bridge at Atchison has been open but eight times for boats either 
way. 

The gentleman from Missouri is a little excited, but what I assert isa 
matter of public notoriety. I have frequently been along the river be- 
tween Kansas City and Sioux City and at every important place, and 
never have I seen a boat of ary kind on the river or tied up at its 
banks. It seems to me that this is no more nor less than throwing 
$250,000 into a river of a little water and much quicksand. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr. Pusey), as fol- 
lows: 

After the word “ dollar,“ in line 955, insert: 

“Ten thousand dollars of which, or so much thereof as may be required, for 


survey and improvement of the Missouri River at the mouth of the N; e- 
botny River.” 


Mr. COSGROVE. Mr. Chairman, is that amendment subject to the 
point of order? 

Mr. PUSEY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment does not increase the 
appropriation. One of the worst bends in the Missouri River from 
Saint Joseph to Sioux City is at the mouth of the Nishnebotny (which 
is a partially navigable stream), and this amendment is simply manda- 
tory upon the commission to d the amount of money named in re- 
moving snags and obstructionsat the mouthof that river. The amend- 
ment does not increase the appropriation at all, and I believe it is ac- 
Pore to the committee. 

. WILLIS. The committee has placed this river under the Mis- 
souri River Commission. That commission is either competent or in- 
eo; t. Ifincompetent, it ought ta be abolished; if competent, it 
ought to be permitted to pass on this point. : 

Mr. PUSEY. I think it is entirely within the power of Congress to 
direct what this commission shall do. 

Mr. WILLIS. We refused to do this on the lower Mississippi in 
regard to Natchez and Memphis. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. PUSEY] is en- 


titled the floor. 
Mr. PUSEY. A similar appropriation of $5,000 was ingrafted on 
the bill of last year. But the commission passed over this improve- 


ment—did nothing for it. This proposition simply requires the com- 
mission to make a survey; it does not increase the appropriation. I 
hope the House will adopt the amendment, 
The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Pusey, it was 
to 


Mr. HEPBURN. I have sent to the desk an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where does the gentleman desire the amend- 
ment to come in? 

Mr. HEPBURN. After the line last read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The whole section has been read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

Per the imp: an f the Mississippi River the f Provided, 
That not more than $1,000,000 of this such shall be expended on sald river sowth 
of ony hag that sum shall be expended on Plum Point and Lake Providence 
reac 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam compelled to make a point of order on that 
amendment. The paragraph to which it relates has been passed. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; I am asking that this be added to the 
paragraph last read. f: 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] will 
remember that yesterday, in trying to arrive at a rule for the solution 
of the anomalous condition of things, the Chair held that when a para- 
graph relating to a particular river had been once passed there should 
be no recurrence to the subject of that river. That ruling was enforced 
more than once during the last sitting of the committee; and it was 
only relaxed in the case of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CURTIN], who stated that the West Fork ofa particular river was known 
as a distinct stream. The point of order now raised by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] is sustained. 

The next amendment (by Mr. COSGROVE) was read, as follows: 

Strike out, in line 955, the words “three hundred and fifty’ and insert five 
hundred; so that it will read when amended: Improvement of the Missouri 
River from its mouth to Sioux City, $500,000," &c. ˖ 

Mr. COSGROVE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment would only give 
one-half of the amount which Major Suter of the commission says is 
requisite and can be judiciously expended between the points named. 

this connection I wish to say a word or two in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa who offered an amendment to strike out this entire 
appropriation. With his usual inaccuracy as to facts he stated, as I 
recollect, that there were not more than three or four boats plying be- 
tween Saint Louis and a point named by him. I want to state to the 
gentleman that there are one or two lines of packets plying daily on 
that river and making trips from Saint Louis to Kansas City two or 
three times per week. ‘But few points along that riverare touched by 
railroad. so that the commerce has necessarily to be done largely by 
boats; at every railroad point on the river—that is, those points touched 
by railroads—there are at least one or more boats. At the city where 
I reside boats are constantly plying during navigable season upon this 
river. This river passes through one of the most fertile portions of the 
country 

Mr. Cook rose. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I decline to yield. The gentleman did not honor 
me by yielding when I asked him to. I think the gentleman was 
talking about something he knew nothing about, and probably acting 
under a misapprehension of the facts farnished to him by one not ac- 
quainted with the true state of the case. 

I therefore hope this amendment will be adopted. If you are going 
to spend any money, it is right to spend enough to give the commission 
an opportunity to do something. It is useless to give them a few dol- 
lars—not half enough to accomplish any substantial good in aid of the 
commerce of that river. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. COSGROVE, it 
was not agreed to; there being—ayes 20, noes 38. 

The next amendment (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 

In line 955, strike out $350,000" and insert “$1,000,000.” 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask a vote on that amendment. 

The amendment was not to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out, in line 955, the 
words three hundred and.“ : 

Mr. Chairman, it will be discovered that the money appropriated for 
the Missouri River is to be spent in accordance with the estimates, 
specifications, plans, and recommendations of the Missouri River Com- 
mission. That commission is but a branch of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission. The plans, specifications, &c., for work on the Missouri River 
are made by a separate department of the Mississippi River Commis- 
sion, known as the Missouri River Commission. 

Now, in the report of the Mississippi River Commission for 1883 we 
are told, on page 22— 

Within the past year some serious inconvenience has been suffered from ex- 
orbitant demands made by land-owners for brush and piles. These materials 
are in most cases worth little or nothing tothe owners, and are unsalabic to any 


buyer except the Government at any price; but at the prices some of the owners 
ask for them they would make a large item of cost. 


It strikes me this thing of tickling the flank of the Missouri River 
is about as objectionable as ti e flanks of the Misissippi River, 
when we know the Missouri River Commission is but a subsidiary branch 


1885. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 1925 


of the great Mississippi Commission. Although separated by law, they 
have the same idea about things. One idea seems to have taken con- 
trol of the entire Democratic party, and that is to put their hands into 
the Treasury as deep as possible and draw out as many millions as they 
can. Therefore, if you are going to strike out the Mississippi River 
Commission, in good faith you ought to strike out the Missouri River 
Commission, because they are born of the same spirit of this Democratic 
party, who will stand for years on the principle that. they can not ap- 
propriate money because the Constitution forbids them to do so when it 
is to be devoted to any other section of the country, but when it comes 
to be devoted to their own section then they are for it, if it only takes 
enough millions out of the.Treasury for their purposes. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The amendment was rejected. - 

The next amendment (by Mr. Funston) was read, as follows: 

In line %5, after the word! dollars,” insert 

“Ten thousand dollars of which shall be 
the harbor at Wyandotte, Kans.” j 

Mr. FUNSTON.- Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not offer this amend- 
ment merely for the purpose of getting what is called my share in this 
pot, but I do it because of a public necessity, which ought to be satis- 
fied. Itis an appropriation which properly belongs to this locality, 
because every other town of any importance along the Missouri River 
has received an ps esse for the improvement of its harbor. I 
hold in my hand the report of the eee River Commission, show- 
ing the hi of all the appropriations along that river, but the few 
minutes whi 


expended in the improvement of 


provement of its harbor. 

Lask this appropriation provided in the amendment which I have 
moved in the interest of public improvement. It is due to the people 
of my country that they should have facilities of navigating the stream 
that goes by their doors, whichthey are not now able to do because of 
washes and deposits at and near the banksof the river. I say it isdue 
to this locality that here at this time and in this bill we should have 
the small appropriation I have asked for to be applied to the improve- 
ment of the harbor of that city of Wyandotte. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, Does it increase the appropriation? 

Mr. FUNSTON, Not one cent. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 50, noes 71. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 

Strike out $50,000” and insert $100,000 ;” so it will read: 

For continuation of surveys of the Missouri River from its mouth to its 
headwaters, now in progress; to make additional and examinations of 
said river and its tributaries; and to make such additional examinations and 
investigations, topographical, hydrographical, and hydrometrical, as are neces- 
2 a; maturing a plan for the permanent improvement of the entire river, 


The amendment was disagreed to. 
The next amendment (by Mr. Cook) was read, as follows: 
Strike out all of line 974 to line 985, inclusive. 

Mr. COOK. This paragraph appropriates $10,000 in a specific man- 
ner for improvements at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., and that so much 
of the appropriation which es it for the Missouri River should 
be there used. If it is specific, it should be limited to that amount. 
II it is not a limitation to $10,000, then it should be stricken out and 
should-rest on an appropriation which covers the river from Sioux City 
to Saint Louis. : 

68 5 Idesire to offer an amendment inereasing the amount 
„000. 
The CHAIRMAN, That is in order. 
_ Mr. PERKINS. I desire to say this amount of $10,000 was inserted 
in the bill by the committee in order to protect the Government prop- 
erty at Fort Leavenworth. There the Government owns more than 
7,000 acres of land, much of which is occupied by the fort and for mil- 
itary p The reservation extends on each side of the river. - A 


urposes. 
bridge spans the river there, but the action of the water is such that it 
now threatens more than 1,500 acres of this valuable land belonging to 
the United States and the usefulness of the bridge spanning the river. 
It was to protect that land as well as to improve the bank and the 
e stream this 8 was inserted. It is not for 
r private property. I insisted before 


regimen of 
the harbor of Leavenworth or 


the committee that the sum given was not sufficient; yet in view of 
the policy adopted by the committee in not making appropriations for 
particular harbors or localities, but leaving the money to be expended 
under the direction of the commission, they thought it would not be 
right to appropriate more than is given; but for the protection of this 
property of the Government, as well as to improve the navigation of the 
stream, they consented this amount might be appropriated for the spe- 
cifie use mentioned, and under no circumstances should the motion of 
the gentleman from Iowa prevail. This committee has been charged 
with sectionalism and with having acted on partisan considerations. 
In my judgment no such motives influenced the committee in the dis- 
charge of its duty. Sectionalism did not actuate or control it, and par- 
tisan considerations were ry eee in the appropriations recommended. 
We have been charged with looking after local interests and in forget- 
ting the public welfare, although as a member of that committee I de- 
sire to say that my own State, the State of Kansas, is almost the only 
State in the Union which gets no dollar from this bill. We have not 
been influenced by any such considerations as have been charged against 
us. If it shall be the disposition of the House to vote down this paltry 
sum proposed for the protection of this Government property, all I 
can do is to submit; but I present it to the enlightened judgment of the 
House, believing the provision of the bill will not be stricken out. 

Mr. PERKINs’s amendment to the amendment was disagreed to. 

The next amendment (by Mr. Lore) was read, as follows: 

Add after line 985: 

Improving harbor at Wilmington, Del., $25,000, which shall include the $15,- 
000 heretofore passed in this bill for that purpose.” 

Mr. WILLIS. I am compelled to make the point of order upon that 
amendment. . 

Mr. LORE. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask the attention of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky and the gentleman from Delaware. Under the 
order of the House certain lines were postponed until after the reading 
of this entire ph— 

Mr. WILLIS. This does not come within that agreement. It is 
clearly subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to finish its statement. 
Under the order of the House certain matters were postponed until we 
reached the end of the section. The end of the section is at the end of 
line 985, and this is a proposition to add to this section. Prior to that 
the three other matters which had been passed over would be in order, 
and without unanimous consent the Chair thinks it is first in order to 
dispose of these three subjects to which reference has been made. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no doubt about the point of order upon this. 

Mr. LORE. I admit if the point of order is insisted upon that it can 
be sustained. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair then understands the amendment to 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. LORE. 


upon. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now go back to line 332. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. There have been amendments submitted to come 
in at the end of line 985 that have not been presented to the attention 
of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware of that, but there were cer- 
tain other reserved lines in the section that have not been presented, 
and in the opinion of the Chafr they take precedence of those amend- 
ments that come in at the end of the section. 

Mr. WELLER. I understand the amendments I have already of- 
fered will not be precluded ? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair does not know, of course, what amend- 
ment the gentleman has at the desk. The Clerk will read the amend- 
ment to line 332. ; 

The Clerk read the amendment (submitted by Mr. WARNER, of Ohio), 
as follows: 

In line 332, strike out fiſteen and insert ** fifty.” 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Ohio is absent, and I owe it to 
him to say, upon examination of the subject now before the committee, 
that if he will reduce it to $25,000 there will be no objection. He is 
attending a committee meeting, and I ask, therefore, that it be reduced 
to $25,000, to which the committee will have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move to amend? 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to amend by making it $25,000. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend by 
increasing it to $30,000. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not do that. There is an 
agreement between the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] and the 
committee; and this amount will be satisfactory to both parties. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Large amounts of money have been 
thrown away there by reason of the fact that no appropriation has been 
made to complete the work. 

Mr. WIL But in this case the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Waz- 
NER] is satisfied. 


I will withdraw it, since the point of order is insisted 
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Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. 
sist upon the amendment. 

The amendment of Mr. WILLIS was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand certain lines from 922 to 933, inclu- 
sive, have been stricken from the bill. There were, as I understand it, 
pending certain amendments in the hands of the Clerk at that time. 
I want to know what becomes of those amendments ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no official knowledge of any 
amendment to which attention is not called. When the motion to 
strike out was made by the gentleman from Kentucky, before argu- 
ing it he asked a parliamentary question, whether, if his motion failed, 
other amendments could be voted upon, to which the Chair answered 
in the affirmative. The motion of the gentleman, however, was car- 
ried, and we then passed to other matters and no attention was called 
to the fact that other amendments had been offered. The Chair had 
no information of any other amendments pending. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Permit me a moment. Under the direction of the 
Chair these amendments were forwarded to the Clerk and were in his 
hands. It was supposed of course by members that they were to be 
considered as pending amendments under that order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that a member proposin 
an amendment should have called attention to the fact before we ha 

on to a half dozen other propositions. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. If the Chair will allow me I would ask 
if these lines, having gone out of the bill, do not necessarily take the 
amendments with them? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairsupposes that might be the reason af- 
fecting the Clerk. But the Chair was not informed in reference to the 
matter. 

Mr. BUDD. Is an amendment pending until it is read? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that if gentlemen do not call 
for the reading of their amendments the Chair is not responsible for 
their failure to be presented to the committee. The Clerk will report 
the next amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the next amendment (by Mr. WASH- 
BURN), as follows: 

Add to line 774: 

“The Secretary of War is hereby directed.” 

Mr. WILLIS. That is to come in under the head of surveys.“ 

Mr. WASHBURN, I will withdraw the amendment for the present. 

The next amendment (submitted by Mr. GUENTHER) was read, as 
follows: 

In line 774, after the word site,“ insert : 

“Improving the Fox River, Wisconsin : Continuing improvement, $100,000,” 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr: Chairman, I can hardly think it is the in- 
tention of this committee to commit so gross a wrong as to fail to make 
any appropriation for the Fox River. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask my friend to reduce the amount to $75,000; 
and I understand the committee under the new report is willing to 
accept that. 

Mr. GUENTHER. In order not to imperil the ultimate of 
the bill I will consent to this reduction to $75,000, though I should in- 
sist upon $150,000. I therefore modify the amendment and make it 


$75,000. 
The amendment as modified was to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The next amendment in order that was 


over was one to the paragraph commencing in line 813 and relating to 
the Hennepin Canal. That amendment can not be considered until 
the question of order shall be disposed of. Is it the pleasure of the 
committee to have that question of order disposed of now or to take up 


the amendments which have been offered to come in at the end of the 


section? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask for a ruling from the Chair now. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand the section is concluded with the ex- 
ception of the amendment to which the Chair has referred. 

TheCHAIRMAN. There areamendments at the end of that section 
still to be disposed of. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask that those amendments may be disposed of. 

Mr. DUNHAM and other members. Let us have the ruling on the 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] 
asked that that part of the bill which begins on line 813 and ends 
with line 842 be stricken out. They relate exclusively to the con- 
struction of a canal from the Illinois River near the town of Hennepin 
to the Mississippi River at or near Rock Island,’’ and propose that 
$300,000 be appropriated therefor. He claimed that they should be 
stricken from the bill upon four points of order. 

The first was that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had no juris- 
diction over the subject-matter of that canal. The second was that 
that committee had no right to put that canal into this bill and thereby 
give it the precedence allowed to bills making appropriations for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors by paragraph 8, Rule XI. The third 
ground was that said lines are practically the same as H. R. 1975 upon 


If he is satisfied then I shall notin- | the Calendar, reported last session by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 


MURPHY] from the Committee on Railways and Canals. That being 
true, it is contended that those lines are therefore obnoxious to clause 
4 of Rule XXI as to amendments. His last point was that this was 
new legislation, increasing the amount of expenditure covered by the 
bill and doing it by a clause not germane to the bill.“ Allusion was 
there meant to the familiar third paragraph of Rule XXI. 

For convenience the last two points will be disposed of first. In 
reply to them, it was urged that this bill is not a general appropria- 
tion bill and not covered by the third clause of Rule XXI, which in 
terms applies to general appropriation bills;’’ and that clause 4 of 
Rule XXI is in terms confined to amendments, whereas the lines at- 
tacked are in the bill and not offered as an amendment. 

In February, 1881, Mr. CARLISLE (our present Speaker), being chair- 
man of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of thé Union, 
considering the river and harbor appropriation bill, held that it was not 
a general appropriation bill, and that therefore an amendment to add 
a new work—that is, an ice-harbor at Dubuque, Iowa, $40,000'’— 
was not out of order. (See RECORD, volume 47, page 1634, third ses- 
sion Forty-sixth Congress.) That decision has been followed ever since 
and upon the letter of the rule is fatal to the fourth point above stated. 
The third point as put is applicable to amendments only, and as the 
letter of the rule cited covers only amendments, and this is not an 
amendment, that letter again kills. 

The question of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER], put to 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] in the debate, indicated 
a broader objection, but it was not otherwise suggested. It, therefore, 
might be im r for the Chair, under the circumstances, to discuss 
that view. des, its elucidation would require a history of the pres- 
ent rule, which would be tedious. The Chair therefore forbears. 

Let us now recur to the first and second points of order. Several re- 
plies were made to the point that the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors had not jurisdiction of the subject-matter of this canal. The first 
was that several petitions for the construction of this canal had been 
referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors before it reported this 
bill to the House. It was not claimed that they were referred other- 
wise than through the petition-box in the usual and ordi way. 
It was said that by the rules of the House all bills of this character 
shall be delivered to the Clerk like petitions and memorials, and thence 
referred.” 

Another member said in argument that— 


When a petition was placed in the petition-box and referred to that commit- 


tee a was made of that fact, and that record was not approved until the 


next day, when the attention of every member of the House was called to that 
record, which showed the disposition of such petition; and when that record 
stands 8 by action of the House it is too late in the Committee of the 
Whole or in the House to say the Committee on Rivers and Harbors has no juris- 
diction of the question. 

Does this conclusion follow from the facts stated? Clause 5 of Rule 
XXI requires: 

All bills for improvement of rivers and harbors shall be delivered to the Clerk 
as in case of petitions and memorials for reference to the appropriate committee. 


That declares two things: First, that all those bills go to that com- 
mittee not through the House, but through the petition-box only; 
second, that the House trusts the Clerk to send such as relate to rivers 
cg Foose to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. It is confined 
to bi 

Rule XXII needs to be examined, for it covers petitions and me- 
morials (except memorials of State Legislatures, which are covered by 
clause 1 of Rule XXIV). 

Rule XXII plainly shows that the reference of petitions and memo- 
rials is not even eg A by the Clerk, as was erroneously stated in the de- 
bate. The Clerk must deliver them to the committee to which the in- 
dorsement of the member directs. And if the reference be wrong, that 
committee may refer them to the proper committee in the manner orig- 
inally presented,” i. e., through the petition-box.* And in that case the 
Clerk has nothing to do but follow the direction of the committee making 
thereference. It will be seen that under the rule the House has nothing 
to do with the reference of petitions. This very fact was urged as an 
objection to Rule XXII when it was adopted. (See speech of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] on that point.) Some- 
times the committee reports them back to the House for reference, but 
that is not claimed in this case. And that part of the Journal relating 
to petitions is not usually read in the House. (See Rules and Practice 
of House of Representatives, first session Forty-eighth Congress, page 
341.) So far as the Chair knows it is never read in the House. 

If sucha reference gives jurisdiction any member may give jurisdiction 
to any committee over any subject-matter by his indorsement; he may 
give it to every committee by referring one such petition to each. He 
may refer the reorganization of the Supreme Court to the Committee on 
Ventilation and Acoustics by simply putting the matter of a bill for that 
purpose into the form of a petition and so directing it by his indorse- 
ment. The Chair does not say that by appropriate action the House 
might not correct such an abuse. The Chair is only showing to what 


the claim that jurisdiction can be thus obtained will lead. 
For many good reasons Rule XI distributes all business between our 
fifty committees. That rule imperatively declares that all proposed 


1885. CONGRESSIONAL 


legislation relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors shall. be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and all proposed legisla- 
tion relating to railways and canals, other than Pacific railroads, to the 
Committee on Railways and Canals.” No disregard of that rule by a 
member's indorsement ona petition or by the retention thereof by a com- 
mittee, if beyond its jurisdiction, can enlarge the jurisdiction of the 
committee fixed by the rules. 

Next, it was contended that the jurisdiction had been conferred by 
reference to that committee of the Engineer’s Report. TheREcorp of 
the 8th of January last states that a letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting the Report of the Chief of Engineers, with accompanying 

pers from officers in charge of river and harbor districts,’’ was laid 
Before the House by the Speaker, and referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. This mere recital and the fact that the canal is 
mentioned in the volumes of that report it is contended gave to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors jurisdiction over the pro 
It seems to the Chair that a fair construction of that act of the Speaker 
was to commit to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors only those 
of that report ‘‘ relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors.” 
The construction opposite to this proves too much for those who invoke 
its aid. That construction would have given jurisdiction to that com- 
mittee over the seacoast and lake-frontier defenses, the surveys of the 
Territories, the improvement and care of puie buildings and grounds 
in and around Washington, the water supply of this District, the fish- 
ways at the Great Falls of the Potomac, the control of the Washington 
Aqueduct, &c.; for all these things are covered in that report. (See 

5, 2300, 2301, 2339, Ke.) The quoted language fairly excluded 
all but the matter about improving rivers and harbors. The other 
things mentioned therein belong to our other appropriate committees. 

That Co has provided for the construction of certain other 
canals throws no light upon this question without the facts as to each 
of them. They may have been passed as separate bills; they may 
have been reported by the Committee on Ways and Means, or on Ap- 
propriations, or on Commerce, or on Rivers and Harbors. Each of 
those committees has reported such bills, and both separately and 
combined with other matter. The date of the act, the then jurisdic- 
tion of the committee reporting it, &c., must all be known. They 
may have been to connect of the same river with each other, 
ditches around instead of through obstructions to navigation. They 
may have been provided for as the original survey of the Hennepin 
Canal was in the first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, or as the 
other case cited in debate in twenty-first United States Statutes at 
Large, 189; i. e., without any points of order being made, and in bills 
passed by suspension of all rules. 

But even if the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had jurisdiction 
of the subject-matter, the second point of order, that it could not be 
brought here for consideration in this bill, remains to be answered. 
Paragraph 8 of Rule XI provides that the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors shall have the same privilege in reporting bills making appro- 

riations for the improvement of rivers and harbors as is accorded to the 
mmittee on Appropriations in reporting general appropriation bills.“ 
And Rule XXIII, clause 4, provides that in Committees of the Whole 
House business on their Calendars shall be taken up in regular order, 
except bills for raising revenue, general appropriation bills, and bills 
for the oan of rivers and harbors, which shall have preced- 
ence,” &e. 

The proposed work is simply a canal to connect two distinct rivers 
at the points to be connected thereby seventy-five miles apart. The 
Chair does not think that in any fair sense that is for the improve- 
ment of either river. Nothing but the appropriations for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors have that great privilege of precedence over 
all other business except bills raising revenue and appropriating it to 
carry on the Government. That privilege should not be allowed to 
anything not clearly entitled thereto. ; 

No answer to this view was made in the debate. The effort seemed 
to be to avoid that issue by the position that because this bill had been 
by the House committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union containing this provision, no question of order can 
be here raised, because it is said that this committee can not inquire 
ao the jurisdiction of the committee which brought the bill into the 

ouse. 

It is admitted that when the bill was reported to the House, and be- 
fore and upon its reference to this committee, all points of order were 
reserved openly in the House and entered into its proceedings. But it 
is claimed that this precise question has been decided. It is asserted 
that during the last session of this Congress, when a like bill was in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, the then 
chairman of the committee, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. WELL- 
BORN], held this same canal to be in order under like circumstances, 
and that on appeal his decision was sustained by the committee by a 
vote of 103 to 63. 

A decision under like circumstances deliberately made by that gen- 
tleman would have great weight with the Chair. The vote of the com- 
mittee on appeal, even though but half the members voted, would add 
force to the decision were the issues fully understood when that vote 
was had. It is important, therefore, to examine the facts. 
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In that case points of order had not been reserved when that bill was 
referred. That decision did hold that the bill being referred as an en- 
tirety must be so considered. The chairman did say that had points 
of order been reserved he, with the views he entertainsof the question, 
would hesitate before undertaking to pass upon the original jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, &c. (See CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, volume 68, 5014.) But wlien asked to state the ground of the 
decision he said: 


The decision of the Chair is based upon the assumption that points of order 
were not reserved upon the bill when it was committed to the Committee of 
the Whole on the State ofthe Union.—Congressiona!l Record, volume 68, page 4015. 


Further down on the same page (4015) he said that even had such 
general reservation of points of order been made as claimed he still 
believes it would not be competent for him to pass upon the question of 
thejurisdiction of another committee, &. It was afterall that that the 
committee sustained the decision of the Chair. Considering that these 
expressions came out ina colloquy, the members of that committee may 
have differed in their understanding of that decision when they voted 
on the appeal. Quoting these different expressions, gentlemen in this 
debate have been diametrically opposed in their views of the true 
grounds of that decision. Nothing beyond that colloquy has been quoted. 
The Chair will pursue it a little further. 

A proposition was offered to amend the Hennepin Canal section by 
providing for a ship-canal to connect the waters of the Chesapeake 
and Delaware Bays. It was ruled out of order on the point that the 
committee had no jurisdiction, and that that was the substance of a 
pending bill. (Zbid., 5017.) All the foregoing, as to that bill, occurred 
on the 11th of June, 1884. On the next day the bill was again under 
consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and the same gentleman was in the chair. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL] moved to amend by providing fora survey 
ofa ship-canal to connect the Delaware River with the Atlantic Ocean. 
It was objected to upon a point of order. The Chair held that as the 
Hennepin Canal was then in the bill this other canal was germane, 
and therefore in order. The Chair will read on page 5068. Observe 
its purport: 

The Chair will further state that on yesterday he refrained from giving ex 
sion to his opinion touching the original jurisdiction of the Committee on Bivers 
and Harbors over the proposition for the Hen in Canal, for the reason that 
the bill in its entirety having been referred by the 
Whole, it was not competent for the Committee of the Whole to g behind the 
reference and pass upon the question of original jurisdiction in Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors. 

The Chair thinks it needful to a proper understanding of his present ruling to 
say that in his opinion the Committee on Rivers and Harbors did not have juris- 
diction over that subject. and had the point been presented before the House at 
the proper time and in the proper way the Chair thinks the clause should have 
been stricken from the bill, 

That extract contained a deliberate opinion that the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors did not have jurisdiction over the subject.” It 
further held that had the point been presented before the House at the 
proper time andin the proper way the Chair thinks the clause should have 
been stricken from the bill.“ There, as here, jurisdiction was asserted 
by reason of reference of the Chief Engineer’s report, &c., to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. t 

That chairman gave no opinion as to what was the proper time and 
proper way in the House. Doubtless the proper time would have been 
when the bill was reported and before it was committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. And now about 
the proper way.’’ Had the House been informed that this matter 
was in the bill before it was sent here, action might have been taken 
in the House other than reserving points of order if its rules and prac- 
tice allowed consideration in the House before consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. But there 
is no such practice as to appropriation bills. When this bill was re- 
ported its title indicated what it was. It was an original bill reported 
from the committee, never having been before introduced into the 
House. By Rule XXI, clause 1, it was then read only by its title and 
referred to this committee. It was never read in the House except by 
title. But suppose it be treated as having been so read. Rule XXIII 
requires that— f 

All motions or tions involving a tax or c le; 
8 „ — eee ah de 
red in a Committee ofthe Whole, and a point of order under this rule 
shall be good at any time before the consideration of a bill has been commenced. 

It seems to the Chair that had it been so read in the House and a 
point of order had been raised and a motion had been made to strike 
out this canal provision, the Speaker could but have said that that was 
a ‘‘ motion or“ proposition! or ‘‘ proceeding touching appropriations 
of money under Rule XXIII, and all that the House could do was to 
refer it to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of thé Union, 
where that rule demands that its first consideration shall be had. 

Suppose thatis not true. Suppose that the House, when for the only 
time this bill was before it, had instructed this committee first to pass 
upon this point of order. None would then doubt that this committee 
could so act. Where is the difference when, pursuant to its ordinary 
practice, the House allowed all points of order to be reserved and sent 


ouse tothe Committee of the 


the bill here under that disability for the action of this committee? 
Paragraph 8 of the same Rule XXIII declares that the rules of 
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roceeding in the House shall be observed in Committee of the Whole 

ouse so far as they are applicable.“ Our Digest of Rules, when it 
states that the chairman of the Committee of the Whole can not rulea 
proposition in an appropriation bill committed to it out of order, says: 

or eg it is otherwise where the point was reserved before commitment.— 

igest, 265. 

The fact that the House allows points of order to be reserved before 
commitment proves that it virtually instructs that the fact of commit- 
ment shall not cut them off. Otherwise the practice of reserving points 
of order on these bills would be worse than an unmeaning farce. It 
would operate as a snare and a fraud. Otherwise all the purposes 
sought by distributing matters among our committees according to their 
jurisdictions, fixed by the rules, would be thwarted. Otherwise the river 
and harbor bill woald be an omnibus, me ae of carrying whatever a 
majority of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors chose to pack into it, 
however foreign to its jurisdiction, and that too with a guaranteed right 
of way in preference to all legislation except that necessary to pre- 
serve the life of the Government. Sucha construction must be wrong. 
The first and second points of order are sustained and the lines objected 
to will be stricken from the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I am compelled to take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, and upon that appeal I wish to be heard. 

Mr. WILLIS. The hour for adjournment has almost arrived. Will 
my friend from Ilinois yield to me that I may move that the commit- 
tee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
IIlinois when the House again resolves itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union to consider this bill. The ap- 
peal taken from the decision of the Chair will be considered as pending. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. As the gentleman from Illinois has sub- 
mitted an appeal from the decision of the Chair, I desire to submit a 
motion relating to that appeal. : 

Mr. MURPHY. It is understood we reserve all rights of Whatever 
kind we may have, and that in the flurry of the committee rising at this 
time no right shall be sacrificed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the situation. An appeal 
is taken from the decision of the Chair. The gentleman taking the ap- 
peal has the floor, and, pending that, yields for a motion that the com- 
mittee rise. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] may be allowed to waive that motion until this appeal is dis- 
posed of. [Cries of ‘‘ No!’ No!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Wiis] that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the river and 
harbor bill had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 11 o'clock and 59 
minutes a. m., February 20, 1885) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


- The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. M. CAMPBELL: Petition of citizens of Tyrone borough, 
Pa., asking Congress to discontinue the ing of mails and the dis- 
tribution of mail matter on the Sabbath—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. $ 

By Mr. CURTIN: Papers relating to the claim of Lewis Rothermel— 
10 the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of George Scoville, for compensa- 
tion as counsel in the Guiteau trial—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Rey. F. A. Robinson and 52 others, of 
Winnebago, III., for legislation checking the increase of polygamy—to 
the same committee. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of John A. Plattes Post of Grand Army 
of the Republic of Indiana, praying Congress to grant to each Union 
soldier, honorably discharged, one hundred and sixty acres of land, or 
to their widows or minor children—to the Select Committee on Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. j 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petition of citizens of Pittsburgh, Pa., for th 
suppression of polygamy—to the Committee on the J 8 . 

By Mr. HOWEY: Papers relating to the claim of Stephen H. Myers, 
of Somerset County, New Jersey—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUTCHINS: Petition of citizens of New York, asking leg- 
islation on the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of John D. Wells, D. D., and 70 others, 
citizens of Brooklyn; of Roswell D. Hitchcock, D. D., and 102 others, 
citizens of New York; and of D. W. McWilliams and 27 others, citi- 
zens of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying for legislation to prevent increase of 
Mormonism—to the same committee. 

By Mr. S. H. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Meadville, Pa., urging 
legislation to suppress Mormonism—to the same committee, 


By Mr. MORRILL: Petition for the appropriation of $12,000 for the 
repair of the roads in the military reservation of Fort Leavenworth, 
Kans.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MURRAY: Petition from ex-soldiers in Washington, D. C. 
praying for the purchase of Miss Ransom’s life-size portrait of General 
George H. Thomas—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. POLAND: Petition of Henry A. Frost, of New York city, 
praying relief for being deprived of his liberty in violation of the Con- 
stitution, with accompanying papers—to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of citizens of Breckinridge County, 
Kentucky, asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Joseph Dunlap, for reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims under the act of March 3, 1883—to the 
Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: Petition of 170 citizens of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, against the ratification of the reciprocity treaty 
with Spain—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENS: Petition of Losson W, Mead, Company E, 
Twenty-first Missouri Infintry, for relief—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPOONER: F%tition of Boston Handel and Haydn Society 
II. II. Darby, of Saint Louis, and many others, citizens of the United 
States, for the passage of the Dorsheimer bill, or a similar international 
copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Rev. A. Lehman and 33 others, citi- 
zens of Dresden; of J. K. Caldwell and 50 others, citizens of Zanesville; 
of Levi Knowlton and 110 others, citizens of Utica; and of J. Glover 
and 60 others, citizens of Coshocton, Ohio, praying for the suppression 
of Mormorism—to the same committee, 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: - 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Of 18 citizens of Minneapolis; of 91 citizens of 
Greenleaf, and of 62 citizens of Clyde, Kans. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of 50 citizens of Franklin County, Pennsyl- 
vania. : 

By Mr. CLARDY: Of Charles A. Weber and 132 others, citizens of 
Perryville, and of 63 citizens of Belgrade, Washington County, Mis- 
souri. 

By Mr. ELLWOOD: Of 150 citizens ôf Kaneville and of 100 citi- 
zens of Plato Centre, Kane County, Illinois. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of citizens of Weir, of Galena, of Equity, and 
of Wellsville, Kans. - 

By Mr. GRAVES: Of William Marsh and others, of Holden; of J. 
O. Dockwell and others, of Independence; of R. Fosset and others, of 
Kansas City, and of Samuel Crum and others, of Independence, Mo. 

By Mr. HANBACK: Of C. E. Monell and 200 others, of Kirwin; of 
James Secrist and 50 others, of Ellsworth County; of Samuel McClary 
and 10 others, of Ibaton; of Daniel Truberg and 50 others, of Glen 
Elder, and of William C. Whitney and 200 others, of Cawker City, Kans. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of A. Richards and 34 others, of Rushsylvania, 
Logan County, Ohio. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Of George Brooking and 60 others, citizens of 
Saint George; of W. F. McClain and 48 others, citizens of Wetmore, 
and of Andrew Card and 41 others, citizens of Laclede, Kans. 

By Mr. LACEY: Of J. A. Burchard and 62 others, of Bellevue, Mich. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Of 90 citizens of Chestnut, III. 

By Mr. WARD: Of citizens of Hobbs, Tipton County; of Pendleton, 
Madison County, and of Mason, Clinton, and Noblesville, Hamilton 
County, Indiana. 

By Mr. JAMES WILSON: Of citizens of Marion, Linn County, Iowa. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 20, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m 

Prayer by Rev. JAHU DE WITT MILLER, of the city of Philadelphia. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimate of appro- 
priation by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue of $10,500, required 
under section 3689 of the Revised Statutes, to refand to persons money 
collected from them without warrant of law under a recent decision of 
the Court of Claims; which, with the acegmpanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the reporting the allowance of the claim of John Finn, pay- 
able from an appropriation which is exhausted; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
the herb transmitting estimates of appropriations received from the 
Secretary of the Navy for the conti t ex of the Navy Depart- 
ment for the fiscal years 1884 and 1885, and for testing rifled cannon for 
new cruisers; which, with the accompanying estimates and papers, were 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 14th instant, a re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers on the subject of a new lock on the Saint 
Mary’s Falls Canal, in the State of Michigan, and estimates therefor; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
ee ee the House of Representatives returning a Senate bill with 
amendments. The message will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Is THE Ilovse OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 19, 1885. 

Resolved, That the bill from the Senate (S. 229) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Key West, Fla., pass with 
the following amendments : 

In line 2 of the bill, after the word directed,“ to strike out all down to and 
including the word " necessary,” in line 4, and insert“ purchase, at private sale, 
or by condemnation in pursuance of the statute of the State of Florida, all the 
land that he may deem necessary.“ 

In line 8 strike ont the words including the purchase of land; “ in line 10 
strike out the word "fifty ` and insert * forty.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill 
with the amendments will be referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] informs me 
that there is a clerical error in the bill as it came from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first amendment proposed by 
the House strikes out certain words from the bill and inserts identi- 
cally the same words. The Chair thought that it might go to the eom- 
mittee so as to be reported with the correction. 

Mr. CALL. Very well. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 3343) for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Auburn, N. V., was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the Honse of gs same sida by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 7585) for the relief of William M. Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. 7584) for the relief of A. B. Montgomery; and 

A bill (H. R. 3258) to authorize the construetion of a bridge across 
the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point between Stillwater 
and Taylor’s Falls, Minn. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr, LAPHAM. I present a copy of concurrent resolutions of the 
Legislature of New York, which is as follows: 

Whereas Hon. GEORGE F. Epmunps, in January, introduced into the Senate 
a bill entitled “A bill to authorize an additional appointment on the retired-list 
of the Army,” which bill has passed the Senate and is now awaiting action in 
the House of Representatives; and 

Whereas the said bill is intended to create a ition upon the retired-list of 
the Army for that illustrious soldier Ulysses S. Grant: Therefore, 

Resolved (if the assembly concur), That our Representatives in Congress from 
this State be, and they are hereby, 1 to sapere ie said bill, and to urge 
a measure which w. lace General Grant upon retired- list. 

Resolved (if the y concur), That the governor be requested to transmita 
copy of these resolutions to each of our Representatives in Congress. 

I move that the resolutions lie on the table. 

The bill having passed the Senate I suppose the resolutions should 
lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New York that the paper he sent to the Chair is not an original 

It is a printed copy. 

Mr. LAPHAM. L stated that it was a copy. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The original of the resolution was pre- 
sented and read several days ago, as I remember. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I was not aware of that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the paper 
will be received, and laid on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I present a petition of the Ministerial Association 
of Erie, Pa., in relation to the Mormon question, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill the design of which shall be to check in our Republic the 
subversive influence of Mormonism on our democratic laws, free insti- 
tutions, and the morality of the nation. Isuppose this petition should 
go to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As that subject has been passed upon 
by that committee and by the Senate, the petition had probably better 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table. 


Mr. CULLOM presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of Mi- 


nois; which was read, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as 
follows: 


Preamble and joint resolution adopted by the thirty-fourth General Assembly 
of Illinois. 


Whereas the Senate of the United States did pass a resolution of the date of 
April 22, A. D. 1884, instructing the honorable Secrétary of War to cause an in- 
q to be made as to the cost of construction of the Lake Superior Ship Canal 
and Lake Improvement Company Canal, and also inquire upon what 
terms said canals might be purchased by the United States, and make free water 
“we to the commerce of the great lakes; and 

Whereas the honorable Secretary of War designated Col. O. M. Poe, of the 
United States Army, to make such examination and report, in conformity with 
said resolution ; and 

Whereas the honorable Secretary of War did report, on or about January 5, 


i Aas 1885, that Colonel Poe had made such examination, and on whose report 


did recommend that Congress take steps to purchase the same and make them 
free water ways to the commerce of the lakes; and 

Whereas the tolls collected by these canals are a serious burden toa numer- 
ous 9 ＋— and a very large industry embraced inside the limits of the territory 
supplied by these-ca ja 
hereas these water ways should be made free channelsto the great traffic that 
is now springing up with Minnesota, Iowa, and the count: ong the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad, that passes through Lake Superior, finding an outlet to the 
east and seaboard; and 

Whereas the dangers of the navigation of Lake Su or may be greatly les- 
sened ei Magen improvement of this water way, and r e a safe shelter ata point 
where of this lake are the greatest and most serious disasters have 
occurred: Therefore, 

Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Illinois (the house of representatives concur- 
ring), That our tors and Representatives in Congress are hereby uested 
to use their best endeavors to secure such legislation by Congress as will result 
in the United States acquiring the title to, and the ownership of, the ship-canals 
connecting the waters of Keweenaw Bay, by urod of Roxtegs Lake, with the 
waters of e Superior, in the upper peninsula of Michigan, in accordance with 
the report of the honorable Secretary of War, presented to the United States Sen- 
ate on or about January 5, A. D. 1885, in reply to its resolution of April 22, A. D. 
188, and making them free for the navigation and commerce of the t lakes. 

Resolved, That the honorable secretary of state is hereby requ: to forward 
& copy of the foregoing preamble and resolutions to each of the Senators and 
Representatives in Congress from the State of Illinois. 

Adopted by the senate, January 30, A. D. 1885. i 

J. C. SMITH, x 
President of the Senate, 


L, F. WATSON, 
Secretary of the Senate. 
Coneurred in by the house of representatives, February 4, A. D. 1888. 
E. M. HAINES, Speaker. 


R. A. D. WILBANKS, 
Clerk House of Representatives, 


Attest: 


Teste: 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
State of Illinois, ss: 


I, Henry D. Dement, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby certify 
that the foregoing is a true copy of a preamble and joint resolution adopted b; 
the thirty-fourth General Assembly of the State of Illinois, and filed in this of 
fice February 6, A. D. 1885, 2 

In witness whereof, I hereunto set my hand and affix the great seal of State. 
Done at Springfield, the 6th day of February, in vere of our Lord 1885. 

NRY D. 88 

Mr. CULLOM presented resolutions of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
III., eee certain amendments of the House bill in relation to 
of lading and to determine the liability of ship-owners and others there- 
under; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce. - 

_ Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition signed by a number of lead. 
ing attorneys and citizens of Saint Louis, Mo., let, ge a commit- 
tee of Congress, or a commission outside of appointed to 

repare a code of procedure for all Federal tribunals of every kind and 
Jarlediction. Attached to the petition is a memorial stating the reasons 
why they desire this done. I ask—it is not very long—that the peti- 
tion may be printed and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
It will doubtless attract some attention, and I think it would be to the 
interest of the public service that it should be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri presents 
a memorial the nature of which he has stated. He asks that it be 
printed and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. That order 
will be entered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. WILSON presented the petition of Elias Jessup, William T. 
Smith, and Isaac T. Gibson, representing the Iowa Yearly Meeting of 
the Society of Friends, praying for the establishment of international 
arbitration for the prevention of war; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SLATER. I present a petition of citizens of Coos County, Ore- 
gon, praying for an appropriation of $100,000 for the improvement of 
the mouth of the Coquille River, and setting forth the im and 
necessity of such improvement. I move the reference of the petition 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a concurrent resolution of the house of repre- 
sentatives of Kansas; which was read, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands, as follows: 

House concurrent resolution No. 16,relating to the resurvey by the Govern- 
ment of certain townships in Edwards County. 


Whereas it a from information in possession of the A e L that 
townships sabes (toma 26, 27, 28, of ran Nos. 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20, W. OP. N. in 
Edwards County, Kansas, have never been sectionized and subdivi according 
to law, and that no section corners have ever been established th 
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lieved are not in fact actually located upon the several pieces of land upon which 


= have . and in good faith filed t their claims and = ; and 
Dee tleld - notes of said lands are found to be false and 
eee and no section corners, aſter careful and persistent search, have ever 
been found in said townships, and as no authority exists under the laws of the 
State of Kansas by which anid lands can be resurveyed and proper lines and cor- 
ners established; and 
Whereas under the laws of the United Statesas they now exist no such resur- 
vey can be made except at the expense and cost of the prec ied a said lands, 
which expense said settlers are utterly unable to meet, and as said lands were 
disposed of by the United States Government under the 8 of law. with the 
express guarantee and said lands had been y surve; sectionized, and 
5 corners distinctly marked according to 
Whereas in case of such resurvey, because of ine bor as and fraudulent charac- 
ters of said or patra the United States Government has in fact and law se 
security for the cost of such resurvex, in the still existing bonds of the ori, 
contractors for the original survey of said ip; and as there is — 
son to believe that others and similar cases exist in other counties of the State 
of Kansas inflicting great wrong and hardships upon the settlers upon such lands: 


e the house 12 tati of Ki (the 
0 Hey peeve sear ves ansas senate con- 
curring), That our — 2 5 and our Representatives 
requested to bring this subject e 9 and ask the immediate enact- 
ment of laws providing 

First, That on the 1 to the Commissioner of the General Land Of- 
fice that any opani = part of township of land, sold or otherwise 
g mere eee d 
iata and de 2 9 — on file in the 


proofs re- 
quired a * to law 
Be it resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby instructed to for- 
want uty authenticated copies of this preamble and of these 3 with 
accompanying papers, to the several members of Congress from this State. 


STATE or Kansas, 
Office of Secretary of State 
J. E. B. Allen, secretary of state of the State of Kansas, do hereby certify that 
the ferogoing is a true and correct copy of the original resolution now on file in 


aa pae aya, rn I have hereunto subscribed my name and era my 
official seal me at Topeka, Kans., this 12th day of February, A. D. 1 

{seax.] E. B. ALLEN, e State. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of certain North Carolina Creek 
Indians now residing in the Indian Territory praying the confirmation 
of lands awarded to them in North Carolina under a decree of the cir- 
cuit court of the United States for the western district of North Caro- 
lina; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the petition of J. R. Haskell, of New York, 


praying that an appropriation of $250,000 be made for the purpose of 


constructing and testing three of the Haskell multicharge guns; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. ‘ 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 


the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted thereon: 
te bill (H. R. 6663) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Caroline 
wis; ; 
A bill (H. R. 7094) granting a pension to Samuel M. Bartlett; 
A bill (H. R. 7672) 5 n to Elbert Hewitt; 
A bill (H. R. — ting a pension ira K. Parker; 
A bill (H. R. 7308 the Feller of David Fried; 


i A oe H. R. 8104) granting an increase of pension to George S. Haw- 
ey; an 

A bill (S. 2367) weg poche prosin to Sarah A. White. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6940) granting a pension to Sarah M. Bis- 
sell, who is the widow of Commodore Bissell, who was in the service 
from 1826 to 1883, to report it adversely by a majority of the commit- 
tee, and with a minority report recommending the passage of the bill. 
In the report the facts are set forth. I ask that the bill be placed on 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The bill will be placed on the Calendar with the adverse re- 

rt of the committee, and the views of the minority will be printed, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2028) granting a pension to Sarah M. Bissell, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 
bill (H. R. 5838 granting a pension to Henry Ballinger; 
bill (H. R. 3040) for the relief of Mary Tarbell; 

H. R. 5835) granting a pension to J. H. Adams; 
H R. 3158) granting 


a pension to Edwin Thomas; and 
R. 3158 


for the relief of Werner Lentz. 


Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5555) granting a pension to James Frazier; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to James H. Reid; 


disposed 
never in fact been surveyed according to law, or 
oftice were in fact false and 


A bill (H. R. 2284) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 3074) to grant a pension to Jasper J. Henry on account 
of wounds received while acting as guide for the First Arkansas Cavalry 
Volunteers in the war of the rebellion; 

A bill (S. 1612) granting a ion to Bryson R. McCartney; 

A bill (H. R. 5938) to pension Julia A. Mareum; 

A bill (S. 2316) granting a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 7781 to grant a pension to Harriet M. Baily; and 

A bill (H. R. 7731) granting a pension to Lois B. Smith. 

Mr, LLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1776) granting a pension to James H. Reid, and the 
bill (S. 2222) ting a pension to James H. Reid, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bills were postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5 — granting a pension to William Bolwark; 

A bill (H. R. 2537) granting a pension to Hugh Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 2539) granting a pension to George W. Kiser; 

A bill (H. R. ee granting a pension to Mary A. Griffin; 
A bill (i: R. 7336) granting a pension to T, A. Morton; and 
A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Chloe A. Whipple. 

Mr. MILLER, of New ee from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2451) for the protection of 
forests on the public domain, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iam also instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture and Forestry to report a joint resolution placing a 
portion of the Arlington estate, now owned by the United States, u 
the control of the Commissioner of Agriculture, and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 131) placing a portion of the Arlin 
estate, now owned by the United States, under the control of the 
missioner of Agriculture was read twice by its title, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object unless it will lead to debate. If it 
does, I shall object. 

Mr. INGALLS. Is the morning business concluded ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The morning business is not con- 
cluded. 

Mr. INGALLS. Lask for the lar order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the joint reso- 
lution will go upon the Calendar. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon; 

A bill (H. R. on increasing the pension of Elmira P. Spencer; 

A bill (H. R. 3728) granting a pension to Charles P. Mahan; 

A bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to Eliza Sluss; 

A bill (H. R. 7256) granting a pension to John A. Vanderhoff; 

A bill (H. R. 7822) granting a pension to Mark Spencer Van Loan; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 6018) increasing the pepsion of George Tapp. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. e for the relief of William B. Stokes; 

A bill (S. 186) granting a pension to Penelope T. Heald; 

A bill (S. 185) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary S. W. Harris; and 

A bill (S. 725) for the relief of Charles Seymour, of Flint, Mich., 
for services in the war of 1812, and for pension. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 358) granting a ion to Thomas E. 
Brawner, to report it adversely and move its indefinite postponement, 

Mr, COCKRELL. I have been trying to get that bill out of the 
Senate for a long time, and I thought I had once before requested that 
y be, be withdrawn. The pension was granted some time ago, and 

that is the ground upon which it is reported adversely, 
Me MITCHELL. That is the ground of the adverse report. 

The PRESIDING es If there be no objection, the bill will 
be indefinitel F age the 

Mr. WI from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon : 

A bill Us R. 7709) granting a pension to Louisa A. Estes ; and 

A bill (H. R. 4833) S8 a pension to Louisa Earle. 

Mr. SLATER, from S8 on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendments, and 
submitted zepoa thereon: 

À bill (H. R. 3352) to restore the name of Warren Sams to the pen- 
sion-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 5124) granting a pension to Samuel Z. Cooper. 

Mr. SLATER. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions to re- 
pore adversely on the bill (S. 20430 for the relief of Maria L. Strong. 

desire to state that this is the report of the majority, there being a 
F I ask that the bill be put upon the 
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dar with the adverse report of the committee. 5 

Mr. SLATER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 278) granting a pension to Mary E. McConnell, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted a 
report to accompany the bill (H. R. 445) authorizing the establishment 
of a horse-railroad upon and over the island of Rock Island and the 
bri erected by the United States connecting the cities of Davenport 
and k Island, previously reported by him. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce 
to report favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 6760) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Rock 
Island, III., and Davenport, Iowa, and to establish it as a post- route; and 
I ask for the present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be now considered. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Mr. President—— 

Sne PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is notin order. 
ma:le. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Will the Senator from Kansas withdraw his ob- 
jection for a moment? 

Mr. INGALLS. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. McMILLAN, The amendment is such as the Senate has inva- 
riably incorporated in these House bills, and its adoption will require 
the bill to be returned to the House for consideration there. The 
House, I am sure, if they have an opportunity, will consent to the 


Objection is 


amendment. 
the Senator will withdraw his objection. [A pause.] Silence may be 
regarded as giving consent, Mr. President. 


Mr. INGALLS. Lask for the order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Du the last session of the pres- 


ent Congress a bill was introduced for the relief of Juliet Leef and 
others. ‘The bill was referred to the Committee on Claims, and re- 
ported back adversely. Quite recently the House of Representatives 
passed a similar bill, the bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of Juliet Leef, 
widow, and the heirs of Henry Leef, di „owner of the bark Mary 
Teresa, illegally seized by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United 
States at Bahia, Brazil. That bill was referred to the Senate Commit- 
tee on Claims, and I am instructed by that committee to report it back 
without recommendation. The committee is willing that it should go | 
pe the Calendar. The committee, however, does not withdraw its 
objection to the bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
| 


‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that the committee has not changed 
its former report. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The committee has not changed its 


former report. 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to state that the Committee on Pensions 
will ask the Senate to take up private pension bills on Monday, in- 
cluding not only those favorably reported, but a large number adversely 
reported. Among the latter bills, those of prominent cases that have 
attracted the general attention of the country and the special attention 
of many Senators, are the cases of Mrs. Ann Cornelia Lanman, Mrs. 
Emma De Long, Mrs. Francis McNeil Potter, Mrs. Emily L. Alvord, 
Mrs. 8. Dana Greene, Mrs. Margaret D. Marchand, Mrs. B. 
Harwood, Mrs. Martha C. Breese, Mrs. Emily M. Wyman, Mrs. Sophia 
A. Morgan, and Mrs. Eliza Willson Thornburgh. 

Senators will please take notice of this proposed action, and I think 
if we go about the business promptly on Monday we can get through 
with all the pension bills upon the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are a number of other contested cases on the | 
Cu‘endar besides those which the Senator has mentioned. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘There are many other cases of adverse reports on 
the Calendar, in which of course the Senators who requested those bills 
to be placed on the Calendar are interested. I only mention those 
which have received attention generally. 

SUPREME COURT OPINIONS FOR SENATORS. . 

Mr. MANDERSON. At the last session of the present Congress there 

was referred to the Committee on Printing the following resolution: 


resolved, That the Committee on Printing be directed to make provision that 
prnted copies of all opinions given 
nished to every Senator as soon as fil 


I am directed by the Committee on Printing to report the following 
resolution; and I ask for its present consideration: 


atesol’ That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to 
0 ju S A 


o lees of the Supreme Court be fur- 


decision of the Su e Court of the United 


ind of the Senate. 


States, and to pay for the same from the contingent 


It will take but a very brief time to consider the bill if | po 


TheSenate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. Isuggest to the Senator to amend the resolution by in- 
serting and any dissenting opinions filed with the same.“ I suppose 
the purpose was to include dissenting opinions. 

Mr. MANDERSON, That was certainly the purpose of the com- 
mittee, Ithought the language used would cover that; but still I have 
no objection to inserting those words, so that there may be no uncer- 
tainty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after the word States,“ insert the 
words and any dissenting opinions filed with the same; so as to read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, directed to 
obtain 100 copies of each printed decision of the Supreme Court of the United 


States, and any dissentin ee filed with the same, and to pay for the same 
from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as modified. 

The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

LIST OF TREASURY DEPARTMENT EMPLOYES. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of all 
persons employed in his Department during the year ending December 
31, 1884, 12 directed by the Committee on Printing to report in 
favor of the printing of the report, and I ask that it be so ordered. It 
requires no resolution. A simple order of the Senate that the report 
be printed will be sufficient. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to printing the re- 
rt? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear what the report is. I have been 
trying to catch what the Senator from Neb: said, and could not 
hear a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read, or the Seu- 
ator from Nebraska will state the substance of it. 12 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can state to the Senator from Missouri 
what it is. The statutes require that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall report to Congress a list of the employés of the Treasury 
ment. In compliance with that law the of the has 
transmitted the list for 1884, and for the first time the list is classified 
as required by the civil-service act. The Committee on Printing re- 
3 as to the printing of that report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order for printing the report will 
be made if there be no objection. 


REPORT ON LABOR AND CAPITAL. 


Mr. HAWLEY. A concurrent resolution was referred yesterday to 
the Committee on Printing which originated in the Senate, went to the 
House, and was there amended. The committee instructs me to report 
in favor of concurring in the amendments of the House, and I ask for 
immediate action upon the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the 
Representatives will be read. , 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 19, 1835. 

Resolved, That the House concur in the foregoing resolution of the Senate 
with the following amendments: 

4 — line 6 of the resolution strike out the word “eight” and insert the word 
„Inline Tot the resolution strike out the word “sixteen” and insert the word 

In line 8 of the resolution strike out the words and one“ and insert the 
word “ five;" and strike out the word copies“ in same line. 

In line 9 of the resolution strike out the words “Senate Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor“ and insert “ Bureau of Labor Statistics, and 1,000 for the use 
of Senate Committee on Education and Labor.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the resolution be read as it was amended in 
the House, and as it will be if it is passed as recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution as amended by the 
ether House and reported by the committee will be read. 

The Chief Clerk began to read the resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can relieve the Secretary from embarrassment in 
reading the resolution. The blue pencil interlineations are incorrectly 
made, and in engrossing the resolution the clerks will be governed by 
the written description of theamendments. The resolution as amended 
gives 6,000 copies to the Senate, 13,000 to the House, 5,000 to the Bu- 
reau of Labor Statistics, and 1,000 to the Senate Committee on Edu- 
eation and Labor, who desire to distribute some numbers to the numer- 
ous witnesses who were called before that committee. The te 
is the same as that ordered by the Senate originally, but a little diſfer- 
ently distributed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in ths 
amendments made by the House of Representatives. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


House of 
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PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (H. R. 7004) to 5 7 all 
laws providing ſor the pre-emption of the public lands and the laws 
allowing entries for timber- culture. I will state that I do this for the 
purpose of moving, when the bill is returned, a conference on the dis- 
agering votesof the two Houses. It seems likely that under the rules 
of the House it will not be possible to secure in that body a considera- 
tion of the bill, and, therefore, if the bill is to become a Jaw at this 
session it will be n that this course should be taken, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unan- 
imous consent to move at this time that the House of Representatives 
be —— to return the bill the title of which he has named, being 
the bill for the repeal of the pre-emption law. Is there objection to 
the motion being received? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the title of the bill be read. 

Mr. DOLPH. It is the bill to repeal the pre-emption law, the tim- 
ber-culture act, and the desert-land act, and for other purposes, which 

the Senate a few days since. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the motion 
being entertained ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator desire simply to move that the 
Senate recede from its amendments? 

Mr. DOLPH. I simply move at this time that the Senate ask that 
the bill be returned to the Senate from the House of Representatives, 
and then I propose when the bill is returned to move for a committee 
of conference. í 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is an unusual proceeding, I think. I shall 
have to object for the moment until I can look into the matter, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask if the motion is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. It is not in order at this time. It 
would be in order under the call for resolutions, subject on objection to 
be carried over one day. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2652) for the protection of seamen; 
which was read the first time by its title. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to have the bill referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. A bill has come up from the House of Representatives 
which I am informed undertakes to amend the Dingley act, so called, 

at the last session. The Dingley act prohibited contracts with 

dlords and with other persons who surround sailors when they are 

in port by which the sailor should pl his wages to that class of per- 

sons. I understand the bill which has just come up and been referred 

to the Committee on Commerce repeals that provision, and tends, in 

the opinion of some humane friends of the sailor, to make the sailora 
prey, as he has been in times passed. 

The bill which I introduce is a transcript, with the proper changes, 
of the law of the State of Massachusetts ponon all such pledges 
in advance of the sailor’s and allowing him yee oe 
for the necessary support of his wife and children during his absence. 
I hope the Committee on Commerce will consider this bill and report 
it as a substitute for the House bill, and in that way insure its passage. 

The bill was read the second time by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 2653) for the relief of S. S. Webb 
& Co. for the use of William G. Ford; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2654) 8 pension to Charles 
F. Hildreth; which was read twice by its title, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. FRYE. Yesterday I submitted a proposed amendment to the 
river and harbor bill to continue the dredging of the ship-channel in 


Portland Harbor, Portland, Me. The print has it Rockland Harbor.“ 
3 to change Rockland” to Portland, and to reintro- 
uce it, 


The PRESIDENT pro The Chair will send for the original 
paper. If it is a misprint it does not needany order. The print will 
corrected. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH and Mr. MILLER of California submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them severally to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER and Mr. GEORGE submitted amendments intended 
to be by them severally to the sundry civil appropriation ict 


proposed 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ord 
to be printed. 


DISTRICT TAXES AND EXPENDITURES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘‘ Concurrent or other resolutions”? 
being in order, the Chair lays before the Senate the resolution which 
was submitted yesterday by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
and which went over under objection. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 


to 1884 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia whether he has been informed of any return made 
by the commissioners ? ; 
: Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to the adoption of the reso- 

ation. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANIES’ TELEGRAPH LINES. 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and a to: : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate 
whether the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the other railroad com jes 
affected by the act approved July 1, 1862. granting subsidies in bonds and lands, 
have constructed and are maintaining and operating their own lines of telegraph, 
and whether telegraphic 3 are accepted and transmitted ſor all eee 
and corporations without d mination as to price, and other bonditions, as 
provi in section 15 of the act above referred to. 


GEORGE E. SPENCER. - 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call up a resolution in regard to the pay- 
ment to E. Spencer, late Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. This is the order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be the regular order after the 
call for resolutions is exhausted. Are there further resolutions? 

Mr, MITCHELL. I have a resolution to submit. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair will receive it. 


STEAMER WILLIAM H. SEWARD. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I offer the following resolution: 


The question is on agreeing to the 


to an services performed, and b; 
defending suits against the United — 


That information is desirable at an early day, and I should be glad 
to have the resolution adopted at this time. 

Mr. WILSON. I suggest to the Senator that he change the word 
xequested to directed. That is the proper form. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I accept the suggestion. 

Shen 5 pro tempore. The resolution will be modified ac- 
cordingly. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

GEORGE k. SPENCER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions 
that order is closed. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the resolution which I just now named. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 1236, which is the regular order if the Senator has the floor to make 
the motion, resolutions being exhausted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But that is setting aside the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa dee ee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point of or- 
der, if the Senator from Missouri makes one, because Rule as modi- 
fied provides that the Senate shall go to the Calendar ‘‘ unless the Sen- 
ate shall at any time otherwise order. The Senator from Massachusetts 
proposes, according to the constant ‘ice of the Senate, that the Sen- 
ate shall otherwise order” by taking up the resolution he has named. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. This is a resolution 
which was reported the other day and went over under the rules to the 
next day. Now, when concurrent or other resolutions” are in order, 
is it not in order to ask to have a resolution of that character laid before 


the Senate? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think that ap- 
lies toa resolution from a committee, but a resolution reported 


m a committee is like any other resolution or bill of the Senate, and 
is placed on the Calendar and requires a motion to proceed to its con- 
sideration, unless when it is reached in regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. This is a Senate resolution. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a Senate resolution, but it is 
the report of a committee, the Chair thinks, and has so held constantly. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may pursue my parliamentary inquiry, I do not 
wish to displace the ordinary business of the Senate which the Senate 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


1933 


is expected to conduct at this time by a motion to lay aside the Calen- 
dar. I rose supposing I was entitled to call up the resolution when 
resolutions were reached, as of right, it having gone over one day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If it had — a resolution offered 
by the Senator and objected to, it would have been laid before the Sen- 
ate the next morning. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I ask unanimous consent that I may offer the 
resolution, in the terms of that, which I will have copied for the pur- 
pose, and call it up to-morrow or the next day when resolutions are 
reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
leave to offer a resolution which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate to George E. Spencer, formerly a Senator from the State of Alabama, the 
sum of $7,132, being the amount actually and necessarily expended by him in 
maintaining his title to his seat. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made and it goes over. 
It will be laid before the Senate to-morrow morning on the call of res- 
olutions. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I give notice that at the time of the consideration 
of that I shall also ask for the consideration of Order of Business 787, 
being the resolution to pay the expenses of Judge Underwood. The 
subjects eught to be disposed of at the same time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Massachusetts to withdraw his motion to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the resolution on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Ves, sir. 


PROCEEDINGS OF TO-MORROW. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire, with the leave of the Senate and of the Chair, 
before the Senate proceeds to its morning business, that there shall be 
an understanding about the proceedings to-morrow, whether the Senate 

to proceed with ordinary legislative business after the ceremonial 
exercises in the other Chamber are over, For one I hope the Senate 
will proceed with its ordinary business after we return from the Repre- 
sentatives’ Chamber, as we have but ten or twelve more working days, 
and the time is precious to the country beyond computation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask that the order adopted in regard to those 
ceremonies be read. I think that fixes the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. That order is a very long one. 
derstand it. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I do not ask for the whole programme, but there 
was an order adopted—I have forgotten myself what it was, and I 
should like to hear it. My impression is that it provides for no session 
to-morrow. £ 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio at what 
time he thinks it likely the exercises in the House of Representatives 
will be completed. 

Mr. S. N. 
between 4 and 5. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let this matter go over until later in the day. I 
eall for the order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
1886. 


I think we all un- 


I should say not later than 5 o’clock; probably 


The regular order is Senate bill No. 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines 
River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM]. 

Mr. Lask that that amendment may be now read, and 
I call the attention of the Senate to it. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section the fol- 
lowing: 


General, in pursuance of this act, the person or ns in whose inte: 
for whose benefit the same isto be pro Jouted shali dap 


Mr. LAPHAM. I ask to amend that by adding a bond with 
surety or sureties.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator repeat his proposed 
amendment? 

Mr. LAPHAM. My amendment is to make it read, a bond or 
bonds, with surety or sureties (to be approved by the court, or a judge 
thereof, as to the form and penalty of the same),’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The modification suggested by the 
Senator from New York be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, after the word bonds,“ it is proposed 
to insert “ with surety or sureties.?? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be so modified. 
Mr. LAPHAM. It will be seen that this is the usual form of a bond 
by way of a security for costs. It is not an uncommon proceeding by 


any manner of means; it is a very usual proceeding, y where 
insolvent parties or es against whom costs can not be recovered are 
authorized to prosecute. I do not want this bill converted into a pro- 
ceeding authorizing the Government to sue in forma pauperis, as is the 
practice in some cases. I want somebody to be responsible for the ex- 
penses of the litigation that this bill proposes, in case the prosecution 
fails to recover. 

I have not heard a word from any Senator thus far in opposition to 
this amendment. I doubt the ingenuity of any Senator to state a reason 
against this amendment which is deserving of serious consideration. 
The design and purport of the amendment are so obvious, it seems to 
me, that it should receive the sanction even of the advocatesof this bill, 
unless they want to prosecute and te the purchasers whom I 
represent with numberless actions without any hope of compensation 
to them for the expenses to which they are to be subjected. On the 
contrary, in answer to this proposition that we shall have security for 
costs, the Senators from Iowa who are advocating this bill renew their 
proposition that this is a bill like the bill we considered yesterday for 
the forfeiture of a railroad grant. While I was di ing the amend- 
ment offered by the honorable Senator from Alabama to that bill, and 
urging that there should be a preliminary judicial investigation before 
the lands were opened to settlement, the senior Senator from Iowa— 
senior in service I mean—interjected the expression the Des Moines 
River bill;’’ thus showing that he concurs with his colleague that the 
Des Moines River bill is a bill to forfeit a legislative grant by the Gov- 
ernment, as it in fact is. Now, there is a wide difference between these 
propositions; and the artillery which the Senators from Iowa aim at 
me in opposition to this bill is like the musketsdescribed by Trumbull: 


Though well aimed at duck or plover, 
Bear wide, and kick their owners over. 


In the proposition submitted by the Senator from Alabama to the 
Oregon bill some days since and to the Texas Pacific bill yesterday, his 
object was to provide that the United States should settle all questions 
of title before it offered the lands to the public. What was the state of 
things in Iowa? Iowa had a body of public lands about which there 
was no dispute. The Government gave it to Iowa. There wasa defect- 
ive description of the lands, which the officers decided in the first in- 
stance went into the Territory of Minnesota even, which they afterward 


held only went to the northern boundary of Iowa, and they refused to 
certify lands to the State of Iowa north of the boundary of that 
State. They refused, in fact, as the record shows, to certify any more 


lands to the State of Iowa unless that State should relinquish all claim 
to lands in Minnesota. The State refused to do that. That stopped 
the certification of lands, and that arrested the river improvement. 
Towa asked that Congress should make a confirmatory grant of the lands 
which had thus been certified up to that time, and the resolution of the 
2d of March, 1861, was for the express purpose of validating all the titles 
which had theretofore been conveyed to the State and by the State to 
the river company and by the river company to purchasers, in whose 
behalf I appear. 

This was all done in the interest of the State of Iowa, for the benefit 
of the State of Iowa. The State of Iowa obtained over uarters 
of a million of acres of public land from the United States. Iowa 
spent three hundred and sixty-odd thousand dollars in the attempt to 
improve the navigation of the river, and there the work was arrested 
for the reason I have stated, because she would not relinquish her 
claim to lands in Minnesota. Then it was changed toa railroad along 
the banks of the river, and that railroad has been built out of the pro- 
ceeds of public lands. They spent the $360,000 for improvements out 
of moneys that were paid by those who purchased the lands, as those 
I represent purchased the lands from the State. 

Now, sir, I submit with great confidence to the Senate the 
sition, who should pay these unfortunate settlers, if anybody 
pay them? It is the State of Iowa who has had this grant of 
public lands from the Government. The attempt by this bill to recover 
them out of honest purchasers whose titles have been confirmed is an 
attempt which I trust will not succeed. The law which enables them 
to make the attempt I trust will not be without annexing this 
condition, the condition that security for costs shall be given before any 
suit is instituted. 

The difference between this bill and the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama is so obvious that no one can mistake it. As was said 
on one occasion by a caricaturist, the amendment of the Senator from 
Alabama proposes to settle all these questions previous before the war; 
this bill proposes to settle all these questions previous after the war. 
There is a hiatus between them as wide as the globe; there is no sim- 
ilarity in the two questions; and unless something can be said which 
commends itself to the judgment of the Senate against the amendment 
now pending that we shall have this security, I trust the Senate will 
vote hg yr bill the amendment which I have offered. 

Mr. N. Mr. President, this bill has occupied the attention of 
the Senate so long that I have no doubt all Senators are of it, as 
Tam myself, and 


po- 
ould 


weary 
must say that it is with a difficulty which I can not 
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overcome that I endeavored to discover the pertinency of the remarks 
of the Senator from New York to the amendment which he has pro- 


The bill proposes that a suit shall be instituted by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral in the name of the United States for the assertion of the title of 
the Government to the lands involved. That suit will be in the name 
of the Government, and the parties for whom the Senator from New 
York says he appears here will have the same opportunity to co-operate 
with the Government as will these so-called settlers on the Des Moines 
lands. The second provision of the bill is: : 

And in any suits so instituted any person or persons in possession of or claim- 

title to any tract or tracts of land under the United States involved in such 
may, at his or their expense, unite with the United States in the prosecu- 
tion of such suits. ; 

That is, they may co-operate; and it does seem to me that it would 
be unseemly to provide by law that in an action of this kind by the 
Government in an effort to assert its title to these lands private parties 
should be required to come in and give bond for security for costs, and 
therefore I hope the amendment will be voted down. ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, there is an obvious answer to that 
suggestion. If the settler and the purchaser unite with the Govern- 
ment in a suit to be commenced under this bill, I should like to know 
who will be made defendant? It is anabsurdity on the face of it. Who 
will be prosecuted? Sir, such is not the design of this bill. The de- 
sign of this bill is to have the Government unite with these squatters 
and sue the purchasers, or else there is no design in it. There can be 
no action commenced without making the claimants to this title under 
the purchase the defendants in the action. 

. I am amazed that the advocates of this bill are driven to such sub- 
terfuges as this. Whois to be prosecuted, who isto be made defendant, 
I repeat, if the claimant of the title unites with the Government, and the 
settler unites with the Government? How long would such a bill 
stand in a court on a demurrer? How long would a bill stand in 
court on demurrer if filed by the United States and one of these set- 
tlers who have no community of interest? It is either the land of the 
Government or the land of the settler or of the purchaser under the 
river grant. ‘There is no joint interest in it; and a demurrer upon the 
ground of misjoinder of partion would inevitably defeat any action 
which can be brought er this bill, as every lawyer knows. It is 
impossible that we can subvert the principles of law by this bill. 

Now, then, the will be prosecuted, if anybody, under this 
act; and this amendment simply provides that they shall have the or- 
dinary security for costs for two reasons: first, that the settlers are ir- 
responsible, and secondly, that the Government can not be made liable. 
If we could recover costs against the United States, I would not press this 
amendment; if the United States was liable for costs, I would not press 
this amendment; but it is because we shall be compelled to litigate 
this question at our own expense without any remedy for costs that I 
have offered the amendment which is now pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator 
from New York. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from New York 
whether, if the ings are to be in the name of the United States, 
he desires to have a bond filed by the United States? 

Mr. LAPHAM. They will be in the name of the United States and 
the settlers. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the United States and the settlers together be 
suicient to pay the costs? 

Mr. LAP The United States is not bound; there is the diffi- 
culty; the United States is not liable in an action for costs. There is 
the trouble. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not see why they would not be, if judgment 
were rendered against them. I understand that while the United States 
can not be called against its will into court, if the United States does 
of its own accord go into courtit has to run the chances of any party. 
I may be mistaken. 3 

Mr. LAPHAM. The honorable Senator is entirely mistaken. There 
can be no judgment for costs against the Government. - 

Mr, DAWES. Judgment is rendered against the Government in 
court frequently. I never heard before that it was a judgment without 
costs; but I may be mistaken. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Lon are. In the Court of Claims bya special pro- 
vision costs may be recovered. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator say that in suits against a collector 
or in any suit the United States brings upon a bond, for instance, and 
a judgment gets unfortunately rendered against the United States—that 
is to say, where the balance was on the other side, as it is sometimes— 
does he mean to say that judgment is rendered for the amount without 
costs ? 

Mr. LAPHAM. A party can not have costs against the Goveru- 
ment. The honorable Senator will find no case of that kind. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator is more familiar with these proceedings 
than I am, and I take his constraction on that point; but I confess it 
is a humiliation to state before the Senate that that is news to me. 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. I am requested by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
JONAS] to announce that he is confined to his house by illness. Ihave 
not paired him on this bill. ; 

Mr. CALL. My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Florida] is absent on ac- 
count of illness, and is not paired. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. COLQUITT] 
is confined by sickness at his room to-day. Ido not know how he 
would vote, and therefore I have not paired him. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 29; as follows: 


Jam paired with the 


YEAS—23. 
Bayard, Gibson, Lapham, Mitchell, 
a Gorman, McMillan, Pike, 
Brown Groome, MePhersou, Pugh, 
` Harris. ne, Sabin, 
ir, Jackson, Maxey, Sherman, 
Garland, Jones of Nevada, Miller of N. V., 
NAYS—2, 
Allison, Dawes, Manderson, Slater, 
Beck, Frye, Morrill, Van Wyct:, 
Bowen, George, Pal: Vest, 
Butler, Hale, Platt. 
Call. pues a Plumb, Wilson. 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Ransom, 
Cockrell, ill. Saulsbury, 
Coke, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—24. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Florida, Pendleton. 
Camden, Edmunds, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
a of Pu. F. A Lamar, Sewell, 
Colquitt, Harrison, Logan, Vance, 
ger, - Hoar, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Cullom, Jonas, Morgan, Walker. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LAPHAM. I offer the following amendment, to add at theend 


of the second section: 

In every action commenced under and in pursuance of the provisions of this 
act the fendant or defendants if successful shall have judgment for costa 
against the United States. 

It will be seen this differs from the other amendment simply in dis- 
pensing with security for costs and making the Government liable for 
the costs. I ask for the yeas and nays on this. 
ee foni and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

> roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called), 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON}, 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. CL OI. I do not know how he would vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 31; as follows: 


Tam paired with tha 


YEAS—16, 
Bayard, Dolph, Lapham, Manderson 
Blair, Garland, McMillan, Miller of N. Y., 
Brown, Gorman, McPherson, 
Chace, Groome, Mahone, Sherman. 
NAYS—31, 
Allison, Gibson, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Beck, le, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Butler, on, Morrili, Siater, 
Call, = Palmer, Van Wyok, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Platt, Vest, 
ke, —.— — Williams, 
* ngalls, ' 
George, Jackson m, 
ABSENT—29. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Bowen, Edmunda, Sewell, 
Camden, * Farley, n, Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., Frye, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harrison Morgan, Walker. 
Colquitt, oar, Pendleton, 
Conger, Jonas, Pike, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Riddieberger, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. LAPHAM. I offer the following amendment to come in at the 
end of section 2: . 

The provisions of this act shall not apply to such of the lands referred to in 
the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, as the Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided validated the titles of bona fide purchasers from the State of Iowa 
or its grantees prior to the passage of said joint resolution. . 

_A few words, Mr. President. It will be seen that this amendment 
differs from the amendment, whieh was lost by one majority only, which 
I first offered, excepting all the lands which had been conveyed under 
the river grant to purchasers for value. I have drawn this amendment 
so as to limit it to those titles which the Supreme Court has decided 
were rendered valid by the resolution of the 2d of March, 1861, so as 
to prevent by this legislation a reopening of questions which have al- 
ready been litigated between the settlers and these purchasers, or be- 
tween other parties and these purchasers. : 

A large number of cases have been decided; some questions of law 
have been settled; and my objectin this amendment is to prevent this 
bill from reopening those adjudications and again renewing the contro- 
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versies which ought to be regarded as having been settled by the decis- 
ions which were thus made. I have for that reason limited the excep- 
tion to the class of cases in which the Supreme Court has decided that 
by the resolution of the 2d of March, 1861, the titles of the purchasers 
were rendered valid. 

Who can object? If this bill is a bill to quiet titles, shall it be con- 

verted into a bill to reopen and disturb the titles already settled? Are 
Senators willing to vote such consequences as that? Are Senators will- 
ing to vote to reopen all the litigations which have been decided? On 
the contrary, will not Senators, lawyers, say that so far as the Supreme 
Court has determined these questions this litigation shall not reopen 
them. 
It seems to me, Mr. President, that this proposition ought to receive 
the sanction of the Senate. I beg Senators to remember in whose be- 
half I am standing here, accused as I am of ing time unneces- 
sarily. Iam standing here in behalf of a class of who more 
than twenty years ago paid their money to the State of Iowa, $350,000, 
which the State of lowa has had, and whose titles the Supreme Court 
has said are valid and binding and can not be disturbed. That is my 
position. I have been earnest in it, I have been persistent in it. I 
mean to be earnest and persistent in it tothe end. I would defend 
the title of these purchasers here to the last extremity by every means 
known to the rules of parliamentary law and practice, as I would de- 
fend it if I were standing in a court of justice and they were being pros- 
ecuted. That is my duty. It is my pleasure, Mr. President, as well 
as my duty. If there is any position a Senator can occupy, if there is 
any position a lawyer can occupy, it is the position of defending titles 
which have been determined by the highest tribunals of the land to be 
valid; it is to defend those who in good faith have invested their money 
at the invitation of the Government of the United States, and whose 
titles have been ratified by the Congress of the United States and con- 
firmed by the judgments of the Supreme Court. 

is is my position; this is the secret of my zeal and earnestness in 
behalf of the measure, and this is why I press upon the attention of the 
Senate these amendments in the various forms in which I have offered 
them, First I offered an amendment providing that we should have 
security for costs. Then I offered an amendment providing that the 
Government should be liable to costs. First I offered an amendment 
that all the purchasers in the Des Moines River grant should be ex- 
cepted. That was voted down bya bare majority. Now, I ask it, 
confining it only to those whose titles the Supreme Court has decided 
are valid under the resolution of the 2d of March, 1861. I submit to 
Senators that there is nothing unreasonable in this exception. It is not 
as broad as the exception which was framed by Senator McDonald, which 
I offered as the first of my amendments. It is narrowed to cases which 
have been adjudicated, which have been decided, which have been de- 
termined in favor of these purchasers. Now until this can be done the 
title of the billisa misnomer. The bill to quiet the title of the Des 
Moines River lands is to become a law to reopen and again prosecute 
the controversies in regard to those lands which the Supreme Court has 
closed by its repeated decisions, which the courts of Iowa have closed 
by their repeated decisions, and this bill ought not to become a law 
without this exception is ingrafted upon it. 

It would, as I said yesterday, instead of quieting titles, reopen the 
whole flood-gate of litigation in the State of lowa, and perpetuate it we 
know not how long, and all the insecurity and turbulence and violence 
which have prevailed there for so many years would be renewed, and 
renewed in a form which, according to the refusal of the Senate thus 
far to ingraft an amendment by way of security, will forever deprive 
the owners of these lands of any compensation for the expenses of the 
litigation to which they are to be subjected. 

. President, I earnestly urge on the Senate the consideration of 
the amendment in the form in which I now offer it. I earnestly ask 
that the Senate will consider the propriety of this amendment and 
place it upon this bill, so as to prevent the retrial of questions which 

ave been heretofore adjudicated. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 
suspend. The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived it becomes the duty of 
the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, 
being Order of Business No. 872. The title of the bill will be read: 

TheCHIEFCLERK. A bill (S. 1652) to provide for the improvement 
of the channel between Galveston Harbor and the Gulf of Mexico.“ 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar. This bill has been partly considered, and the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] is ready to make a brief speech upon the 
subject, and I trust we may be able to get through with it in a very 
short time, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 
1074. The title of the bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4976) for the retiremenf and re- 
coinage of the trade-dollar.“ 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent to address a question to the 
Senator from Vermont and have his answer before the Senate votes. 


The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent to be 


on this question. The Chair hears 
no objection. 


Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from Vermont what is his 
purpose. I was very desirous of taking up the railroad funding bill, 
which it has been expected by a very large number of the Senate would 
follow the question which was disposed of yesterday. Of course a silver 
debate, such as we have had a good many ens of in the last few 
years, is of no importance to the country; but a silver vote stopping 
superfluous coinage would, in my judgment, be worth not only any pos 
sible inconvenience, but an extra session. I should be for 
one, to have both Houses assemble here on the 5th day of March tose- 
cure the stoppage of the silver coinage, although it would be at the ex- 
pense, of course, of great personal inconvenience to all of us to have 
such a session, so that nothing would stand in the way of the accom- 
7 of that hope. But I desire to ask my honorable friend from 

ermont how soon he believes he will get a vote on the bill if it is 
taken up? 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, have I liberty to respond to the Sen- 
ator? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. I yield, if I can, to the Senator to answer my question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont will pro- 
ceed, if there be no Seeg 

Mr. HOAR. I asked unanimous consent that I might address a ques- 
tion to the Senator from Vermont and have his reply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has asked unanimous con- 
sent for the Senator from Vermont, and he has it. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I do not anticipate a prolonged dis- 
cussion upon this subject. I understand that the ts of the 
amendment proposed by the Finance Committee to the trade-dollar bill 
are more anxious for a vote upon it than they are for a discussion. I 
trust that we may be able to get through with it ina very short time. 

Mr, HOAR. In an hour? 

Mr. MORRILL. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE, I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to make 3 
statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent to be heard on this question. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, 

Mr. HALE. There are now two of the general appropriation bills 
before the Senate reported with amendments from the Committee on 
Appropriations, and it is desirable in view of the great appropriation 
bills which have not yet come from the other House, but which will be 
poured in upon us next week, that these two bills should be passed by 
the Senate to-day, for the likelihood is that to-morrow there will be no 
opportunity for doing business. I wish to give notice that if the Sen- 
ate does not sustain the motion made by the Senator from Vermont I 
shall then seek to call up for consideration the agricultural appropri- 
ation bill, and upon that being finished the Post-Office appropriation 
bill in charge of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] will be called 
up with the leave of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Will the Senate grant consent to the 
Senator from Colorado being heard on this question? The Chair hears 


no objection. 
I desire to say that the opinion expressed by the Sen- 


Mr. HILL. 
ator from Vermont I think is entirely wrong. Before such an impor- 
tant measure as that which he proposes shall pass this body it will be 
necessary to lay material before it which will occupy at least several 
days. It is a measure of great importance which affects the volume of 
currency, and to seek to accomplish such an end by an amendment to 
the bill of the House seems to me to be very dangerous legislation, and 
I assure the Senate that it will require several days at least to get the 
proper information before the body in regard to it. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent to be heard on this question. The Chair hears no 
objection. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that the bill which the Senator from Vermont has asked to have 
considered now by the Senate contains a provision for the retirement of 
the trade-dollar or its payment in standard silver dollars, about which 
I suppose there is but little difference of opinion in the Senate. If 
other subjects involved in the bill will lead to a more lengthy discus- 
sion, I hope at least that the Senate will agree to consider and favor- 
ably consider that portion of it relating to the trade-dollar. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to make 
a very brief statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will proceed. y 

Mr. MITCHELL. I suppose most Senators know that Pennsylvania 
is, perhaps, more greatly interested in the primary question involved 
in this bill than any State in the Union. The people of that 
State think a great wrong has been done to them because Congress has 


not provided for the redemption of the trade-dollar. Therefore, with- 
out regard to the importance of the question of coinage and the question 
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of currency involved in the amendment proposed by the Committee on 
Finance, I shall vote against that amendment and vote for the 
of the House bill for the redemption of the trade-dollar. I believe 
many other Senators will do the same; and I trust we shall be able to 
a direct vote upon the bill itself as it came from the House. The 
ouse passed it to provide for the redemption of the trade-dollar. Then 
if the question is presented either by a bill from the House or by a bill 
reported from the Committee on Finance here, I shall be as ready as 
any Senator to dispose of the whole question. I do not, however, be- 
lieve it is possible that that question can be di of during this 
session. Therefore I think itimpracticable to involve the subject of the 
redemption of the trade-dollar with the consideration of the coinage 
question in general. I hope the bill will be taken up. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. What is the pending question, Mr. 


President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Themotion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL] that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the so-called trade-dollar bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Would a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of an appropriation bill now be in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks not until after the 
question is put on the pending motion. It would be merely piling up 
motions which are not subject to amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I call the attention of the Chair to 
Rule LX, and ask that that rule be read. 

steed PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule IX will be read, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. The first part of the rule, the first 
subdivision. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Rue IX. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Immediately after the consideration of cases not objected to upon the Calen- 
dar is completed, and not later than 2 o'clock, if there shall be no special orders 
for that time, the Calendar of General Orders shall be taken up and proceeded 
with in its order, ning with the first subject on the Calen next after the 
last subject d of in proceeding with the Calendar; and in such case the 
following motions shall be in order at any time as privileged m save as 
against a motion to adjourn, or to proceed to the cons: 
ness, or questions of privilege, to wit: 
PP ae motion to proceed to the consideration of an appropriation or revenue 
Second. A motion to proceed to the consideration of any other bill on the Cal- 
endar, which motion not be open to am: t. z 
Thi subject, which, if carried, shall 


rd. A motion to pass over the pendi 
have the effect to leave such subject without prejudice in its place on the Cal- 


Fourth. A motion to place such subject at the foot of the Calendar. 

Each of the foregoing motions shall be decided without debate, and shall have 
precedence in the order above and may be submitted as in the nature 
and with all the rights of questions of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr. HALE. : i 
to the consideration of the agricultural Fe gamer bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. i 
inquiry which the Chair 
Wisconsin—— N 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I think I have discovered that this 
rule <4 7 to business during the morning hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it sopua to busi- 
ness all the time except when a special order is up; but Rule X as to 
special: oropa provien Snak they shall be laid before the Senate, and 
t is one now laid before the Senate. Then at the foot of the rule 
about special orders it is provided: 

And all motions to ch order, or to to the consideration of 
other business, shall be d 1 roe o procesa. 

The Chair is under the impression that if the pending measure, the 
Galveston Harbor bill, were not a special order, the operation of Rule 
IX would be complete and effective, and that a motion to to 
the consideration of an appropriation bill would stand next in order to 
a motion to adjourn or to to the consideration of executive 
business, and must be put in the order of its precedence, no matter when 
made, as a p motion; but the Senate now having before it a 
re order, the Chair thinks that the simple motion is to proceed to 
5 ere ang of other business, and that the Senator ſrom Vermont 

made. 

The Chair will now ask the unanimous consent which the Senator 
from Maine proposes, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the agricultural appropriation bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. MORRILL. I shall object, but I will give way by an informal 
postponement if the bill is taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Vermont that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the trade-dollar bill, so called. 

Mr. MORRILL called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 
Mr. BECK. I understand the Senator from Vermont, after this bill 
is taken up, is willing to allow the appropriation bill to be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro pors: Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iso sai 
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The PRESIDENT pro 88 The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont, on which the yeas and nays have 
been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. VEST. I was about to announce the pair of the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Jonas] with the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
PIKE] on authority from the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. CAMERON] 
presuming that the Senator from New Hampshire would vote yea; 3} 
but I see the Senator from New Hampshire is about to vote. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. will pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Louisiana is paired with the Senator 
from Wisconsin. é 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (after having voted in the negative). 
I ask leave to withdraw my vote. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote will be withdrawnif there 
be no objection. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas], if present, 
would vote nay.“ 

A Mr. 2855 I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
AMDEN J. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
JonEs]. If he were here, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I understand my pair would vote 


tnay.” I also vote nay.“ 
The result was announced —yeas 27; nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—27. 
Aldrich, Frye, Lapham, Palmer, 
Bayard, Gorman, McPherson, Platt. 

s Groome, Mahone. ury, 
Blair, Hale, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Butler, Hampton, Mitchell. S5 
Chace. Hawley, Morgan, Slater, 
Dawes, Hoar, Morrill, 

NAYS—22. 
Call, eorge, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Gibson, Miller of Cal., Vest s 
Cockrell, ; Pendleton, Williams, 
Coke, Hib, Plumb, Wilson, 
Ingalls, $ 
Garland, Jackson, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—27. 
anaon; — Jonan of Nevada, reread 
wen, 5 enna, eberger, 
Brown, Fair, Lamar, Sabin, X 
den, Farley, * 1 A Vance, 
Cameron of Pa., n, Melillan, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Jonas, Manderson, Walker. 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Pike, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4976) for the re- 
tirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question ison the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to strike ont section 5 
of the amendment of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. MORRILL. I now consent, as I indicated I would, that the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] shall bring up the appropriation bill 
he mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that this bill be informally laid aside and that the 
Senate to the consideration of the agricultural appropriation 
bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. I was about to make a motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the agricultural appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If this motion 
shall ee perya; will the effect of it be to displace and throw back on 
the Cal the bill which has just been taken up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The effect of it will be to leave the 
trade-dollar bill on the Cal subject to a motion to take it up again. 

Mr. PLATT. Then I hope that the Senator from Maine 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. PLATT. I rt ofc, eet consent to say that I hope—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent to be heard on the pending question. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none. t 

Mr. PLATT. I hope the Senator from Maine will not press his mo- 
tion at the present time. I have no doubt that he can get unanimous 
consent after a little while. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine 

The motion was agreed to. 

= MARIA d. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. LAPHAM. I ask permission to offer a resolution to lie over 
until to-morrow. > 


1885. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the resolution 
being received at this time? The Chair hears none. It will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to Alice 
E. Underwood, executrix of the last will and testament of G. Underwood, 
administratrix of John C. Underwood, deceased, the sum of $5,000, in full com- 
pensation for the time and expenses of the said John C. Underwood in prose- 
cuting his claim to a seat in the Senate as $ Senator from the State of Virginia. 


s Mr. ALLISON. I object. That resolution is not in order at this 


time. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New York received 
unanimous consent to present it. The Chair asked for unanimous con- 
sent that he have leave to offer the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not hear the Chair state that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so stated distinctly, and 
the Chair heard no objection. The resolution is now objected to by the- 
mover of it, and over until to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The agricultural appropriation bill 
is the business before the Senate. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House requested the Senate to return to the 
House of Representatives the bill (S, 229) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Key West, Fla., 
to correct an error of engrossment of the House amendments. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the di: ing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7857) 
making appropriations for the tonsular and diplomatic service of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes. 

; ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 305) for the relief of Thomas T. Stratton, assignee of W. 


B. Waldran; 

A bill (S. 1031) for the relief of W. C. Marsh; 

A bill (S. 1347) for the relief of the sufferers by loss of the Govern- 
ment steamer J. Don Cameron; 

A bill (S. 1412) authorizing the Secre' 
the account for arms between the State of 
ernment of the United States; and 

A bill (S. 1839) for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, 
Tenn. 


of War to adjust and settle 
ath Carolina and the Gov- 


GEORGE E. SPENCER AND MARIA G. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution for pay- 
ment to George E. Spencer of a sum of money for expenses incurred by 
him in defending his title to a seat, and the resolution just introduced 
by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] in to Maria G. 
Underwood, be referred to the Committee on the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). 
Senator include in his request both resolutions? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir; both. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that the resolution introduced by 
himself this morning, and one introduced on a former day by the Sen- 
ator from New York, be referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOAR. There are two resolutions on each of these subjects. I 
should like to have them all go to the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The two resolutions upon each sub- 
ject will be included in the request—the two resolutions on the Calen- 
dar and the two introduced to-day and on the table. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. INGALLS. I have no objection to the Spencer resolution going 
to the committee, but the Underwood resolution I propose shall lie over 
till to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There being objection as to the Un- 
derwood resolutions, is there objection to the others being referred? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I object then to the others being 
referred. 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. The reading of 
the agricultural appropriation bill will p 4 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask consent to withdraw my objec- 
tion to the request of the Senator from Massachusetts to send certain 
resolutions to the Committee on Contingent Expenses. I am satisfied 
there ought not to be anything like retaliation in the legislation of this 
body, and I regret that I made the objection, although I felt somewhat 
aggrieved at the moment as to the other case which interested a citizen 
<a of New York. I withdraw my objection. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 


Does the 


Hon] renews his request. The Senator from Massachusetts asks unan- 
VE 
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imous consent that the resolutions referred to by him a moment since, 
the two in respect to Spencer, be referred to the Committee on Contin- 

t If there be no objection that order will be made. The 
Chair hears no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT KEY WEST. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to request the Senate to 
return to the House the bill of the Senate 8 229) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Key West, Fla.,“ to cor- 
rect an error of engrossment of House amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the order 
returning the bill to the House of Representatives will be entered. 
Hearing no objection, it is so ordered. 


' AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 8030) making an appropriation for the Agricultural De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that it be considered by clauses or sections for amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill be read by paragraphs for amendment, and 
that the amendments reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
be considered in their order as the reading proceeds. If there be no 
objection, that order will be made. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in the appropriations for the office of Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure, in line 20, after the word “‘ dollars,“ to insert: 

One microscopist, $1,800; one botanist, $1,800; one assistant botanist, $1,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 35, to increase the total amount of 
the appropriations for the total compensation of the Commissioner of 
5 and the clerks and employés in his office, from $65,480 to 

70,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the heading in line 37, after the word 
chemical,“ to strike out bureau and insert ‘‘ division;’’ and inline 
42, after chemical,“ to insert division; ™ soas to make the clause read: 

CHEMICAL DIVISION, 

For compensation of chief chemist, $2,500; one assistant chemist, $1,600; one 
assistant chemist, $1,400; employment of additional assistance, when necessary, 
in the chemical division, $6,000; in all, $11,500. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to ask for the reason of the 
change, striking out bureau! and inserting ‘‘division?’’ The Agri- 
cultural Department uses the word ‘‘bureau,’’ and the statistics col- 
lected by it go to its bureau of statistics. A year ago we passed a law 
creating a Bureau of Animal Industry in the Agricultural Department. 
That, of course, remains as the title was made bylaw. It seems to me 
it would be much better to use the title ‘‘bureau,’’ in referring to all 
the special divisions of any Department, rather than to use the word 
„division.“ It is more in accordance with the general practice in gov- 
ernmental affairs. I know that the Department itself desires to retain 
the title bureau“ rather than that of “‘ division.“ 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator on my explanation will see that 
the committee are right in this change. The House of Representatives 
in passing this bill took up each of the little divisions and subdivisions 
and called it a bureau. For instance, on page 4, the whole force in the 
business of the Department under the head of the microscopical bu- 
reau is one man at $1,800 a year, and they make that the micro- 
scopical bureau.“ 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. That would be undoubtedly wrong. 

Mr. HALE. In the botanical branch there are two men, and they 
are made the ‘‘ botanical bureau; and so the seeds division is made a 
bureau, and so the agricultural statistics division, and so as to this 
chemical division where the whole number employed is only seven or 
eight men and $11,000 is expended. The House made them all bu- 
reaus. 

To the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate that proceeding 
smacked of absurdity, if I may use that word. A bureau is a great 
branch of the Government. The Pension Office, with its thousands of 
employés and the expenditure of tens of millions of money, is a bureau; 
the Land Office, with its great interests and expenditure and force is a 
burean; the Patent Office, with hundreds of clerks ramifying all over 
the country into every branch of industry and human invention, is a 
bureau. So in the Treasury Department; the great subdivisions there, 
the Comptroller’s Office, the Customs Office, the various Auditors’ offices, 
the Treasurer’s branch, &e., are bureaus; and in those bureaus are sub- 
divisions which are simply called divisions. The Committee on Appro- 
priations did not believe that it was fitting or proper to elevate the sub- 
divisions of this Department into the scale of bureaus, and so has retained 
the old arran; ent of divisions. A statute of last year created the 


| Bureau of Animal Industry, fixed that in terms, and so the committee 
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did not seek to interfere with that and has left it, and has left all the 
rest as they have been heretofore, simply ‘‘divisions.”’  - 

I think this will appeal to the Senator from New York himself. If 
he were casting the bill he would cast it in this way, I am confident. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. In the main I agree with the Senator 
from Maine as to what he has said; these small divisions should not 
be dignified by being made bureaus; but it occurred to me that the 
change of name might be proper as to the chemical division of the De- 
partment of Agriculture, though I am not well informed in regard to 
that division. In the Treasury Department the Bureau of Statistics is 
dignified by being called the Burean of Statistics, and all their statistics 
are issued by that bureau under that name. In the Agricultural De- 
partment statistics are also issued as coming from its bureau of sta- 
tistics. They use that title, whether legally or not, and it is so on all 
the publications I have received from the Agricultural Department. 
I have only to suggest that perhaps in one or two cases the title ‘‘ bu- 
reau’’ might be retained, but not certainly in all the smaller divisions 
the Senator has indicated. I have no particular desire or care about it, 
but there is one bureau, that of animal industry, established by law. 

Mr. HALE. That has not been interfered with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
to strike out the word bureau“ and insert division, in line 37 
and in line 42. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
the heading in line 44, after ‘‘entomological,’’ to strike out bureau“ 
and insert ‘‘division;’’ in line 47, after the word entomological, 
to strike out bureau and insert division; and in line 57, after 
the word entomological,“ to strike out bureau and insert di- 
vision;“ so as to make the clause read: 


the best means of destro: 

thology, or the study of the interrelation of birds and 
ure. an invest jon of the food, habits, aud migration of birds in rela- 
tion to both insects and plants, and publishing report thereon, for drawings, and 
for chemicals and traveling and other expenses on the practical work of the 
entomological division, $20,000; in all, $27,900. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Ihave no objection to that amend- 
ment, but I want to move an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the Senator 
that the order is to act first on the amendments the Committee on Ap- 
propriations have reported. i 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I supposed we were to offer amend- 
ments as the reading went on. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood the order to 
be to act first on the amendments reported by the committee, and then 
the bill will be open to amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I think it will be better to let me 
offer my amendment now. This is the only amendment I have. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. Does the Senator from New York pro- 
pose to amend the amendment of the committee? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. No; let that be acted on. 

The amendment was ed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York will now 
propose his amendment, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry to move an amendment, in line 57, to strike 
out the word twenty and insert thirty; and also in the same 
line to strike out twenty and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read: 

And other expenses on the practical work of entomological division, $30,000 ; 
in all, $37,900, 

I ask the attention of the Senate for a few moments to this proposi- 
tion. The action of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was 
had two or three weeks since on this question, and I gave the papers 
relating to it to the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations, supposing he would have charge of 
the agricultural appropriation bill; but it seems in the preparation of 
these bills it fell to the charge of the Senator from Maine, and I pre- 
sume his attention was not fully called to this proposition and to the 
recommendation of the-Committee on Agriculture. 

The occasion for this increase arises in this wise: In line 51 there 
has been inserted in this bill a clause including: 


And for the promotion of economic ornitho! 


tion of birds and agriculture, an investigation of the food, habits, and m ion 
of birds in relation to both insects . and = { 
for drawings, and for chemicals and traveling and o expenses, 


Those words have been put into this bill this year, of course resulting 
in an increase of the labor of the entomological division and largely in- 
creasing its expenditures if it is to do the work that has been assi 


to it. The reason for this has come about in this wise: There has 


organized in this country an ornithological union, composed of the lead- 
ing naturalists of this country, extending over the entire country and 
also over Canada. There has also been organized an international orni- 


thological union, and these unions of the different civilized countries 
are acting in connection. Some of them have been at work for several 
years. The unions of the various countries have applied to their re- 


spective governments asking that the governments take up this work 
to a certain extent—that is, the work of the collation of facts and the 
publication of facts. 

These ornithological unions, which are studying the questions des- 
ignated in these lines, are doing the work voluntarily for the advance- 
ment of science and the good of mankind in general. These associations 
are entirely voluntary, and all their work is done without compensa- 
tion for love of the cause. They have collected and are collecting large 
amounts of information upon this subject, which is very valuable and 
is undoubtedly to be of great value to nren as a class. 
They do not feel able to undertake the work of classifying and collat- 
ing the information which they have obtained, or of publishing it for 
the benefit of the world, and they have asked for the action indicated 
in the lines which I read. 

During = two years there have been scattered all over the United 
States more than a thousand gentlemen engaged in making these obser- 
vations. Circulars were prepared and sent out to all the various sta- 
tions by the Smithsonian Institution at the request of the Ornithological 
Union, of course the expense being paid by the Smithsonian Institution 
as under the law it had a right todo; but it is not able to go on with the 
proper publication of these results. A very large amount of informa- 
tion hs been obtained. All the light-house keepersin the United States 
and in Canada have been instructed by the proper department to obtain 
theinformation desired; blanks have been furnished them, and they have 
made regular reports, and these reports have come in in very large num- 
bers. 


The Ornithological Union presented some weeks ago to Congress » 
memorial fully setting forth the work they were doing, and what they 
desired the Government to do in the premises. I will not detain the 
Senate by reading the whole of it, but will simply refer to a few pas- 
sages in it in order to show that the work they are doing is not only of 
great scientific value to the country but that it has much of practical ad- 
vantage to farmers. First, as to their means of obtaining information: 

The stations from which returns have come, in addition to those in Spanish 
America, are scattered over the whole country, extending in the east from Som- 
brero Key, Florida, to Newfoundland, and in the west from Arizona and South- 
ern California to British Columbia. They are most numerous in New England, 
the Atlantie district; the Mississippi Valley; and Nova Scotia. ; 

They go on to say: 


That material now in hand is of great value, and isso voluminous that the com- 
mittee can not 1 systematize, and publish it without Government 
aid. Its value does not consist wholly in its scientific interest, for it has direct 
bearings sapon many of the problems with which the practical agriculturist is 
concern: 


On that point let me say that this investi 
examination into the food and habits of all birds, and they have al- 
ready discovered that some ies of birds which have been supposed 
to be of injury to the horticulturist and farmer have been fo to be 
their best friend, and instead of being destroyed they ought to be pre- 
served. On the other hand, they have discovered that some birds which 
were supposed to be of advantage to agriculture are enemies of agri- 
culture and ought to be exterminated. The operations of this union 
cover the migration of birds, their geographical distribution, and also 
includes the whole subject of economic ornithology. 

The subcommittee on migration has undertaken to ascertain the whereabouts 
of all our birds du the winter season, and the times of leaving their winter 
homes; to determine if possible the number and extent of the chief avenues of 
migration in North America, and the average rate of 
ent species travel; to find out the dates of ap and disappearance of each 
successive bird-wave for at least a thousand localities, both in spring and fall, 
ahs period of years, together with the — . —4— influence the same, and to 


tion includes a thorough 


speed at which the differ- 


w such generalizations and actions as the material colleeted 
will permit, r 
e * © * * * * 
The inquiry concerning the food of birds is one of much consequence, because 
it undertakes the solution of many of the problems which beset the practical 


farmer and sheds rti upon many questions concerning which almost univer- 
sal Trance prevails. 
y, the food of all birds must consist either of animal matter or 
table matter or both, and its consumption must be serviceable or prejudictat to 
pa eee mankind. On this basis, all birds may be classed under one of 
ree heads: 
$ Birds whose habits render them, on the whole, beneficial. 
e 


II. Birds whose habite render them, on the whole, injurious. 


* 

III. Birds whose habits, so far as known, make it doubtful whether, on the 
whole, they are beneficial or injurious, 

And it is for the solution of this and other problems that this union 
has been formed and has been doing this voluntary work. I believe 
that there is no investigation now being made into history 
which will be of so great value to all our le and to the whole 
world as the investigations of these various unions of ornithologists 
who are now pursuing this subject. 

In the investigation of economic ornithology still other questions present them- 


selves. Among them may be mentioned : 

At what season and for how long a period is the bird with us? How many 
broods does it rear each gaan? 

Does it inhabit marshes, uplands, cultivated fields, or forests? 

Does it take up its abode near the habitations of man, or does it inhabit dis- 
triets remote from civilization? 


* 
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What effect does the settlement of a region have upon its bird-life? 


What birds, if left to themselves, are likely to most abundant as the 
country grows older? 


In pursuance of these researches it is evident that much good would result 
from friendly co-operation with the entomological and botanical divisions of 
e paw Agriculture and with the United States Entomological Com- 
mission, 

They continue: : 

The practical bearings of this investigation are not obscure, When the limi- 
tations of the several faunal areas have been ascertained with sufficient exact- 
ness and admit of phic illustration by means of colored maps, it will be pos- 
sible to predict, with eonsiderable accuracy, the course which an injurious insect 
will pursue in extending its march from the point where its first devastations are 
committed, and our farmers may be forewarned, so that those living in districts 
likely to become infested can plant different crops and thus be saved large pe- 
euniary loss; while those living just outside will derive increased revenue from 
the cultivation of the particular crop affected. The questions having to do with 
the distribution of species are referred to the subcommittee on that subject. 


Further in regard to the practical value of this work the memorial 
sets forth: 

It has already been shown (in the sections treating of economic ornithology) 
that the study of the distribution and food of birds has such direct bearings upon 
practical 9 that its importance can hardly be overestimated. There 
ean be no reasonable doubt that the farmers of the United States would fit to 
the extent of thousands of dollars per annum by availing themselves of the re- 
sults of these inquiries. 

In view of the facts herein briefly outlined your memorialists humbly beg to 


tthe urgent need of the creation, as.a branch of the Department of Agri- 


sugges 

culture, of an ornithological department or bureau for the collection and elabore- 
tion of data respecting the migration and geographical distribution of our birds 
and the investigation of all qnestions of an economic character relating to North 
American Sennat: 

In the event of the immediate establishment of such a bureau by your honor- 
able body, your memoralists pledge the same their hearty support and co-opera- 
tion. 

This issigned by the officers of this Ornithological Union. This mat- 
ter was laid before the Department of Agriculture and brought to the 
attention of the Smithsonian Institution, and Professor Baird joined 
in recommending this action, and of course an appropriation is needed. 
The result has been that authority to undertake this investigation and 
the compilation of the statistics and the data which can be furnished 
and will be furnished by this union has been put into this bill, but 
there has been no increase of the appropriation for the expenditures of 
the entomological division. Ten thousand dollars was asked for as 
being the least sum that can property do this work. When the bill 

the House and the chief of this division, Dr. Riley, discovered 
it he came to see me, and not finding me wrote to me a letter, portionsof 
which I will read, and from which the Senate will see that it is necessary 
to increase this appropriation somewhat; otherwise the work can not 
be done at all: 

I regret very much to see that in the bill appropriating for the expenses of 
this Department. as it passed the House on 5 a ee was 8 
in the paragraph making appropriations for the entomological bureau (lines 
47-51) requiring certain work in economie ornithology, without making any 
additional appropriation to meet the additional work required, 

By the advice of Commissioner Loring, I beg to call your attention to this fact 
in the hope that you will urge the Senate Appropriations Committee to so mod- 
ify the bill by a Senate amendment as to doaway with the disadvantages which 
in its present form it would bring about in my work. 

The work of the . bureau has all been planned and the force or- 
ganized on the basis of the present appropriation, and the diversion of any por- 
tion of this small appropriation to work hitherto not suggested would seriously 
affeet.and cripple the present work of the bureau. In other words, I should be 
84 7 either to disrupt the present organization of the bureau and disappoint 
the farming community, or, continuing the work already planned, make merely 
a pretense of pursuing the ornithological work required. 

1 will say that I am fully in sympathy with the purposes of the Ornithological 
Union, and that I regret very much having found you out when L called on you. 


Then he goes on to say that this item in the appropriation bill of 
$20,000, and in all, for the entire division, $27,900, is precisely the same 
appropriation that was made last year, and which of course was used 
in the work of that division, withont any reference to this new work 
which is to be added to it, and it will be absolutely impossible for the 
division to do this work properly unless this small sum of $10,000 be 
added to it. I trust that the Senate, in the interest of agriculture, in 
the interest of science, will grant this addition of $10,000. The large 
amount of work already done by the union would be placed in the 
hands of the Department, and by proper clerks it can be classified and 
generalizations from it made and put in proper shape for publication, 
that all may have the benefit of the work. 

Nearly all the other governments of the civilized world, so far as I 
know, have taken action on this matter, as I understand from the 
president and secretary of the American union. In Canada the gov- 
ernment has done the same thing. I hold in my hand a circular issued 
by the department of marine at Ottawa, in which it calls on all the 
various stations of observation established all over that country to send 
their communications to the department of marine, by which they are 
tobe taken in charge and collated; and it also gives notice that all their 
communications are to be free thut is, franked. It seems to me 
that our Government ought to do this much for the public benefit. 

If any Senator has any question or any suggestion to make I shall 
be happy to answer it. 

a HALE. I think we can get at this. Let the amendment be 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

- Mr. MILLER, of New York.- It is an increase of $10,000 in line 57. 


The CHIEF CLERK, In line 57, page 3, it is proposed to strike out 
the word twenty,“ before thousand.“ and insert ‘‘ thirty; so as to 
read: 


For drawings and for chemicals and traveling and other expenses on the prac- 
tical work of the entomological division, $30,000. 


Mr. HALE. ‘‘In all, $37,900?” 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Yes; that is included. 

Mr. HALE. Let me inquire of the Senator from New York if this 
amendment is moved under the rules by a committee? 

Mr, MILLER, of New York. The amendment is moved by proper 
authority from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. HALE. I will not, if I can, make the point of order, because I 
sympathize with the Senator from New York in what he is seeking to 
accomplish. : 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I have no doubt if it had not been on 
account of my mistake, supposing the Senator from Kansas would have 
charge of this particular bill, if I had presented the matter to the Sen- 
ator from Maine and submitted it properly, it would have been putin 
the bill at once; but I sent it to another Senator, supposing he had 
charge of the bill, and therefore neglected properly to bring it to the 
attention of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. I do not make any point of order; but I wish to make 
a suggestion to the Senator from the letter of Dr. Riley. There has been 
certain work added to this division. It is a cognate work to what it 
has been doing before, but it extends its scope and no additional appro- 
priation has been made for that purpose. Iseein the letter of Dr. Riley, 
apart of which the Senator read, he says: i 


In view of the foregoing facts he would beg you either to got the general ap- 
propriation to the entomological bureau increased by either $5,000 or $10,000, or, 
what would be preferable, to add the new matter as a separate and indepen: b 
clause, 

And in a postscript he says: . 

Thad a consultation with Mr. Harca, chairman of the House Committee on 
Agriculture, last night, and he agreed to support an addition of $5,000 tothe 
priation, and I have little doubt but an explanation to Senator PLUMB will bring 
about the desired amendment, 


I think if the Senate will put the increase at $5,000 we shall have 
no trouble with the House and it will go through easily. I make that 
su on. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I hope the Senator will not insist 
upon that in any way, because in my talk with Dr. Riley I found that 
even $10,000 would be searcely enough, and the suggestion that the 
addition be either $10,000 or $5,000 was made under an apprehension 
that Congress might not be very favorably disposed to scientific pur- 
suits. I think therein he did us great injustice. My conversation 
with the president and secretary of the American Union of Ornitholo- 
gists leads me to believe that the appropriation ought to be much more 
for the amount of work now on hand. I have seen some of the work; 
and it is very voluminous and very valuable, and I do not believe 
clerks can be set to work upon it to put it in proper shape ready for 
publication for less than $10,000. If we appropriate $5,000, a less 
number of clerks will be put to work, and it will simply delay the pub- 
lication of the results, which I believe are very valuable toall of us, for 
another year, and certainly I think the Governmentof the United States 
can afford to give this pittance of $10,000 in order that we may get at 
the results, and that whatever benefit may arise to agriculture or to 
science may not be delayed and postponed to a distant day. The De- 
partment of Agriculture is not a very great burden on the public Treas- 
ury, and I hope the Senate will simply consent that my amendment for 
$10,000 shall be adopted asitstands. Then if there shall be any trouble 
with the House, that can be arranged. 

Mr, HALE. I do not think the difference is enough te pay for mak- 
ing any more fuss about it, and if the Senator insists on his amendment 
I shall not oppose it. Ñ 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Committee on Agriculture con- 
sidered this whole matter, and it is the only change that the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture suggest in the bill. In other respects they leave it 
as it js. z 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike ont lines 74, 75, 76, as fol- 
lows: 

Microscopical bureau; For compensation of microscopist, $1,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 77, 78, 79, and 80, as 
follows : ; 

- BOTANICAL BUREAU. 
For compensation of one botanist, $1,800; for one assistant botanist, $1,200; iu 
all, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 95. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not want to disturb the order of procedure, but 


| inasmuch as the Senator from New York was indulged to propose an 
amendment prior to the adoption of the amendments of the committes 
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as a whole, I ask leave to move an amendment at line 94 at this time, 
if it will not disconcert the Senator having charge of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Kansas will state his amendment. 


Mr. PLUMB. In line 94 I move to strike out twenty“ before 
„thousand and insert fifty;“ so as to make the clause read: 


LABORATORY, 7 

> = chemicals and 9 3 of 3 ane ee >a 
ecessary ng expe ents, Inciu ex, men 

ian thes wane — | or — — sorghum and other . $50,000, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro) by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. PLUMB. The sum of money proposed by the amendment which 
I now offer wasappropriated by the last agricultural appropriation bill. 
The design of the committee, and of the Senate in providing for that 
appropriation, was to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture to engage 
in certain experiments in regard to machinery necessary for themanu- 
facture of sugar from sorghum. The whole of the appropriations are 
ily placed in the bill. In fact, the bill itself in every way is as badly 
arranged as any bill could pny be in failing to bring together cog- 
nate subjects of inquiry. But following the arrangement which has 
been tuated ever since appropriations have been made separately 
for the Agricultural Department, under the head of laboratory“ is 
this item, which as I said before was increased to $50,000 last year with 
the design of having these experiments made. 

The experiments were especially calculated to be in a certain direc- 
tion, in the direction of what is called diffusion as applicable to the ex- 
traction of the saccharine matter from cane, The ordinary process of 
crushing and of steaming in connection with it as sometimes applied 
has not been satisfactory. 

I have before me a letter written by a gentleman in Louisiana ad- 
dressed to Mr. Wiley, the chemist of the Department of Agriculture, 
under date of December 15, 1883, in which in discussing this question 
of the amount of juice extracted from the cane, and referring to the date 
of 1873, at which time certain experiments had been made among the 
eane-growers of Louisiana in the use of the diffusion apparatus, he says: 

We were then still sharing the common belief of our planters, that they could 
and did,with their more powerful mills at least, extract from seventy to seventy- 
two pounds of juice out of every one hundred pounds of cane. We only hoped 
to increase this, by diffasion,to eighty-four or cighty-tive pounds, so that by 
adopting the process our planters should gain about 20 per cent. 

You may therefore judge how great must have been our surprise when, by the 

` use of scales, by the measuring of the juice, and es the usual polariscopic tests, 
we ascertained beyond a doubt that only a very few mills in this country did 
extract more than fifty-five to fifty-eight pos of juice; that instead of obtain- 
ing only 20 per cent. more juice by diffusion the dng d was really increased from 
40 to 50 per cent., and that this juice, in spite of the various defects in our primi- 
tive machinery, with its unavoidable irregularities and delays, had rather gained 
than lost in purity. 


It is conceded now everywhere that the ordinary crushing machinery 
applied to the extraction of juice from cane, whether the Louisiana 
cane or the bastard cane known as sorghum, does not ordinarily result 
in the extraction of more than 50 to 55 per cent. of the juice. The 
total amount of juice is supposed to be 88 per cent. of the weight of the 
cane, and about 37 to 45 per cent, is the range of the amount obtained 
by the ordinary processes of extraction. 

The question of the manufacture of sugar has recently excited more 
than usual attention and has resulted in the establishment of worksin 
Illinois and at three different points in Kansas for the manufacture of 
sugar from sorghum. As the result of that, during the last year from 
600,000 to 700,000 pounds of merchantable sugar were made in Kansas 
from the sorghum plant. I have here a sample of what is called“ A 
sugar, made by the ordinary process, and which I should be glad to 
have every Senator who has any interest in this matter examine and 
taste for himself in order to see that the sugar made from sorghum, 
whatever it may have been heretofore, is as absolutely free from any 
anti-saccharine substance, from anything which to the taste character- 
izes it as different from the ordinary , as can be imagined., It is 
as good in every respect and has taken its place alongside of the best 
article manufactured out of the Louisiana cane, and has met every ex- 
pectation of both seller and consumer. 

The result obtained in sugar has been supplemented by an equally 
acceptable result obtained in the manufacture of molasses, It is now 
made im large supply and of a quality which is nearly as uniform as 
that which comes from the refineries of the product of the Louisiana 


cane, 

For the pu of relieving the manufacturer from the great loss re- 
sulting from imperfect machinery, experiments have been adopted in 
the use of a new process called diffusion, and that is new only in this 
country, because in France and in Germany, where sugar is made al- 
most wholly from beets, the diffusion process has been in use for many 
years and with great success. It is estimated in those countries that 
about 98 per cent. of the saccharine substance is taken from the beet. 

About two years ago there was set upin a building adjoining the Ag- 
ricultural Department in this city a small diffusion battery, which was 
experimented with considerably and I believe satisfactorily, sosatisfac- 
torily indeed that the Commissioner of Agriculture recommended, and 


Congress yielded to the recommendation, an appropriation sufficient to 
erect batteries to be used elsewhere for the purpose of more com- 
pletely testing the ability of this process to extract the juice from cane 
to an extent which would make the manufacture of sugar from sor- 
ghum profitable and which would put thatindustry upon its feet. By 
some misadventure the apparatus which was designed to be tried last 
year was not constructed in time to have the experiment made during 
the last season. However, it has recently been arranged to send that 
apparatus to Ottawa, in the State of Kansas, to be set up in connection 
with a manufactory of sugar already in operation there, and at which 
favorable results have been already obtained. 

The interest in this subject is not, however, confined to Kansas; it is 
not confined to what is known as the sorghum belt; but the interest is 
also very great in Louisiana, where by reason ef the diminished price 
at which beet-root sugars have been sold during the last year the in- 
dustry of sugar-making has been almost prostrated. I think it is safe 
to say that that industry was carried on in Louisiana this year if not 
at a loss certainly without any profit, and if the existing condition of 
th shall continue it threatens the overthrow of the entire sugar- 
making industry of the United States. But even if there should be a 
revival and an increase of price sufficient to warrant the continuation 
of the manufacture under the old condition in Louisiana, there is the 
constant threat of a diminution of the tariff and also a constant threat 
of the foreign competition, which has been so disastrous this year, and 
at any time the operation of either one of these causes will be liable to 
overthrow the industry entirely. 

Thus capital is exceedingly timid about even continuing in the manu- 
facture, and certainly no prudent person would undersuch circumstances 
engage in it very largely. 

n the State of Kansas, as I have already said, there are three manu- 
factories of sorghum sugar. At each one of those establishments sugar 
has been manufactured for two consecutive years, and I think at one of 
them for three. So far as the quality is concerned the success has been 
very great. It has removed very largely, and I may say almost wholly, 
the objections which have heretofore obtained to this product on ac- 
count of its being of a taste to which people were unused and which 
usually made it unacceptable to the consumer. 

While this result has been reached, and during the time necessary to 
bring it about, various important problems connected with the manu- 
facture of sugar from sorghum have been settled, and settled in the right 
way—that is to say, in the direction of increased economy in manufact- 
ure and improvement in the varieties of cane—and if it had not been for 
the great fall in prices this year the manufacture of this product in 
Kansas during the past season would have been attended with some 
profit. As it is, I was informed by the superintendent of one of the 
works that the sugar made this year cost just about the wholesale sell- 
ing price. Whether that included the wear and tear of machinery, I 
am not certain. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the industry was carried on this year 
without a profit, there has been found great ground for encouragement 
in the fact that the experiments made in connection with the manu- 
facture, and stimulated by it, helped to a great extent by the skill and 
judgment of an agent of the Department, have demonstrated that the 
manufacturing season can be extended more than twice as long as was 
heretofore supposed possible; that by covering the cane with earth the 
process or change from ordinary saccharine to glucose in the cane is ar- 
rested, and so the manufacturing season can be extended from Septem- 
ber until as late as the 1st of February. I do not say that this has 
been determined beyond any possible doubt, but it seems to have been 
determined beyond any reasonable doubt, and along with it some other 
questions incidental to it have also been settled. So these manufact- 
urers during the period of three years in which they have been en- 
gaged in the business have settled certain very important problems 
which have heretofore remained unsettled, and have taken long strides 
in the direction of their ability to manufacture sugar from sorghum 
successfully, and thus have opened up to the people of the United States 
agreater possibility than they have ever heretofore had of their ability 
to manufacture all the sugar needed for their consumption. 

This is not asubject of any minor importance if we have regard to 
the amount of sugar that is used by the people of the United States, 
and especially if we regard the amount which they import. ‘The value 
of the sugar imported during the last three years has never been less 
than $100,000,000 annually. It is therefore a subject of very great 
importance if we can approach it with any hope whatever that by any 
stimulus or by any process or by any discovery we may be able to so 
meet the emergency as to produce the supply, or even any considerable 
portion of the supply, which we are now obliged to obtain from out- 
side. 

The chief results which have been obtained during the last few years 
have been at the expense of private capital. The Government has done 
something. It bas had intelligent chemists at work in the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture; it has e some experiments in the way of ma- 
chinery. I do not in any wise belittle what has been obtained as the 
result of these efforts either under the present administration of that 
Department or under preceding administrations, nor have I any de- 


signs of comparing one with another, but I say that the chief valuable 
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results which have been obtained have -been at the expense of private 
capital; that the Government has not given that aid to this industry 
heretofore which I think it ought to have had. When I speak of that 
Ido not speak of it with reference to the possible profit which might 
have been derived to the manufacturer himself, but I am thinking 
about it with reference to the advantage to accrue to the entire people 
of the United States. 
No one question of so great national importance could be presented 
to the people of the United States as that embracing within itself the 
possibility of the relief to the people of the expenditure of $100,000,000 
among foreign people for a product which is absolutely necessary and 
the supply of Which they must keep up at all hazards and at all cost. 

But the benefit to be derived is not only in the way of relief from the 
expenditure abroad of a large sum of money. The expenditure of this 
money at home will give profitable employment to labor. Much the 
larger portion of the expense attendant upon the préduction of sugar is 
the outlay for labor. Asis shown bya very intelligent address delivered 
at a recent convention of the sorghum-makers of Kansas by Professor 
Swenson, this industry employs more labor, or as much labor certainly, 
in proportion to the product as any other. 

The results are so divided that no considerable portion can go to large 
capital. The cane is produced, as experience shows, to the best ad- 
vantage by small farmers, men who produce cane as they have hereto- 
fore produced corn, and men who in its production use their and family 
domestic labor, cultivating ten, fifteen, twenty, fifty, or a hundred acres 
of cane, the product of which they sell to the nearest manufacturer, 
and the capital employed in one factory will rarely exceed fifty to sev- 
enty-five thousand dollars. r 

The area within which sorghum cane can be raised with profit has 
not yet been determined; but it is safe to say that, if present results can 
in any wise be depended upon, it will extend from at least the southern 
line of Kansas to as far north as a line drawn east and west through 
the center of Nebraska and the State of Iowa. Undoubtedly Kansas 
and other States in the same latitude afford the best field for the profit- 
able growth of sorghum; but the discovery that cane can be kept in 

condition some months after being cut, thus extending the sea- 
son of manufacture, opens up ibilities for more northern latitudes, 

I know it may be said that if this is such an inviting field private 
capital itself ought to explore it without Government help. This is 
true as a rule. But the Government has too great an interest in this 
subject to afford to take the chance that private capital may fail of 
suceess. The general interest is greater than the private or individual 
interest. And I unhesitatingly say that it is the part of the highest 
wisdom that the Government should, upon the threshold of this ex- 
periment and with a view to the great possible results to be deriyed, 
undertake a part at least of the expense of the introduction of new ma- 
chinery and new methods which private capital will be slow to take 
hold of, especially in view of the fact that the industry. now is in the 
3 condition of which I have spoken, and the disposition of cap- 
ital already engaged in it to let ener than to continue, with the 
doubtful results which now seem likely to follow. 

In moving to increase this sum from $20,000 to $50,000, it is, there- 
fore, with a view of having the Government continue the experiments 
which it has already commenced in asmall'way, and to make them effect- 
ive, besides entering upon others with the same object in various por- 
tions of the country so as to have the advantage of the co-operation of 
private skill and the advantage of different localities, in order that the 
experiment may be of the completest possible character. The experi- 
ments will be watched with interest, and if they show that success can 
be made reasonably certain then there will be ample enterprise and 
capital to enlarge and carry on the business. 

ith the present competition from abroad, stimulated by the bounty 
of the German Government, and with the defective machinery now 
used im this country, there is little hope for success. The germ of what 
is needed is probably found in the diffusion apparatus used for the man- 
ufacture of beet sugar, but it will have to be modified so as to be 
perfectly adapted for the extraction of juice from sorghum, and the 
expensé of experiments for this purpose should be borne by the General 
Government. 

Capital finds too many fruitful fields in this country on which to 
enter to warrant it in going where there is doubt and heretofore noth- 
ing but failure. The Government with small expenditure can demon- 
strate what is lacking and make secure what is now doubtful. 

If, therefore, by patting into the hands of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture and his skilled assistants money sufficient to carry on the nec- 
essary experiments they will be able to point the way to the manufact- 
urers of the United States, to those who are already engaged in the 
manufacture and those who are looking to this industry,we shall, I 
believe, have set in motion instrumentalities which will result in a very 
few years in relief from any further necessity of sending money abroad 
to buy this most necessary article, and one which is going into greater 
consumption every year. 

I ask that the Chief Clerk may read a portion of the address of Pro- 
fessor Swenson which I have mentioned, and which sets out in a very 
intelligent and detailed manner not only the results heretofore ob- 

- tained, but a very thorough exposition of what may be expected in the 
fature if the proper encouragement is given. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Chief 
Clerk will read the paper referred to by the Senator from Kansas. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The past season's work has fully proven that a first-class su 
from sorghum cane. The possibility of making as good an article of sugar from 
vind source as from Southern cane or sugar-beets may be considered a settled 
nat. s 

There are, however, many chances for improvement, Among the most im- 
portant I will mention the improvement of the quality of the cane by careful 
selection of seed and by cross-fertilization so as to originate new and better va- 
rieties, Already considerable progress has been made in this direction, and we 
have every reason to believe that in this way the contents of cane sugar may be 
greatly increased. Another great step in advance would be the lengthening of 
our working season. One of the greatest difficulties in this business is that we 
have to do nearly all our work in the short space of three months. This you 
know is overcome to a pon extent by the beet-sugar manufacturers by p 
their beets underground, in which way the cane-sugar remains unchanged for sev- 
eralmonths. Experiments made at Washington and Sterling this yearshow con- 
clusively that the same is true of sorghum cane. ASterling the experiment was 
made by Mr. Cowgill, and samples of Sink’s Hybrid cane which he sent me De- 
cember 6 contained 88.28 per cent. of juice, and the juice contained 15.25 pe 
cent, cane sugar, 1.10 percent. glucose, and 3.94 percent. of other valuable solids. 
The large amount of juice present shows conclusively that the great richness of 
the juice was not due to the evaporation of water and the consequent concentra- 
tion ol juice. It shows tbat cane put down in this way not only keeps well but 
actually improves, for the amount of cane sugar, according to Mr. Cowgill, was 
considerably less when it was harvested. I consider this matter of immense 
importance, and I hope that a number will try the experiment next season in 
such a manner as to work up enough cane into sugar and sirup so that we can 
know just what to expect. A 

But tbe place where improvement is not only most needed, but where it isab- 
solutely necessary to our future existence, isin the extraction of the sugar from 
the cane. Of ss per cent. of juice contained in the cane, we obtained but 87 per 
cent, as an average for the season; five-cighths of the sugar ahd big remained 
in the bagasse. This is in strange contrast with the yield obtained from sugar- 
beets, where from 90to H percent. of the sugar is extracted. The very fact, how- 
ever, that we are able to so nearly hold our own in spite of such waste is an ar- 
gument in favor of sorghum cane as a sugar-yielding plant, and it shows what 
we may do when supplicd with more suitable machinery, - I consider the whole 
process of trying to press the juice out ofthe cane as radically wrong in 1 
and any and all attempts to obtain a fair yield in this way have so far failed. 
The beet-sugar factories underwent the same experience half a bentury ago; their 
methods of extracting the juice from beets were very similar to,that employed 
by us. Pressure was employed either in the shape of rolls or hydraulic presses. 

‘or many years after they were fairly started they failed to mkke sugar for less 
than 20cents per pound; but, due chiefly to the introduction of the difftsion 
ess, they are now able to drive all other su: from the European markets. 
The fact that they are able to do this is not due to the superiority of the beet 
but to the superior process employed by them. Sorghum cane can be raised and 
delivered for $1.50 per ton. . — . 

This is what we can contract with the farmers in our vicinity to raise and de- 
liveritfor. The only beet-sugar factory in the United States, at Alvarado, Colo., 
pays $4.53 per ton for beets delivered at their factory. Sorghim cane and beets 
contain about the same amount of sugar—about two hun ds per ton. 
At this rate the sorghum-sugar manufacturer pays three-fourths of n cent per 


can be made 


pound for the sugar, while ic costs the beet-sugar manufacturer 2} cents per 
pound. But our present method of extracting the juice is so imperfect and crude 
that we lose the very large advantage which we have in the ming. This 


much is certain, that it costs less to grow the sugar in the sorghum,cane than in 
any other plant known, and if we can improve our methods of working to the 
same extent that they have done in the beet-sugar ſactories we shall be able to 
supply this country with a pure sugar at a cheaper rate than it can be bought in 
foreign countries. è 17 7 
It is conceded by all who have tried diffusion that it works perfeotly ona small 
scale; the only difficulty 5 is in the reduction of the cane to chips; 
but it does not seem probable that a mechanical difficulty of this kind will long 
remain unsolved. z ' n N 
The question is frequently asked, To what extent may the industry be de- 
veloped, or what portion of the sugar consumed in the United States will we be 
—.— to ap With a yield Kos Coney Fe Fo — ce ee 
pou of sugar per tan. By the aid of implemental crusherst jeld can 
be increased by one-half, BN total of seventy-five pounds per ton. With a yield 


of ten tons of cane per acre we would have seven hundred, ‘and fifty pounds of 
sec oe per acre. This is certainly an inside estimate.when everyth worked 
as it should be, with the very best of our present appliances. „Taking that as 


a basis it would take 3,000,000 acres of land to produce the mye by ry for sup- 
pyre tes entire United States with sugar. The amount òf land is about one- 
third cultivated area or two-thirds of the land. planted in corn in the State 
of Kansas in 1834, and every State in the Union having a mean temperature no 
lower than that of Kansas would probably be equally well adapted to dane grow- 
ing. In fact where corn will w cane will grow, so that the question of a suf- 
ficient production will depend entirely on whether it will pay sufficiently well to 
command the capital necessary for its development. . 

Every million pounds of sugar produced will require an investment of at least 
$50,000; so that this industry would open a new field for the investment of 
$100,000,000, and would turn a large amount of our lands into the production of 
cane that now grow crops that are produced largely in excess of the demand. 
This industry would give employment to a vast number of workmén and call 
into existenee new industries for manufacturing the necessary machinery and 
other supplies. The hundred millions that go abroad every year to buy foreign 
sugar would be kept at home and be distributed among ourown workmen. 
The great value of the product per acre as compared with Other crops ought 
especially to commend this industry. The same number of acres grown to cane 
would give employment and support to at least five times as many people as the 
same amount of land wing corn or wheat. 

So far this work has n, carried on at a loss to the manufacturers. This has 
been largely due to the fact that the decline in the price of sugar has just about 
kept pace with the progress we have been able to make. 

he time has come when a change must be made in the manner of operating 
our works. We must be equipped with better appliances for extracting the su- 
gar from the cane, and must enlafge our works so as to be able to handle our 
crop more economically. To accomplish this will require time and money. It 
means new and expensive machinery and costly experiments. 

It is to help us over this crisis that we have asked the State of Kansas to give 
some aid in the shape of a bounty on the sugar produced. There 8 few if 
any industries that can add so much to the material wealth of a State, giving em- 
ployment as it does to almost every kind of labor. The farmers finda ready 
market for a crop that is not only sure but very profitable. A new field is open to 
our laborers and mechanics, and the best talent from our institutions of learn- 
ing will here find a work that will be worthy of their closest study and tax their 
utmost skill. It has been urged that the bounty mightin the space of five years 
which it will cover grow to an enormous tax on the State, 

e total sugar production in the State for the past season did not exceed 
600,000 pounds. It is safe to say that any notable increase in the number of 
our factories will not take place until by improved methods we shall be able to 
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make sugar at a lesscost. We may, however, look for an increased uction 
of sugars in the factories now in x by improving our od so that 
we can double our present yield we will have practically reached our present 
limit, for it will take years to improve the cane. But sucha can not be 
reached in one or two years, So that it is safe to assume that the average 
duction for the next five years will not exceed 1,000,000 pounds per year. is 
would tax the State to the amount of $15,000 per year forthe five years. Kansas 
pays $1,000,000 per annum as tariff on forei sugars and at least $3,500,000 

out of the State every year to pay for the sugar consumed in the State. 
Wich. a fair proses of not only retaining this large amount of money at home, 
but of making the production of sugar one of the chief industries and sugar one 
of the staple exports of the State, we sincerely hope that the ure may see 
fit togive us the aid we haveasked. What would have been the outcome of the 
beet-sugar industry of Europe had it not been fostered and eared for by the 
governments during the early part of its existence? 

There were many then that assumed the same attitude toward it that many 
now do toward the sorghum-sugar industry, claiming that it never could be- 
come a commercial success. Fortunately these predictions come from persons 
who know the least about the matter, and I doubtif there can be found one who 
has fairly and intelligently studied the matter who does not believe that the 

roblem of supplying our own sugar has been practically solved. I believe the 
as is not far d t when by improved cane and processes 2,000 pounds of 
pure sugar will be obtained from an acre of Kansas cane. But to attain to such 
ee will require renewed efforts on our part and a little timely aid by our 
te. . 


due to the causes and ei that time and experien 
I claim that nothing more disastrous than the downfall of this new industry 
could befall the commercial interests of this State. 

Mr. PLUMB. The amount of money which will be necessary for this 
purpose so far as now known is very Fifty thousand dollars a 
year is nothing. I look over the agricultural appropriation bill and I 
tind that we are appropriating $110,000 a year for seeds. Every one 
knows that if it were not for the fact that these are distributed largely 
by Senators and Members in a manner which brings to them some de- 
gree of favor from those who receive them that provision would not be 
in the bill, at least to this extent. 

No such amount of money can be appropriated in any one year use- 
fully for gk gi ape i new varieties of seeds of different 
kinds. I find that under the head of Gardens and grounds“ we 
appropriate $18,450 for the little experimental gardens we have here, 
which practi result in nothing except a few nosegays which from 

time to time we receive at the hands of the gentleman who manages 
the purpose of investigating bugs, we give $27,000" and that haa just 

e purpose o we give „900, ust 
been increased $10,000 more. I notice in the rt of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture for this that while he devotes a anda 
half under the head of and only seven lines are 
devoted to the sugar industry. 
of making a complaint, 
when the volume comes to ke prana, that the chemist has been doin 
a valuable work, a work in w he i 
of his chief; but it only indicates that after all this industry has been 
under that kind of a ban, has been side-tracked, so to speak, in such a 
way that it only that which is left over; that it does not get the 
direct attention and the careful nursing and the thorough consideration 
which any industry with such t possibilities ought to have. 

That is because Congress i has not manifested an interest in it. 
The chief of the bureau can not do more than he is bid. He ean not spend 


more money than we give him; but we have been so in other 
matters, we have been ourselves so affected by the com ive failures 
heretofore, we have been so content to let well alone, that we 


have not given to this subject the thought nor the appropriation nor 
the stimulus in any degree which its importance demands. 

I hope, Mr. President, that at least this small sum of money may be 
given, and Ishall hope that next year when the result of that will 
come to be presented to Congress, I shall have the satisfaction of saying 
that it has not only done a great deal of good, but that we are much 
further along in the experiment which in time, as I believe, is to put the 
American people in a condition to produce all the sugar they use. 

Mr. HA The Committee on Appropriations last year went quite 
fully into this subject and was a deal impressed with the impor- 
tance of this industry, and the sum of $50,000 was given in the bill 
of last year. The House this year has put the amount down to $20,000, 
and the Committee on Appropriations did not increase it because there 
was no pressure upon it in that direction. 

I do not rise for the purpose of opposing the amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Kansas because the reasons which operated last 
year and controlled me then, in charge of the bill, are the same now. 
I only wish to ask the Senator from Kansas if he is entirely satisfied 
that the appropriation which was made last year has been devoted to 
such purposes as have stimulated this industry; and further, whether 
he is entirely confident if the increased amount which he asks shall be 
‘given it will be so devoted to practical experimentation or assistance 
that this growing industry in his State and elsewhere will receive a real 
benefit in proportion to the money which we give? 

Mr. PLUMB. The money that was appropriated last year was not 
all spent, but it will be spent between now and the close of this fiscal 
year. Unfortunately the diffusion apparatus which was designed to be 
sent to the West was not completed in time to be sent there, but is 
under contract to go now, so as to be there for the coming season. 


I know, however, that many of the persons employed by the Depart- 
ment for the purpose of investigating this subject in the various States 
have rendered most valuable service. The experiment which I spoke 
of as having been carried on in Kansas with such favorable results, that 
of covering the cane and determining by experiment the time in which 
the cane could remain covered so as to keep it in a condition for man- 
ufacture, was carried on by a very intelligent agent of the Department; 
Mr. Cowgill, and that has done as much as anything else to stimulate 
the hopes of persons engaged in the manufacture there that the coming 
year will enable them to do better than they have done this year. 

But back of it all is this question of machinery. It has been demon- 
strated that not more than one-half the juice is taken from the cane by 
any present process in use, that is, any process in use now in this 
country. Something ought to be done, therefore, to devise ways and 
means whereby all the juice can beextracted. It is believed now that 
the process of diffesion, substantially as used in France and Germany 
for the extraction of saccharine from the beet, can be so modified and 
adapted as to do the same work for sorghum. A firm in Wilmi D, 
Del, the Pusey & Jones Manufacturing Company, I believe, have 
manufactured an apparatus of that character which they believe, and 
which is believed by intelligent people who have inspected it, comes 
near at least to answering this purpose, but the actual fact can only be 
determined by experiment. ; 

Mr. HALE. Is it expected that this appropriation, or some 
of it, will be devoted to the end of securing an advanced meth 

as applied to the sorghum in extracting the juice? 

Mr. PLUMB. That certainly is the expectation. The present Com- 
missioner of Agriculture has stated to me that he designed, if this a 
propriation was made (and no doubt his successor would feel similarly 
minded), to erect a machine of that kind in Louisiana to be used there 
in connection with the manufacture of sugar by private apparatus, 
which would demonstrate, if demonstrate it can, the ability of that 
machine to meet this areni lack. 

Mr. GIBSON. If Senator from Kansas will permit me, I can 
give the Senator from Maine some information in respect to this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Louisiana? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Commissioner of Agriculture, with the a; 
priation that was made last year of $50,000, has done much by 
tific experiments and investi, to aid the manufacture of sugar, 
and has had constructed in Del., a diffusion machine for 
manufacturing sugar from sorghum cane. It is of American manufact- 
. believe. It has not yet been tested, but 

be in readiness for the crop this autumn. The Commissioner de- 
sires to contract for a diffusion machine adapted to the ribbon cane that 
is produced in Louisiana, which is harder and of a tougher texture than 
spram cane. The machine will require certain modifications tosuit 
cane. 4 

This difusion process was cory appas both in France and 
to the manufacture of beet sugar, and, I may say, it has reached perfec- 
tionin those countries. that chemical or mechanical science 
or governmental favor could do to facilitate and stimulate the produc- 
tion of sugar from the beet has been done. And by our laws all ma- 
chinery for the manufacture of sugar from beets is admitted into our 
country free of duty, while machinery for the manufacture of from 
cane is taxed at a very high rate—over 60 per cent. ad valorem, if I re- 
member correctly. 

It is true, as the Senator from Kansas says, that the producers of 
sugar in this country are greatly embarrassed. But this embarrass- 
ment isnotowing so much to natural as to artificial causes. Itisowing 
chiefly to governmental interference—to the Bismarckian policy of 
Germany. A drawback or bounty is soe banit d the German Govern- 
ment upon every pound of sugar exported, equal to the cost of its pro- 
duction. This policy has increased vastly the production of sugar in 
Germany, has enabled the Germans to drive the French sugars out of 
the English markets, to overwhelm the English refiners, and to gain an 
undisputed supremacy not only in the English markets but in the sugar 
markets of the world. 

The producers of sugar in all countries have been overwhelmed in a 
common ruin. The planters in the British possessions in the West 
Indies, British Guiana, and Honduras have petitioned Parliament for 
relief and set forth by grand committees their grievances and distresses. 
Cuba is bankrupt. Spanish bondholders are also crying out for 
relief. The producers of sugar are seeking our markets as the only 
remedy. Sugar is cheaper relatively than any other article of food. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. How much is the German export bounty? 

Mr. GIBSON. About the cost of production in Germany—about 2 
cents a pound. Thisaction of the German Government about two years 

created intense excitement and resentment among the sugar-refiners 
of England, and threatened to produce a reaction against the free-trade 
principles which have prevailed since the repeal of the corn laws, and 
led to a re-examination of the theories of the school of Cobden. The 
English refiners cried out for fair trade. 


rtion 
of ma- 


But Mr. Gladstone took ground against the refiners and insisted that 
if the German people were willing to tax themselves in order that sugar 
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might be produced in Germany and be sold to the consumers in Eng- 
land below the cost of production, for less than it could be bought in 
the tropics and refined in England, the English people ought not to 
complain; they ought rather to rejoice at the cheapness of an article 
so necessary to their comfort and well-being. This answer might be 
made on behalf of the people of the United States. I represent acom- 
munity which is suffering from the cause I have assigned, and not as 
many persons imagine because sugar can not be profitably cultivated in 
Louisiana. I do not ask for bounties or for an increase of the tariff to 
counteract the effects of the action of the German Government, though 
on principles of international equity this might be done. 

We already have a fair tariff upon foreign sugars, and I know that 
governmental action is powerless to maintain prices or to override the 
laws of supply and demand. During the Robert J. Walker tariff, from 
1846 to 1860, the sugar industry of Louisiana was rapidly developed, 
enjoyed its greatest prosperity, and supplied over one-halfof all the sugar 
consumed in this country. But what is the condition of this trade to- 
day? Why, the supply from domestic sdurces is only about 10 per 
cent. of the consumption, and we import one hundred millions’ worth 
of foreign sugars a year. Germany is selling sugar to-day in New York 
for less than it costs to produce it in Cuba and Louisiana. 

If she gain a monopoly of our markets and destroy the sugar culture 
in the West Indies and Louisiana, our dependence will become as abso- 
lute as that of England for an article of food which our people can not 
do without. By derangement of our foreign relations, any accident, 
any disturbance of our relations with Spain or England or any European 
nation would place it out of our power toobtain supplies unless we had 
a navy sufficient to command the seas and keep the markets of the 
world and the sources of supply. Under those circumstances I am re- 
joiced to hear the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] give such smpe 
assurances based upon facts well authenticated of the capacity of his 
and the neighboring States to produce sugar from sorghum, and surely 
the sample he has presented to the Senate is fit for any table and any 
taste however fastidious. I believe, sir, that with improved methods of 
cultivation and manufacture the crop of Louisiana can easily be increased 
so as to supply again one-half of the sugar consumed in this country. 

It is believed by those who have the matter in hand that the diffusion 
process when successfully applied will increase the yield fully 25 per 
cent. We already begin to perceive the ill effects of the bounty system 
in Germany on the Germans themselves, for overstimulation has led 
to bankruptcy, and I do not believe that a policy originating in resent- 
ment against France and that imposes such a tremendous burden upon 
the German people can long be maintained. 

At all events, sir, I feel assured that every Senator will admit the 
expediency of bringing the aid of scientific experiment to enable us to 
produce sugar on a larger scale at fair profit and at lower rates for the 
people of our own country. 

I tind that for the purposes indicated the sum of $20,000 has already 
been lao ig by the bill. The Commissioner told me this morn- 
ing he d require $50,000. 

trust the amendment of the Senator from Kansas may be adopted. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Will the Senator from Louisiana please permit 
me to ask him a question? a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I am addressing myself to the Senator from 
Louisiana. I wish to know whether I correctly understood the Sen- 
ator. If I understood him aright, he said that the German Government 
offered an export bounty of 2 cents per pound upon sugar exported 
from Germany, and that 2 cents per pound given by way of export duty 
repaid the cost of production. In the Senator’s opinion is it not reason- 
able to suppose that if Germany can raise sugar at 2 cents a pound the 
United States upon its virgin soil, inexhaustible as it is in fertility, can 
raise it for even a less price than 2 cents a pound? If that be so, is it 
not the duty of the Government of the United States in every way it 
possibly can to encourage the production of sugar in order that the 
product may be cheapened to our own people and in order that our 
agricultural interests may be increased ? 

Therefore, is it not wise, inasmuch as Germany and France, upon soils 
comparatively barren as compared with our own, can produce beet sugar 
at 2 cents a pound, that this appropriation should also cover machinery 
for the preparation of beet sugar as well as sorghum and cane sugar ? 
In other words, if an experiment is to be made, had it not better be 
made in the direction of experiments heretofore made in other countries 
which have produced success? If they can raise beets in Germany or 
France from which sugar can be profitably made at 2 cents per pound, 
Iam quite sure that with the same diligence on the part of our Gov- 
ernment sugar may be raised and manufactured here from like prod- 
ucts (as to other products I know nothing, but certainly from like prod- 
ucts) at a price even less. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Kansas does not cover the point 
Iwish to make, which is thatit may include machinery for the manu- 
facture of sugar from all products, cane, sorghum, and beets, I should 
like to have it so amended. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from New Jersey allow me to inter- 
rupt him for a moment? 


Mr. MCPHERSON. Les, sir. 

Mr. HALE, The language of the clause contains nothing whatever 
about machinery. That is left to the discretion of the administrator 
of this Department. How this money shall be applied to the encour- 
8 and development of the cultivation of sugar from one vegeta- 
ble product or another Congress has not sought to settle or decide, but 
the fund isgiven. I do not, as I said before, rise to object to the amend- 
ment. Lam willing the appropriation should be made $50,000, but I 
should not like to see any particularization as to how the money should 
be spent by the Department. If it is to be spent in improving ma- 
chinery and developing tests, let that be done by the Commissioner of 
Agriculture and not by us. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Very well; butif I understood the Senator from 
Louisiana correctly his statement was that it is the purpose of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture to prepare machinery by which economy may 
be practiced in the manufacture of the cane sugar of Louisiana. T take 
it that no very large portion of this country can profitably cultivate the 
cane sugar thatis cultivated in Louisiana. I also believe that sorghum 
may be cultivated in almost every State of the Union, and profitably. 
It is profitably cultivated to-day in New Jersey under a bounty offered 
by the Legislature of that State. New Jersey pays, I believe, 1 cent 
per pound upon all the sugar manufactured from sorghum grown in the 
State. It pays also $1 per ton upon all the sorghum cane grown in the 
State and manufactured into sugar. Under that bounty the sorghum 
industry has grown to quite large proportions, and it has forcibly demon- 
strated the fact that sorghum sugar can be cultivated and profitably cul- 
tivated in this country. Certainly upon the great Western plains and 
in the valley of the Mississippi, where the soil is rich and inexhaustible 
in its fertility, both sorghum and beet sugar can be grown and profit- 
ably grown, thus opening another wide field for agriculture. 

Relying entirely upon the statement of the Senator from Louisiana 
that the purpose of this amendment isin order that machinery may be 
constructed or improved entirely and simply for the manufacture of 
cane sugar, I think it would be unwise to restrict it to that, if the 
amendment proposes to do so. : Í 

Mr. HALE. I misunderstood the Senator from Louisiana if he said 
that the object of this appropriation was exclusively what he referred 
to, in the direction of experimentation on the sugar-cane of Louisiana. 
It is only one of the things that the Commissioner of Agriculture will 
consider, and I do not think the Senator from Louisiana believes that 
the appropriation is for that purpose alone. 

Mr. GIBSON. By no means. The presumption of the bill itself 
would exclude that idea, for it says in lines 93 and 94, including ex- 
periments in the manufacture of sugar from sorghum and other vege- 
table plants,“ which would include beets. Š 

Mr. ALDRICH. As I understood the Senator from Louisiana, one 
at least of the objects of the amendment is to enable the Commissioner 
of Agriculture to purchase machinery to experiment upon a new method 
of manufacturing from cane. I am sorry that the Senator has 
left his seat, because I am anxious to know whether the policy is to be 
adopted whenever an industry may be depressed of having the Govern; 
ment of the United States purchase machinery for the purpose of ex- 
perimenting upon new methods of manufacture. The Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs] asks me why not? I should be glad 
to have him answer the question he asks. But if it is to apply to 
the manufacture of cane, why not apply it to all kinds of manufacture ? 
For instance, when the woolen industry happens to be depressed, why 
should not the Government buy up machinery and establish a woolen 
manufactory for the purpose of experimenting upon some new methods 
of manufacturing woolen goods? i 

I do not mean to oppose the amendment, but I want to understand 
exactly what the gentlemen who are favoring it desire and intend by 
it. I want to ask the Senator from Louisiana whether he thinks it is 
within the legitimate province of the Government to expend the pub- 
lic money in the purchase of machinery to promote an experiment on 
new methods of manafacture 7 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, I do not want to make a speech, 
but it does strike me that the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Kansas to add $30,000 to this appropriation is a mere bagatelle at which 
the Senate should not hesitate an instant. 

What are the facts in this case? All the industry that we have in the 
manufacture of sugar from sorghum and beets has received whatever 
encouragement it has received at the hands of Congress through the 
Agricultural Department. Before appropriations were made to enable 
the Commissioner of Agriculture to experiment with the different kinds 
of cane and the machinery and methods of extracting the saccharine 
matter from the cane, not a pound of sugar had ever been extracted 
from sorghum in the United States; but year after year Congress has 
made small appropriations and experiments have been made by that 
Department. z 

It has now an organized corps of able chemists and experimenters and 
machinists; it has a laboratory upon the grounds, and from time to 
time we have encou the Commissionerof Agriculture in his experi- 
ments. The information which he has collected has been disseminated 
among our people from one end of the country to the other. He first 


demonstrated that sugar could be extracted from sorghum, produced 
in almost every State of this Union, and that information has been- 
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sent out to our people until there is nowa belief among the farmers of 
the West that with proper and improved machinery the day is just at 
hand when we shall manufacture from cane, sorghum, and beets every 
pound of sugar that the millions of people upon this continent will 
consume. 

Why shall the Senate of the United States hesitate a moment upon 
an appropriation of $30,000 additional to continue these experiments 
which promise results so great, which will save us a hundred million 
dollars a year? I believe fully in it. We havenowa beet-sugar manu- 
factory in the State of California which promises immense gesults. We 
all know that the sugar-cane in Louisiana will never produce sugar 
enough for the consumption of our own people. Louisiana now fur- 
nishes but 8 per cent. of that whichis consumed in this country. Nobody 
ever hesitates in protecting Louisiana sugar, because it is always an im- 
portant question of revenue. Only $8,000,000 or $9,000,000 worth are 
manufactured there as compared to the hundred million dollars’ worth 
that we import from abroad. 

In order to still further encourage these experiments let us give the 
Commissioner of Agriculture $50,000 or $100,000, if he wants it, so that 
he may bring from abroad or have manufactured in our own country 
such machinery as science may indicate would be necessary to provide 
better methods of extracting the saccharine matter from the beet or the 
sugar-cane or from sorghum. 

I see nothing wrong in this policy. I do not want to have the ap- 
propriation applied specifically to beets or to sugar-cane or to sorghum. 
Let it, as in the language of the bill, apply to sugar- produeing plants, 
including all, and leave it in the discretion of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture, for I have confidence in him. 

The results heretofore have shown us that the policy is a wise one. 
Before this matter was intrusted to the Agricultural Department 
sorghum had been known only to produce a sour sort of molasses 
scarcely fit for the table, but under the investigations of science con- 
ducted by that Department better methods of extracting the juice have 
been discovered which have led to the manufacture to-day of the very 
best molasses and sirup extracted from sorghum found upon the tables 
of the best hotels and families in the whole United States. There isa 
sample of sugar extracted from sorghum upon the desk of my friend 
from Kansas which is as good as any sugar ever made from the beet on 
the face of the earth. 

We have a country — porne to some extent sugar-cane, but 
we havea omna which produces in a universal degree the sorghum; 
and in large ons of it we find lands proper for the production of 
beets. Let us give every encouragement in our power to develop the 
industry and furnish our own people all the sugar they want. 

Mr. ALLISON. I intend to vote for the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Kansas, and I think the Committee on Appropri- 
ations would have reported the increased appropriation if it had been 
N to the committee from any source that it wus A 

t is about all I wish to say upon this subject, except that last 
year we appropriated $50,000 fur this purpose, a very portion of 
which has yet been expended, and it can not very well be profitably 
expended until during a portion of the next fiscal year, as these experi- 
ments of course can only be made during the summer and fall season. 
But I am in favor, and I think the Committee on Appropriations are 
in favor, of liberal appropriations for the purpose of making these ex- 
periments with sorghum. 

With respect to the experiments proposed as to the production of su 
from cane, I did not suppose, and do not now suppose, that any consid- 
erable portion of this money will be expended for that p The 
success of this experiment I think will prove that in the-end we can 

rofitably manufacture sugar from sorghum, and I hope it will so prove, 
sano) that we may in our own country manufacture sugar from these 
plants. 

Mr. INGALLS. Succulent roots? 

Mr. ALLISON. That we may manufacture sugar from succulent 
roots, as my friend on my right suggests, by which of course he means 
the production of sugar from beets. I trust that we may be able to 
produce our own sugar, and in that way save the large sums that we 


annually expend in foreign countries for this p amounting on the 
average to $100,000,000 per annum, of which about $48,000,000 is paid 
in the shape of duties upon foreign imports. 


Mr. HALE. Everybody seems to be in favor of the amendment. I 
hope we shall have a vote upon it. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the heading in line 96, after 
“seed,” to strike out bureau and insert ‘‘division;’’ and in line 
97, after the word seed,” to strike out bureau and insert ‘‘ divis- 
ion; so as to read: 

SEED DIVISION. 

For compensation of chief of seed division, $1,800; one su 
seed-room, $1,600; four clerks at $1,000each ; one clerk, for the p 
and pro tion, and distribution, as required by law, of seeds, trees, shru 


vines, cuttings, and plants, and expenses of putting up the same, to be distribu 
in localities adapted to their culture, $100,000; s 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, after the word dollars,” in line 106, to 
insert: 

An equal proportion of two-thirds of all plants, seeds, trees, cuttings, vines, 
and shrubs shall, upon their 3 be supplied to Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates in Congress for distribution among their constituents, or shall, 
their direction, be sent to their constituents; and the persons receiving su 
seeds shall inform the Department of the results of the experiments therewith : 
Provided, That all seeds, plants, and cuttings herein allotted to Senators, Repre- 
sentatives, and Delegates in Congress for distribution remaining uncalled for at 
the end of the fiscal year shall be distributed by the Commissioner of Agricult- 
ure: And provided also, That the Commissioner report, as provided in this 
act, the place, quantity, and price of seeds purchased, from whom purchased, 
andthe date of purchase. But . Fer in this paragraph shall be construed to 
prevent the Commissioner of Agriculture from sending flower, garden, and 
other seeds to those who apply for the same. And theamount herein appropri- 
ated shall not be diverted or used for any other 8 but for the purchase, 
propagation, and distribution of improved and Valuable seeds, plants, cuttings, 

vines: But provided, however, That the Commissioner shall not distribute 
to any Senator, Representative, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate 
and locality he represents, but shall distribute the same so that each member may 
have seeds of equal value, as near as may be, and the best adapted to the locality 
he represents. . ` 

The amendment was to. 5 

The next amendment was, in the heading in line 132, before the word 
of,“ to strike out bureau“ and insert “‘ division;’’ before the word 
thousand,“ in line 144, to strike out ‘‘seventy-five’’ and insert one 
hundred;“ and before the word thousand,“ in line 145, to strike out 
nine and insert thirty-four;“ so as to make the clause read: 

DIVISION OF AGRICULTURAL STATISTICS. 3 

For compensation of one statistician, $2,500; two clerks of class 4, $3,600; three 
clerks of class 3, $4,800; four clerks of class 2, $5,600; five clerks of class 1, $6,000; 
seven clerks, at $1,000 cach; four clerks, at $810 cach; two clerks, at $720 each; 
for collecting foreign and domestic agricultural statisties, and compiling, wri 5 
an a matter for monthly, annnal, and special reports, $100,000; in all, 

The amendment was agreed to. = 

The next amendment was in line 149, after the word annex, to 
strike out six thousand ’’ and insert seven thousand five bundred;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

FURNITURE, CASES, AND REPAIRS. 

For repairing buildings, heating apparatus, furniture, carpeting, matting, 
water and gas pi and other necessary articles, and painting Department 
building and annex, $7,500, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 169, to increase the appropriation 
Ito establish and maintain quarantine stations, and to provide proper 
shelter for and care of neat cattle imported, at such ports as may be 
deemed necessary, from $25,000 to $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “‘ contingent ex- 
penses, before the word traveling,“ in line 196, to insert the word 
actual; so as to make the clause read: 

For stationery, freight, express charges, fuel, lights, subsistence and care of 

repairs of harness, paper, twine, and gum for folding-room, and for mis- 
cellaneous items, namely, foradvertising, telegraphing, dry soap, brushes, 
brooms, mats, oils, paints, glass, lumber, hardware, ice, purchasing supplies, 
and necessary items, including actual traveling expenses while on the business 
of the Department, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. À 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word *‘here- 
after, to strike out to be; so as to read: 

That no part of the money herein or hereafter appropriated for the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture shall be paid to any person, as itional salary or compen- 
sation, receiving at the same time other compensation as an officer or employé 
of the Government, &. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I have one amendment to offer on page 7. At the end 
of line 145, I move to insert the following limitation: 

Provided, That all illustrations for the Agricultural Department shall be made 
by are Public Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on Public 
Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. The committee has nothing further. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. ` 

The amendments wereordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced thatthe House had the bill (S. 70) for the re- 
lief of Joseph M. Cumming, Hamilton J. Miller, and William McRob- 
erts. : 


The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 441) for the completion of a public building at Council 
Bluffs, Iowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the widow of 
Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United States Army. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Them also announced that theSpeaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 7857) making a iations for the consular 


and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending 


1885. 


June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of House bill 8138, being the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
Mr. BAYARD. That, I presume, will be done with the understand- 
ing that it does not displace the trade-dollar bill. 
r. BECK. That was displaced before. 
Mr. BAYARD. I meant to say that the present motion should not 
further postpone the silver bill, which was taken up by a vote this 


morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIs in the chair). The Chair 
will state to the Senator from Delaware that by the action of the Senate 
this morning the silver bill has gone back to its place on the Calendar. 
There was a motion to proceed to its consideration, which was de- 
termined in the affirmative, immediately after which a motion to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the agricultural appropriation bill was made 
and adopted; which returned the silver bill to its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. BAYARD. I was constrained to say what I did in the absence 
of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who may be considered 
in charge of the silver measure, which I rank among the measures of 
chief importance at the present session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would state to the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] that under the ruling of the President pro 
tempore of the Senate, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Sen- 
ate at this time the only remaining special order, after which the Sen- 
ator’smotion will be in order. ‘The Secretary will read the title of Order 
of Business 113, Senate bill 60. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 60) to declare certain lands subject 
to taxation.” 

Mr. PLUMB. Now I renew the motion which I made before. 

Mr. INGALLS. I suggest that, in order to avoid displacing the 

ial order, my colleague ask unanimous consent. : 

Mr. PLUMB. L ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent of the Senate that the special order be informally laid 
aside. 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I move to take up House bill 8138 at this time. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas moves that | Pz 


the Senate do now proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated by 
him, the title of which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on the 
19th instant, approved and signed the following acts and joint resolu- 
tion: 

An act (S. 2158) granting an increase of pension to Jessie V. Har- 
rold; 

An act (S. 150) granting a pension to Sarah Denny Ripley; 
An act (S. eM granting a pension to Mrs. Charlotte Hackett; 

An act 8 1546) granting a pension to Orin R. McDaniel; 

An act (S. 2231) granting a pension to Mrs. Kate A. Drummond; 

An act (S. 2398) ting a pension to Cyrus Reeser; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 92) authorizing and requiring the Secretary 
of War to deliver to the Eighth New York Heavy Artillery Associa- 
tion the regimental colors which belonged to said artillery and which 
are now in the custody of the Secretary of War. 

The message also announced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the act (S. 1251) to authorize the 8 of a wharf for the 
use of the Government at Wilmington, N. C. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 441) for the completion of a public building at Coun- 


cil Bluffs, Iowa, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


WIDOW OF MAJ. THOMAS r. THORNBURGH. 

The bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the widow 
of Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United States Army, was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask that that bill be placed on the Calendar. 
The Senate Committee on Pensions has reported a bill in the same 


case. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the bill will 
be placed on the Calendar. 


AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the defici appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 194) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey land in Providence, 
R. I., for highway purposes. 

The m also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a public building at Reading, 


Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the construction of a court-house 
and post-office at Clarksburg, W. Va.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4067) to change the limit of appropriations for the pub- 
lic building at Louisville, Ky. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 


poses. ` N 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 

with and that it be read by paragraphs for amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Kansas asks the consent of the Senate that the first formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that it be read for amend- 
ment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and itis so ordered. 
The reading will proceed. è 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was in 
section 1, line 28, to reduce the item of appropriation ‘‘ for compensa- 
tion to clerks in post-oflices’’ from $5,300,000 to $5,150,000. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask the attention of the Senator in charge of the 

bill to this amendment. I have not before me at this moment the esti- 
mates. There is a deficiency bill appropriating $75,000 for compensa- 
tion to clerks in post- offices for the current year. I have been informed, 
and I believe that the Postmaster-General in estimating for the com- 
pensation to clerks for the coming fiscal year estimates what he really 
wanted and did not overestimate with the ion of having a dis- 
count made, but believed that the public service required actually the 
fall amount heasked ſor. I ask for information as to whether the ap- 
priation as the committee would have it is up to the estimate. 
Mr. PLUMB. The E AY Aegre as made by the House was exactly 
the estimate, $5,300,000. e Senate Committee on Appropriations 
believed that that might be, and ought to be, reduced. I do not mean 
by that that the Postmaster-General had not some warrant for his 
estimate, but the estimate is not by any means conclusive and has never 
been so regarded. Last year the appropriation was $4,900,000 and 
that led toa deficiency of $75,000. Four million nine hundred and 
seventy-five thousand dollars, therefore, was the full measure of the ex- 
pense and the necessary expense for that service last year. The com- 
mittee did not think that it was proper toadd to that amount $325,000. 
That was a larger increase than been made in auy year heretofore, 
and we believe it was in excess of the needs of the Department, which 
would be of course in excess of those of last year, but there is manifestly 
some error in the distribution of this money, and we think that a little 
pressure on the Department would correct these errors and that the 
addition of the amount we allow will amply provide for this service. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I concur with the Senator in believing that there 
has been some error of judgment in the distribution of this money. I 
am satisfied that there has been a lack of sufficient funds. I have had 
oceasion several times within a year or two to beg for additional cleri- 
eal force under circumstances where I knew it was absolutely required, 
and in one case where I knew that the er himself sacrificed a 
portion of his revenue that the public work might be done. I will in- 
stance the post-office in my own town of Hartford. The net profits to 
the Government of the United States of the post-office in the town of 
Hartford were $90,000 last year, and the paid a portion of 
his salary of $3,000 towards additional clerk-hire in one case, and he is 
begging that there be another clerk allowed him. One clerk at $1,200 
a year is allowed him now. 

This increase is not according to the increase of the population of the 
United States, which is in the neighborhood of 3 cent, per year. 
If the appropriation for this kind of service should increase 1 or 2 per 
cent. a year, I should not be at all surprised. It would be in accord- 
ance with the natural growth of the business of the country, the estab- 
lishment of new post-offices and the natural increase of the business at 
the old offices. I shall vote against any reduction of the Postmaster- 
General’s estimate in this respect, for I should like once to see enough 
appropriated to do the business of the Government decently. 

Mr. PLUMB. The committee certainly believe we have given 
enough for that purpose. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am afraid the committee is wrong. 

I ask the sense of the Senate on this amendment pro 


by the 
Committee on Appropriations, and hope the Senate shall di 


to it, 


for I sincerely believe that the Postmaster-General did not overestimate 
the necessities of the Department. Every year we have been obliged to 
appropriate for a deficiency. The estimate in this case was $5,325,000. 
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The House struck eff $25,000. The Senate committee, on general 
principles, struck off $150,000 more. I do not care how strictly the De- 
peon shall be held to account in this matter, but I should like to 
ve it once able to say in response to an urgent demand for a little 
more help that it had the money but did not think the thing ought to 
be done, and not be obliged to say, as it does for the last six months of 
every year, We know you need it, but we have not the money.“ 

Lask the Senate to di to the amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. TheSenator from Connecticut made one mistake. He 
stated that the ent’s estimate was $5,325,000, and that the 
House had cut it down $25,000. That is an error. The estimate was 
$5,300,000, exactly what the House appropriated. The Senator made 
another mistake, and that was that the Senate committee had cut it 
down on general principles. I think that would be in a great many 
cases ample justification for reducing the appropriations called for by 
estimates; because in a great many cases estimates are made very much 
larger than are necessary for carrying on the service; and I donot speak 
of the Post-Office service particularly; but in all branches of the serv- 
ice the Departments estimate for more than they expect Congress will 
give them or than they deem absolutely ; 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator pardon me a word ? 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator can take it for what it is worth, but the 
Postmaster-General assured me that he told Congress the truth in this 
case, that he wanted and believed he absolutely needed 55, 300, 000. 
Whether they all say that or not I do not know. I have known De- 
partments to say that, in order to meet a cutting down which commit- 
tees would inevitably make in order to show economy, they sometimes 
overestimated. In this case the Postmaster-General declared that he 
did not—and I believe him—overestimate a dollar. $ 

Mr. PLUMB. I was coming to that. I was proceeding to say that 
I think it safe, as a general rule, to cut down the estimates, which are 
generally from 25 to 50 per cent. more than is appropriated, and I think 
the Government has been able to get along-fairly with the moneys ap- 

riated. While I am about it I will say that I believe if the expenses 
of this Government were reduced several millions it would be a better 
machine than it is now; but in regard to this particular item it is not 
safe to disregard the expenditures heretofore made. Last year we added 
$125,000 to the amount appropriated for the year before. That was 
not enough, but it was all that the Department estimated for. That 
is to say, the House last year, in the bill which came over, gave pre- 
cisely the amount that been appropriated the year before, the Sen- 
ate added enough to put it up to the estimate, $125,000 additional, and 


that was appropri and the result was a deficiency of $75,000. In 
other w. if we had appropriated last year $4,975,000 we should 
have had enough for the service. Now this year the House, repenting 


of its contracted views of the year before apparently, went to the other 
extreme and gave an addition of $400,000 beyond the amount appro- 
priated the year before. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Remember that it is A only $325,000 more, be- 
cause 3575 t $75,000 into the deficiency bill. 

Mr. P UMB. I will stick to my statement. 3 
They appropriated $400,000 more than was appropriated the year 
before. That is what I said, and I repeat it. Now, the Senate Com- 
mittee on gy eee did not think that $400,000 more than the 
appropriation of year, being $325,000 more than the actual and nec- 
essary expenses of the year, was needed. ‘They believed that amount 
might be contracted. This is to be considered, that if you appropriate 
$10,000,000 it will be spent; if you appropriate $6,000,000 it will be 
spent. Any sum you appropriate will be spent; and the only control 
Congress has over this matter at all is in the making of the appropria- 
tions, because there is not and can not be in the nature of things any 
special designation by law of the sum of money to be received by a 


or at a icular post-office for clerk-hire. It 
See be iA te ie di discretion of the Postmaster-General. 

The committee believe—not on general principles, but after investi- 
gation—that there are many post-offices which are getting too much; 
that there is a discrimination in favor of certain post-oflices which if 
remedied would reduce the expenditure for this purpdse very largely. 

The Senator speaks of the poor, pitiful pittance of $1,200 for a clerk 
at Hartford. There is not a clerk in a post-office in the State of Kansas 
that gets $1,200; there are not, probably, half a dozen who get $1,000. 
There is no complaint at all from Hartford by comparison with the 
complaint that legitimately exists in the Western country. 

Our complaint, however, is not so much that Congress does not give 

money as that it is not properly distributed. Of the $125,000 
we added last year to what was appropriated the year before the Post- 
master-General gave $76,000 to four or five large offices, and offices at 
places where clerks now are getting salaries that more than double the 
salaries in any place west of the Mississippi River. We believe that 
extravagances of that kind are not necessarily put upon this appropri- 


ation, and that if we would have a proper distribution and an econom- | good 


ical distribution of this fund the only way to do it is to put the amount 
as small as we think the Department can properly get with. If 


we are to add $150,000 on the theory that it can be spentand that every 
demand which is to come in for clerk-hire is to be satisfied, then of 


course we must keep adding and adding and adding every year, be- 
cause there will never be any cessation of demand. The committee 
believed that the amount appropriated by their amendment would be 
sufficient for the pu 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Senator from Kansas has made a 
charge against the Post-Office Department of the improper distribution 
of this fund. I am not able to say about that, but I know that in the 
State which I in part represent there is great complaint that there have 
not been clerks enough in the post-offices. There has been no com- 
plaint about the salaries that I know of, although the salaries are very 
small; but in that part of our country in our post-offices we have not 
had a sufficient number of clerks to properly perform the service, and 
that is a matter of public notoriety in that State. I do not know whose 
fault it is, but to be on the safe side I shall vote with the Senator from 
Connecticut. A 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate 
agree to the amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations? 

The amendment was 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on 1 was, in line 36, section 1, to reduce the 
appropriation ‘‘for payment to letter-carriers and the incidental ex- 
penses of the free-delivery system from $4,535,000 to 84, 485,000. 

The amendment was a; to. 

The next amendment was, in line 49 of section 1, after the word 
that,“ to strike out hereaſter; so as to read: : 

For rent, light, and fuel, $490,000. That-the Postmaster-General may lease 
premises for use for post-offices of the first and second classes at a reasonable 
annual rental,to be paid quarterly for a term not exceeding five years; and 
whenever any building or part of a building under lease becomes unfit for use 
as a post-office, no rent shall be paid until the same shall be put in a satisfactory 
condition by the owner thereof for oceupation as a post-office, or the lease may 
be canceled, at the option of the Postmaster-General ; and a lease shall cease 
and terminate whenever a post-office can be moved into a Government building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 60, section 1, before the word 
office, to insert ‘safes and other;“ and in the same line, after the 
word furniture,“ to strike out twenty and insert ‘‘thirty;’ so 
as to make the clause read; 


For safes and other office furniture, $39,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 68 of section 1, to increase the ap- 
propriation for transportation on railroad routes from $14,010,000 
to $14,500,000. ; 

The amendment was agreed to, ; 

Mr. BECK. Before the next amendment, beginning on line 106 and 
extending to line 138, is read, I desire to ask Senators to listen to the 
reading of it carefully. I speak of it now before it is read so that they 
may listen to it to prevent its being read two or three times, as it may 
have to be unless attention is called to it now. That provision was 
stricken out by the committee in obedience to what we understand to 
be the rule of the Senate and the requirement of the Senate. The 
committee obeyed what they understood to be the desire of the Senate 
and its rule, and have reported accordingly; but a number of members 
of the committee—I will not say all—desire to retain this provision 
and as individual members of the Senate expect to vote against the 
amendment that they have reported in obedience to what they under- 
stand to be the yule of the Senate. I mention that now so that the 
matter may be understood. It is the clause reducing the rate of news- 
paper postage and increasing the weight of a letter at the single rate 
from half an ounce to an ounce, That is stricken out pro forma, and 
I call the attention of the Senate to it. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Do I understand the Senator from 
Kentucky to say that the committee have stricken out the lines indi- 
cated in obedience to a rule of the Senate? 

Mr. BECK. Weso understand. It is legislation, and we can not 
insert any legislation ourselves, and so we fee] instructed to strike out 
what is positive legislation inserted by the House, and submit the ques- 
tion to the Senate whether they will have it in the bill or not. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I understood the Senator to say that 
it was stricken out in obedience to a rule of the Senate. I know of 
no rule which requires a committee of the Senate to strike out any 
matter put into a bill by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps I have not been felicitous in the form of my 
expression, but we have been instructed that legislation should not go 
upon appropriation bills until we have felt constrained to present the 
question to the Senate, reserving our own individual right as Senators 
to vote as we please. We know that if the clause is stricken out here 
it can be inserted in a conference committee and will be inserted by the 
conference committee if the House conferees can convince the Senate 
conferees that the legislation is good. For myself, believing this to be 
legislation, I reserved the right to vote for it here, and so did other 
members of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, which has not been 
read. The part of the bill proposed to be stricken out will be read. 
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The CHIEF CLEEK. After the word dollars,“ in line 106 of sèc- 
tion 1, it is proposed to strike out: 

That upon all matter of the first class, as defined by chapter 180 of the laws of 
Congress approved March 3, 1879, entitled “An act making ap; ions for 
the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1880, 
and for other and by that act declared subject to postage at the rate 
of 3 cents for each half-ounce or fraction thereof, postage shall be charged, on 
and after the Ist day of July, 1885, at the rate of 2 cents for each ounce or 
tion thereof; and drop-letters shall be mailed at the-rate of 2 cents per ounce or 
fraction thereof, amusing delivery at letter-carrier offices, and 1 cent for each 
ounce or fraction thereof where free delivery by carrier is not established. 
That all publications of the second class, except as provided in section 25 of said 
act, when sent by the r thereof, and from the office of publication, to 
bona fide subscribers,or when sent from a news agency to actual subscribers 
thereto, or to other news agents, shall, on and after July 1, 1885, be entitled to 
transmission thro the mails at 1 cent a pound or a fraction thereof, such 

to be prepaid as now provided by law: Provided, however, That publish- 
ers of second-class 3 may mail sample copies of such publications 
at the rate of | cent for each four ounces or fractional part thereof, to be prepaid 
ae ordinary stamps affixed thereto; and all acts, so far as they fix a different rate 
0 than herein provided upon such. first and second class matter, axe to 
that extent hereby repealed on and after July 1, 1885. Any article or item in any 
newspaper or other publication may be marked for observation, except by writ- 
ten or printed words, without increase of postage. - 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I trust that this amendment will not 
be agreed to. The clause proposed to be stricken out contains several 
separate provisions, as will be seen, The first and most important one 
is that which increases the weight of letters allowed by law from a half- 
ounce to an ounce, leaving the rate of postage the same upon the full 
ounce as it heretofore has been upon the half-ounce. I trust that that 
will become a law. I presume before taking the question upon agree- 
ing to this amendment it will be in order to perfect the clause by moving 
amendments to it. I desire to strike out several lines in this section 
before the vote is taken on striking out the Whole clause. The proviso 
in line 129 is: 

Provided, however, That publishers of second-class publications may mail sample 
copies of such publications at the rate of 1 cent for each four ounces or fractional 
part thereof, to be prepaid by ordinary stamps affixed thereto. 

I desire to strike out those words for the express purpose of having 
only one rate of on second-class matter. I believe that to be 
in the interest of the public, and certainly it is in the interest of an 
economical management of the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New York 
reya what he proposes to strike out? 

. HALE. What I am trying to find out is what the Senator is 
seeking to reach. Does he seek to leave the lines 129, 130, 131, and 
part of 132 in the bill as the House has left them, thereby exempting 
them from the striking-out process of the Committee on Appropriations 
as reported ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire the Senate to disagree to the 
amendment of the committee except as to those lines and one or two 
others which I shall indicate. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator desires to leave in those lines ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York.. I desire to leave those lines out of 
the bill; I desire the Senate to disagree to the amendment of the com- 
mittee to strike out all the lines which have been read. That will re- 
store them to the bill. Then, I desire to have these few lines stricken 
out. The Senator from Kansas suggests that it would be better to act 
on these important questions separately, taking one step at a time; for 
instance, act separately on the first part, which increases the weight of 
letters from a half-ounce to an ounce; but I do not see how parliament- 
arily we are to do that. 

Mr. HALE, That is one of the things I want to find out. Here 
are several propositions sent us by the House in tlris bill, and the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations strikes a line through all of them. They are 
separate and distinct, raising different kinds of questions. Now, in 
what way can the Senate, hampered as it is by its rule, modify this 
clause so that it may strike out a portion and leave the rest remaining 
in the bill? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Allow me to suggest 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair may be allowed to sug- 
gest that the Chair sees no reason why the question may not be divided 
so far as different parts of the clause refer to different and distinct ob- 


ects. 
Mr. HALE. Can we take a distinct vote on each proposition? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sees no reason why it may 
not be done. 

Mr. HALE. That would reach it, of course. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are here six different substantive proposi- 
tions that have no necessary connection with each other. I ask fora 
division of the question upon each of these. The first will extend down 
to line 117; that is the one which increases the maximum weight, allowed 
for a letter paying single postage, from a half-ounce to an ounce. Then 
the next is down to line 121, relating to drop-letters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio proposes that 
the first question shall be on striking out down to line 117, ending with 
the word thereof.“ 
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Mr. MILLER, of New York. Would it be in order to vote now to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York will 
please suspend a single moment. The Chair desires to understand from 
the Senator from Ohio at what line he begins the striking out of the 
first proposition he asks for a division upon. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask for a separate vote upon the proposition to 
strike out from line 106, beginning ‘‘that upon all matter of the first 
class, down to and including ‘‘ ounce or fraction thereof,“ on line 117. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The entire amendment of the com- 
mittee down to the word thereof,“ in line 117? 8 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. J ask for a separate vote on that ques- 
tion 

Mr. BECK. I desire to know why the proposition made by the Sen- 
ator from New York is not-perfectly in order. We now have the text 
of the House bill before us. The proposition of the committee is to 
strike it out. Pending that motion of the Senate committee to strike 
out the paragraph, the Senator from New York seeks to amend it by 
striking out from line 129 to the word ‘‘ thereto, in line 132, in order 
to perfect the text of the House bill before the motion to strike ont is 
considered. Why is not that perfectly in order now? 

Mr, SHERMAN. When we reach that point in the paragraph, asa 
matter of course that will be proper enough; but as I have asked for a 
separate vote on each different proposition, the first question will be on 
striking out the part I have already indicated. 

Mr. BECK. So that this will amount tothe same thing. The Sena- 
tor from New York will still have his right when we reach that part? 

Mr. SHERMAN. - Undoubtedly when we reach that; I agree with 
him there. 

Mr. BECK. That is right. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
gested by the Senator from Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A division of the question is on the 
first branch of the amendment recommended by the Committee on Ap- 

iations. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have that read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read the first 
branch of the amendment on which the vote is to be taken separately. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out the arti ee 
beginning in line 106 and ending with the word thereof,“ in line 117: 

That upon all matter of the first class, as defined by chapter 180 of the lawsof 

Congress approved March 3, 1879, entitled, An act making ro ſor 
E A E EAA A 
013 cents Reta half-ounce or fraction thereof, postage shall be on 


5 after the Ist day of July, 1885, at the rate of 2 cents for each ounce or fraction 
thereof. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on striking out these 


words. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee, or whoever has charge of the bill, how these various provis- 
ions are to affect the postal revenues? Before I vote I want to know 
something about the effect of the proposed legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state the conclusion of the committee on that 
point. The first provision is not estimated to affect the revenues at 
all. That increases the weight which may be sent at 2 cents from a 
half-ounce to an ounce. It is believed that will not diminish the rev- 
enues, and possibly may even increase them, because certain matter 
which now goes as printed matter unsealed by reason of the fact that 
it weighs more than half an ounce will be sent sealed, and therefore 
more matter will be sent sealed because it can go with more security 
and will be more attractive to the person receiving it—that is, he will 
be more likely to read it if it comes sealed at 2 cents postage. 

The next item, proposing a reduction on second-class matter, will 
nominally reduce the revenue of the Government a million dollars, 
the gross amount received from that service now being about $2,000,000. 
There has been as ion that to some extent that will be compen- 
sated for by reason of the fact that more of this class of matter will go 
by mail than now, a considerable portion now going by express, and to 
that extent some portion of the deficiency of a million dollars will be 
made up; but that of course is speculation. 

The third clause, commencing with line 129, if adopted, would un- 
doubtedly increase the revenue somewhat. That matter now—sample 
copies of second-class publicatio at the pound rate. 

Under the law of 1879, being the Post-Office appropriation bill for 
the fiscal year 1880, publications of the second class were entitled to be 
transmitted through the mails at 2 cents a pound, the being 
prepaid. That includedsample copies. By this provision sample copies 
are ired to pay a cent for four ounces, which is 4 cents a pound— 


d 


I have no objection to the course sug- 


double the rate now charged. . 

Mr. BECK. I wish to state with regard to the provision relative to 
sample copies that unless I change my mind on the argument of the 
Senator from New York I am disposed to adhere to the provisions of 
the House bill. It is said that these so-called sample copies are used for 
many other purposes than as sample copies; that the lotteries use them 
to a great extent, the patent-medicine people, and everybody who 
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wants to get his advertisements in at the pound rate, and they are 


generally not legitimate newspapers nor used by newspaper publishers. 
‘They are being sent all over the country at the low rate, not as legiti- 
mate publications for use but as advertisements for private speculation. 
If that is cut off by increasing the rate from 2 cents per pound to 4 cents 
as this proposes, and the express companies lose a portion of their busi- 
ness, as they will by the lower rate on second-class matter, instead of 
losing a million the loss will be less than half a million, and perhaps a 
good deal less even than that. But the sample business has been 
abused enormously, according to the information we haye had. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The discussion seems to be going on 
upon the whole subject rather than upon the point made by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio in regard to my proposition to strike out from line 129 
to and including line 138. Under this provision all regular publica- 
tions of the country will be compelled to pay two rates of postage 
upon the same matter, one rate to their regular subscribers, 1 cent per 
pound, and upon all sample copies which are sent out by all weekly. 

blications, particularly at the close and the beginning of the year, in 
ede they will be compelled if this provision is left in to pay 

at the rate of 4 cents per pound. 

I do not care to argue the question as to what the rate ought to be, 
whether it shall be 1 cent or 4 cents, or any other sum; but the ground 
I take is that there should be one rate of postage for the same class of 
matter, whether it is going to a regular and permanent subscriber who 
gets his paper or his magazine by the year, or whether it is sent out as 
a sample copy for the purpose of inducing subscriptions. I do not be- 
lieve it wise to make any such distinction. 

Now as to the objection raised by the Senator from Kentucky, that 
if this provision be stricken out it will allow all sorts of matter to go 
through the mails as second-class, including advertisements, I have 
only to say that under the present regulations of the Post-Office De- 
partment no publication is permitted to be taken in the mails as second- 
class matter unless it is shown to the Post-Office Department that it is 
a regular publication; that it is issued regularly weekly, monthly, or 

uarterly. The publisher must give sufficient and proper evidence to 
Post-Office Department to allow it to be mailed as second-class 
matter. i 

Undoubtedly under the law as it now stands, and under the law as 
it will stand if this provision is stricken out, many journals which are 
called trade journals will circulate large numbers, not only to regular 
subscribers, but to persons engaged in the trade which the particular 
journal represents. Those journals contain a great deal of advertising 
matter, but I imagine that one of the chief duties of the Post-Office De- 

t is to carry advertisements for the commercial community. 
All of our daily papers, all of our weekly and semi-weekly journals, 
and all of our quarterlies and magazines contain large numbers of pages 
of advertisements, and they are carried at these regular rates. 

It certainly is a very great convenience to the business community, 
to all commercial men, and I can imagine no rule which should be ap- 
plied to the Post-Office Department that will make two rates of postage 
upon identically the same class of matter. That is what this proposes 
to do. Therefore, after that section of the amendment designated by 
the Senator from Ohio has been voted upon, I shall, in some parlia- 

tary way, ask that the remainder of the amendment be disagreed 
to, with the exception which I have named’ and if that is done, then 
there will be the one rate of postage on all second-class matter, whether 
it goes to an individual subscriber or whether it is sent out as a sample 
copy for the purpose of soliciting other subscribers. 

I believe it to be unwise to make so many different rates of postage. 
J venture the assertion that there is not a Senator on this floor to-day 
who can sit down and write out the different rates of postage which are 
imposed by the United States laws, not even the members of the Post- 
Office Committee. I served upon that committee for two years, and I 
am Very sure I could not tell the rates of postage on many kinds of 
matter without looking at the Post-Office regulations. We ought to 
have one rate on letters (2 cents), no matter whether the weight is half 
an ounce or an ounce. Let us have one rate on all publications. 

Mr. PLUMB. In striking out this legislation from line 106 to line 
151, inclusive, the committee acted more upon the idea of striking out 
legislation than of furnishing information as to its own opinion as to 
the character of the legislation proposed. I think I may safely say that 
with reference to the first two provisions, the committee as individuals 
were all of them in favor of them that is to say, they believed the prop- 
ositions were wise. I have been running back over the appropriation 
bills for a number of years, and I find that all the amendments to the 
rates of for the last twenty years have been made in appropri- 
ation b I find also that in the appropriation bill for the fiscal year 
1880 there are twenty-two sections of general legislation regulating the 
classification of mail matter, and that is the law as it stands to-day ex- 
cept as it was modified in an appropriation bill two years ago when 
letter postage was reduced from 3 cents to 2 cents. If, therefore, the 
Senate shall see fit to disagree to the proposition of the committee so 
far as it relates to the first two subjects down to and including line 128, 
certainly the committee itself will have no occasion for any feeling at 
being overruled. In regard to other matters sumething will remain to 
be said when they shall be reached. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I find that members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations who propose to strike out this clause, substantially agree with 
me, and other Senators who have spoken think that on the whole, al- 
though this legislation is in a bad place, it is legislation that probably 
is justified by public opinion and by good reason. I therefore feel dis- 
posed to gratify them by refusing to vote for theiramendment. I pre- 
sume that is what they want us to do, and Iam rather inclined to 
oblige them in that particular. À 

Mr. President, the first clause of this provision of the bill I think is 
a very good one, because we know that by the custom of using envelopes, ` 
especially envelopes of a large and official character, many letters are 
of a weight that just goes beyond the half-ounce, and sometimes they 
are sent without being weighed, as most persons send them, not having 
the means of weighing them, and they are detained because of an in- 
sufficiency of postage. K 

Then again, we know—every Senator I presume has had that expe- 
rience, I have had it—that we have been called upon every month for. 
little contributions to the Post-Office Department to pay the deficiency 
of postage on letters sent to us from our constituents. I e all 
Senators have had the same kind of bills presented to them that I have 
had. It is rather inconvenient to pay for letters that we do not care 
about receiving, especially when the bills for — come in monthly 
installments in this way. The people really have not the means of 
telling whether a letter weighs half an ounce or a little more, and it 
creates em ent without any use. 9 

I do not believe that the adoption of the provision will in any way 
lessen the revenue of tlie Government, but it may make simplicity, 
and probably to that extent it will do good, and therefore I am in favor 
of it. In respect to drop-letters, that is clearly a provision in the right 
direction. -Under the present postal law the Government the 
same postage for a letter dropped in the town in which I live to go to 
my neighbor a few squares off that it does to carry a letter across to 
California. It seems to me that it is an unwise and unjust provision 
to require two cents postage on a drop- letter. - 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not changed by this provision. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought it was. 


Mr. ALLISON. No. 
Mr. SHERMAN. It ought tobe. I see, beginning in line 119, the 
provision: ‘ 


And 1 cent for each ounce or fraction thereof where free delivery by carriers 
is not established. : 
Mr. ALLISON. That is the law now. i 

Mr. SHERMAN. In that particular Senators think I am mistaken. 
If so, it ought to be 8 rs iS z ; 
Mr. PLUMB. The only effect of the clause on that point is to ac- 
commodate that to the rate established by the paragraph. 

Mr. SHERMAN. To the extent it goes it is very well; but I should 
like to go further. I see no reason why this should be made of 
2 cents fora drop-letter, while only 2 cents is for a letter across 
the continent; and therefore in this particular I should be very glad 
if we had the power under our rules to change that, and make that rate 
1 cent for each ounce or fraction thereof. 

. Now in regard to the third clause of this paragraph, the reduction 
of the rate of on publications, reducing it one-half, in my judg- 
ment that will tend to throw into the mails a mass of matter that 
is now carried by and therefore it will tend to swell the mails 
and tend to make good any deficiency that may occur by the reduction 
of the rate. Then, besides, the rate of. rtation now on all mail 
matter, especially by railroads, is greatly less than it was when the pres- 
ent scale of postage was adopted. It was adopted a number of years 
ago, and I have no doubt the rate of transportation of all matter over 
railroads throughout the country has decreased since the passage of the 
existing law as much as it is proposed to reduce the rate of postage 
now upon these publications, and it seems to me, therefore, that if the 
rate prescribed by the existing law was right when it was fixed, this 
rate would conform to the standard now. So it seems to me there 
is no objection to that provision which reduces the rate one-half. ` 

Then besides the increase of the number of publications the very great 
increase, I believe said to be threefold what it used to be, will probably 
tend still further to make good any deficiency that may be caused by 
this provision. . 

Now in respect to the proviso I never could see any reason why a 
discrimination should be made against a publisher sending a single 
copy of his paper to a particular person. It is no doubt intended by 
the man who is the publisher as an advertisement, to advertise his pa- 
per; but if it tends to induce a subscriber to take the paper we are re- 
imbursed; and to the extent that the number of papers carried in the 
mails is increased by this provision it will tend to increase the reve- 
nues of the Government. If a newspaper by this means gets a new 
subscriber, we also get some benefit from that new subscription by an 
increased revenue. So I can see no objection to that. 


I do see objection decidedly to the provision made in lines 129, 130, 
and 131, which discriminates between papers sent as samples and papers 
sent to subscribers. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] gives 
the only reason I know of, that the motive in the one case is that the 
publisher may gain a new subscriber, but I do not think we have any- 
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thing to do with the motive that induces a man to write a letter or send 
& paper. 

Mr. BECK. Perhaps the Senator from Ohio did not quite catch the 
objection I had to the provision as to sample copies, which was that a 
ace copy was not used legitimately for that purpose, but was 
marked as a sample copy when nine-tenths of it was an advertisement 
of a lottery or an advertisement of a patent medicine, and not sent out 
with a view of getting subscribers, but as a cheap mode of advertising 
a lottery or a patent medicine, and sent all over the country at lower 
rates than the Government could afford to carry it—not to aid a news- 
paper but to aid a private individual in making sale of his goods or 
getting his lottery tickets sold. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If we should discriminate and make different 
rates of according to the character of the communications sent, 
we should be involved in a labyrinth. We have no right to inquire 
into the motive of the man sending a paper or the motive of a lottery 
dealer sending an advertisement, We ought not to charge any more 
for carrying a lottery advertisement than an advertisement of a sermon 
or any other good production. We might exclude such things on the 
ground that they tend to immorality, but we must not make a distinc- 
tion in the rates. 

As a matter of course we ought to make love-letters from young men 
to young women free. That would be right, and I should be glad to 
do it, but we can not very well discriminate in their favor. We might 
make a thousand discriminations for good reasons, but we can not do it; 
and therefore I think this proviso ought to be stricken out. The same 
rate should be applied to all newspapers or matters of that kind. With 
that exception Iam prepared to overrule, no doubt to their satisfaction, 
the Committee on Appropriations, even if it does not exactly conform 
to our rule, and keep the provision in. 

ISON. Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations 

examined these provisions with some care, as I have examined them. 
If they were here as a separate measure from the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads I should be glad to give most of them my as- 
sent. I think the latter clause is utterly unnecessary, use I be- 
lieve it is practically the law now. But we are endeavoring to estab- 
lish a rule here with reference to legislation on appropriation bills, and 
I think the honorable Senator from Ohio has been disposed to be quite 
as vigilant in that regard as the rest of us. Now, if we agree to this 
legislation upori this bill, I do not see but that we p; ourselves in 
the attitude hereafter of legislating on appropriation bills whenever we 
think the legislation is right. wes 
Mr. SHERMAN. Iwill ask my friend from Iowa upon what ground, 
if that was the view to be taken in all cases, did the committee allow 
that important legislation on page 3 to be left which authorizes the 
Postmaster-General to rent premises for the use of flices ? 
Mr. ALLISON. We did not regard that as legislation in any sense. 
The Postmaster-General now leases a building for a post-office for ten 
years. It is not worth while for me to say on the authority of the 
Committee on Appropriations, but it is the judgment of the committee 
that the provision here on that subject is not in the nature of legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the chairman of the committee a 
question if he will yield to me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. : 

Mr. BECK. After the concession that he ard I and all of us mak 
on this floor that this is good legislation and that if it were in a separate 
bill we would support it, how are we going to get the House conferees 
to yield it in the face of such confessions as we are making? Is it not 
better to meet it here than to meet it there, when we know we shall 
have to yield it, and our own record will convict us if we insist on re- 
sisting it. 

Mr. ALLISON, My answer to the Senator from Kentucky is the 
usual answer with a conference committee, ‘‘Sufficient unto the day.” 
When we meet the conferees of the House, if the Senate shall conelude 
that this provision should go out, we shall meet those gentlemen the 
best way we can. We have met them upon other propositions in a 
similar way, and the House has receded from its propositions from time 
to time at other sessions of Congress. 

Mr. President, we have a Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
whose duty and business it is to propose changes in our postal laws in 
the first instance where they are needed, and make such recommenda- 
tions to the Senate. We are now within twelve days of the close of 
this Congress, and so far as I have any information this Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads up to this hour have not given us any 
advice upon this subject. They have presented no bill to the Senate 
which we could vote and act upon on this matter. 

It seems to me that if we are to have any rule at all with regard to 
legislation upon appropriation bills, here is a good place to show our 
virtue with respect to it, because if we place upon these bills legisla- 
tion where we are in favor of such legislation, very soon we shall be 
confronted with the idea that most of the legislation in this Senate as 
well as elsewhere will be in the first instance presented by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

For one I do not desire to argue this question, but only to say that if 
this Senate desires that the Committee on Appropriations shall take into 
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its control and under its direction all the legislation or practically all 
the important legislation from session to session let it say so by its vote, 
and the committee will do the best they can with these subjects; but 
in the nature of things we can not consider these legislative provisions 
with the care and scrutiny that a committee with the particu- 
lar subject can do, having leisure and time and opportunity for investi- 
tion. 

2 SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if 
he understands the rule of the Senate to make it incumbent upon the 
Appropriations Committee to strike out from the House bill this legi 
lation put there by the House? My understanding of our rule is that 
we can not amend it, but I do not know that there is any obligation 
on the Committee on Appropriations to strike out legislation put on 
by the House which the committee itself deems important legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the Committee on Appropriations can 
not strike out this legislation; it can only be done by a vote of the 
Senate. All the Committee on Appropriations can do is to make its 
recommendation. 

Mr. DAWES. I have been an interested observer of this discussion 
this afternoon. If there is anything to me which is interesting it is to 
have some gauge by which I can determine what is the wish of the 
Senate touching its own rules and its own methods of legislation. 

The Committee on Appropriations seem to be the subjectof a good deal 
of discussion from time to time. The Senate will not forget the manner 
in which they were instructed long before the appropriation bills reached 
this body. They were told in plain English that they were doing what 
the Senate has been insisting upon doing itself now that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations have determined that they will not doit. I stood 
up here two days within a week resisting the insertion of independent 
legislation in an appropriation bill, which legislation itself met my 
hearty approval. I was compelled to do so by the rules of the Senate 
and by my own record for consistency, and by a belief that in the end 
it was wise and would produce the best and healthiest legislation to 
adhere to the rule that cut out by the vitals most important legislation 
from an appropriation bill. 

The Senate followed the Appropriations Committee in that t, 
although I had reason to believe from the sentiment about the Senate 
that they agreed with me that in the abstract that was excellent leg- 
islation; yet in the concrete it was wise to adhere to the rule of the 
Sendte. If now after that appropriation bill has been treated by the 
Senate under the wisdom and requirement of its rules and stripped of 
everything but naked eppwpriatioos, asitought to have been, the te 
turns around to-day and forgetful of the rule and looking only at the 
character of the legislation itself, shall vote to keep it in, I do not 
know why I should not consider that as instruction to a conference 
committee to recede altogether. Let the Senate determine what will 
be its course and make that its rule, and the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, I give you my word, will hold the Committee 
on Appropriations to the rule. 

Mr. President, it is pretty hard to be called upon to vote against this 
measure in an appropriation bill; and if it were in a bill by itself I 
would not vote against it on any account; but I will vote to strike it 
out of this appropriation bill, because our rules require that appropria- 
tion bills shall be free and stripped of independent legislation; and if 
I do not vote to strike this out, I have no answer to make for the course 
I pursued here a few days ago. And those who know that heretofore 
I had advocated strongly legislation which crept into an appropriation 
bill, and know that two or three days ago I urged the Senate to strike 
it out, can well call upon me to explain whéther I am honest in this 
position or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand from the Senator and every mem- 
ber of the committee who has expressed himself on this subject, they 


believe that this legislation is right and proper separate from an appro- 
priation bill, and the only reason why they are not for keeping it here 
is because of the rule. Now I should like to ask the Senator whether 


he has any idea that if it is not kept in, this good legislation that we 
are es Eat will be had at all during this session of Congress? 

Mr. DAWES. On whom will the responsibility rest if there is no 
such legislation? There is time enough to-day for the Post-Office Com- 
mittees of the two branches to awake from their letha There is 
time enough for the Senate, independent of its Post-Office Committee, to 
rally to its own duty. It is not necessary for the Senate to save itself 
through its Appropriations Committee and by violation of its rules. 
If the Senate or any other branch of this Government has got appre- 
hensive within ten days of the end of the session that it has slept too 
long, and that its salvation lies only in a violation of all parliamentary 
law by its Committee on Appropriations, let it settle that with its con- 
stituents. I say that I have been ready and I have been anxious that 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads should not lag behind 
and only wake up when they see an opportunity to turn over into some- 
body else’s bill that which the rules of the Senate and some other 
branch of this Government require that they should do. 

Am I called upon to abandon all the rules of the Senate and of other 
parliamentary bodies because everybody else in the Senate has got to 
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that pitch that you can put a pertinent question to me that this is the 


Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will allow me to suggest that he will 
only be following the rules of the Senate as adopted, as I understand, 
for the last twenty years, because during that time there has no 
important legislation in reference to post-oflice matters that has not 
been incorporated upon appropriation bills. 

Mr. DAWES. Not by the Senate. The Senate had a rule till within 
six or eight years allowing this very thing to be done, and they found 
it worked so that they made a rule that they would do so no longer; 
and the moment they made that rule some other branch of this Govern- 
ment turned around and made a rule that they would do that very 
thing which they had never done before. The Senate and some other 
branch of this Government have sides in this matter. Itis 
but a few years ago that this could not be done anywhere but in the 
Senate; and now it can not be done in the Senate and must be done 
somewhere else, and all the evils pertainining to it are crowding upon 
our attention every moment. y do not our friends, so anxious to 
wake up in the last days of the session, propose to amend the rules so 
that they can do it according to the rules, or make a rule that they can 
suspend the rules? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 
He talks about the rules of the Senate preventing this legislation. I 
have no knowledge of any rule of the Senate that prevents this body 
from acting upon general legislation fixed in an appropriation bill by 
the House of Representatives. If he does, I should like to know what 
itis. Why this harangue about the Post-Office Committee and the other 
committee being called upon to wake up and do their duty, on the ground 
that there is no power in this body under its rules to act on general 
legislation in an appropriation bill when placed there by the House of 
Representatives? I do not understand that there is any such rule. I 
hold that in adopting this legislation we are not violating the rules of 
the Senate at all. The only rule, as I understand it, is that we can not 
of our own original action put it in. 

I understood the chairman of the committee and the Senator from 
Massachusetts to say that the committee had stricken out of this bill 
everything which was general legislation. I desire to ask the chair- 
man and also the Senator from Massachusetts what sort of legislation 
is found in this clause, beginning on line 80: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized to contract for inland and foreign 
steamboat mail service,when it can be combined in one route,where the foreign 
office or offices are not more than two hundred miles distance from the domestic 


office, on the same terms and conditions as inland steamboat service, and pay for 
the same out of the appropriation for inland steamboat service. 


Is not that new legislation and general legislation? 

Mr. PLUMB. A ing to the instruction the committee have had 
on this question, that is not general legislation. That is only a direc- 
tion in regard to the manner in which a particular item of appropria- 
tion made for this fiscal year may be spent, and is not a continuous 
direction at all. Therefore is not general legislation. Its p and 
function is continuous only during the coming fiscal year, and it is not, 
as I think, obnoxious to the rule. 

} Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iam very glad to have the opinion of 


the ns Committee on this most important subject, and I 
hope the presiding officer of the Senate will concur in the interpre- 
tation which they have given to this legislation, because if that isto hold 


then we can turn over any amount of the money which is appropriated 
for inland service to the carrying of our foreign mails; we can begin to 
encourage the establishment of steamship lines to the South American 
and Mexican ports and to any other foreign ports; and we shall be 
able under that decision, if it holds, to put any amendment on this bill 
to that effect that a majority of the Senate may desire to do. I agree 
fully with the Senator. 

Mr, PLUMB. I only want to put this on the proper ground. It is 
notan invention of anybody, certainly not of thecommittee. The com- 
mittee only accept the rule as given to them by the presiding officer 
of the body. That we understand to have been the ruling in a number 
of and especially in one which was raised on the Army appropria- 
tion two years ago, the presiding officer then holding that any 
direction in regard to the expenditure of the money appropriated. by 
the bill which did not continue longer than the appropriation itself con- 
tinned, and which was for a service authorized by law, was not general 
legislation, and was competent. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to say, Mr. President, in regard to the reflection 
of the Senator from Massachusetts upon the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads that there is no foundation in fact for the statement 
which has been made. That committee has disposed of every bill of 
any importance that has been before it one way or another, I believe. 
It has acted upon several of the measures which are proposed in this 
bill. It has voted in some cases not to report bills embodying the same 
features. We have repeatedly passed bills in this body and sent them 


to the other House which they have made part of an appropriation bill. 
That the Post-Office Committee of the Senate has no control over, but 
I think the Post-Office Committee has done its duty fully in regard to 
every measure that has been before it. 7 
Mr. CONGER. If, as the Senator from Massachusetts says, we have 
any rule which prevents a vote on these propositions and prevents their 


being considered by the Senate, the President of the Senate should 
have applied that rule and ruled them out witho.1t the report of the 
committee at all. If it is subject to the action of the committee, and 
they may report to have the legislationstricken outand the Senate may 
yote to strike it out or to keep it, we violate no rule in keeping it in 
or in striking it out. It must be so. 

Now, sir, we find in the bill coming from the House this legislation, 
which even the committee that moves to strike it out (not being re- 
quired to do it by any rule of the Senate, except by the general feeling 
of the Senate that legislation is bad on an appropriation bill) concedes 
to be good. We have no rule by which the President of the Senate 
can on a point of order refuse to permit it to remain in the bill. We 
have no rule which requires the Committee on Appropriations to strike 
it out or to move to strike it out, or to report to the Senate that it 
should be stricken out. There is nothing to regulate their conduct 
either way except the general feeling which the Senate may have 
against legislation in appropriation bills. 

When the Committee on Appropriations report any amendment to 
this or any other bill, if they have done it in the discharge of their 
duty, and the Senate may vote upon it, then they are free from any rule 
except their own judgment. So I feel free when such a proposition is 
made to vote for retaining the legislation which the House put in, or 
to vote to strike it out. I know of no rule that can control me in that, 
I do not agree with the Senator from Massachusetis that we are com- 
pelled by some rule to vote contrary to our own judgment when the 
matter is properly before the Senate and not subject to be ruled out on 
a point of order. 

That is my view of the condition of this question. I am in favor of 
these propositions which are by the division of the question to be yoted 
upon separately—every one of them. I shall vote in favor, in what- 
ever form the question comes, of retaining them as a part of the bill. 
I have received petitions, as every Senator has, not only from the pub- 
lishers of papers in my own State, but from other States all over the 
country, asking this kind of legislation; and when I have in the strict 
performance of my duty, and violating no rule of the Senate, the oppor- 
tunity to vote as my constituents desire me to do, I shall vote that way. 
I am not to be deterred from expressing my judgment on the propriety 
of legislation when it is in a bill and can not be ruled out on a point 
of order; when it is in a bill, and is submitted to me to say whether I 
approve of that legislation, I am not to be prevented by a mere senti- 
ment that the Senate does not desire to have upon appropriation bills 
any legislation from giving my vote, if I am free to vote as I choose 
under the rules, in favor of the legislation, and to keep it in the bill. 

Sir, I believe this legislation that is proposed to be stricken out is all 
good, unless it be the proviso that has been referred to. I am in favor 
of increasing the weight of the letter under the same postage; especially 
I am in favor of decreasing the postage on second-class mail matter. I 
have received from my State scores and scores of letters requesting me 
as their representative to use my best influence and my votes in favor 
of that measure. If the rules of the Senate forbid me voting upon that 
e pangs at all, if they forbid me Sn er pec updo I am 

und by the rules. I regret it, but I l be bound by them if that 
is the necessity of the case. But when I am free to say yea or nay on 
keeping in or striking out legislation which the President of the Senate 
can not rule out on a point of order, and upon which I am to ex- 
press my sentiments, I will vote as my judgment and the wishes and 
interests of my constituents require me to do. 

Now one word in regard to the parliamentary situation of these propo- 
sitions, I understand that while the President of the Senate was not 
oceupying the chair it was proposed to divide these different proposi- 
tions and yote upon them separately. The motion made by the Sena- 
tor from New York in regard to one of them was to strike out of this 
section one of these propositions before we vote upon it all. 

In my judgment the motion to strike that out is one way of leaving 
it in, to be adopted contrary perhaps to what the Senator desires. It 
seems to me, and I ask therefore the opinion of the President whether 
the question put in a proper parliamentary way would not be on these 
several clauses, Will the Senate concur in the recommendation of the 
committee as to striking out this paragraph? If theSenate non-concur, 
that remains then as part of the bill, and so of each of the others. 

Mr, MILLER, of- New York. The Senator will understand me. 
As I understand the situation by unanimous consent we 3 to do 
just that thing, to take a vote on each proposition separately. 

Mr. CONGER. Ves, but that does not touch the point I am speak- 
ing of. We agreed to vote on each of these propositions separately; 
but if there be a motion to strike out of the section one proposition 
and it is voted to strike out of the section that one and the others are 
not stricken out, then only those that are not stricken out can be sub- 
ject to a motion to agree or disagree. I think that the proper way, and 
I wish the Chair would state that proposition. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Although the question is not now 
presented for action, the Chair has no hesitation in saying that as these 
phrases are in the body of the bill and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have reported an amendment to strike them all out, so far as they 
are susceptible of division the question may be taken piecemeal, so to 
speak, on the separate divisions that are capable of being made. If the 
Senate refuses to strike them out, they stand as part of the bill and will 
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be before the Senate 


accordingly. Whatever the Senate does strike out 
as in Committee of the Whole will have then been stricken out, and the 
question will be, when the bill is reported to the Senate, on agreeing 
to the action of the Senate as in Committee of the Whole striking out 


such and such parts of the text of the bill. 
actly like any other bill. 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, Mr. President, but there seems to be a motion 
to strike out upon a motion to strike out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not so understand. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Michigan will allow me to say 
that the occupant. of the Chair at the time the question was raised ruled 
that the amendment reported by the committee was susceptible of di- 
vision, and that the question could be taken and should be taken, if 
demanded by any Senator, upon each substantive and distinct propo- 
sition contained in the amendment. That was the ruling of the Chair, 
and the ruling went no further. 

Mr. CONGER. I understood that to be the ruling. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘That was the ruling the present 
occupant of the Chair would have made. 

Mr. CON GER. There is pending a motion to strike out one of these 

itions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is pending a recommendation 
of the committee to strike them all out. The question on striking them 
all out has been divided under the rules of the Senate so as to take the 
question on the icular, separate, and independent parts of the prop- 
ositions pro to be stricken out. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair does not quite understand me. The rec- 
ommendation of the committee, and therefore the-question to be acted 
on, is the striking out of the whole. The motion of the Senator from 
New York is to amend that recommendation by striking out a part. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not understand any 
such motion to have been made. The Senator from New York simply 
demanded a division of the question on striking all out. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair probably did not understand. The mo- 
tion was to strike out one clause 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Michigan will again allow me a 
single word, the Senator from New York indicated his disposition to 
make the motion that the Senator from Michigan refers to, when the 
Chair to him that the question was divisible so far as the 
amendment reported by the committee contained distinct and substan- 
tive propositions, and the then occupant of the chair understood the 
Senator from New York to acquiesce in that suggestion, and the Sena- 
tor from Ohio demanded a vote upon each substantive provision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair could not have entertained 
a motion, in the present state of the bill, to strike out a part of that 
which the committee recommend the striking out of, because that 
would be a repetition in substance of precisely the same thing. There- 
fore the matter stands on the recommendation of the committee to strike 
all outand the demand by the Senator from New York that the ques- 
tion be divided. 

Mr. CONGER. That report was made subsequently. Now, may I 
ask this question: On each of these propositions those who desire it to 
stand in the bill will vote against striking out, as I understand? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair so supposes. 

Mr. CONGER. That is all I wish to get at, because the other mo- 
tion would have made it difficult to tell what the result would be. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to understand this subject a little better 
than I do. It strikes me that it is bad policy usually to ingraft gen- 
eral legislation or permanent laws upon an appropriation bill, and we 
have a rule of the Senate on that subject which governs us and can not 
govern the House, Ido not thinkit iscompetent for us to offer amend- 
ments to a House bill which embrace permanent legislation upon an 
. bill. 
But if the House, which is ind dent as we are, sends us an appro- 
priation bill with general legislation pertinent to the subject, germane 
to it, I do not think it is in violation of our rule for us te vote for that 
legislation just as it comes from the House. Our rules govern us, but 
they do not govern the House. Nothing but a joint rule of the two 
Houses is obligatory on both; and when general legislation comes from 
the House upon an appropriation bill, which is proper and right and 
pores to the subject of the bill, I intend to vote for it, feeling that 

have not violated any rule of the Senate. ‘ 

I can not see for my life why we are bound to object to the legisla- 
tion that comes from the House even if that legislation is ingrafted 
upon an appropriation bill, for there are exceptions even to the general 
rule of its being bad policy to put general legislation on appropriation 
bills. A vast amount of the most important legislation of this country 
has been upon such bills; and when an eee bill comes with 
proper legislation, germane to the subject for which the appropriation 
is made, I am prepared to vote for it, our rules to the contrary not- 
withstanding. They bind us but do not bind the House. Nothing 
but a joint rule can bind both. 227 


LAND TITLES IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. HILL. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to be allowed 
to offer a resolution at this time. 


It is in these respects ex- 
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A 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent to be allowed to offer a resolution at this time, Is 
there objection ? 
Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read first, ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read for information, after 
which the Chair will ask for objection. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: ; 
Resolved, That the portion of the resolution directing the Secretary of the In- 
terior to furnish to the Senate copies of the reports of F. D. Hobbs and A. R. 
Green, &c., which passed the Senate February 4, 1885, embracing the following 
wi “and also copies of all ‘rs on file in the Interior Department relating 
to this subject, is hereby Boral ag sr é 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this resolution 
being now received? 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask that it go over until to-morrow morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the reception 
of the resolution. It can not be received. ` 
Mr. ALLISON. No; I do not object to its reception. 8 77 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. there objection to the resolution 
being received? The Chair hears none. Objection is made to its pres- 
ent consideration. It will be printed and go over. > 2 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me one word of lanation ? 
It is a matter of some importance that the resolution should be adopted 
at once to save expense. I am informed by the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office that a compliance with the resolution of the 4th 
instant will involve the necessity of copying 1,500 pages of papers 
which I do not deem material, and to save that expense this resolution 
is offered. 
Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw my objection. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration? The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. eae 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It appears very probable that the Sen- 
ate is about to reverse itself on the question of adopting general legis- 
lation on appropriation bills. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of 
this bill, or the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, whether 
the committee have given sufficient attention consideration to the 
clause which proposes to raise the weight of letters to one ounce to be 
able to state whether a loss to the revenue derived from letters will be 
incurred or not? 

Mr. PLUMB. We had before us the Postmaster-General and we 
gave this subject all the consideration we had within the limited time 
allowed us and arrived at the conclusion, which I stated some time ago 
to the Senate, that there will be no loss of revenue by reason of the 
adoption of that provision. 

r. MILLER, of California. I understand the Senator, then, to 
state 

Mr. PLUMB. No appreciable loss; probably none at all. 

Mr, MILLER, of California. I understood the Senator, then, to 
state that the expert officers of the Post-Office Department, the Post- 
master-General, and the committee are of opinion that there will be no 
substantial loss in the revenue derived from letter postage by the adop- 
tion of this clause. I desire to have that assurance before voting upon 
this matter. There seems to be a disposition now to retain this legis- 
lation in this bill. 

A few days ago the Senate could not bear the proposition to do jus- 
tice to a few obscure individuals for whose benefit there were certain 
provisions in the Indian appropriation bill; but the case now seems 
to be very different. Other parties are interested in these provisions 
who are of higher and greater consideration, and I suppose that the 
rule will be abandoned in this case. It looks like it. To be consistent 
I should not object, because the other day I contended very strenuously 
that certain just and equitable and legislation should be retained 
in an appropriation bill. But it is a little interesting to see the per- 
formances of the Senate on this subject. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrison in the chair). The 
question is on the first branch of the amendment of the Committee on 
Appropriations, proposing to strike out the words from line 106 to and 
including the word thereof, in line 117. 7 

Mr. HAWLEY. « I am not sure that I understand the of this 
discussion. I thought we were about to say what we liked in this pro- 

legislation, and then to raise the point of order upon it and strike 
it all out; and that the Committee on Appropriations would meet the 
House conferees with the point of order stri it all out, but never- 


theless would have the opinion of the Senate as to such legislation as it 
might yield to: I shall not giye up the point of order against legisla- 
tion. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. What is the point of order? I think 
the Senator has entirely misconceived the object of this debate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator pine explain to me whether we 
are to raise the point of order on this 


egislation and strike it all out? 
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Mr. MILLER, of New York. I do not understand that there is any 
point of order that lies against it. It is impossible to raise any point 
of order. We must decide by a vote affirmatively or negatively whether 
this shall stay in or goout. In other we are to vote now whether 
to concur in the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations strik- 
ing this out, If we di this provision remains in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I see what the Senator is aiming at, but the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations very p ly brings in a bill with black lines 
drawn across certain portions of it because it is obnoxious to the rule 
against legislation on an appropriation bill. I shall raise the point of 
order if nobody else does that this is a aes existing law, and that 
these phs have no right here under the rule of the Senate. At 
the same time I am perfectly willing to express my opinion on these 
different points made here, because I know very well what the result 
will be, that in cases like this, where the Appropriations Committee 
and the Senate really believe in the justice of certain legislation, they 
will not precipitate an extra session on the country for the sake of ad- 
herence to our rules. That is just all there is of it. 

Mr. CONGER, I ask the Senator under what rule he can raise any 


point of order against this? 
Mr. HAWLEY. That it is general legislation on an appropriation 
bill. 


Mr. CONGER. Is there any Senate rule on that point? The rule 
is only as to amendments moved in the Senate, not as to a bill that 
comes from the House. 

Mr. HAWLEY. For what reason, then, does the Appropriations 
Committee report this bill with certain clauses in it marked out that 
they believe in and would like to have go into the statutes if it were 
not for the objection to legislation on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. CONGER. Because there is a kind of sentiment in the Senate 
that we are trying to govern the House in accordance with Senate 
rules, which we have never been able to do yet. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have sufficiently made my point, and now I will 
express my opinion on these different propositions. I would have con- 

, fined it to the proposition which the Senator from Ohio desired to have 
first acted upon except for the fact that everybody talking on this sub- 
ject has talked on the whole matter. I like that. I like the second 
except the words in lines 123 and 124, which qualify the reduction of 
postage on newspapers. It reads now: 

That all publications of the second class, except as. provided in section 25 of 
saidact, when sent by the publisher thereof, and from the office of publication, 
54 e subscribers, or when sent from a news agency to actual subscribers 

I do not like the words bona fide subscribers, for the reason that I 
fear they will compel publishers to assort their mails in different bags 
and different lots. A considerable percentage of the mail sent out from 
every newspaper office is com of papers sent to exchanges. I 
think it possible that under this clause it might be required of the pub- 
lishers to make a bags of the papers sent to the exchanges, but 
if it should be held that the paper sent to a neighboring publisher with 
whom you exchange is one which is paid for by his paper to you, then 
that might be considered as abona fide subscription. But I would just 
as lief strike that out and make certain of that construction. I should 
like to know what the Senator from Kansas thinks of that point. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say, in the first place, that I hope the 
Senate will, in justice to itself and in justice to the committee, vote 
its own sentiments on this bill, and not leave to the Committee on 
Appropriations or the committee of conference to be held on this bill 
in all probability the determination of this question. It is not fair to 
the committee and it is not fair to the Senate that the committee of 
conference should have the responsibility thrust upon it of saying there 
shall be an extra session or we will yield to various influences that 
may be brought to bear upon us by the House conferees in regard to 
the merits of this proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. Allow me to ask the Senator from Kansas how much 
general legislation have we put on appropriation bills this year? 

Mr. PLUMB. Practically none. 

Mr. HOAR. Have we not left some? 

Mr. PLUMB. We have left one lonesome, solitary provision on the 
pension appropriation bill, which is the only one I know of of any 
moment. That was about the presumption of soundness at the time 
of enlistment. 

Mr. HOAR. We legislated last year in that bill about the fees of 
attorneys. 

Mr. PLUMB. That was stricken off this year’s bill and that bill 
is in conference. 

Mr. HOAR. I am very desirous for one to vote for the provision re- 
dueing the postage on ne and I do not want to be put in the 
position of opposing that if the Senate is going to leave on these bills 
other legislation. 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly the Senate itself had better exercise the 
discretion of what shall go on the bill than a committee of conference. 
If there is an overwhelming desire here to put it on, they ought to put 
it on; orif they do not have it on, let them say they will alan? f 


the exhibition of this Roman virtue even to standing to the extent of 
having it au instruction to the committee of conference that they are to 
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resist even at the cost of an extra session of Congress if necessary. The 
reports of conference committees will come into the Senate when the 
Senate will not have a quorum probably; it will never be fuller than 
it is now, and the vote of ahandful of the Senate, even if the question 
were submitted by a conference committee, will not amount to that ex- 
pression on the partof the Senate which it ought to have on a question 
which has been the subject of so much discussion and so much decision 
on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. On the third page of this bill there is a change of the 
law in regard to leasing premises for post-offices. ‘ 

Mr. PLUMB. That might be called legislation by some, and there 
is a good deal of doubt in regard to it, but the Postmaster-General is 
doing that thing now, and we only regulate the manner in which he 
shall exercise the discretion he is now exercising. 

Mr. FRYE. That is, you make that law which hitherto was not law. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, Lam not certain that it is not law now; but at 
the same time there is no law that directs him to attach certain con- 
ditions to these leases, which we here provide that he may. The merit 
or demerit of that proposition is not in the fact that he may make leases 
for five years, because he makes them for ten, but it is in the fact that 
we provide that a certain equipment shall be put into the particular 


buildings he leases and that he was not in a condition perhaps to insist 
upon before. 
Mr. CONGER. I do not see any prospect of finishing this bill to- 


night. [Oh, yes!“ 

Several SENATORS. We are ready to vote. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDINGOFPFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan make 
that motion ? 

Mr. CONGER. If Senators do not expect to finish the bill to-night, 
it is important that we should have an executive session. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will not make that motion until 
we get through with this amendment. It has been thoroughly dis- 
cussed and we are ready to vote. 

Mr. CONGER. Just about the time we are ready to go into ex- 
ecutive session Senators will have gone. I move that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of executive business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Michigan. : 

The motion was not agreed to, there being on a division—ayes 13, 
noes 33. 

Mr. CON GER. I think it so important that I shall call for the yeas 
and nays unless there is some understanding that after disposing of this 
amendment we shall have an executive session. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us have it after that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator call for the yeas 
and nays? À 

Mr. CONGER. With the understanding that at half past 5, as some 
Senator suggests, I shall move to go into executive session, I shall not 
press the motion now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the first branch of 
the amendment, to strike ont from line 106 to.117. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not care anything now about the division, 
finding from the debate that there is a general concurrence in the whole 
of this clause except the proviso. It will properly expedite matters 
if I withdraw my demand fora division. [ No! “No!”] Very 
well, let us vote separately. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, to strike 
out from the words that upon,“ in line 106, tothe word, thereof,“ 
in line 117. 

Mr. VAN WYCK called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand the vote we are now about to take 
is on agreeing to the amendment reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations of the Senate. Is that the vote? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kentucky is right, 
but the question has been divided. The first vote is, Will the Senate 
sos 117 ane amendment proposed by the committee from line 106 to 

ine 117? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Onthat point I wish to state the principle which 
will govern my vote. The House has sent up a bill which proposes to 
reduce the postage on all second-class matter. I believe that the Sen- 
ate is really in favor of that, but it is said we havea rule of the Senate 
that interferes with our agreeing to the billof the House. I have been 
here nearly six years, and I have never known the Senate to have any 
rule except the rule of courtesy, that rule which governs gentlemen in 
their intercourse with each other, and I want it distinctly understood 
that I shall vote against the amendment of our own committee based 
upon the alleged rule, because they keep the postage as high as it is, and 
I am in favor of a lower postage. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire simply to say that while I am in favor 
of the proposition contained in the bill I shall vote against it because 
I do not believe in legislation on appropriation bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As I understand, the question now is on the rec- 
ommendation of the committee to strike out from line 106 down to line 


1885. 
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117 in other words, to strike out the provision which increases the 
weight of letters to an ounce instead of a half ounce. [ That is it.’’] 
I hope and trust the Senate will vote down the proposed amendment 


of the Committee on Appropriations, and not strike out this legitimate 
and proper 2 upon this bill, and ſor the striking out of which 
there is no rule of the Senate. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I do not know whether this pro- 
posed legislation is good or bad. There are two sides to that. As I 
am charged the next ten days with executing the rules of the Senate I 
wish to recall to the See 5 the Senate he fact that, on two or 
three recent occasions in 2 important and apparently 
legislation on appropriation bills, the Senate has held, in harmony with 
its own rules in respect of its own bills, that it would not accede to 

by the Hoyse on an appropriation bill that was 
purely legis n, as everybody agrees that this is, and upon the broad 
ground that I need not restate, for we all understand it now. 

Ishould be glad, as one Senator, to have the Senate preserve a rea- 
sonable degree of consisténcy, and not refuse to amend the pension laws, 
for instance, the other day where on a former appropriation bill a 
gross error to say the least of it had been committed, and then ona 
Post-Office appropriation bill to reverse its action and decide that, be- 
cause it liked that legislation a little better than it did the other, it 
would allow it to stay on. We ought to be consistent, and we ought, 
therefore, to be just, because justice and consistency usually go to- 


gether. 
If the Senate has not enough to adhere to one principle, then 
we ought to know it long enough in advance, so that it may become in 


every case a question of whether the Senate likes the legislation on an 
rs tion bill or not. If it thinks it is good legislation, and is, 
re, willing to have it on an appropriation bill, it ought to apply 


universally and fairly, so that on the legislative and executive and judi- 
cial appropriation pill the Committee on the J udiciary can many 
amendments. that they have presented in the form of separate nec- 
essary to the good order and administration of justice as the country 
goes on, and yet we do not do it for that reason. 

Now, why can we not be consistent and either repeal our rules and 
our practice altogether and say that we will put on to every appropri- 
ation bill everything that we think is and strike off, as we do on 
all eri eee ‘ that we think is bad; or adhere consistently 
to the idea that a gen . for carrying out the exist- 
ing laws of the Government carrying on its operations shall be that 
thing and nothing more. i 

I only recall this matter to the attention of the Senate in order that if 
possible we may preserve our consistency for at least a week at a time. 

Mr. BECK. While the Senator from Vermont is on the floor I desire 
to to him the same agate that I did to the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I shall be very glad to hear how we 
can get out of this difficulty. 

I be one of the conferees, perhaps, on this bill—I may be at 
least, 3 on the subcommittee in charge of it. I am looking 
to that possibility. The President of the Senate knows that the House 
has a right to insert anything that it chooses. It has inserted this. 
We can not strike it out so as to keep it out. It will come before us 

in in conference, 

Most of the members of the Committee on Appropriations have 
already confessed that it is legislation which they would be willing to 
vote for as a separate measure. That is part of the record. That the 
House knows. That the House conferees understand. Then, with 
that admission staring us in the face, when we meet in conference, 
knowing it is good legislation, and admitting that it is, how can we 
refuse to pass 3 appropriations ſor the Government and force 
an extra session, Which nearly all of us deplore, by standing up to a 
rule that we can not control, because we can not prevent the House 
from inserting legislation there, nor can we prevent their conferees 
from adhering to it after we admit that the legislation is good? That 
is the difficulity I have. 


reason, because it was not good of itself as far as we could see, or be- 


cause we did not wish to have it in an appropriation bill, or bad, 
and said to them, If you wish to take the responsibility of saying that 
you will not have any appropriations at all to carry on the Government 
under existing laws, because the is unwilling to agree to some- 
thing additional that you believe in and we do not—for whatever 
reason; you take your responsibility; it is your right;“ they never 
took it and they never will, because they are patriotic and upright and 
independent as we are, and they know that they stand in exactly the 
same attitude that we would stand if our rules authorized us to put 
separate and independent legislation on an appropriation bill and the 
House rules did not, and we sent over an amendment of our o.] and 
said to the House of Representatives, ‘‘ We will not have any a 

priations unless you will agree to this legislation; your conferees it 
that it is probably good legislation, but you will not have it on this 
bill; if you will not, then we will not have any appropriations at all.“ 

We have always thought that such a position was totally untenable, 
as it is, and it never was maintained. So that there is no practical diffi- 
culty about it at all. If the Senate of the United States is really sin- 
cere in saying that it will not put on appropriation bills legisla- 
tion that changes permanently the ent laws of the United States, 
but will keep them free, so that they can be sent to the President of 
the United States for his approval of the items within the laws, and 
not embarrass him by a thousand questions that may be presented if 
you present one, then there is no duden lty in carrying on your Govern- 
ment without the . trouble or friction even between the two 
Houses of ey are equally independent, and I repeat, if the 
Senate is sincere in believing that it is vicious to legislate on appro- 
8 and 8 give way — T temptation, gee eon 
thing s eppes to good is presented, of agreeing to it, and then 
stultifying itself, there is no difficulty at all in having an appropria- 
V 

The only trouble is that two years have gone by since this Congress 
assemfled, and these various matters of useful tion that are ger- 
mane to every appropriation bill, or some one of those bills have not 
been brought forward as te measures and brought to their pas- 
sage, and when we run down to the end of the session and appropria- 
tion bills come in then, as they always do at that time, then we are 
tempted to say, Why here is something good that is germane to this 
oné; let us put it on; and here is something that a majority of us think 
is good, let us put that on, “' so as to vitiate the security and safety of 
legislation that we all, I believe, agree in the Senate ought to be had 
in respect of keeping bills entirely separate from each other, and hav- 
ing appropriation bills what they purport to be, bills providing for the 
payment of money out of the Treasury to carry on the regular objects 
of the various rtments of the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called), I am 
paired upon this question with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Jonas]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his- name was de ti I am paired on 

uestions y with the Senator from Florida Un- 
ding that he would vote against this amendment I feel privi- 
leged to vote. I vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] is called out from 
ee fora couple of hours, and I think he understands I am paired 
with him. 

Mr. MAXEY. My colleague [Mr. CokE] would vote ‘‘nay’’ if he 
were present. 

Mr. FRYE. I think he understands that I am paired with him, and 
therefore I refrain from voting. j 

Mr. RANSOM. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. GARLAND] is 
paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN ]. 

The result was announced—yeas 18, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—18, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That to my unsophisticated mind is no difficul evada, e 

at all practically. I was once a member of the Committee on ype Bayard, Hale. es Lapham, ` Platt 
tions and I do not know but that I should have been there since, | Butler, Harris, oane * 
ut for the fact that at that time the river and harbor bills went to the | payes Ba Morrill,” 

Committee on Appropriations, and I committed the gross sin of being $ i NAYS-—33. 
2 to a certain appropriation init, and I discovered the next Congress | Reck Gorman. Morgan ý 

t I was no longer a member of the Committee on Appropriations. | Blair, Hampton, Palmer, Slater, 
But on other bills than those for rivers and harbors the Committee | Bowen, Hawiy, 8 3 
on Appropriations then found when the Senate was unwilling to put on | Caf“. . Push F 
an appropriation bill any piece of legislation, either because it thought | Cockrell, McMillan, Ransom, W 
it was not good, or because it thought that it was better to have it in | Conger, Manderson, — 
a separate bill even if good, and the Senate conferees said to the House | George’ Mi de W. r., wp 
conferees, Nou have a right to put all your bills into an appropriation 4 NOT VOTING—25. 
bill if you want to; we have nothing to do with your rules; you are an | Aldrich Fair Jonas Riddleberger, 
8 topon ga bony af us; we have — ht to criticise your Camden “Be Pm Farley, Jones of Florida, 3 

es—they belong to yo ves—any more er Majesty's Gov- | Cameron of Pa., ' 12 alker 
ernment of Great Britain has any right to criticise our 8 the | See ae Gaani > i r 
public lands, or an else; it is none of our business; we are equally | Coke, Groome, McPherson, 
independent,” when we told the House confe “The is | Colquitt, Harrison, Miner of Cal., 
of opinion that this sort of thing ought not to be on this bill 2 for either] So the amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. CONGER. Now I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive 


The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 23, noes 26. 
Mr. NGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate do now ad- 


journ. 

Mr. CONGER. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Michigan and the Senator 
from Wisconsin will wi w their several motions for a little while 
so that we may go on for a time with this bill. We can have no legis- 
lation to-morrow, and it seems to me we ought to finish this bill, or 
very nearly so, to-night. f 

Mr. CONGER. I can not state the reasons why we should go into 
executive session for a few moments to- t, because the rules forbid. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order on either mo- 
— Does the Senator from Wisconsin withdraw his motion to ad- 
ourn? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. If the motion to go into executive 
session shall be withdrawn I am willing to withdraw the motion to 


ourn. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. On the motion to go into executive 
session the yeas and nays have already been ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. And also on the motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
withdraw his motion? If not, the question is, Will the Senate adjourn ? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I withdraw the motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to adjourn is withdrawn. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Michigan that the 
Senate now proceed to the consideration of executive business, u 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The roll will be 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Unless the motion to go into ex- 
ecutive session can be withdrawn, I shall renew my motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. CONGER. I thought the first name had been called. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There had been no mse. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin that the Sen- 
a do now adjourn. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to 

ve it. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The and nays were ordered and taken. 
Mr. FRYE. Iam paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. 
The result was announced—yeas 12; nays 38; as follows: 
YEAS—12, 
Bayard, Cameron of Wis., Jones of Neva Saulsbury, 
8 Cockrell, McPherson, am, Slater, 
K Hampton, Ransom, Van Wyck, 
NAYS—338. i 
ee Gorman, a rate 
i Harris, ne, 
8 Harrison, Manderson, 
Butler, Hawley, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Conger, Hill, Miller of Cal. Sherman, 
lom, Hoar, Miller of N. V., est, 
wes, Ingalls, Mitchell, Wiliams, 
Dolph, Jackson, Morrill, Wilson. 
Edmunds, Lamar, A 
George, Lapham, Pike, 
NOT VOTING—26. 
Aldrich, Fair, Jonas, Riddleberger, 
wen, Farley, Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Camden, Frye, Kenna, anoe, 
Cameron of Pa., Garland, Logan, Voorhees, 
„ Gibson. Mo: 3 ` Walker. 
Coke, Groome, Pendleton, 
Colquitt, Hale, Plumb, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 


of the Senator from Michigan that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I trust the Senator will allow me to make a mo- 
tion as to the order of business. Imove that when—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Michigan 
withdraw his motion ? ; 

Mr. CONGER. No, sir, I do not withdraw it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. For a moment. 

Mr. CONGER. For what purpose ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet at 1 o’clock to-morrow in order to have as much of the 
day as possible. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 1 o’clock in the after- 
noon to-morrow. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Michigan that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
3 executive business, on which the yeas and nays have been or- 

ered. 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 24, naya 
31; as follows: 5 


YEAS—2. 
Bowen, Dawes, MeMillan, Morrill, 
Brown, Dol * Mahone, Palmer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Manderson, Platt, 
Chace, Harrison, Miller of Cal. Sabin, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Miller of N. yo Sawyer, 
Cullom, Lapham, Mitchell, e 
NAYS—31, 
Allison, Gorman, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Bayard, Groome, M „ ‘er, 
Beck, Hampton, Maxey, ance, 
Blair, H M 3 Van Wyck, 
Butler, Hawley, Pike, est, 
Hoar, Plumb, Williams, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, k Wilson. 
$ Jackson, A 
NOT VOTING—21, 
Aldrich, Fair, J . Sewell, 
Camden, Farley, Jones of Florida, 
Cameron of Pa., Frye, nna, Walker. 
Colquitt, Gibson, Pendlet 
on, 
Edmunds, Hill, Riddleberger, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. CONGER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. PLUMB. I hope the Senate will not adjourn until we dispose 
of these amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please resume their 
seats and cease conversation. If the Senator from Michigan will with- 
draw his motion fora moment the Chair will receive a message from 
the President of the United States, i 

Mr. CONGER. Certainly. 

[A in writing, was received from the President of the United 
ia rag . PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Has intervening business occurred so that I may re- 
new the motion to go into executive session ? 

The PRESIDEN tempore. It is in order to make that motion. 

Mr. CONGER, I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


1 The noes appear to have it. 
Mr. CONGER. 8 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted -yeus 
29, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—29. 
Aldrich, Dawes, MeMillan, Platt, 
Blair, Dolph, „ 
Bowen, Edm n, Sawyer, 
Brown, A Miller of Cal. 
Cameron of Wis., Hill. Miller of N. ¥., Wilson. 
Conger — of Nevada, Moari. 
. ones e 
Cullom, La Palmer, 
h NAYS—2. 
Allison, Gorman, Apan Ransom, 
Bayard, Groome, cPherson, Saulsbu: 
Beck, Hampton, Maxey, Slater, S 
Call, ¥ Morgan. Vance, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Plamb, 7 
George, 1s, Pugh, > W. 
ABSENT—23. 0 
Butler. Farley, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
1, ý Kenna, well 
Cameron of Pa., d. Lamar, Van Wyck, 
0, Gibson, Logan. Voorhees, 
Colquitt, i Pendleton, Walker. 
Fair, Jonas, Pike, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty-two minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 16 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 20, 1885. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. S. 
Liypsay, D. D. 

THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to know what is meant by an entry in the 
Journal which says that a certain statement in the RECORD shall be 
made to conform to a statement in the Journal. As I understood the 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON] it was to 
reconsider the vote by which the House agreed not to consider the pen- 


sion bill (S. 2511), and there was nothing said about having the bill 

withdrawn from the House Calendar. And I understand that it so 
in the RECORD. 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will read that part of the Journal to 
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which reference has been made; the Journalof the previous day’s pro- 
ceedings has been sent for. 

The Chair understands the House by a yea-and-nay vote refused to con- 
sider a bill which came from the Senate and that it went to the House 
Calendar. Afterward the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THomp- 
80N] entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which the House had 
refused to consider the bill and it so stands. 

Mr. STEELE. But that does not take the bill from the House Cal- 
endar. 

The SPEAKER. It does not. It is now on the House Calendar, 
and will remain there unless the vote of the House is reconsidered: 

Mr. HORR. I wish to say to the Chair that the House did not by 
any vote refer the bill to the House Calendar. It was sent there by 
the Chair. The vote was on the question whether the House would 
consider the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan claim that the 
bill was on the Speaker’s table? 

Mr. KEIFER. No, sir; it was reported by the Select Committee on 

the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 
Mr. HORR. The bill having been a motion was made by 
m raising the question of consideration. That question was de- 
cided in my favor by the House on a yea-and-nay vote; wh the 
Chair sent the bill to the Calendar. There was no motion made about 
it. It went there by direction of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Of course a report from a committee, unless some 
other disposition be made of it, goes to one of the Calendars under the 
rules of the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. I want to say a word about this matter, which is of 
some importance. The point I make with reference to it is this: that 
there was no motion, as appears on the Journal, entered by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON ] to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was referred to the House Calendar. Nosuch motion was made. 
But that gentleman did enter a motion, and the RECORD of yesterday 
morning shows it, that the House should reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to consider the bill when it was reported. It wasa 
3 report. The Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, 

unty, and Back Pay was authorized by order of the House to report 
that bill back at any time, which made it privileged, and ae for 
consideration. But the House refused to consider it, and the gentleman 
from Kentucky entered a motion late in the evening to reconsider the 
vote by which the House refused to consider the bill. I ask, in order 
that we may get into no confusion hereafter about this matter, that the 
Clerk shall read exactly what took place and Iam authorized to say that 
the reporter’s notes agree with the RECORD and show exactly what did 
take place. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call on the Clerk to read what the 
Journal shows upon this subject, because that is the question now 
under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Jons H. ROGERS, as a privileged question, under authority to report at any 
time thereon, from the Select Committee on the Payment of Pe: ns, Bounty, 
and Baok Pay, to which was referred the bill of the Senate No. 2511, relating to 
claim agents and attorneysin pension the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a rt in writing thereon. 


Mr. Kerrer made t t of order that the said bill, under clause 3 of Rule 
of the Whole. 


and the same were refused. 
Mr. WILLIAN H. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the yeas and 
were refused; which motion was agreed to. 
he question recurring on ordering the yeasand er fe oy caps J put, the same 
were ordered. The question rey ky mee put, to wit, Will the House now con- 
— the said bill? it was decided in the negative—yeas 116, nays 136, not voting 

So the House refused to consider the said bill at the present time. 

Stes, That the said bill and report be referred to the House Calendar and 
printed ` 

Mr. KEIFER. There has never been any controversy about that 
part of it, Mr. Speaker. i 

The SPEAK Later in the Journal of that day a further entry 
appears, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. THompson, as a privileged question, entered a motion to reconsider the 
votes by which the House refused to consider the bill of the Senate No. 2511, re- 
lating to claim agents and attorneys in pension cases, and referred the same to 
the House Calendar; which said motion was passed for the present. 


Mr. HORR. That last part did not occur here. 

Mr, KEIFER. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the portion of the REC- 
ORD which contains the proceedings as they occurred, in exact accord- 
ance with the reporter’s notes and with the recollection of gentlemen all 
around me, shall be read in order to show what did actually take 
piace. A 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the portion of the RECORD 
indicated. . 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr, REED, of Maine, I move that the House do now adjourn, 
Mr. Tnoursox. I rise to a question of the highest privilege. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Th 


e gentleman from Maine moves that the House 
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do now adjourn, pending which the tleman from Kentucky states that he 
rises to a question of the highest — , which he will state. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I rise to enter a mot to reconsider a vote taken to-day, 


which is a question of the hi, 8 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the motion. 


Mr. Tuoursox. I enter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to consider Senate bill No. 2511. 

Mr. Kerrer. That would not avail anything if it was done now. 

Mr. Tnoursox. I enter the motion, at any rate. 

Spok peeing A motion to reconsider would not bring it up for consideration 

t evening. 

Mr. THomPsox, I am aware of that fact, 

— — Kerrer. It would not wae it up 25 8 — PRETE: 

© SPEAKER pro tempore. Chair is hardly upon to decide w 

wouldbe the effect of the motion. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I enter the motion to reconsider the vote on the bill the num- 
ber of which I have stated. I refer to the bill of the Senate in relation to claim 


ts. 
The Si . The motion will be entered. 


PEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. WII. Lis. I move that the House take a recess until to-morrow at 10 o'clock, 


and will state that if this is done I will move an adjournment before 11 o'clock. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, that includes everything that took 
place, and you will notice from what was said on each side that there 
was nothing, and could have been said that related to a re- 
consideration of the vote, or of the order of the S er, by which the 
bill was referred to the House Calendar. We some controversy as 
to what would be the effect of a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the House had refused to consider the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the latter part of the entry 
upon the Journal really amounts to nothing, because the House had 
not, by any vote, sent the bill to the House Calendar; and that the par- 
liamentary effectof the motion is simply to reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to consider the bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. With that we are satisfied. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But, Mr. Speaker, I ask where does that 
leave the bill? 

Mr. THOMPSON (to Mr. WARNER, of Ohio). That question will 
come up later. When the question of reconsideration is upon, 
if the House reconsiders the vote, then the whole case be laid be- 
fore the Speaker as to the condition of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair simply gives his interpretation as to the 
parliamentary effect of the motion made yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. But I wish to say that my understanding 
of the motion to reconsider as entered by the gentleman from Kentucky 
corresponds exactly with the Journal, and it was talked of before the 
entry was made. -. 

The SPEAKER. Still there was no motion referring the bill to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. HORR. It could not have occurred. . 

Mr. VALENTINE. No such words were en. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to approving the Journal? If 
not, it will be approved as read. 

Mr. KEIFER. Before passing from this matter, pardon me a min- 
ute. What I object to is not the Journal of this morning but the REC- 
ORD of this morning, which undertakes to correct the RECORD of yes- 
terday morning. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio Gir. 
WARNER] would make it appear there were two motions made, one a 
motion to feconsider the vote of the House refusing to consider the 
House bill 2511, and the other a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was referred to the House Culendar. We think that should be 
corrected. 

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio, I asked unanimous consent to correct the 
RECORD so as to make it co md exactly with the Journal and ex- 
ary with what I think jak ROY 

The SPEAKER. The correction will be made. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The correction was ordered yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there can be no motion tọ re- 
consider anything 8 5 a vote taken by the House. 

Mr. HORR and Mr. VALENTINE. That is right. 

HOUR OF MEETING FOR TO-MORROW. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet to-morrow upon the call of the 
Speaker on the arrival of the procession at the Capitol. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this motion would have to be 
made by unanimous consent, as it fixes no particular hour at which the 
House will meet. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. It will 
be so ordered. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. I desire to make a privileged report, which I ask 
the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the e votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7857) making appropriations for 
the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, baving met, after full and free confer- 
2 ha ve agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 12, 13, 19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 


43, 48, 51, 52, 62, 63, and 64. 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 3, 4,5, 6,7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 25, 26, 27, bas y 80, 31, 32, 83, 35, 36, 
37, 33, 39, 41, 42, 45, 46, 47, 49, 50, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 38, 60, 61, and 65, and agree tothe 
same, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter p to be inserted by said amendment insert the fol 


lowing : 
EL salary of envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to Turkey, 


“Forsalary of envo extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to the United 
States of Colombia, © 500.“ : 

And the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 34, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert $319,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 40, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro; insert $43,880; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 44, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore 
the word stricken out by said amendment; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 59, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said t insert the following: And provided 
further, That no allowance shall be made for the keeping or 1 any Doi 
oner who is able to Baha tar taa aliove sum of 75 cents per ; and the 
n certify to the fact of inability in every case ;" an the Senate 

same, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Very little information is furnished by the confer- 
ence report. I ask that the accompanying statement of the House con- 
ferees be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the aa 
votes of the two Houseson the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 78570 
making opp for the consular and diplomatio service of the Govern- 
ment for fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, submit the following written state- 
ment in explanation of the conference report herewith presen’ 
Aside Son RA verbal changes 1 of the bill and the ee A 
arrangemen e as agreed upon by conferees compared 
as it passed the House Te the following changes: 
The salary of the mi r to Turkey is increased from $7,500 to $10,000. 
A minister-resident and consul-general is provided for at $6,500 to Roumania, 
Servia, and Greece. 
Five thonsand dollars are provided for extending the commerce of the United 
States in the Congo Valley. 
The salary of secretary of legation in Turke} is increased from $1,500 to 
An interpreter at $1,000 is provided for to the legation in Corea. 
Five thousand dollars are — vae riated forthe expenses that may occur in 
complying with the act ng fees and the practice in extradition cases. 
For rent of buildings for legation and other in China $3,100 are given. 
The salaries of consuls-general at Constantinople and Rome are increased 
from $2,000 to $3,000 each. 
The salary of the consul at Hankow is increased from 81 to 12 
The ler of the consul at Jerusalem is increased from $1,500 to $2,000. 
of tie = es 2 interpreters to consulates in China and Japan $12,000, instead 
„000, are given. 
One thousand dollars are given for interpreters and guards at the consulate in 


Constantinople, 
The allowance for a steam-launch for the official use of 283 at Con- 
—I＋ — 1 fe — from onic $1,000, and $500 are given for of a boat 
o 


Osaka an „ 
For the expense of a prison and prison-kee at the consulate in Bangkok, 
Siam, $1,000 are given. = p ag i 


For relief and protection of American seamen in forei tri increase 
of $10,000 is given. N t er ce 


Five thousand dollars N a 8 search of the records 
ce 


of the French prize courts for e spo! n 
Twenty-five thousand dollars are to enable the President to meet 
maticand consular service and to ex- 


unforeseen emergencies arising in the dip 
tend the commercial and interests of the United States, 


The entire bill as agreed upon a in all $1 925, bei 
than the amount of the bill 45 it — the House A Sans more than 1 
the current year ; 848, 100 less than as it the Senate; and $380,251.75 less than 
the estimates submitted by the State rtment for the year ending June 30, 


1866. 
JAMES N. BURNES, 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 


W. D. WASHBURN, - 
Managers on the part of the House, 


Mr. BURNES. I move the previous question on the adoption of the 
conference report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the report was adopted. 

Mr. BURNES moved to reconsider the vote by which the rt was 


opens and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
WIDOW OF MAJ, THOMAS T. THORNBURGH. 


Mr. WOLFORD. I call up the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which House bill 7655, to increase the pension of the widow of Major 


Thornburgh, was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WOLFORD], 
as a privil matter, up the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House refused to pass the bill (H. R. 7655) granting an in- 
crease of pension to the widow of Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of 
the United States Army. 

11 of Ohio. I will inquire whether that is in order at 
e. 


The SPEAKER. It is. e 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to lay the motion to reconsid 
on the table. s 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Ala- 
bama, there were—ayes 54, noes 93. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It was unanimous] y—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not announced the result of the 
vote. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a point of order. When this bill 
was considered in the House last Friday evening it was agreed unan- 
imously that there should be a vote upon it by yeas and nays. I 
think the RECORD will show that. 

The SPEAKER. Was that agreement made in Committee of the 
Whole? A 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In the House. 

The SPEAKER. An agreement among members may bind them in- 
dividually, but unless there was an order of the House the Chair can 
not any ent. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. An order to that effect was entered, I under- 
stand. It was to be entered, and I ask whether it avas not? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman claims that an order was made that 
the yeas and nays should be taken—on what? 

Mr. WA of Ohio. On the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the resultof the vote just 
taken. The ayes are 54, the noes 93. So the motion toreconsider is not 
laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. What is now the condition of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay on the table is not 

Mr. MILLS. What is the present condition of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The House by a vote has refused to pass the bill. 
The gentleman from Kentucky entered a motion to reconsider that 
vote. This morning he called that up. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is now subject to amendment. 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing now pending except the motion 
to reconsider the vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let me correct the Chair. The gentleman from 
ee [Mr. SPRINGER] who voted with the majority moved to re- 
consider. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chairsupposed the gentleman from Kentucky 
made the motion. The gentleman from Kentucky calls it up, as he 
has a right to do under the rule, The question now recurs on the mo- 
tion of Mr. SPRINGER to reconsider the vote by which the House re- 
fused to pass the bill. The House will be in order, as it is impossible 
for the Chair to hear what gentlemen are saying on the floor. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to debate [Cries of Order!’?] 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been ordered, and the 
question of reconsideration is not debatable. The question is on the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was rejected. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER, The question now recurs on the passage of the 


bill. . 
Ma OLED Idemand the previous question on the passage of 
e bill. > 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 96, noes 42. 


to. 


So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. There 
being no debate before the previous question, is it not debatable under 
the new rule for thirty minutes? 


Mr. RANDALL. It was debated in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and therefore does not come under the 


rule. è 
Mr. WOLFORD. I move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered; and also move the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, rose. [Cries of Regular order !’"] 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me have five minutes. 


Mr. KEIFER. I make the point that debate is not in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I rise to a point of order. This bill was discussed 
at some length in the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar on Friday night last. Under that state of facts I submit to 
the House it does not come under the special rule. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will examine the RECORD. 

Mr, RANDALL. The previous question having been ordered on that 

ev it does not come under the special rule. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair will cause to be read from page 1660 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD what occurred in Committee of the Whole 
House in reference to this bill, which, perhaps, will amount toan agree- 
ment among members as to the proceedings of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. RAXDALL. The gentleman from Ohio has made a 
friends of this measure will agree to, that the ious q ion prevail in the 
en entand third reading of the bill, and that there be allowed on each 
side five minutes for debate, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, I have no objection to that, 

Mr. PERKINS. And that the vote s not be taken until a quorum is present. 


ion that the 


Mr, Warner, of Ohio. That is the understanding. 
Mr. Rocrers, of Arkansas. Can the House be bound by any agreement made 
in Committee of the Whole ? 


g 5 This agreement can be made after the committee rises to- night 
n ouse. 

Mr, CONvERsE. And made a matter of record on the Journal. 

Mr. PERKINS, Let me ask if an ent made in this manner in Commit- 
tee of the Whole will have any binding effect upon the House? 

The CHARMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas has just made the same in- 
quiry. It is suggested that the agreement be made in the House when itcomes 
before the House after the committee rises. 

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. That is satisfactory to me. 

The bill was accordingly laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass and with the understanding above recorded. 


Mr. RANDALL, That takes it out of the special rule. 

Mr. KEIFER. That ent should be carried out. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that agreement should be ad- 
hered to, 

Mr. RANDALL It will be 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I thought I wasrecoginized. The bill 
comes from my committee. 

The SPEAKER. There will be five minutes on each side for debate. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I am opposed to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There will befive minutes for and against the bill, 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I made the point in the House and it was 

I should have five minutes. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair recognized the gentleman from Ohio 
because the agreement in regard to the debate seems from the RECORD 
to have been made by that gentleman. : 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is a bill to increase the pension of the 
widow of Major Thornburgh from $25, to which she is entitled under 
the law and which she now draws, to $50a month. If the House 
this bill, then I hold it should increase the pension of the widow of 
every major, of every lieutenant-colonel, of every colonel, of every brig- 
adier-general, and of every major-general who was killed in battle in 
sag Aoi to $50 a month. 

er still, why draw the line at the rank of major? Why give their 

widows $50, while the widows of captains and lieutenants are allowed 
but$22 or 517? Or why stop there? There are 75,000 widowsof private 
soldiers, who were killed in battle or died from disease or wounds in- 
curred in the service, who are recei but $8 a month. There are 
75,000 more claims of widows on file waiting adjudication, asking even 
for $8 per month, which has not yet been allowedthem. Passing these 
all by, it is proposed in this bill to make an exception in one case out 
of a large number of cases probably just as worthy, just as meritorious 
as this. In my notion of this is not t, it is not equitable, 
y deserving and equally entitled to the 


itis unjust to all who are eq 
beneficence of the Government. 

And I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that we can do this without break- 
ra baal all principles upon which pensions are granted. It is estab- 

ing a new and unwarranted precedent. Can this Government sa 

to the widow of one officer who was killed in some battle, “You shail 
have a pension of $50 a month, and to the widow of another officer of 
the same rank who was killed in another battle or perhaps in the same 
battle, You shall have a pension of but $25 a month?” I do not 
think, sir, that we can afford todo that. Butif this bill passes we do 
that very thing, unless all widows of officers are e ray 
EY Ee eves aS bill, I say the House will be taking Lpa- 
tion. It becomes, therefore, a precedent entirely new, and one which 
will vex Congress in future. 

There are some 7,500 pensioners on the rolls drawing $25 a month. 
I do not know how many are the widows of officers who would be as 
justly entitled to $50 as the widow of Major Thornburgh. Is it possible 
that use an officer was educated at West Point his widow becomes 
entitled to more than the widow of a volunteer officer? That Major 
Thornburgh was a brave and gallant officer none will dispute. But 
there were other officers who lost their lives on battlefields who were 
just as true and worthy as he, and whose widows are as needy and are 
as much entitled to the consideration of this Government as is the widow 
of Major Thornburgh. 

I to the House to do equal justice to all; not to take up one 
case from the top of the pension-roll and raise that higher, while we 
leave the great or dy Pl rece ane 75,000 widows of private 
soldiers, many of them in battle while bravely doing their 
to draw but $8 a month, out of which they must support and educate 
their families. The average pension to disabled soldiers is but about 
$4 a month. The place to begin to raise pensions is from the bottom 
ranks, not from the top. Begin with the widows who get but $8 a 
month, not with those who get $25; and then treat all alike. The 
essence of justice is equality. I have entered my protest against the 
passage of all bills of this kind. I would not, with my view of pen- 
sious, be consistent if I did not. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman let me ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Very good. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I wish to ask the gentleman if the 
House has not refused to increase the pension of Mrs. Cushing? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; and it did very wrong in so refusing. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And it has refused to grant pensions to 
other widows of officers of like rank in the Army and Navy. 

I yield now the remainder of the time to the gentleman from Kan- 
sas | Mr. MORRILL], if he desires to occupy it. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman has one minute of his time remain- 


ing, 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that this is simply 
establishing a precedent never established before. Hundreds of officers 
of the rank of major, lieutenant-colonel, and colonel fell while leading 
their regiments in battle, but their widows are allowed only from $25 
to $30 a month. Here was a man who was educated at the expense of 
the Government, who for thirteen years was drawing a liberal salary, 
and, happening to be killed on.an Indian raid, they now propose to in- 
crease his widow's pension from $25 to $50, and all the time the widows 
of the hundred thousand soldiers who perished on the battlefields or 
in the hospitals are receiving but $8 a month. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, And let me add in this connection that 
this is a report adversely from the committee, 

Mr. MORRILL. The committees of the House and the Senate both 
report adversely upon it. a 

Mr. WOLFORD, The gentleman is entirely mistaken. The House 
committee did not report adversely upon the bill. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The House committee did. 

Mr. WOLFORD. I will not yield to you now. L state facts, and I 
want my own time in this discussion. I repeat they did not report 
adversely but favorably upon the bill. The only change was that the 
amount was reduced from $50 to $30. That was the exact report of 
the House committee. 

Everbody admits, as has been admitted by the distinguished gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. WARNER], that this is an exceptional case. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, very exceptional, it seems you are 
trying to make it. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Everybody admits who has read the history of the 
gallant Thornburgh, aman who was sent out on a dangerous expeditior 
with fewer men than were requisite for protection, and who gave up 
his life in the discharge of his duty—I repeat everybody admits thet 
this pension should be ted to his widow. There is no man who 
has read the history of his gallant efforts in behalf of his country who 
will doubt that he made one of the most daring, chivalrous, and gallunt 
charges that has ever been made on this earth, and no person who has 
examined into this case with proper care will doubt that it is one de- 
manding consideration at our hands. 

But gentleman from Ohio comes up here and says that this man 
who went as a mere boy into the Army of the United States, who went 
out on the plains to fight the Indians, who fell beneath his glorious 
colors distinguished for his gallantry, who won faster than any other 
man in the United States service distinction and rank, who at his 
own request went into the line of the Army instead of into the 
Quartermaster’s Department—lI say that everybody who has read that 
history, who has read Sherman’s-report or read Schofield’s report or 
the reports of General Crook, must see that this man has accomplished 
l papa things, brave, noble, manly, ambitious as he was, and that 
he a prominent future before him, with rank and honors waiting 
him at no distant day. But what do you see here? The gentleman 
from Ohio says that you do injustice to the private soldiers because 
you ize the gallantry of this man. Does anybody believe that 
our fathers thought the time would ever come, or will it ever come in 
this country’s history, when the widow of a private soldier expects to 
receive the same pension that a gallant officer’s widow does? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope so. Why not? 

Mr. WOLFORD. They did not do as much. The order of God Al- 
mighty is that he who has done much shall receive much. [ Applause. 
That is the rule which will be observed at the great day of accounts 
when we shall all stand before the great White Throne. Then those 
who have done much good shall receive much. Major Thoruburgh did 
much. He did more than any other man could have done unless he 
was placed in the same situation. God Almighty placed him in that 
situation, and he died a martyr for his country. Isay you willspend 
millions of dollars to educate the children of the Indians who mur- 
dered him, but you will not educate the great Thornburgh’s children. 
You will give money to educate the children of the red man, the man 
who scalped him and murdered him, but you will not give money to 
educate Thornburgh’s children. : 

And I want to call the attention of the House to the fact that no one 
of these special pleaders has ever introduced a bill to increase the pen- 
sion of the widows of the privates. 

Mr. MATSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; he is mistaken. I 
have myself introduced and reported a bill to increase the pensions of 
the widows of private soldiers from $8 to $12 a month. 

Mi. WOLFORD. I can not yield for interruptions. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WOLFORD] has expired. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to recommit the bill with the instructions 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Recommit the bill to the Committee on Pensions, with instructions to inquire 
into the question whether a general bill to increase the pensions of the widows 


of all officers and soldiers killed in battle to $50 a month shall be reported by 
said committee. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I make the point of order that that is an instruc- 


tion to convert a private bill into a general bill, which is not in order. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. MATSON. Then I move to recommit the bill without instruc- 
tions, ` 
The question being taken on the motion to recommit, there were— 
ayes 80, noes 104. ' 

Mr. MATSON and Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, called for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 52 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 126, not 
voting 79; as follows: 


YEAS—119. 
Adams, G, E, Davidson, Houseman, Rogers, J. H. 
Alexander, Davis, G. R Howey, Rosecrans, 
Anderson, Davis, L. H. Jones, B. W. Rowell, 

{ Deuster, Jones, J, H. Seymour, 
Ballentine, Dockery, Jones, J. K. ively, 
Barksdale, Dorsheimer, Lanham, Skinner, T. G. 
Belmont, Dowd, Long, Smalls, 
Bennett, Dunn, Love 7 Steele, 
Blackburn, Eaton, Lo Stevens, 
Blount, Eldredge, MeMiliin, Stockslager, 
Bowen, English, Matson, Taylor, J. M 
Buckner, Ermentrout, d Thomas, 
Burnes, Forney, Miller, J. F. Tully, 
Cabell, Funston, Miller, S. H. Turner, H.G. 
Campbell * Felix F yan, g T urner, 

Cam; J. M. Geddes, Money, Van Alstyne, 
Candler, Gibson, Morrill, Vance, 
Cannon, Graves, Moulton, Van Eaton, 

4 Green, Muldrow, Warner, A. 
Clements, N Muller, Warner, Richard 
Cobb, Hammond, Mutchler, Wellborn, 
Cook, neock, tes, Weller, 
Cosgrove, O Ferrall, Wi 
Co n. Hatch, H. H Peel. i 
Cox, S. S. Hatch, W. H. Perkins, 

Cox, W. R. em Peters. E. 

p. Hewitt, G. W. Pierce, Winans, John 

Culbertson, Dyw. Hoblitze 2 n 

X 8 0 5 or, ï 

Cullen, Holman, Reid, J. W. = 
NAYS—12%. 

Aiken, Fiedler, Libbey, Singleton, 

Arnot, Findlay, L é Skinner. 

i Finerty, x Smith, H. Y. 
Barbour, Follett, cComas, pocas, 
Barr, George, McCormick, 

Bayne, Glascock, Stewart. J. W. 
Beach. Goff, Morse, e, 
Bingham, Guenther, Murphy, ' 
Bisbee, Hanback, Murray, Sumner, D. H. 
Boyle, -Hardy, Nelson, Swope, 
Brainerd, Harmer, Ochiltree, 

Bratton, Hart, O'Hara, Taylor, J. D 

itung, O'Neill, Charles 0 
Brewer, J. H Henderson, T. J. O'Neill, N J. Valentine, 
Brown, W. eae, Wadsworth, 
Budd, Hewitt, A. 8 Parker, ait, 
Burleigh, x Patton, Wakefield, 
9 Spee ee t leien 

lardy * op! ns, + 
Converse, Horr, Pettibone, Weaver, 
Craig, Houk, Phelps, White, J. D. 
Curtin, Hunt, Poland, White, Milo 
Dargan, Jeffords, Post, 

Davis, R. T. Johnson, Pusey, Wilson, James 
bble, Kean, 1, Wilson, 
Dibrell, Keifer A “ Wolford, 
Dixon, Kelley, Ray, G. W. W. 
Dunham, Ketcham, Ray, Ossian. Worthington, 
Elliott, ing, Robertson, York, 
Ellwood, Lawrence, Rockwell Young. 
Evans, Le Fevre, Rogers, W. F. 
Everhart, Lewis, Russell. 
NOT VOTING—79. 
Adams, J.J. Ferrell, Lore, Shaw, 
Belford, Foran, MeCoid, Slocum, 
Blanc! “i n, Milliken, Smith, A. Herr 
Bland, Greenleaf, Mitchell, Snyder, 
Boutelle, Henderson, D.B. Morgan, Spriggs, 
Breckinridge, Henley, Morrison, Springer, 
Brewer, F. Herbert, Neece, Stewart, Charies 
h 3 Hil, Nicholls, Storm, 
Browne, T. M Holton, Nutting, Struble, 
rumm, Hooper, Potter, Sumner, C. A. 
chanan. n Rankin, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, J. E. Hutchins, k Thompson 

A ames, T. B Th rton, 
Chalmers, Jones, J. T. ‘Townshend, 
Clay, Jordan, Rice, Tucker, 
Collins, Kellogg, k Ward, 

liy, Kleiner, nson, J. S. Wemple 
Cuteheon, Lacey, Robinson, W.E. Wise. J. S 
Dingley, Laird, Ryan, Woodward 
Ellis, Lamb, Seney, 


So the motion to recommit was not to. 

Mr. TALBOTT. - I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
ing of the names. 

Mr. PAYSON objected, but subsequently withdrew the objection, 
and it was then renewed by Mr. WELLER. 

The Clerk read the names of members voting. 

The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notice: 

Mr. Morrison with Mr. Jonx S. WISE. 

Mr. SHaw with Mr. LAIRD. : 5 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLOGG. 


and Lask any gentleman who 


Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. JorpAN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. Hurp with Mr. RICE. f 

The following members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. REESE with Mr. LACY. 7 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. CurcHEon. 

Mr. HANBACK with Mr. SNYDER. 

Mr. CONNOLLY with Mr. BREWER, of New York. 

Mr. NicHoLts with Mr. HOOPER. 

Mr. Sumver, of California, with Mr. CHALMERS, 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. HOLTON. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas, with Mr, STRUBLE. 

Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. Jonxs, of Alabama. 

The following members were announced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. ToWNSHEND with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. I desire to say that my colleague, Mr. REESE, 
is detained at his room by sickness. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. W. of Ohio. Considering the vote already taken as a 
test vote I shall not insist myself on the execution of the order of the 
House requiring a yea-and-nay vote on the of the bill. 

The SP R. There was no order of the House as to a yea-and- 
nay vote on the passage of the bill. It was an agreement simply as to 
pm Bie and the question is on the passage of the bill. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. WOLFORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. MARIE LOUISE CRAVEN. 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the same 
arrangement as in the last case, I now call up the bill (S. 1228) to in- 
crease the of Mrs. Marie Lonise Craven. 

The SP ER. Is there à motion to reconsider? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. On Friday night last, at the same 
time when the t as to the Thornburgh bill was made, it was 

that the House should at its next regular session for private 
bills consider the bill eee ve Fee Marie Louise 
Craven, and that a yea · and - nay vote should be taken upon it if required. 

The SPEAKER. Was the bill reported to the House by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It was, by the same agreement and 
at the same time as the Thornburgh bill. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on ordering the bill to be read 
a third time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have it read by title. 

The Clerk read the bill by title, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1228) granting an increase of pension to Mrs, Marie Louise Craven. 


Mr. MATSON. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Hewrrt] to the ment that was made in relation 
to debate—that there should be five minutes on each side. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That was the understanding. Does 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] desire to occupy the five 
minutes in opposition to the bill? 

Mr. MATSON. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEwrttr] is, I 
resume, entitled to the time, as the bill comes from his committee. 
After a pause.] I will undertake to control the time. 

The SPEAKER. Does the apenas from Indiana [Mr. Marsox] 

desire to be heard upon this bill? 

Mr. MATSON. I suppose that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hewitt] desires to be heard in its favor. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Mr. Speaker, under the practice of 
the House I suppose that the first five minutes belongs to the gentle- 
Ar, MATSON. zr, Speaker, this is a bill pension 

8 N. y er, this is a bill to increase the ion of 
the widow of Commander Craven, and is very similar in character to 
the bill which has just passed the House. This is the case of an officer 
of the rank of commander, below the rank of a general officer. The 
precedent has been made in this House, and well established, of in- 
creasing the pensions of the widows of general officers to $50 a month. 
There have been some exceptions to that rule; among the number the 
bill that has just passed the House; but the general practice has been 
to limit these increased pensions of $50 a month to the widows of gen- 
eral officers, and whenever you go beyond that the question is, Can this 
Government afford to give $50 a month to the widows of all its sol- 
diers? That is the question. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is the question. 

Mr. MATSON. It is a 21 plain pructical question. Mr. Speaker, 

vors this bill to consider how he could re- 
sist an appliention from the widow of a soldier to have her pension in- 
creased to $50 a month when he is willing to increase the pension of 


the widow of this officer to that amount. How could he refuse? Our 


pension laws have been made in such a way as to discriminatein relation 
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to rank. That may have been right, or it may have been wrong; but 
the laws are fixed, and without some precedent the law itself ought 
to control in regard to the rate of pension to be allowed to the widows 
of officers and soldiers. If this House embarks upon this new polic: 
of increasing pensions indiscriminately, there is no telling where it will 
end. 

The effect of it is to legislate for favorites; that is the proposition, to 
do that for some which you refuse to do for all. Now, if thatis right, 
if gentlemen representing their constituencies here can afford to vote 
for the constituents of others what they know they can not get for the 
widows in the communities they represent, let them go ahead. I can 
not afford to do it; nor do I believe that any gentleman who represents 
a soldier constituency upon this floor can afford to vote for a bill that 
will give larger pensions to the constituents of others than he could 
possibly get for his own. 

The SPEAKER. There are two minutes remaining of the time in 
Opposition to the bill. 

Mr. MATSON. I reserve the remaining time. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. The proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana is that the law grants pensions in accordance with rank, and 
that no exceptions should ever be made except by a change in the gen- 
eral law; in other words, that no circumstances can occur to take a pen- 
sioner out of the general category fixed by law. But this House has 
been in the habit of making such exceptions. It made one only the 
other day in the ease of the widow of General George H. Thomas; it 
made one only two weeks ago in the case of the widow of Lieutenant 
Greene, a lady who was entitled under the law to a pension of $25 a 
month, which was raised to $50 a month. There are therefore excep- 
tions to the gentleman’s rule, and on this very day this House has made, 
and justly made, an exception in the case of the widow of Lieutenant 
Thornburgh. 

The practice of the House, then, having been established, it only re- 
mains for me to bring the case of Mrs. Craven within the rules under 


which the House acts. 
Lieutenant Craven was a commander in the Navy of the United States. 
of the ship Tecumseh. 


At the time of his death he was in command 
Admiral Fai t was about to enter the harbor of Mobile with that 
fleet whose achievements have made his name glorious—Farragut, to 
whose widow Congress voted a pension of 52, 000 a year. He waited for 
the Tecumseh to arrive from New York before he would attempt to en- 
ter the bay of Mobile, and he announces her arrival in this language: 
The Tecumseh, Commander Craven, arrived on the evening of August 4, and 
everything being 28 I proceeded to the attack on the following morn- 
ing,the Tecumseh having been given the leading position. 

Again Admiral Farragut says: 

The 3 steamed steadily up the main shi el, the Tecumseh 
firing the first at forty-seven minutes past 6 o’clock a. m. 

The Tecumseh was struck by a torpedo and sunk, carrying down 
Pip er nearly all the crew and her gallant commander. This is how 
he di 

When the monitor Tecumseh was sunk at the battle of Mobile Bay her gallant 
captain, Commander T. A. M. re Bes the Navx, went down in her. At the 
moment of the explosion Craven and the pilot, Mr. John 8 in the 
iron tower, or pilot-house, directly over the turret, steering the to 
the confederate iron-clad Tennessee, Seeing the inevitable fate of vessel, 
Craven and the pilot scrambled down into the turret and met at.the foot of the 
tron ladder loading to the top of the turret through a narrow scuttle, the only 
exit now left for seeps from the doomed vessel. At that point Craven drew 
back in a characteristic way and said, “After you, pilot?“ “There was nothing 

- after me,“ relates Mr. Collins, who fortunately escaped to tell the tale of heroism. 
“When I reached the topmost round of the ladder the vessel seemed to drop 
from under me.“ 

Finally, when Admiral F. t announced to the Department that 
the Tecumseh had been lost and that her brave commander had met 
death like a hero, as he was, the Admiral received the following reply 
from the Secretary of the Navy: 

Great results i Id. attained without great risks, and 
expected that ihe harbor af Mobile would be — — without daster The 
loss of the gallant Craven and his brave companions, with the Tecumseh, by a 
concealed torpedo, was a casualty which no human foresight could guard. 

Now listen! The Secretary continues: : 

While the nation awards cheerful honors to the living, she will ever hold in 

lremembrance the memory of the gallant dead’ who periled their lives 


or their country and died in her cause. 
That was the pledge given by the Secre of the Navy to the gal- 
lant Craven who lost his life in the . eee, 8 
that that country would provide for his widow and his children. They 
are now in poverty, and they come here to ask that their pittance of $30 
a month shall be increased to $50, in accordance with the repeated ac- 
tion of this House in dealing with the families of men by whom heroic 
deeds have been performed. I appeal to the House to redeem the pledge 
made by Secretary Welles in the hour of victory when death deprived 
Mrs. Craven of her heroic husband. Death under such circumstances 
ought to be equivalent to promotion of the single grade which would 
have entitled her to the pension pro in this bill. 
Mr. MATSON. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND]. 
Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, the reading of the words “‘ grateful 
remembrance ’’ recalled to my mind a law in regard to soldiers passed 
some years ago by Congress. I ask the Clerk to read from the fifteenth 
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volume of the Statutes at Large a portion of an act approved March 3, 


1865. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


And be it ther resolved, That In grete recognition of the services, sac: 
and sufferings of persons honorably discha from the military and naval 
service of the country, by reason of wounds, disease, or the expiration of terms 
of enlistment, it is ullx recommended to bankers, mere ts, manufact- 
urers, mechanics, farmers,and persons engaged in industrial pursuits to give 
them the preference for appointments to remunerative situations and employ- 
ments, 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Craven is dead. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I have had this provision of the law read for the 
purpose merely of showing how absolutely ridiculous Congress makes 
itself on the subject of the soldier. There is an advertisement such as 
is inserted in the daily papers at so much a line. And Congress is 
making itself quite as ridiculous in granting pensions every day in 
exceptional cases. Every case is exceptional“ because these gen- 
tlemen fear to vote against the soldier. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be read a 
third time. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Is the bill now open to amendment? 

TheSPEAKER. Itisnot. The previous question has been ordered. 
[Having taken the vote.] Theayes are 60, the noes 92. The noes have 
it, and the bill is rejected. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I move to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 305) for the relief of Thomas T. Stratton, assignee of W. 
B. Waldran; 

A bill (S. 1347) for the relief of the sufferers by loss of the Govern- 
ment steamer J. Don Cameron; 

A bill (S. 1412) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and set- 
tle the account for arms between the State of South Carolina and the 
Government of the United States; and i 

A bill (S. 1839) for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga, 


Tenn. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill ofthe following title; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1031) for the relief of W. C. Marsh. 


CORRECTION. ; 

The SPEAKER. A mistake having been made in the engrossment 
of an amendment to a Senate bill, the Chair asks unanimous consent 
to lay before the House for consideration a resolution which will be 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be di ted to request the Senate to re- 
turn to the House the bill of the Senate No. 229, to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Key West, Fla., to correct au 
error of engrossment of the House amendment. 


There being no objection, the resolution was considered and adopted. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. JOHN S. WISE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave for with- 
drawal of papers in the case of Phœbe A. Ross. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. RAYMOND, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence in- 
definitely, on account of a death in his family. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I would like to make a motion that all private 
business for to-day be di with. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Will that affect the hour under the new rule? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. : $ 

Mr. PETERS. Will it dispense with the session 
pension business ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that session has already been dis- 
pensed with and a session on Monday night substituted. 

Mr. PETERS. If it does not interfere with the Friday night ses- 
sion for pension business, I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair it would not affect 
that session. An order of this kind has not been so construed hereto- 
fore. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The public business is now in such a conflition 
that I think the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] is entirely proper, and I shall not oppose it in the interest of 
private business. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the adoption of this motion 
interfere with the hour under the new rule? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to appeal to my colleague [Mr. RANDALL] 
to have the unfinished private 8 which would come up to-dsy 


this evening for 


disposed of before making the order which he suggests, 
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Mr. RANDALL. That might take the whole day. 

Mr. HOPKINS. No; the previous question has ordered. 

A MEMBER. What is the bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The bill for the relief of Captain Bigley. 

Mr. KEIFER. That can be taken up some other time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion made by the gen- 
senen from Pennsylvania that private business for to-day be dispensed 


wi 

Mr. DUNHAM. Wil that interfere with the evening session for 
pension business? A 

The SPEAKER, It does not. 

The question being taken, the motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed 
to (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 

Mr. WILLIS. Iunderstand that the House has now dispensed with 
all private business for to-day except at the evening session. 

The SPEAKER. That has been done. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now I move that at 10 o’clock to-night the House 
take a recess until to-morrow morning at 10. 

Mr. MORRILL. Say half past 10 o’clock to-night. 

The SPEAKER. An order was made this morning, upon the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. DoRSHEIMER], that when 
the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet upon the call of the 

er to-morrow. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. WILLIS] would not interfere with that at all, because it does not 
contemplate an adjournment. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. What is the motion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky moves the House 
this evening at 10 o'clock will take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow 
morning. 

Mr. VALENTIN E. That ought not to be done. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, the employés of 
the House will be busy taking out the desks to-night, and it will be 
impossible to have an evening session if we are to carry out the pro- 
ceedings which have been arranged by the joint committee of the two 
Houses. I venture to suggest instead of a session this evening a session 
be held some evening next week. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Say Monday. 

Mr. DUNN. I think that order has been made. 

The SPEAKER. It was suggested yesterday evening, but was not 


to. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. If the employés of the House can have 
sion of this Hall to remove the desks this evening there will be then no 
inconvenience in taking a recess until to-morrow morning at 10 0’clock; 
but the members at that time will not have their desks. 

Mr. MATSON. The proposition made by the gentleman from New 
York will not be objected to by anybody, if it were certain a session 
could be held Monday evening or any other evening next week. There 
is but one more night necessary, but that night is absolutely necessary 
to the passage of a number of Senate bills which ought not to be allowed 
to die and would die unless another night session is given. I appre- 
hend the employés of the House can begin after adjournment and have 
his work completed before midnight. 

A MEMBER. Let them have a sufficient force. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I wish to inquire-of the 8283 from New 
York whether in the event that a session were held to-night the em- 
ployés of the House could not have time enough to remove the desks 
to-morrow morning?. So the question would come between a pension 
session to-night and a session for rivers and harbors to-morrow. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I will say in response to the gentleman that 
the Architect of the Capitol has informed us it is necessary for him to 
have the entire evening, not only for the purpose of removing the desks, 
but 1701 the platform and rearranging the seats for to-morrow, if 
this Hall is to be rearranged to give seats for eight hundred people on 
the floor to-morrow. And the time will not be too long the Architect 
of the Capitol will have if he can work here at once. : 

Mr. ANDERSON. Can not we do that to-morrow if we are not 
have any session? 

Mr. WILLIS., I suggest this is the condition of things: Under the 
rule of the House we have to-night a session for pensions. That rule 
can not be dispensed with except by unanimous consent. Unanimous 
consent has been refused, and the motion I make is notin conflict with 
any suggestion as to the convenience of the officers for to-night. You 
can not dispense with the night session, it being the order of the House, 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. In answer to the suggestion made by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky I have to say that the arrangement by which to- 
morrow’s proceedings are to be had is in pursuance of a law of Congress, 
and those arrangements, under full authority from both Houses of Con- 
gress made by the joint commission, require this room shall be in pos- 
session of the employés of the House this evening. 

Mr. MATSON. nless we have our session for pensions to-night 
there is probability no session can be had to-night, and therefore I shall 
be obliged to insist. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. If we have an evening session at 7 
and get through at 9, then the employés can have the benefit of an hour 
or two we should otherwise occupy by taking a recess until 8, as usual. 

The SPEAKER. The guestion now before the House is on the mo- 


tion of the gentleman from Kentucky that the House, at 10 o’clock 
this evening, will take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow m 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I ask by unanimous consent the 
evening session shall commence at 7 and close at 9. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. The House, by a concurrent resolution, has 
agreed with the Senate to give up the use of this Hall to-night. 

The SPEAKER. There is no order of the House heretofore made 
in reference to any proceeding to-day; it is only for to-morrow. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Does not the agreement of the Senate pro- 
vide for removing the seats on this floor? 

The SPEAKER. It does; but it does not provide when it shall be 
d 


one. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. The motion of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire will meet every necessity of the case. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire asks unani- 
mous consent the session this evening shall begin at 7 and close at 9. 
Is there objection? 

There was no sip Sees and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now, Mr. Speaker, modify my motion to the effect 
that the House shall take a recess at 9 o'clock to-night to meet at 10 
o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Then if that prevails the House will be in ses- 
sion during the ceremonies at the monument? 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I trust the motion will not prevail. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WILLIS, on a divis- 
ion there were—ayes 59, noes 91. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the resolution of the Senate of July 14, 1884, to print the 
report of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor and the rela- 
tions between labor and capital, with accompanying testimony. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the con- 
currence of the House of Representatives was requested, the bill (H. 
R. 3933) to declare forfeited land granted to the Texas Pacific Railroad 
Company, and for other purposes. J 


ALLEGED FRAUDS IN OFFICIAL-ENVELOPE CONTRACTS, 


Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to make a privileged report. Mr. Speaker, 
I am directed by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads to re- 
back a resolution of inquiry referred to that committee. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Whereas sundry newspapers in the coun ubl 
mer of 1854 emcee Ar mh . — great frauds in . eee envelopes 


to the Post-Office Department, whereby many tho of dollars 
the Government: 


Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be, and ig hereby, requested to com- 
municateto the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads all the facts, with 
papers or ies thereof, connected with the annullmentin August, 1884, of the 
contract with P. P. Kellogg & Co., of Spring, Mass., forthe supply of official 
envelopes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885; also how the cost of envelopes 
under the said contract compared with the cost of the same in the contract sub- 
sequently made; also whether envelopes inferior to contract requirements were 
furn: under any other contract than the said one of P. P. Kell & Co.; 
also whether any officer or employé of the Government was at fault in connec- 
tion with the su a Ss’ any such inferior envelopes; and also what action has 
been taken by t ostmaster-General to protect the interests of the Govern- 
ment in connection with the supply of such inferior envelopes. 

Mr. VALENTINE, I think this resolution is scarcely privileged in 
its present form. If information is sought by the House it would be 
prover, but this is a request that the Committee on Post-Offices and 

ost-Roads be informed of these facts. 

Mr. BINGHAM. _I will change that at the suggestion of the gentle- 
man, This is unanimously requested by the committee. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let the information come to the House and not 
to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Therule of the House requires all communications 
from heads of Departments to be addressed to the House itself. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will change that, so it will read: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, requested to communicate 
to the House of Representatives, &. 

Mr. VALENTINE. This should be done. I noticed a day or two 
ago that a resolution of that kind appeared by the RECORD to have been 
. but I think in all cases they should be made to conform to the 

e 


The resolution as modified was to. . 

Mr. BINGHAM moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
bar : to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The hour under the special rule begins at nine 
minutes past 2 o’clock. f j 

Mr. WILLIS. I wish to ask what is probably in the nature of a 


parliamentary eee Under the order of the House is there not a 


session req to-morrow ? 


were 


The SPEAKER. There is; but it will not begin until the Honse 
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shall be ealled to order by the Speaker after the procession has arrived 
at the Capitol. 


+  CUSTOM-HOUSE LOT, PROVIDENCE, R. I. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. S. er, I ask to take up, under the spea 
rule, from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 194, to authorize the 
tary of the Treasury to convey land in Providence, R. I., for highway 


YP and put it upon its passage. à 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, £c., That the Secre of the Treasury is hereby authorized to 

conv Se ane to the ‘city ol Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, for high wa: 
ree rtion of the old custom-house lot, so called, owned by the United 
Etates, — on the southwest corner of South Main street and Custom ave- 
nue, in said city, as may be required for the widening of said South Main street 
upon os 8 for such widening now pending in the supreme court of 
e Isian 

i 2. the Secretary of the Tre thorized t agree with th cit 
BE graa Food —— the 3 of oon —.— ión 8 paid United States 
for said land and da to the building on said lot, and to receive such 
amount in full payment therefor. " 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to move an amendment to the Senate bill 
by 0 bil out the word southwest, in the seventh line of the 
printed bill, and inserting in place thereof? northwesterly. This is to 
correct a misdescription of the location of the lot in question. 

Mr. MILLS. Is the Government to be paid for this land? 

Mr. SPOONER. The Government is to be paid. 

Mr. MILLS. How is the value to be arrived at? 

Mr. SPOONER. By agreement with the Secretary of the 

Mr. MILLS. What does he know of the value of lands in Rhode 
Island? Would it not be better that there should be some commis- 
sioner appointed to ascertain and report the value of the land? 

Mr. SPOONER. 
ascertain ee inquiry of the officers of the United States the value 
of the pro 

Mr. M IS. It seems to me it would be better to have it ascer- 
tained by some por familiar with the value of property in that city. 

Mr. WELLE Let me ask the gentleman from Rhode Island if 
these lands are not required for the use of the public buildings there 

7 3 


now ? 
Mr. SPOONER. No; not more than this, as stated very fully in the 
of the committee: The lot in question is the old custom-house 
lot, upon which an ancient building now stands about 40 by 40 feet in 
extent, which building is used now for store-house purposes, the cus- 
tom-house business being transacted in the new custom-house building 
erected some twenty or more years ago. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to inquire further of the gentleman if the 
sale of this lot will not necessitate the buying of other lands to accom- 
modate the public buildings in that locality; and I would like to add 
also to the question if that is not the purpose of the parties who have 


this 2 in hand? 

NER. That is not at all the purpose of this bill, nor of 
those moving in it. As is well understood, probably, in our Eastern 
cities, and peculiarly soin Providence, the streets laid out in early days 
were many of them very crooked and narrow. With the extension 
of business and the increase of population it has been necessary to 
widen and straighten a great many of our streets, and the project of 
widening and straightening this particular street, which is one of the 
principal streets in the city, has been a consideration for many years. 

Proceedings are ing in the supreme court of Rhode Island under 
the Rhode Island law for the appointment of commissioners and to ur 
vide ſor the straightening and widening of this street. Under the 
all of those who are injured or damaged by reason of what is being! 
done, or whose property is by reason of widening or straight- 
ening the streets, are compensated by the city, 33 of such 
com ion is arrived at in the first instance by commissioners 
pointed by the supreme court, and if their decision is deemed insaf- 
cient or unsatisfactory, by an appeal to the court itself. 

It seems to me that the bill is perfectly ed, and there is no de- 
sign or intent on the part of the city of Providence to do otherwise 
than to pay a fair value for the land taken and the damages occa 
sioned. If itis thought better by the House the amoni of tire 
aeara be ascertained in the same manner as to private 

n in court, I will offer a section to that effect; but I 
reg not think it n 


ecessary. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate i in support of the bill has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. WELLER. I call for the reading of the report in my time in 


opposition to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The na from Iowa rises to oppose the bill, 
and asks for the reading of the report in his time. 


Mr. SPOONER. I send to the d. desk the report made by the House 
committee on identically the same bill which they have reported to 
the House. 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on 
Public Buildings and G , as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2703) to pe ea the Secretary of the Treasury, to convey land in 
Providence, R. I. hway purposes, respectful 

That said city of Provi lence 1 an application — — in the supreme court 


Isuppose the Secretary of the Treasury could easily | 


jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be 


of the State of Rhode Island, under the laws of said 
South Main street, in said 


e “old custom-house lot,” so 


to enable said city to 
thereby to make an 


, belon; 


now used 
as a storehouse, stands upon the front portion of said Tot, and on the present 
westerly line of South Main street. 

For the purpose of said proposed widening and straightening, a small por- 


tion of the front part of said lot is req 
Your 


ttee are of the opinion that the bill sufficiently protects the Gov- 
ernment interests involved; and, as the payment of damages to said lot and to 
oe thereon is prov ided for in haid bill, they recommend the passage 


Mr. WELLER. . Iamof the opinion there should be objection offered 
to the consideration of this bill, with the suggestion that it be referred 
back to the committee, with instructions to make an amendment, cre- 
ating a commission to appraise this property instead of leaving it to 
the judgment of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope that will not be done. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

Further objections being called for, only three members rose—not a 
sufficient number. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Rhode Island Pur. SPOONER] will be adopted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WELLER. I now move the bill be recommitted with instrac- 
tions to report an amendment that a commission be instructed to ap- 
praise the property in question. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WELLER, it was not 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
8 read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPOONER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paana; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT READING, PA. 


Mr. ERMENTROUT. I call up the bill (H. R. 1321) for the erec- 
tion of a public ak at Reading, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &., That the f the Treasu d he is here! 
thorized and directed to 3 for, and pawl yee 9 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of ‘the 

-oflice, internal-revenue offices, and oe Government ——— the city of 
Readingi in the State of Pennsylvania, Sao y specificat and full esti- 
r said building shall be previously e an n to law, 
bee Shall not exceed for the site and building complete the 9 $80,000: Pro. 
vided, ig — from ‘ire in in 


een bailar site rekan leave the Grge J 8 
n ngs an open space of not n y 

iated for this purpose etry sapaa avail jountil until 
shall be vested in the United States, nor 


and allcys; and no money y appro ehn 
a valid title to the site for said buildi 

ave ceded to the United States exclusiye 
or remain 


until the State of Pennsylvania shall 
except the administration of the criminal 
laws of said State and the serv rocess therein. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT. It has never been my good fortune to have 
an opportunity to present any claim from the district I have the honor 

I make a br until now; and I therefore beseech a patient hearing while 

e a brief statement of the merits of this bill. The city of Read- 

1 pont of population the fortieth city inthe United States, and 

urth city in Pennsylvania, having a population now of be- 

recs 8. 000 and 60,000 people. During the last four years the aver- 

age number of buildings constructed annually has been over four hun- 

dred. In 1880 there was a registration of 10,000 voters; in 1884 there 

was a registration of 13,000 voters, which, under the ordinary rules, in- 
dicates a population of 60, 000. 

The city is situated fifty-eight miles from Philadelphia, thirty-six 
miles from Pottsville, fifty-four miles from Harrisbu: and is the center 
of a rich manufacturing and agricultural region. Te atits door the 
anthracite-coal regions of the Schuylkill and of the Lehigh. There are 
two systems of railroad now running through it, the Pennsylvania Cen- 
tral and the eee se and Reading. Its public business is large. 
The postal money-order business amounted in the last year at Reading 
to over $100,000. The gross income of the post-oflice was over $42,000; 
the net mcome over $21,000; the total business of the office to over 
$250,000. There is much more to be said in favor of the measure, but 
in case there are any objections to the measure, I will reserve the bal- 
ance of my time to answer them. 

The SPEAKER. Five minutes are allowed for debate in opposition 
if any gentleman desires to occupy that time. [Aftera pause.] Is 
there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and he- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 

441) for the completion of a public building at Council Bluffs, Iowa. 


the owners thereof, for all aed ape Bs yo 8 
p! 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, c., That the additional sum of $100,000 is by rata d 88 to 


erect a post-office, court-room, and internal. revenue buildin, 1 Bluffs, 

"lowa, to be expended by the Secretary of the Treasury, subject to the uire- 
ments of an act for that purpose approved May 25, 1882, and the limit of cost 
prescribed in said act is hereby extended. 


Mr. STORM. [ask if this bill has not been offered once before? 

Mr. ANDERSON. That makes no difference. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It has not been offered since the rule was 
amended so as to admit of explanations. 

TheSPEAKER. This bill was called up by another gentleman from 
Towa who was recognized on the first day of the operation of the new 
rule when all these motions were objected to. Afterward the rule was 


changed. 

Mr. STORM. I make the point that no gentleman should be recog- 
nized to call up a bill once objected to until all other members have 
the privilege of calling up bills. 

The SPEAKER. The rule does not make any provision as to that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I yield to my colleague from Iowa [Mr. 


Pusey]. 

Mr. Pusey. I desire to make a brief statement in reference to this 
measure. It is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury that 
this additional appropriation be made, The Forty-sixth Congress ap- 
propriated a sum of money out of which the site was purchased and 
the excavation was commenced last fall. The superintendent struck 
quicksand and there was great difficulty in getting a foundation for the 
building. 

We have sunk some $18,000 in building a proper foundation. We 
have built the wall up to the grade line of the street, and the Secretary 
of the Treasury asks this additional appropriation in order to complete 
this fire-proof building. We have to bring our material for the construc- 
tion of this building five hundred miles. I settled in that town when 
we had but two mails a week, brought to us on buckboards, and I think 
there is something due to the people that go out on our frontiers and 
build up towns and cities, and thus change the postal service from a 
burden upon the Government into a source of revenue. The revenue 
of the post office there is now between $35,000 and $40,000 ; we have 
a e const and a district court ; the town is an important business 
center, and I do not think there is a single gentleman on this floor 
who will object to the additional appropriation that is asked. [Cries of 
“Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I wish to ask the gentleman what amount 
has already been appropriated for that building. 

Mr. P . One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. And this is $100,000 more? 

Mr. PUSEY. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I will offer an amendment to reduce the 
sum. I will not make objection to the consideration of the bill, but I 
ask the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Pusey] to accept the amendment 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be in my time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add the 1 
And no plan be approved which will involve the expenditure for site 
ete, including the approaches, of any sum greater than the 


Mr. e This amendment expressly prohibits the 


Secretary of the from accepting or approving any plan for 

this building which will involve a larger expenditure than the amount 

fixed in the bill. . 
Mr. PUSEY. I accept the amendment. 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Pus xv] states that 


he will accept the amendment. Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? [Aftera pause.] If not, the amendment will be adopted 
and the bill ordered to be e and read a third time. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. r. Speaker, I offer another amendment, 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been ordered to its third reading. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I understand that under the 
rule a bill is open to amendment after debate. 

The SP. ER. This bill has been ordered to its third reading. 
The gentleman may move to reconsider, if he desires. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I think the amount ought to be reduced. 

Several MEMBERS. No, no! 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
en , it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

. WILSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bite passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up from the Speaker’s table the 
bill (S. 70) for the relief of Joseph M. Cumming, Hamilton J. Miller, 
and William McRoberts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That Joseph M. Cumming, Hamilton J, Miller, and William 
McRoberts, late copartners in the business ote commission merchants and bonded 
warehousemen in the city of New York, be permitted to sue in the Court of 
Claims; which court pass upon the law and facts as to the liability of the 
United States for the acts of tta oroar; Joshua F, Bailey, 7 reason of the seiz- 
ure, ietention, and closing up of the commission houses and bonded warehouses 


of said copartners, for the breaking up and interruption of their said business, 
and for the seizure and detention of the ps rty, books, and papers in and con- 
nected with said business, by Joshua F. Bailey, collector of internal revenue for 
the fourth internal-revenue district of said State, or by said Bailey and other in- 
ternal-revenue officers. The United States shall appear to defend against said 
suit, and either party may appeal to the Supreme Court as in ordinary cases 
against the United States in said court, and said suit may be maintained, any 
statute of limitation to the contrary notwithstanding. 


Mr. TILLMAN. The House Committee on Claims approve this bill, 
which has passed the Senate. In the last Congress the Committee on 
Claims in each House reported favorably upon a bill similar to this; but 
there was no opportunity to take it up in either body. As a member ot 
the Committee on Claims, after thoroughly investigating the facts con- 
nected with this case, I have, in the exercise of my privilege as a mem- 
ber under the rule lately established by the House, called up this bill 


and asked that it be , in order to correct one of the greatest wrongs 
ever committed, within my knowledge, by any officer or agent of the 
Government. The parties who suffered this wrong were the members 


of a firm of merchants in New York city. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What was the date of the transaction? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The transaction occurred in the latter part of 1867 
and the forepart of 1868. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What was the nature of it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Joseph Cummings & Co. were commission mer- 
chants and exporters and importers in the city of New York, a 0 
in a large whisky and wine business; their sales amounting to over $3,- 
000,000 a year. It was perhaps on account of 9 extent and success 
of their business operations that they were sel for a “raid” made 
by an internal-revenue collector named Bailey, in order that he might 
levy ‘‘blackmail.’’ He shut up their warehouse, took charge of their 
books and papers, and would not permit them to carry on any business 
whatever. 

Mr. PAYSON. Under what pretext ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Upon a general c of fraud without ever 
making any specification. After a couple of months these partners in 
trade, finding they could get no relief from Bailey, came to the Treas- 
ury Department here and asked whether there were any pepe ae t 
their firm. They were told there were none. They then asked foran 
investigation. The Secretary of the Treasury sent an officer of his De- 
partment to New York, who, in company with two deputy collectors, 
made an investigation, and found the books, papers, and goods all right. 
Yet this man Bailey, persisting in his general charge of fraud, refused 
to surrender control of the books, papers, and goods belonging to the 
firm. 

After three or four months more these merchants demanded a second 
investigation, which was had; and every of goods, whether in 
the store or bonded warehouse, in either es or in wooden vessels, 
was examined and found to correspond precisely with the books. A 
report to this effect was made to the Treasury Department. .When the 
goods were finally given up to the merchants six months had elapsed; 
the business season was over; the price of their goods had fallen, and 
the firm was ruined. The evidence ig convincing that if they had been 
permitted to export to fill contracts—— 

A MEMBER. What became of Bailey? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Bailey in the mean time took leg bail.“ 
on SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from South Carolina 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I rise to oppose the bill, and yield my time 
to the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. I desire that 
he may complete his explanation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thank the gentleman. The counsel of this busi- 
ness firm advised them that they should first institute proceedings 
against Bailey, and after getting judgment ben pars him appeal to the 
Government, from which they hoped to get redress by having recourse 
to the sureties of Bailey. But Bailey fled. They then waited, by ad- 
vice of their counsel (Mr. Allen, of the New York bar), in the hope that 
Bailey would return, and upon a solemn assurance of Bailey’s counsel 
(Mr. Runkle, another member of the New York bar) that he would re- 
turn. Thus time went on until their right of action was barred by the 
statute. 

This bill merely provides that these parties may go to the Court of 
Claims and that the Government or the claimant may appeal to the 
Supreme Court. No appropriation of money is provided in the bill, and 
if the case should go to the Supreme Court and should there be decided 
against the Government the case would have to come here for an ap- 
propriation, and all the facts and circumstances could then be re-ex- 
amined here. I assure the House, after a thorough and extensive in- 
vestigation, that I think the bill ought to be 

Mr. FINDLAY. Will the gentleman state why Bailey fled the 


try? 

Mr. TILLMAN. He fled the country because he was a defaulter to 
the Government to the amount of about $180,000; and although the 
Government officers had notice of the monstrous wrong done to these 
merchants—one of whom died in the poor-house a year or two ago, the 
otherof whom, a man ruined in fortune, is now on a sick bed—although 
the Government officers had notice of the monstrous wrong done to these 
merchants and of the rascally conduct of this man toward the Guvern- 
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ment, they compromised with his sureties for $50,000. The point of 
law involved is merely the question of notice. 
Mr. PAYSON. Has this matter ever been investigated by any com- 
mittee of either branch of Congress? 
Mr. TILLMAN. It has been examined by committees of both 
branches, and favorable reports made. 
Mr. PAYSON. I mean has the proposed plaintiff ever made any ap- 
plication to Congress for direct relief in the form of an appropriation? 


Mr. TILLMAN. Never. 
Mr. MCMILLIN. He never has; and this bill simply gives the right 
to bring a suit in the Court of Claims. 


Mr. PAYSON. I understand that. I didnot know but perhaps there 
might have been some previous application and some adverse report. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There has never been any adverse report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. RAY, of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen who object to the consideration of this 
bill will rise. [After a pause.] Only one gentleman rises; and the 
bill is before the House for consideration. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. TILLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paniy and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CLARKSBURG, W. VA. 


Mr. GOFF. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 1618) 
to proviđe for the construction of a court-house and post-office at 
Clarksburg, W. Va. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it Tre r e That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a suitable site, and cause to be erected m, 
at Clarksburg, in the State of West Vi a substantial commodious 
proe building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the 

nited States courts and post-office and for other Government uses. The site, 
and the building thereon, when cqmpleted according to plans and ons 
to be previously made and appro by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not 
exceed the cost of $50,000; and for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of 
$50,000 is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appro to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
—. 5 That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to 

site shall be vested in the United States, and the State of West Virginia shall 
cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same during the time 
the United States shall be the owner thereof, for all purposes except admin- 
3 of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil process 


Mr. GOFF. Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House for any length 
of time in di ing this matter. For a great many years the courts 
of the United States have been held at this place, and during-all these 
years they have used the county court-house, the county furnishing 
the building free to the Government of the United States, and all the 
necessary expenses connected with heating and lighting the same. The 
rapid increase of the population of that county, the extension of busi- 
ness, and increase of litigation have been such as to occupy it all the 
time by the courts of the county until it has become virtually no place 
where United States courts can be held. Over 300,000 people in the 
surrounding counties transact their business there. There is no safety 
to the records. Over fifty years of records, of decrees, of titles to 
property are kept in a frame building, without security at all. I prac- 
tice in that court, and my attention has been called to this matter by 
citizens of Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, and Maryland to 
the insecurity of these records. This bill has been considered by the 
committee and unanimously reported, and I do not desire to detain the 
House further. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make two suggestions to the gentleman 
from West Virginia. One is that the whole sum should be appropri- 
ated by this bill. The provision of the statute which imposes a duty 
upon the Supervising Architect of the Treasury touching the construc- 
tion of public buildings does not operate effectually until the whole 
sum is appropriated 


Mr. GOFF. There is only $50,000 for the whole amount. 
x 7 55 HOLMAN. Then the whole amount is appropriated by this 
Mr. GOFF. Yes, sir. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I misunderstood the bill from the reading. Then 
it is all right. 


The other matter is this: Will the gentleman have objection to the 
limitation imposed in some of the other bills being put upon this—that 
the site shall first be purchased? 

Mr. GOFF, It is there now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman consent to the provision being 
inserted that the Secretary of the Treasury shall not approve the plan 
if it involves a larger expenditure than the appropriation ? | 

Mr. GOFF. It says the cost of the lot and building shall not exceed | 
the sum of $50,000 all told. 


- . . . ss referred 
Mr. HOLMAN. The House having declined to adopt this provision | pill (H. R. 4067) to increase the limit of appropriation for the public building at 
on one bill, I do not wish to press it now, but I think my friend will 
find it to his advantage to have this limitation included. 
I think it is there already, and I claim nothing more. 


Mr. GOFF. 


Mr. HOLMAN. It will come in the way of a proviso which I ask 
the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


specifications 
said plan and specifications —— not in- 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say that I do not insist on this, but I think 
it ought to be adopted. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
to accept it. 

Mr. GOFF. Very well; let it be adopted. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How far is the location of this building 
to the nearest point where a United States court is held? 

Mr. GOFF. One hundred and twenty-five miles. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. At Parkersburg? 

Mr. GOFF. I thoughtyou said district court. Itis about one hun- 
dred miles. A : 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the population of this town? 

Mr. GOFF. Ido not know, and for this reason: The corporate lim- 
— of this town, like those of others, do not include the whole popu- 

ation. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What about is the population ? 

Mr. GOFF. Five thousand. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Quite small. : 

Mr. GOFF. The courts are held there. - 
There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed an 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 

third time, and - 
Mr. GOFF moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, LOUISVILLE, KY, 


Mr. WILLIS. I call up for present consideration the bill (H. R. 
4067) to change the limit of appropriation for the public building at 
Louisville, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, Sc., That the act entitled “An act for the erection of a public 
building at Louisville, Ky.,” approved May 25, 1882, be amended by the 
limit e building $1,000,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit of cost 

Sec. 2. That the Supervising Architect and the officers of the United States 
Government having charge of the erection of public buildings are authorized 
and required to be governed by the limitation hereby prescribed in making con- 
tracts for the erection of said building. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I have already personally explained 
this bill to nearly all the members of this H and I respectfully 
call their further attention to the facts connected with it. Three years 
ago Congress passed an act to construct a public building at Louisville, 
Ky. The site was bought, but the architect declined to go ahead be- 
cause the amount fixed in the act was as the limit of cost inadequate 
to the public business of that city. The Secretary of the Treasury, in 
a communication which I hold in my hand, recommends $1,500,000, 
and we are only asking $1,000,000, which is the amount recommended 
by the unanimous vote of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. As introductory to some facts which I wish to t I will 
read the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury and the report of the 
committee: 


I ask the gentleman from West Virginia 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 4, 1885. 
Sin: I have the honor to inclose herewith a copy of a communication from the 
Su Architect of this rtment, recommending that the limit of cost 
proposed public building at Louisville, Ky., be extended to $1,500,000, and 
the recommendation. 3 


H. McCULLOCH, Secretary. 


of 
to state that I concur in 
Very respectfully, 


To the SPEAKER of the House of Representatives. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE oF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
: 2, 1885, 

Sim: I have the honor to call your attention to the fact that the limit of cost 
fixed for the proposed public building at Louisville, Ky., is 500,000. This amount 
is totally insufficient to provide accommodations for the proper transaction of 
the public business at this time. In view of the fact that the post-office business 
has more than doubled in the last ten years, and as the collections for internal 
revenue forthe year ending December 31, 1383, and the quarter ending March 
31, 1834, are more than $10,000,000, and for correspon tes for 1834 and 1855, 
will, according to the estimate of the collector, exceed $15,000,000, I respectfully 
recommend that to provide for present needs, and to make proper provision for 
the future growth of pest me business in Louisville, the limit of cost for the 
8 be — — to $1,500,000. 

ery res y: 

N M. E. BELL, 
Supervising Architect. 
The honorable SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 


Tue Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was the 
Louisville, Ky., respectfully report 

- Upon a . of the facts, the last Congress recognized the pro- 
paer and necessity for additional accommodations for the Federal offices at 

ouisville by the passage of an act for that purpose, which was approved May 


N 


n already made a site for the 


1964 


1882. With the 8 
— but no further 


secu: 
of ine opinion that no bu the increased and 
the Government service at that point — be erected within the present imit 
declines from a sense of publie duty to make out the plans until Congress has 
further rtunity — tsj ent. 


teenth cit: 

But w. e e growth of a ae should receive due con- 
sideration, hos . of public busi: should, in the orn of yonr com- 
mittee, be the chief factor 1i n determining the necessity and character of Gov- 
8 buildings to be established. 

The ordinary revenues of the United States from all sources for the fiscal 
ended June 30,1883, were $398,287,581. Of this sum $359,426,865 were receiv fred. 
from customs and internal revenue. In other words, over nine-tenths of all the 
revenues which are paid to the Government at cities where . — buidings are 
located come from these two sources. amount of therefore come eto 
and internal reven oo), , affords a criterion, at least so far as the receipts cons ite 
money are concerned, for determining the size and value of the — bu iding 


to be erected. 
THE INTERNAL-REVENUE OFFICE. 


The collections of internal revenue at Louisville for the fiscal year ended June 
PR were $7,550,481. The amount collected for the fiscal year 1881 was $3,- 
672. In two years the receipts from this source have more doubled, and 
every year hereafter they w. will continue to inerease. By the law of 1878, wh iskies 
are permitted to remain in bond three years before paying the tax. In districts 
like that of Louisy —.— where fine whiskies that 2 7 2 age to make them val- 
unable are chiefl ured, a large per cent. the product, since the pas- 
sage of the law, — left in bond, and the amount of revenue from this source 
has thus temporarily been diminished. The last report of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue shows that 28,107,472 taxable gallons of whisky were in bond 
at Louisville on the 30th June, 1883, which is 23,132,374 gallons more than any 
district in the country, or more than all the ning eighty-two districts com- 
bined, excluding the “entncky districts. During the seasons of 1881-'82, compris- 
one year, over 20,000,000 taxable gallons of = were produced in that dis- 
tre the tax upon w. ich would amount to $18,000,000 perannum. The amount 
internal revenue collectible at Louisville will, — hereafter average 
oer $12,000,000 pesn annum. 


bore the 8 in che he Uskoa States, ranks 


the other 84 collectors’ 
this district 1 collector, Se 


— 

There are em collectors and clerks, 
48 guugers, and 84 storekeepers, making a total of cers. Of these, 140 are 
on iy at Louisville, 


— 


CUSTOMS RECEIPTS. 


ye In Kae se riaa at Louisville there are permanently enrolled 56 vessels, 
17 tons. 
The rapid increase of customs duties may be seen from the following state- 
ment, covering a period of five years: 
Amount of duties collected 
During 878 


„ egg dor nee E bond 

fore’ n w u rai en 

destined to revolutionize the methods of „„ in the United States, 
of the system renders it necessary for the Government to 
her interior custom-houses, as the examination and appraise- 
. are now performed at the interior ports instead of be- 


e RECEIPTS, 


and internal revenue is the pon business. 


, were 
thir- 


acted a average, fifty times larger 
in Louisville. J It hes forty ——.— and thirty 
The total employés are ninety-· ſour. The clerical fo 
twenty-five years. 

PENSION OFFICE, 


The FFF 
tures; r these the pension on claims are on Reet Bae aoe 
The we wel ge y oy olen gd y-eight officers, has since 

limited to seventeen, and one of these is at dene The following — — 
shows the amount of business in this direction 


Statement show! e e db AA 
. the calendar years endi ending December 31, 18. and December . 


agen 
ree has more than trebled in 


Number of 


Amount 
payments. paid. 


24, 526 
E 27 877 75 


101 


1, 623, 902 22 
62.855 85 


No surgeons paid since July, 1883, owing to exhaustion of appropriation for 
that purpose, 
A correct statement according to records of this agency. 

R. M. 3 


UNITED STATES COURTS. 


The whole State of Kentucky constitutes one judicial 


which the 
district and circuit courts, located at Louisville, 


9 e busis 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


ness, The offices of district attorney and his assistants, of the judges of the dis- 
trict and circuit courts and their clerks, together with the 8 
grand Jess should all be located in the same building, a result which is not 
now possible, 


FEBRUARY 20, 


SUMMARY, 


The te amount of public business, besides that of the United States 
—— and district courts, attended to at Louisville, Ky., would be therefore as 
ows: 


Internal revenue... 
Customs. 


In view of these facts, it is the opinion of your committee thatthe sum ot $500,- 
000 is not sufficient for the erection of a suitable Government bui at Louis- 
ville. The estimate of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury is the sum of 
$1,500,000. But inasmuch as an eligible site has been secured at the 3 
low price of $140,000, your committee recommend that the limit be raised to 

$1,000,000. This will leave about $860,000 available for the erection of the build- 


DE ar committee therefore beg leave to report in favor of the passa of the 
bill, with the following amendment, 3 Strike out the words “five hun- 
dred i cone in lines 6 and7 of the first section, so that the limit of cost shall 

I might, Mr. Speaker, content myself with the case as presented in 
these two official reports, but to do so would be less than justice to the 
fas whose claims I am now urging. WhatI mean tosay is that, accept- 

the statements of the Secretary of the Treasury, the public business 
of uisville the present year instead of being $9,476,468, as stated in 
the report of the committee, will be $16,925,987, or, deducting the pen- 
sion disbursements and confining the public business to the three items, 
namely, the customs receipts, the internal-revenue receipts, and the 
post-office receipts, the aggregate amount would be $15,295,120. How 
does this city compare with others of equal or greater size and popula- 
tion? I will give the public business of a few of the leading cities of 
the country. I give as to these cities the three items which constitute 
nine-tenths of the publie business that is transacted: 

Philadelphia: 
Post- office receipts 
Internal revenue receipts 


Total 
Cost of public building at Philadelphia, $6,072,391. 
Chi 


Cost of publie building at Chicago, $5,873, 746. 
Cincinnati: 


Internal-revenue receipts 
Customs receipts 


Cost of public arene at Cincinnati, $5,800,000. 


Cost of public building at Saint Louis, $6,055,000. 
Baltimore: 
Post-office receipts ---......-.------.---- — AS 
Internal- revenue receipts 
receipts 


tal 
Limit to cost of publie building and site, $2,555, 000. 
pep 


‘otal 2, 762, 
Limit of cost of public building at Pittsburgh fixed by present Con- 
gress at $1,500,000. 
Detroit: 


Limit of cost of public-building at Detroit fixed by present Con- 
gress, $900,000: 


CONGRESSIONAL 


calculations cover) is as follows: 


But for the 
shows in his letter) the internal-revenue receipts will be $1 


present and future years (as the Secretary 5 

z 5 
Hence the public business of Louisville will be, as I first stated, for 
the current year, over fifteen millions. Upon either of these estimates 
it will be seen that the limit of $1,000,000 is far, very far, within what 
the j t of either this or preceding Congresses has fixed asa 
Lai at it for a public building. 

g the first and smaller estimate, it will be seen that the port 
business of Louisville was last year over three times as great as Pitts- 
burgh and over five times as great as Detroit, and yet the pending bill 
asks you to give it nog Sars i more than you have given Detroit and 
$500,000 less than you have given Pittsburgh. Ivoted with pleasure for 
both of these cities, and I refer to them now not in any complaining 
spirit, but simply to show the very reasonable request that my own dis- 
trict is now . If this Congress applies the same rule to Louis- 
ville as to Detroit and Pittsburgh, it will fix a limit of $4,500,000 instead 
of $1,000,000. 


So much for the leading cities of the Union. If time permitted I 
could show from a tabular statement before me that if the same ratio 
were observed at Louisville as at six-sevenths of the cities of the United 
States it would now, averaging the whole list upon the same basis, be 
entitled to an appropriation of $125,000,000. This is a startling but 
an demonstrated statement. Can any city in the United States, 
Mr. Speaker, make out a stronger case than this? The mere statement 
of the figures is, I submit, a conclusive argument in favor of the bill 
now before the House. 

Itshould be remembered also that the whole State of Kentucky con- 
stitutes but one judicial district, and four-fifths of the business of the 
Federal courts istransacted at Louisville. Connected with this are the 
offices of United States district a and his assistant, United States 
marshal and deputies, clerk of circuit and district court, commissioner 
for the court, &c. One of the seventeen ion agencies of the United 
States, an agency uaa | many millions of dollars, is also located 
there. This is not included in the total estimate of public business 
which I have stated. 

The collector’s office is there—an office which during the last year 
collected over $10,000,000. 

Mr. COOK. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WILLIS. inly. 


blic business of Louisville for last year (the year which the 


8, 996, 558 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. COOK. Is this amount, $500,000, to be appropriated in addi- 
ee eee een ect 2 


$250, 377 sixth bed. after 
g. 626. 352 Dill had been acted on in committee, the general clause as to limit was 
eres and without further consideration $500,000 was inserted as the 


limit. This is in addition to that amount. 
Mr. COOK. That makes $1,000,000 in all? 


Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir; $100,000 more than at Detroit. The Secre- 
tary of the recommends $1,500,000. 
Mr. COOK. You spoke of the amount of revenue collected there; 


how much would that be reduced if the tax was taken off tobacco and 
whisky? 

Mr. WILLIS. We would still be among the leading cities in the 
Union in point of public business. The gentleman knows that that 
e e eee ille, as it does in Chi , Cincinnati, Saint 
Louis, and other cities, the ter of the public revenues. 

All these matters have been fully considered by the committee and 
by their unanimous vote this has been recommended, I therefore re- 
spectfully ask the vote of the House forit. I will append several 
statements in further su of this request. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
how much has been ex ed for the site of this building. 

Mr. WILLIS. One bundred and forty thousand dollars. 


RATE OF GROWTH. 


The growth of Louisville as a city dates substantially from the close of the war. 
The decade from 1870 to 1880 is the first decade in which 


to have fairly embarked in her career as a live and progressive , and though 
her great transportation facilities have nearly all been attained 1880, and 
her manufacturing development has been more than twice as id since that 
date as it was before, yet the progress from 1870 to 1880 is quite „and is 


an earnest of what may be e during the td with her vasti; 
g present decade, y 


rtunities and ities. 
in population of the three . cities of the Mississippi and 

a: nited States Census Reports, is 

as follows : 


Valleys from 1870 to 1880, as shown by the 
Louisville leads in growth of population in the race of three cities whose com- 
tition is most direct for the trade of the Southern and Southwestern States, 
ld an enumeration be had to-day it would show this city in a much more 
favorable light, relatively, than does census of 1880, for the increase 0 
wth since 1880 has been v. Persons acquainted with the city’s 


ry, t practical business men, believe, from 
rience and ſor this decade will be 


— 


Bank clearings in leading cities of the United States. 
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For the years ending— 

Dec. 31, 1880, Dec, 31, 1881 Sept. 30, 1882. Sept. 30, 1883. 
$38, 614, 448, 223 00 $49, 679, 823, 678 00 $46, 552, 846,161 34 $40, 293, 165, 257 65 
3, 826, 343, 166 00 4, 233, 240, 201 00 3, 753, 496, 901 00 3,540, 980, 659 00 
2, 354, 840, 429 00 2, 716, 828, 851 00 2, 760, 946,905 49 2,794, 181, 748 96 
1, 725, 684, 895 00 2, 252, 261,407 00 2, 373, 903, 487 00 2, 507,022,178 00 
729, 850, 500 00 908, 149, 100 00 971, 900, 000 00 972, 375,700 00 
711, 459, 489 00 832, 631, 830 00 878,549,184 00 874, 272, 698 00 
468, 927, 894 00 592, 726, 081 00 484, 615,412 00 515, 655, 203 00 
682, 904,049 00 784, 617, 211 00 700, 464,508 35 695, 499, 933 09 
486, 725, 954 00 598, 096, 832 00 635, 787, 678 51 615, 618,573 97 
316, 309,008 00 359, 885,130 00 388,170,946 06 174, 911, 297 45 
299, 114, 426 00 398, 085, 835 00 892, 189, 934 00 407,161,516 00 
297, 804,747 00 389, 170, 370 00 433, 689, 238 82 538, 134, 071 54 
1 88 Dee 120.793, 450 00 
85, 951,025 00 109, 509, 000 00 112, 000, 000 00 nay 
84, 613, 179 00 108, 113, 648 00 116, 481, 767 00 1288832 
ete OM SNE Lhe Ae IE ae 88, 493, 000 00 22, 885 47 
50, 361,513 00 158, 855, 601 00 . . 64, 135, 000 61 
48, 855, 302 00 45, 987, 851 00 43, 693, 882 07 54, 671, 255 45 
$ 60, 206, 815 00 
50, 961, 493 00 
44, 243, 340 00 
40, 861,119 29 
22 803.550 99 
5, 826, 852 00 
5 946 83 
4 | 1788 228 232 15 


UNITED STATES INTERNAL REVENUE, 
COLLECTOR’S OFFICE, FIFTH DISTRICT, KENTUCKY, April 11, 1884. 
DEAR SIR: In accordance with your request of this date, I give below state- 
ment of collections of internal revenue in this district from all sources for the 
year 1883 and for the first quarter of 1884: 
Total collections for year ended December — 
Total collections for quarter ended March 31, 1884 
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WILLIAN A. ROBINSON, Chairman, 
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5 juarter 1884, were $55,977, 400.24. If 


ending Zlst March, 1884. 
portion of increase is tenet during the year the increase of 
151 over over 1883 w will be slightly over $20,000,000. $ 
CLINTON MORANTE: 
Manager, 
=> ‘s 1, 
Urra Bran Post-Orrice, Louisville, Ky., April 8, 1884.. E ²ĩ˙W.ꝛ·Üſ · ania BLAIS S08 BB 
aair Unen Beat 7... ns giir gang bream — 
your req 
rege delay in them ma: cause the reports to fail of their p purpose, 
Your latter found mein midst of my Bop Spon ye and by some means 4,168 
got buried underneath some Fea ey and was overlooked for 4, 248 
several days. 1 faapa fora tenor of Your leiter that these are the reports à 4,531 
nearly 18 cou, tn the sales of PRAA, PADRA envelendh and postal cards . — — — 12.917 
between the first quarter of 1883 and first quarter of 1884. Registered cases 5 . 1, 264 
Very truly, yours, 1 Registered cases in transit... AES 1,456 
Hon. A. S. WILLIS, 2 2 ; Total number of cases handled. . . . . . . steter 2,72 
hingt Registered ae envelopes received in pouches 
Ld pa and by R. P.O R cer 5 — 86, 834 
I sincerely ho; u may succeed in us not only a handsome, age envelopes receiv ‘pouches 
building, but that the — extending to Third and ut may e, arge and by R. F. 0 6ü UUU—... siaapiasshcdents 109. 923 


Government present moe building will 
soon have to have a wing added ing apace he the so sni pot 
cramped for working space. 


Zuck side, as we are now badly 


Business of the Louisville post-office for the year 1883. and by R. P. O. 
Furnished by Mr. E. S. Tuley, assistant postmaster.] Total number of pieces handled RE z 202, 760 
letters and fourth-class 
yy f+ 628388 
18 7 I. aiche d. ...e e oe 54,789 
215 K Registered package envelopes dispatched. . .. . 49,930 
2 72 0 Total number of pieces handle eee TANTER 204,465 
oe it Total number registered matter handled . .. . .. m 422,892 
8 LETTER-CARRIERS' ANNUAL STATEMENT. 
evens — — red vena re 
— — — 2 
DISBURSEMENTS. Mat letters delivered. 
postal ca: vered 
Amount — with assistant treasurer 8 Drop postal cards dellvered 
States, Cincinnati, $207, 180 84 Papers, &c., delivered. 
Amount paid railway postal clerks... 31,497 OL Letters collected 
Amount paid clerks .. 33,020 00 Postal cards collect 
Amount pait letter-carriers.. 87,679 63 Ke. ed. 
Amount 3.525 00 pe vein i to post-office. 
1,502 80 Local postage. 
1,043 77 Number carriers employed ... 
1,804 46 


Stamp sales, 1883... 
319, 253 51 Stamp sales, 1873 .. — 
Sales in 1883 — excess over 1873 . . . .. .. . . . . eswe 143,524 14 


199,751 63 


LOUISVILLE, Ky., llth April, 1884. 


To $1,379 62 Dear SIR: Mr. W. Robinson called on me to-day for statement of leaf-tobacco 
To 263, 016 08 business of this market for the year 1883. Being the regular statistician of this 
To fees 2,299 09 market, it affords me great pleasure in compl. with your uest; am pay 
To 1,764 3,955 81 eee S NERE EN e. As it is I cano y give vo yon the boshueen of th 
To fees 52 86 warehouses, tobacco sold at public sale for the year L which foots up in —.— 
To 97 1,733 28 numbers $7,652,911. This does not include — of our private Ga saganten who buy 
To fees on 81 20 in the country and handle here mone Cs would d increase at least $500,000 
To 528 Bri 8,673 87 . 1883. For the eee eee 
To fees on 236 80 Se oe sale, as shown by 5 books, $2,254,883, and at 9 sale 
To 764 German orders issued ..... 11, 493 87 ,000, which shows a large increase over any year. In 187 to 
To fees on 208 80 we sold in this market through the sfo eritrear public sale, ou 
To 97 Swiss orders issued .. 1, 868 28 can see a large increase. we . 
To fees on Swiss orders 31 05 quality and quantity is far ahead 
To Italian orders issued 2,001 80 Friend WILL. I will ror yd ae . making you 8 
To fees on Italian orders. 32 70 plete statement of the leaf-to! pleasure with comparison orany 
To 45 French o issued. 826 89 mation I can give you about our coming great city, which is certain, with such 
To fees on French orders 15 00 men as yo! to represent it. Keep on in the good work, and God bless you. 
To 1 Jamaica order issued.. 3 41 Your friend, 
To fee on Jamaica order. 25 ARCHIE JOHNSON, 
To 4 Belgian orders issued. 74 26 Secretary Louisville Tobacco Trade. 
To fees on Belgian orders. 120 Hon. A. S. Wirus, Washington, D. C. 
FF 672,000 00 — 
r —— Sots Oe Annual sales of leaf tobacco at Louisville, Ky., from 1351 to 1883. 
à — [Revised by Mr. Falconer, secretary Tobacco Board of Trade.] 
mn — .. 1, 816, 398 56 For yar Waere hie November— 
ES 


Number of clerks emplo in 8 2 
Number of carriers emp 8 
Number of subcarriers empl 
Total number employés in 1883...... > HKE — —— OD 
Total number employés in 1878. — — 58 
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Receipts, sales, and stocks of leaf-tobacco (in hogsheads) in the siz principal leaf-tobacco 
markets of the West. 


From the reports of Col. William H. Chilton.] 
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the bill? 5 

There was no objection. 

The question being taken on the amendment of the committee to 
strike out the words ‘‘five hundred thousand, in lines 6 and 7 of the 
first section of the bill, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended. was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider · the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WASHINGTON’S HEADQUARTERS, MORRISTOWN, N. J. 

Mr. KEAN. I ask to take up House joint resolution 197, authoriz- 
ing the Secretary of War to assist in canceling the debt and in enlarg- 
ing and improving the grounds and collections of Washington’s head- 
quarters in Morristown, N. J., and in securing suitable ground in 
which to gather the remains of Revolutionary soldiers there buried, 
and in erecting a monument over the same, and put it upon its passage. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas Morristown was eres for two winters by the Continental Army, 
and the hom ashing- 


its headquarters was for long period e of General W. 
ton, and f ne pag Stennis gary wot Se ea and 
3 Whereas the Whshington Association of New Jersey has from rivate funds 
eee , by annual n of 82,500, has as- 
sisted association to adorn and keep these for the use and en- 
of the United States; ani 


5 — 

t. a that additional grounds should be added 
to this national EAE TA A Krn certain desirable additions and improye- 
ments should be made to this property; and 
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Whereas it is especially becoming and proj 
— por cause, and who lie in scattered a 
be 


r that the soldiers who died in 
unnoted graves in the ity, 


+ 


grounds, collections, 
headquarters at Mo’ own, N. J., and for the purchase of ground in w. to 
place the remains of Continental! soldiers, and to mark the spot with a suitable 


monument, 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, as the resolution sets out fully and clearl 
all of the facts, and object of the appropriation of $25,000 whi 
is asked, I will not occupy the time of the House by it fur- 
ther, but will reserve my time to answer any questions that may be 


made in opposition. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Did I correctly hear the bill—there was some con- 
fusion here when it was read—that it that the Government 
shall make an appropriation of $25,000, which is to be paid to some 
private association in the State of New fas 
CCC 

je State for the purpose o! up groun 

Mr. STORM. Is there a report accompanying this? 

Mr. KEAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. KEAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Build! 
joint resolution (H. Res. 197) autho: g the Secretary of War to assist in can- 


celing the debt, and in enlarging and im the 
Washington's headquarters 8 . J., and in securing suitable 


n 

und in which to gather the remains of Revolutionary soldiers there buried, - 

ine in erecting a monument over the same, beg leave to report it favorably and 

to recommen: reg paaga; 
The resolution gives to a patriotic association which has for rs had the 
mises in charge $25,000, with which to improve and enlarge the ous Wash- 
n's ers at Morristown, N. J. 

the last, though its merits would entitle it to be first, of those 
.. eae wpe neat WON SENS theaid of the National 
verument in the patriotic task of comm orable as the 
theater of a single heroic act, or of asingle 
Treasury. Groton has 


bought the headquarters of land re- 
the house, filled it with furniture and relics of the that were 
and gave it to the public of all the States. To assist in its maintenance the e] 
of New Jersey annually contributes $2,500. 

It is now the wish of the association, into which the gentlemen who t 
these headq have rated themselves, to secure with w 
debt nowon the ; $2,000 with which 

the 


to buy 

curity and dignity of the š 
substantial wall; $2,000 which to recover the 
who died during two winters of sickness and exposure, which now lie scattered 
in the neighbor! and to reinter them in one , and $5,000 to erect in 
this cemetery a suitable monument or other mem: mark the 


is rally displayed when im ts made with private raih 
more gene W. vements are er 
than with public funds.” oe 
The committee believe there is no need of 
to take the committee's 


Steuben, 
8 and N 
Israel Putnam, and Benedict Arno 
try, and should be cherished by it. 


Mr. KEAN. I yield now such time as I may have to my colleague. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. S this resolution proposes to give $25,000 
to inclose Washington’s headquarters at Morristown, in the State of 
New Jersey, to be expended mainly for two objects. 

Mr. COBB. I rise to a question of order. It seems to me the time 
has expired for debate. 

Mr. PHELPS. I understood the report was read in opposition to 


the SPEAK 
EAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania controlling five 
minutes in opposition asked for the of the report. The gen- 
tleman from New Jersey is entitled to the A : 
Mr. PHELPS. This bill asks $25,000 with which to free from t 
and to improve Washington’s headquarters at Morristown, and to 
a piece of ground, into which may be from neighboring 
unmarked graves hundreds of Revolutionary soldiers who now sleep 
aboutit. Yorktown, Bennington, toga, Newburg, and many other 
spots have properly received aid from the national But Mor- 
ristown has this special merit: It was the scene not of one, but of many 
incidents. Here Washington’s army spent two winters, and under the 
roof of the old mansion came to visit their great commander nearly all 
the heroes of the Revolution. $ 
But aside from its national historical value New Jersey asks aid be- 
cause she as a State and her citizens have already done much. 
More than twelve years ago private citizens bought and refitted theso 
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headquarters. They contributed over $20,000, and ever since the asso- 
ciation, which was formed for the has kept them open as a 
source of pleasure and instruction toall their countrymen. The State 
now aids them by contributing annually to the cost of maintenance 
$2,500. And this application is now made to the National Government 
because the citizens and the State of New Jersey have done their part 
in buying and 3 for the nation this great memorial. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

The SPEAKER. The hour under the special rule has expired. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: - 
A bill (H. R. 7857) making appropriations for the consular and dip- 
Jomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. 
REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, from the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, rted a joint resolution (H. Res. 341) providing 
for printing the second annual of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
for the year 1885; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1855. 


Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, from the Committee on Agriculture, also 
reported a joint resolution Res, 342) providing for printing the an- 
nual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1885, and 
for other purposes; which was read a and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

COMMERCIAL NATIONAL BANK OF CHICAGO. 

Mr. BUCKNER, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion the bill (S. 2375) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the Co al National Bank of Chicago; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I move to me egy with the morning hour, my 
object being to proceed to the consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. STORM. I ask for a division, because that cuts out the hour 
assigned for reports of private bills, 

' Mr. RANDALL. It cuts out private bills but promotes the public 
business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Penn- 

Ivania [Mr. STORM] that the consideration of private business has 

been dispensed with for this day. 

Mr. STORM. By what action? 

The SPEAKER. By the vote of the House. 

The motion to with the morning hour was agreed to (two- 
thirds Mpeg 5 favor raat 

Mr. ROG „of New York. I desire to make a privileged report. 
I am instructed by the Committee on Printing to report back with a 
favorable recommendation the joint resolution (S. R. 114) to provide 
for printing the annual report of the Smithsonian Institution. 

SPEAKER. That is not a privileged report. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union an: WELLBORN in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8239) ing appropria- 
— aie ue naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
f The . Atthe last sitting of the Committee of the Whol 
House on the state of the Union in the consideration of the pending 
bill section 2 was reached. By unanimous consent general debate was 

ed until this section should be reached, and by like consent de- 

te was limited to four hours, two in favor of and two against the sec- 
Son. The Clerk will now report the section, after which the general 
ebate will be in order. 


there objection to dispensing with the read- 


. TALBOTT. I understand it is still open to amendment. 
Mr. HUTOHINS. Certainly. 
The CHAIRMAN. The first formal reading of the bill has been dis- 
pensed with, and it is now being read for amendments. Does the gen- 
from land insist on the reading of the second section ? 


Mx. T. IJ do not. 


Mra THOMAS. I reserved the point of order on this section. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood. 


Mr. THOMAS. And before amendments are offered I want that 
point of order disposed of. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the point of order has been re- 
served ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the situation. The general 
debate was ed till this section should be reached, Had it taken 
place before the reading of the bill for amendments of course the point 
of order would have been determined when the section was reached, 
and the ponement does not interfere with what otherwise would be 
the regular order. The point of order is reserved, and will be deter- 
mined after the conclusion of the general debate. 

Mr. THOMAS. That is all I want. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair is informed by the Clerk there 
was an amendment pending to the preceding section,which was not 
disposed of yesterday. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. That was an amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] in relation to the eight-hour law, 
and I made a point of order on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment, 
which is an amendment to section 1. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 415 insert the following : 

“ Allowance for reduction of wages under the eight-hour law such sum as may 
be required in the settlement of all accounts for the services of laborers, work- 
men, and mechanics heretofore or at present employed by or on behalf of the 
Government at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, Md., between the 19th day of 
May, 1869, the date of the proclamation of the President concerning the pay of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics under the eight-hour law, and the date of the 


passage and approval of this act, to settle and for the same without reduc- 
tion on account of the reduction of the hours iry abor, as contemplated by the 


irit of the act of Con approved June 25, 1868, commonly wn as the 
eight-hour law. And the — hereby ropi an to pay 
such claims shall be made im: jately available, and be disbursed by the Navy 


paymaster stationed at said Naval Academy under the direction and supervision 
of the superintendent thereof. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Iam compelled to insist on my point of order. 
This amendment is new legislation, and makes an indelnite appropri- 
ation. It may be very meritorious, but it should be in a separate bill. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Of course it is only proper to discuss the question 
which arises on the point of order. It is not proper now to go into the 
merits of the case, and I shall not depart from the rules of propriety in 
this discussion. . 

The point of order, of course, arises upon this much- quoted ph 
3 of Rule XXI, and, I suppose, arises under the first cause that par- 
agraph, which reads: 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 


by law. 
Now, of course if this amendment provides for an ture which 
has not been previously authorized by law, it is amenable to the point 


hme If it does not, it is not so amenable. We must then see what 
e law is. 

If you will refer, Mr. Chairman, to section 3738 of the Revised Stat- 
utes, which codified the act of the 25th of June, 1868, you will find as 
to all laborers, mechanics, and employés in the employ of the United 
States, when they do a day’s work, which is a day of eight hours and 
no more, this section prescribes in terms that eight hours shall con- 
stitute a day’s work for the class of ms I havedescribed. The law 
was dormant until the 19th of May, 1869, when the President of the 
United States undertook to give it effect by executive proclamation. 
In that proclamation President Grant, referring to the act and citing 
the terms of the act I have quoted, said: . 

Now, therefore, I, Ulysses S. Grant, President of the United States, do hereby 
direct that from and after this date— 

The 19th day of May, 1869— 


no reduction shall be made in the wages paid by the Government by the day to 
2 abe cs workmen, and mechanics on account of such reduction of the 
urs o r. ' 


Well, sir, on May 18, 1872, there was ingrafted on an appropriation 
bill an amendment precisely similar in terms, almost in totidem verbis, 
to the one I have sent to the desk. That amendment was adopted, 
and it required the auditing officers of the Treasury Department of the 
United States to ascertain the balances due the workmen, mechanics; 
and laborers of the United States by reason of the fact that they had 
been working more than the legal day prescribed by the statute, which 
was eight hours. Under that act of the 15th of May, 1872, the laborers 
in the employ of the United States received the difference to which 
they were entitled for a period measured from the date of the original 
act, the 25th of June, 1868, down to the date of the proclamation of 
the President, the 19th of May, 1869. 

Now, sir, if that is true, with all deference to the distinguished gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hurcutns] who has raised this point o 
order, the boot is on the other leg. It is not my amendment that 
seeks to existing law. My amendment suply ee to carry 
out the law as it is. But if his point of order should be successful he 
were Paes the law as it is, Now, sir, I have offered this amend- 
men 


good faith, beli that it does not change law 
within the meaning of ren hy With all due e 
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man, there seems to be a hazy notion about the effect of this Rule 
XXI. It seems to be taken for granted that if an amendment makes 
any change of law whatever the rule becomes operative. Notso. The 
rule becomes operative only by reason of the fact that there is not merely 
a change of law, but that that change carries with it some appropria- 
tion which is not provided for by existing law, or carries with it some 
increase in expenditures. If these conditions do not concur the rule is 
not operative. Now, I humbly submit that, in this case, these condi- 
tions do not concur, for, while there will be an increase of expenditure 
there will be no change in existing law—this being an amendment 
offered in good faith for the purpose of carrying out the law as it is. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I have grave doubts whether this 
proposition is germane to the bill, and certainly there is no law now 
existing in relation to the object sought to be reached, because if there 
were this amendment would not appear here. In addition to that, the 
amendment is retroactive in its character. It proposes to provide upon 
this bill a mode of adjusting claims against the Government under the 
eight-hour Jaw. I clearly, in my own mind, adjudge this proposition 
to be subject to the point of order that it is new legislation, and that it 
does not propose to reduce any expenditure. The proposition in itself 
may be just and right, and, as a separate measure standing alone, I am 
free to say to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] that I 
would be in favor of making provision for adjusting these claims, but 
not here, and not in the manner proposed by his amendment to this 
bill. : 
` Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, that is always the way when any- 
thing is to be done to which gentlemen object—it is not to be done in 
this way or at this time, but in some other way and at some other 
time 

Mr. RANDALL. Well—— 

Mr. FINDLAY. And that other time is never; and the consequence 
is that it is never done. Now, what if this is retroactive? Is there 
anything in the rule against an amendment being retroactive ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman surely admits that the retroactive 
feature of the amendment must be in the nature of new legislation. 

Mr. FINDLAY. But is there anything in the rule which provides 
that an amendment shall not be retroactive ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The rule says that no new legislation shall be per- 
mitted upon an aj E RET bill unless it retrenches expenditures. 

Mr. FINDLAY. rule provides that any amendment is legiti- 
mate unless it ¢ existing law, and at the same time—— 

Mr. RANDALL. Read the rule. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Oh, I have read the rule, and heard it discussed a 
thousand times. 

Mr. RANDALL, You had better read it once more. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally. A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
McCook, its Secretary, informed the House that the Senate had returned, 
in compliance with the request of the House, the bill (S. 229) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a public building at the 
city of Key West, Fla. 

The message farther informed the House that the Senate had passed 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 8030) making appropriations for the 
Agricultural Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, there isa very narrow point involved 
here, a point that does not permit of any varied or extended discussion. 
I have already said, and can only repeat, that the vital, essential, fan- 
damental question in this case is: Does thisamendment change exist- 
ing law? For if it does not, it is not within the operation of the rule. 
Now I say that this amendment does not e existing law, because 
we already have a law upon ourstatute-book which provides that eight 
hours shall constitute a day’s work—a law which lay dormant from 1868 
until it was revived for a short time by the act of 1872, but which is as 
much law as any other act upon the statute-book. The object of this 
amendment is simply to carry out that law and to carry it out now—to 
do what the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] says ought 
to be done, but. which he is not willing to have done at this time and 


in this place. 
On this bill—— 


Mr. RANDALL. 

Mr. FINDLAY. At this time and on this bill, but on some other 
impossible bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. 

Mr. FINDLAY. On some other occasion that will never arise, then 
according to the gentleman this ought to be done; and I suppose if 
possible it will be done. 

Mr. RANDALL. Existing law can not be changed on an appropri- 
ation bill, unless the provision retrenches expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Maryland to hold that this does not change existing law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I consider that it does. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I would like to hear an argument on that—not a 


judgment. 


XVI——124 


Mr. RANDALL. If a provision of this kind was not necessary to 
make the law as the amendment proposes, it would not be offered. 

Mr. FINDLAY. The argument seems to be that if this did not 
change existing law it would not be offered. Do we not constantly 
pass declaratory laws? In this amendment we propose simply to de- 
clare what the law is, and provide means of carrying it out. It is not 
a change of existing law. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amendment, in my judgment, is not germane 
to this bill. Ifthere be any appropriation bill to which it is germane, 
it is the deficiency bill. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Oh, of course; it must be some other bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, I submit that this amendment proposes a 
change in the law as to the manner of adjusting these claims. Besides, 
Iwish the Chair to make inquiry whether there is not already pending 
in this House in a separate bill a proposition of substantially the same 
nature as this amendment. If there is, I submit that as an additional 
point. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me quite important that 
we should not vary the practice of this House and the character of this 
bill by permitting this amendment to go uponit. This is the naval 
appropriation bill, providing for the pay of officers and men of the Navy, 
for the construction of ships, &c. I have never before known a propo- 
sition made to pay by a provision in the naval appropriation bill a 
debt of anykind. Such provisions have uniformly confined to the 
sundry civil bill and the deficiency bill; and even with t to those 
bills the provisions admitted have, I believe, related solely to the audit- 
ing of accounts. But this amendment, if anything, is a claim, and does 
not belong to any of these appropriation bills. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations would have no jurisdiction of it under the rules. It should 
properly have gone to the Committee on Claims. I trust we are not 
going to convert each of these appropriation bills into a vehicle for car- 
rying through every possible claim that any gentleman may see fit to 
bring before the House. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I would like to have read at the Clerk's desk a pro- 
vision of the law of May 18, 1872. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was going to direct the attention of 
the gentleman from Maryland to the provision of oF act, which the 
gentleman says is identical with this. Does not this ent pro- 
pose a change as to the method of adjusting these accounts? Does it 
not in that respect change what has been the law heretofore ? d 

Mr. FINDLAY. It makes no change, Mr. Chairman, so far as con- 
cerns the mode of adjustment—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Then what is the necessity—the Chair is asking 
for information—what is the necessity for this legislation? 

Mr. FINDLAY. I say that it makes no change so far as concerns 
the mode of adjustment provided in the act which I was about to ask 
the Clerk to read. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does it make any change whatever in existing 
law? 

Mr. FINDLAY. It simply makes provision 

Mr. BUDD. I would like to ask the gentleman 

Mr. FINDLAY. One at atime! I will first answer the question 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the amendment in the view of the gentle- 


man from Maryland change existing law in any particular? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Ido not see that it does—that is to say, it does not 
change existing law in the sense contemplated by the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does it in any sense? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Yes, sir; because it makes a new provision 

Mr. RANDALL. That is it. 

Mr. FINDLAY. But it does not change existing law. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It merely makes a new provision for pay- 


ment. 

Mr. FINDLAY. That is all. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to suggest to the Chair that this 
amendment merely makes provision for payment; and that is what an 
appropriation bill is fer. If there is existing law under which this 
amendment proposes to make appropriation the amendment would seem 
to be proper. A bill of this kind is the proper place to make an appro- 
priation in accordance with existing law; and in making the appropria- 
tion it is competent for the House to accompany the appropriation with 
such limitations as it may choose to make. 

The CHAIRMAN. And those additional conditions, to which the 
gentleman from Maine refers, would not, in the judgment of the gen- 
tleman, change to that extent the law as it now exists? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Not within the Sense of the rule. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me we have lost sight 
of the main point in this case. We may admit that an amendment 
changes existing law, and still it is not amenable to the rule if it does 
n more. 

Mr. RANDALL. It must retrench. 

Mr. FINDLAY. An amendment is not amenable to the rule un- 
less it does something more than change existing law. Ifit simply 
asks a change the existing law and does not in any way increase ex- 

iture, then it is not amenable to criticism. Now we have the eight- 
ur law, and those men who have worked one minute beyond eight 
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hours a day are entitled pro rata for that moment which they have 
worked. Weare making provisions to give them that to which they 
are entitled under existing law. - 

It does not in point of fact change existing law; it issimply addition 
to the law as it now is for the purpose of carrying out that law. 

Mr. BUDD. While there is a law knownas the eight-hour law pro- 
viding simply for eight hours of labor, is there any law providing for 
the payment of any in excess of eight hours? 

Mr. FINDLAY. Beyond a doubt no. That question is answered 
easily. The law does not fix the price. - 

Mr. LONG. I understand the gentleman to say they are entitled 
now by law to this money. 

Mr. FINDLAY. I think so. 

Mr. LONG. Are they entitled to sue in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. FINDLAY. No. 

Mr. LONG. If they are entitled by existing law why can not they 
go to the Court of Claims? 

Mr. FINDLAY. There was a suit brought in the Court of Claims 
by a man by the name of Martin. 

Mr. LONG. Have they ht suit in the Court of Claims? 

Mr. FINDLAY. No, sir. ere was a suit, I will answer my 
friend from Massachusetts, brought bya man of the name of Martin. 
You will find it in 94 United States. : 

Mr. LONG. What was the result? 

Mr. FINDLAY. The result was that the claimant in that case got, 
under the act of 1872, all the award to which he was entitled between 
the date of the passage of the act and the proclamation of the Presi- 
dent. As to all after the proclamation of President down to the 
date of his discharge he lost the action. 

Mr. LONG. Then under ing law he is not entitled. 

Mr. FINDLAY. He is entitled under existing law if you admit the 
existing law is that eight hours constitutes a day’s work. I say there 
is an ample assumpsit there that he is entitled to be paid for every 
minute beyond eight hours. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, this isnot a new question, but we 
can say most emphatically in reference to it, there are millions in it. 
{Laughter.] The principle to be settled by this amendment was dis- 
omen ina bill here in the House at the last session. As Iremem- 
ber the statutes (and, Mr. Chairman, I hope you have them before you 
and will correct me if I misstate them) under the eight-hour law it is 
still competent for the Government to employ men at so much an hour or 
something of that kind. Special contracts can be made. Under con- 
tracts men have been employed and have been paid, My recollection 
is there has been a judgment of some court holding they had no claim 

nst the Government. ; 

Mr. HAMMOND. There was a decision by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
cided it twice. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It has been decided twice by the Supreme Court 
of the United States. It has been decided there was no claim what- 
ever. 

Mr. FINDLAY. If my friend will permit I will tell him about that 
decision. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Under these special contracts the Supreme Court 
decides no claimexists. Therefore you must havea law from the very 
foundation, recognizing a claim decided by the.court to have no exist- 
ence. ‘And you have to go further than that even and provide for the 
adjustment and payment of the claims. 
Posetio : 

have made remarks on the floor perhaps of a partisan character, 
but, thank God, I have not the feeling against the Democratic party as 
to desire to see it commit itself to this legislation. I remember that 
my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] made a speech on this 
subject in which he presented the figures giving the amount involved, 
and I think it is somewhere between twenty-five and fifty millions of 
dollars. It includes men on the public works. To a certain extent it 
covers those on river and harbor improvement. It is far-reach- 
ing in its influence and extent. It is no e eee and if it is 
the intention of Congress to pass a law giving value of ten hours’ 
labor for eight hours’ work in cases where there have been ial con- 
tracts made and the contracts have been discharged, it is due to the 
country, and I say it in the interest of economy, after the manner of 
gentlemen on the other side, that we should do it with our eyes open, 
so there may be no doubt what is intended. 

Mr. BLAND. I desire to make this remark: I think the spirit of 
our rule, if it means anything, is that every committee appointed by 
the House shall have jurisdiction over certain subjects and that the 
subjects belonging to that committee shall be considered by it. The 
Appropriations Committee is not a committee on claims. It is simply 
a committee organized for the of reporting appropriations here 


It is therefore clearly new 


clearly and indisputably authorized by laws. 

Now we have a proposition before us that belongs exclusively to the 
Committee on Claims, and is not germane to any appropriation bill, not 
more so than a thousand other claims pending here would be. If we 
are to refer every claim on all subjects, no matter how the claim may 
originate or whatits purpose may be, to the Committee on Appropria- 


tions, and thus hastily consider them, you can ascertain in what con- 
fusion the House would soon be placed. I say it is the duty of the 
Speaker of this House and the chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
to scrutinize these subjectsand not permit to go on these a n 
bills one single item except such as are clearly authorized by law and 
within the rules of the Hotse. 

This is but a claim, and I have no doubt is pending before that com- 
mittee now, and if they report in favor of the claim no doubt the amount 
will be appropriated and it will be paid; but do not undertake to ring 
it in here on an appropriation bill and take the committee by surprise 
in this manner. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this amendment is new 
legislation in the contemplation of clause 3 of Rule XXI, and being 
new legislation is not in order unless it retrenches expenditures. It is 
not claimed that its operation would be to retrench expenditures; and 

uently the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, the p ition contained in section 
2 of this bill is one to provide a mode of constructing and to appro- 
33 money to build a navy. I propose to speak to this question as 

riefly as possible. It is called a p ition to increase the Navy. 

I believe the United States should have a navy. It is now practi- 
cally, in the light of the improvements and advancement in the mat- 
ter of constructing vessels of war and their armament and armor, with- 
out any. It is not a jest to say that with the id corps of highly 
educated and experienced naval officers the United States has, and the 
superabundance of deep water it owns, that it would havea t navy 
if we only had war ships for these officers to command upon this water. 

I am going to speak to-day for a navy, and I shall therefore be obliged 
to oppose the plan contained in this bill for an increase of the Navy. 
The bill, or rather the proposition in the bill for an increase of the 
Navy, if it should become a law, and its provisions were fully executed, 
would not, as we shall see before I close, give us a vessel that we would 
dare to put in the water. 

Mr. Chairman, the importance of this great subject to our Republic 
can not be ed. The greatstatesman, Daniel Webster, 
of the extent of the British Empire, said of its morning drum-beat, 
that it ‘‘ follows the sun in its course, keeps pace with the hours, and 
circles the earth with one continuous strain of the martial airs of Eng- 
land. While this can not be said of the widespread extent of the United 
States, it may be said that our territory infolds a continent, and the 
length of our exposed coast-lines on our boundary is more than one and. 
two-third times the distance around the world at the equator. 

The total length of the Atlantic and Gulf coast line of the United 
States, including bays and harbors, but not the small indentations, is 
13,000 statute miles. 1 speak of the coast line from near Saint Johns, 
New Brunswick, on the northeast around with the Atlantic coast and 
the Gulf of Mexico to Brownsville at the mouth of the Rio Grande. 
The Pacific coast line along the west of the States of California, Oregon, 
and Washington Territory, measured in the same way, is 3,750 statute 
miles; that of Alaska, without including the indentations, is nearly 
21,000 statute miles. The shore lines of the archipelago of Alexandria 
from 54° 40 to the head of Chatham Straits alone includes 8,500 statute 
miles. The American coast line from Duluth to the mouth of the Saint 
Lawrence River, measured along the coast of Lakes Superior, Huron, 
Saint Clair, Erie, and Ontario, including one hundred and sixty-two 
miles of 1 and straits, is 3,782 miles, and the Saint Law- 
rence River from e Ontario to its mouth, measured on the map of 
the United States, is seven hundred and thirty miles; a total coast line 
on the great lakes and rivers of the north of 4,512 statute miles. 

The whole exterior United States coast line is thus found to be 42,262 
miles in length, equal to about one and two-thirds times the cireumfer- 
ence of the earth at the equator. And, Mr..Chairman, this does not 
compass the whole of the water defense required in time of war. Great 
interior rivers, bays, straits, and sounds, such as the Mississippi River, 
the Chesapeake, Delaware, and Mobile Bays, and the Straits of Juan de 
Fuca and Paget Sound—all these coast and interior lines to-day are de- 
fenseless in ships, po ey and in forts; for whatever we have would not 
stand for an hour before the great war vessels of some of the third and 
fourth rate nations of the earth. We have no forts for coast defense, I 
may say, in which American soldiers would dare be taken. As has 


been said by some of the disti ed officers of our Army, they would 
prefer to take them outside of old and now worthless and obsolete 
forts, and take them along the gravel and sand of the seashore at the 
water’s edge, rather than risk that would be incurred by 


being within the so-called fortifications while under fire. 

We are then, Mr. Chairman, in the situation of an overgrown, ex- 
tremely tender child; whenever we are touched we are to be hurt, and 
without power of striking back. We need sea-going vessels, line-of- 
battle ships, cruisers to police the high seas, gunboats, torpedo-boats, 
&c., for coast defense. We should protect American shipping in foreign 
ports and on the high seas to secure that now much-needed extension 
of commerce. We should, in order to preserve the dignity 
of our great, progressive nation, have ships that would be fit to besent 
into foreign ports to command the that is due to our flag and to 
secure the that is due to the American citizen when heis in 
foreign lands or upon foreign seas. 
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The people who cry out against a navy now would be the first to 

cry out against the Government and the inefficiency of Congress if war 
were to come. I pray we shall have no more war; I have seen enough 
of itand my country has seen enough of it; but the way for this country 
to have a foreign maritime war is to keep on in her fatal course of re- 
maining without the means of adequate defense and the power of ag- 
gressive resistance. In prepare for war is an ancient saying, 
and it is well enough. But our national policy should rather be to in 
peace s0 p that no nation or combination of nations or despotisms 
of the earth will ever dare declare war against us. We should keep 
pace with the spirit of the age and maintain the respect of the other 
nations of the world. Other nations are preparing and have prepared 
for conflicts upon the sea and to protect their coasts, their cities, and 
their people. 
Tare fon been much said in times gone by about our nation being 
extravagant in paying out money to builda navy. My curiosity was 
excited, and I looked to the amounts we have expended since the 
close of the war of the rebellion in constructing ships. And I have 
made a comparison with the expenditures by other nations that rank 
among the first of the world, and also by other nations that rank far 
below the United States. In looking at this I found some things worth 
referring to by way of comparison. 

En , France, Germany, Sweden, Italy, Russia, all those coun- 
tries, have been struggling to keep in the advance in the matter of the 
best and most improved vessels and armament that can be put afloat. 
‘They have since 1865 ed large sums of money. England in the 
matter of making appropriations for the maintenance of her navy alone, 
since the time sont À has appropriated -I state it in round numbers— 
$806,000,000. The United States in the same period has appropriated 
$263,000,000 in round numbers. The expenditures for the construction 
of new vessels since 1865 up to the year 1884 in England were $91,000,- 
000; in France, $121,000,000; in Russia, $83,000,000; in Italy, $38,000, - 
000; in Sweden, $15,000,000; in Germany, $27,000,000. The United 
States has expended $4,907,000 in the completion of perfected ships of 
war. In the same time Sweden, feeble in point of numbers and popu- 
lation, feeble in the matter of great material resources, could outnum- 
ber us almost ten times in that which goes to make efficiency in time 
of war. { 

I here give a table of comparative expenditures of certain nations, 
taken from Admiral Porter’s report of November 12, 1884: 


Tabulated form showing the expenditures of foreign nations for the main- 
tenance of their navies during the last fifteen years, as well as the amounts 
expended for the construction of new ships since 1865; also a statement of 
the expenditures by the United States for the same purposes during the 
same periods of time. 


Approximate ex- Expenditures 
penditures for | for construc- 
Countries, maintenanceof | tion of new 
the navy, vessels, 
1869-81. 186581. 
| 
Wld... 2 vabeiavels ES | $805, 946, 430 00 $91, 000, 000 
France.. | 630,000, 000 00 124, 000, 000 
Russia. 345, 000, 000 00 | „83. 180 
Italy... 142, 500, 000 00 38, 000, 000 
BOUIN is ⁰ͤ³—ĩ—ṽ . 7˙⏑‚=——— —˙Lr⏑' . ‚ —˙ cinta ceebstenel 14, 804, 689 
88 — 144, 000, 000 00 | 26, 978, 731 
United TTT 253, 796, 613 82 4,907, 454 


Chili, a small strip of 8 to be poor in resources, on 
the west coast of South America, a single ship afloat that could go 
from San Diego, the southwestern point of California, to Juan de Fuca 
Straits, on the north of W. ton Territory, and take every fort and 
every ship and every town and city belonging to the United States along 
that coast, and we could not pretend that we would be able to resist 
the power of that single vessel of this fourth-rate power of South Amer- 
ica. I allude to the ship Esmeralda, owned by Chili. And now we 
see this proposed bill looks to building a hull and putting it on the 
stocks at a period not less than two and a half years from this time— 
not even to putting it in the water. 

Mr. Chairman, before I come to the provisions of the bill, I feel con- 
strained to refer to a matter that has often been quoted in one way or 
another, and that is that in our last war we got along with such ships 
as we then had; that we blockaded a great coast line, and in that way 
succeeded in doing something with a navy. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we blockaded a would-be confederacy that had not 
in the beginning a boat even, not to say anything of a ship of war. And 
yet the very existence of our Government was almost staked—for on 
that depended the recognition by foreign powers of the confederacy— 
when the Monitor and the Merrimac came in conflict in Hampton Roads. 
If it had turned out that the Monitor under the heroic Worden had been 
disabled and not the Merrimac of the confederacy, England and France 
and other nations of the world were ready to recognize the Southern Con- 
federacy. Fortune and the blessing of God shone on us in that conflict 
and in others. There was not only the Merrimac as a rebel ram, but 
there was also the Albemarle, that, after an unsuccessful attempt to get 


to sea, went back and was chained up to the bank of the Roanoke 
River at Plymouth, and the whole of our Navy was breathless, believing 
danger impending to it and to the Government until that most gallant 
hero Lieut. William B. Cushing, in the dark hours of the night, with 
a torpedo-boat, stole in, put his torpedo under the rebel ram, and blew 
her up. We were in danger from that. 0 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
for one moment? - 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Simply in the interest of history and as a matter 
of historical justice, I desire to correct the s' ion made by the 
gentleman [Mr. KELrEeR] that the Navy of the United States was in 
fear and trembling from the ram Albemarle after she had been tied up 
to the wharf at Plymouth. On the contrary, that ironclad, formida- 
ble as she was, had been met in the open waters of Albemarle Sound 
by three of the wooden gunboats of the United States Navy of the 
same class referred to almost contemptuously yesterday by the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox ]—three wooden gunboats 
of the Tallapoosa class—and, in a fair fight upon open water, was de- 
feated by those wooden gunboats, disabled and sent back to Plymouth 
in such a condition that she never attempted to escape until she was 
destroyed by Cushing. ‘ 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr, Chairman, I have been willing to give way to 
the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. BOUTELLE], who is nat; 
urally very jealous of the reputation of the Navy, and especially as to 
its exploits in the late war, but I can not give time to the repetition of 
history in the short period of sixty minutes allotted to me to-day, B 
have said that that vessel was defeated and taken back to Plymout 
on the Roanoke River, where it was blown up after the most extraordi: 
nary preparations on the part of the United States, rather than risk its 
coming out to meet the three great powerful wooden ships that were 
waiting. The Tennessee was a rebel ram at Mobile, and it did not get 
to sen. The Atlanta was below Savannah and it did not get to 
The Nashville was at Mobile and was driven up into the Alabama 
River at the time of the capture of Mobile. This ends the list of the 
rebel rams. Not one of them, I may say, ever got out to sea. If they 
ever had got out (and some of us know the anxiety the country felt at, 
that time) it would have secured at least the recognition of the would- 
be Southern confederacy by foreign powers. à 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I come to the bill. I will not stop to read the 
provisions of the second section consecutively, but in general I may say 
that the bill undertakes to abolish the present Naval Department of the 
United States, and to substitute for it something that is a little her- 
maphroditical in character, made up in part ot the Navy, but of civilians, 
in larger part. The Secretary of the Navy is to preside over a board of 
seven, consisting of three persons to be selected by the President of the’ 
United States from the Navy and three others from civil life; and when 
I read this bill I feel that although Ilive in the central West, far away 
from any portion of our seacoast, I am at liberty to talk about naval) 
affairs, beeause hereafter we are to have civilians to determine what 
sort of a navy we shall build. The proposition is not to consult the 
wisdom that has accumulated in the naval service—old admirals and 
commodores and captains and other distinguished naval officers—but to 
resort to other sources. The board is to be appointed by the President 
of the United States, and is to consist of six persons besides the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, who is to be its president. 4 

By the terms of the bill this board ‘‘shall meet in Washington within 
thirty days subsequent to their appointment, and, after organization, 
prepare and cause to be printed and sent to all ex-Secretaries of the 
Navy, all officers and retired officers of the line and staff of the Navy: 
to prominentship-builders, marine and naval architects, engineers, and 
others interested in such matters, a circular asking for such sugges- 
tions, advice, and information as they may see fit to offer. And this 
is to be furnished within such time as the board may fix. Now, I wislt 
to observe that in the first incipient step toward getting a vessel—not 
a ship, because this bill does not provide for one completed at all—these 
civilians are not even asked to furnish advice as to what shall go into 
the vessel in the way of boilers or other machinery. Nothing in the 
way of equipment is to be farnished. Nothing is to be advised about 
in reference to armament, which is regarded in time of war as rather 
important for awar ship. If weare to havean armored vessel, nothing 
is to be advised about that will resist the shot of the swiftest projectiles 
now hurled by the improved hea of the world. We are to have 
then only under this bill a vesse. built without armor; for armor is 
not a part of the building of a ship in a naval point of view. Thus we 
are to have no advice furnished with reference to the machinery, the 
equipment, the armament, or the armor of a perfect vessel. What a 
vessel of war this would be! And when are we to get even that? 

Now we come to another thing: After replies to these circulars are 
received, this civilian board—for I must so call it—is to determine, 
from such advice as may come to it, the general classes and character 
of the vessels to be constructed. 

Right here let me observe, that if there should not be any responses 
from distinguished people familiar with ship-building; if the responses 
come from those most indifferently qualified, from those who maintain 
for instance that we should build a wooden navy, then it would coma 
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to pass that we have only a plan here for building obsolete wooden ships. 
I am not going astray on this point; for, twenty-four hours only ago, I 
heard from the voice of the eloquent and distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DorsHEIMER] the prediction, if not the expression of 
a hope, that the time would come when we would our maritime 
wars in wooden vessels. Suppose that a distinguished man like the 
gentleman from New York should be called upon to send advice in re- 
ply to a’circular, and should advise building a wooden ship! 
Others say, speaking of a hundred years ago or three-quarters of a 
eentury ago, that naval warfare was then waged in wooden ships. The 
gentleman from New York further says that Nelson fought only with 
wooden ships. Ah, it is true that great naval hero at the siege of 
Calvi, in Corsica, in 1793, where he lost an eye, and at the battle of 
Trafalgar in 1805, where he lost his life and won a place in Westmin- 
ster Abbey, fought in a wooden ship. But, Mr. Chairman, the time 
has gone by when vessels are to be lashed together, and men are to 
fight on shipboard with short hand implements of war. Marines no 
longerneed guns in their hands. The improveménts in explosives and 
projectiles, in cannon, in the means of projecting at high velocity heavy 
ball or shot have put an end to the ibility of naval warfare ever be- 
ing carried on again as it was in thedaysof Lord Nelson. He never saw 
a ship that would have resisted the shot from a modern naval gun on 
board of one of the improved line-of-battle ships of to-day for twenty 
minutes at a league’s distance. Such vessels as he fought in would 
now disgrace the age in which we live. Projectiles are now thrown 
with such force as to penetrate the most highly improved steel armor 
for resistance eighteen inches in thickness and through 2-foot iron or 
composite armor plate. Again, this civilian board is to act upon the 
advice it may get in the manner specified, not on what it might get if it 
were left to seek information in such methods as it might choose. And 
I may say here, in passing, that whatever is known in the way of im- 
provements in the building of cruisers, gunboats, turret-vessels, rams; 
whatever belongs to the armored ship and the vessel that is to police 
the sea; whatever belongs to vessels that are needed in the defense of 
our harbors and our coasts; whatever is now known the world over in 
reference to these matters is now to be found on file in the Navy De- 
partment. Andall that is known by the maritime powers of the earth 
‘about machinery, equipment, armament, and armor for all classes of the 
most highly improved ships of war is also known there and in other 
Departments of our Government. à 

When this board has read the answers to its circulars and decided 
upon a class, and accepted one of each of four classes and awarded a 
premium of $10,000 for the best of each of four classes, and $5,000 for 
the second best of each of four elasses, then these vessels must be or- 
dered to be built, although at that very hour it may be known that 
there are other better plans and classes of vessels which it would be wise 
to construct. The d e of this section had a good gambling 
idea, if I may be allowed the expression, for he looked out for the sec- 
ond horse. It is proposed to give $10,000 for the plan of the best ves- 
sel of each class that is accepted, and that we are required to build, and 
then $5,000 for the next best plan of each which we reject, and never 
will build. 

Allow me to say with much deference, but upon competent informa- 
tion, that a perfect plan and specifications, which would comprehend 
the structure of a good ship with armament and machinery and armor 
and everything requisite, could not be procured for $10,000. But I 
think this board will receive some propositions. There are plenty of 
old plans of ships lying about the Navy Department; and 3 
the suggestion that there are plenty of geniuses—we sometimes call 
them eranks! — within the sound of my voice who have old plans 
which they have been carrying around under their arms for years, and 
they will now have an opportunity to file them. Somebody may bring 
here the plans and specifications of the Esmeralda, the great Chilian 
vessel. Somebody may obtain and file the plans and specifications of 
the great Italian ironclad Le Panto, now being built, the test vessel 
now constructing in respect to the depth of water it will draw, or the 
iron-clad Riachuelo, belonging to Brazil. You may get plenty of plans 
and specifications from the Clyde and file them; but when you haye 
all these before your board you have nothing there but what is already 
in the Navy Department, with all the additional improvements that 
could be combined with the originals. 

But, as I have already observed, we are to set aside the present naval 
advisory board and go on with a new one. What a great calamity it 
would be if after this civilian board has decided upon a plan and ordered 
a vessel built, or rather the hull built, without armament or machinery 
or armor, some Congress should criticise the board and set aside its work, 
and order something else! In that way we shall never get aship. 

There are three civilians, besides the Secretary of the Navy, on the pro- 
posed new board. We have now an advisory board. I believe there 
are two civilians required to be on it, and ‘for many weeks and months 
there has been a vacancy in that advisory board because the Secretary 
of the Navy could not find a man qualified who would accept the place. 
Ah! gentlemen shake their heads. They can foa plenty of men who 
will accept the place, but are they to be indifferent fellows like some of 
us? We have not been able to keep the present advisory board full, 
though the salary fixed by law is $5,000 per year, because we could 


not get men skilled and qualified for the place. The new board is to 
fix the designs and determine the relative merits, and so on, as I have 
already said. And they are to complete this hereulean work and re- 
port to the President of the United States by the Ist day of December 
next. 

Then it has another office to perform. That board is supplemented 
with responsibility by being directed to consider whether the five un- 
finished monitors now in process of construction or already partly con- 
structed are suffering from their present incomplete condition, and 
whether they should be completed and armed. It is to review the 
work of the highly experienced officers of the present board. If this 
bill be passed we are to say to the country that we are going to wait 
for the report of a civilian board to find out whether these vessels are 
suffering from their present incomplete condition. 

What if they are? Then I suppose we are to try to apply something 
to siop their suffering. But they may report they ought to be com- 
pleted and armed. Then we have lost precious time. We are serving 
notice on the country that the vessels we have already put large sums 
of money in, and which are being built in accordance with the most 
improved plans and specifications in the world, some of them combining 
the best improvements, in point of construction, machinery, armament, 
armor, and equipment, of the best ships now in process of construction 
by England, by Germany, and by Italy—we are giving notice that what 
we have already done is to be stopped, and we are not to engage in the 
work of completing anything that can be put afloat. One of these 
monitors is partly completed in the navy-yard, as I understand it, on 
the Pacific coast, and there is nothing else there for the protection of 
that coast. We do not even order that completed. 
$ Mr. ELLIS. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him right 

ere? 

Mr. KEIFER. Por a question, but I can not allow the gentleman 
to make a speech. 

Mr. ELLIS. I wish you to call by name those ships whose types 
fill out the idea of an American navy. 

Mr. KEIFER. Very well; the gentleman will have his way about 
the order of things. I can say, without being very familiar with this, 
that the Chicago, a ship of 4,500 tons displacement, is built in accord- 
ance with some of the best improved plans of a ship of that class in the 
world. 

Mr. ELLIS. What is her speed ? 

Mr. KElFER. Sixteen or more knots per hour. 

Mr. ELLIS. How much armor? 

Mr. KEIFER. I will give all the monitors, if the gentleman desires; 
but I prefer to go through in my own way. 

Mr. ELLIS. You refer to American ships now being built ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. I have said they are built partly after 
the best and most improved plans, or class if you choose to use the word, 
of ships in the world. I do not believe the gentleman disputes that 
proposition. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not dispute it. The idea I wish to draw out is 
this: The gentleman thinks we may safely copy those in further in- 
crease of the Navy. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman undertakes to draw his own conclu- 
sion without being justified in it. I undertake to say if this country 
needs a navy we must finish something, and inasmuch as we have the 
best class of ships the world now knows anything about in process of 
construction, I would finish those before I would send circulars around 
the country hunting information on which to make a report at a dis- 
tant day in reference to vessels which are to be built some years hence. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then the gentleman regards those vessels now bei 
constructed as the very best vessels in the world? That is whatI wi 
to get at. 

Mr. LONG. Has not an appropriation been made for the completion 
of these cruisers ? 

Mr. KEIFER. L have already answered that question by saying that 
these monitors, the bil] itself provides in effect, are not to be finished. 

Mr. LONG. Cruisers? 

Mr. KEIFER. Some are being finished. 

Mr. LONG. All of them. 

Mr. RANDALL. The money is given for all. 

Mr. THOMAS. Not by this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; not by this bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. And there is no provision in any law or bill to com- 
plete any. of the five monitors. 

Mr. ELLIS. Provision is made, I understand, for finishing those 


vessels. : ; 

Mr. THOMAS. And armament, too. 

Mr. KEIFER. Not the monitors; for by this very bill it is provided 
that the new board is to examine and report on the propriety of their 
completion. 

e unfinished monitors are the Monadnock, at Mare Island, on the 
Pacific coast; the Puritan, at Chester, Pa.; the Terror, at Wilmin 
Hee z the Amphitrite, at Philadelphia; and the Miantonomoh, at 
rooklyn. 


I was 
Louisiana, of thè 


„ When I was interrupted by the gentleman from 
armored vessels unfinished, the monitors. We are 
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to look, according to the bill, to see whether they are suffering’’ or 
not, in order to determine whether they shall be completed or not, and 
this board is to report on that subject by the Ist day of December, 1885. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are many objections to the scheme in this 


bill. We are to set up a new naval establishment. We are to havea 
new class of clerks—of civilians—under the direction of this civilian 
board. They are to be paid by this bill in accordance with the allow- 
ance made to experts and clerks in the Navy Department. Another 
class of men entirely is to come in. We are to build up a new estab- 
lishment, aud at last we have come to the day when we would be start- 
led and dazed even if we were not hourly looking for astounding 
things. We have come to the time which of all others would astonish 
us, and that is when the Democratic party presents to the Congress of 
the United States a proposition to appropriate an indefinite sum of 
money for the construction of a navy. I have witnessed my col- 
leagues on the Committee on Appropriations on the floor of this House, 
and everywhere, cry out against an indefinite appropriation for a poor 
employé of the Government when the sum that was ible under the 
appropriation was less than $100. But we have by this bill a different 
condition of affairs in this language: 

The necessary money to pay the expenses of the board and its awards— 

That is, $60,000; we can determine on that— 


and forthe building of the vessels as herein provided for, is hereby appropri- 
ated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid 
under the directions of the President of the United States, &c. 


The President and Secretary of the Navy may expend $5,000,000 on 
a vessel or $10,000,000, just as they please. They may go to the utter- 
most limits; there is nothing to check them; they have the United 
States Treasury behind them. I am not here, Mr. Chairman, to con- 
gratulate Democracy upon taking this advance step in the matter of 
making unlimited and indefinite appropriations, for I do not believe in 
it. Some on that side of the House have contended for limited appro- 
priations in the smallest affairs connected with the Government; and 
now when we are in the closing hours—ay! the closing hours of a Re- 
publicanadministration, anda Republican Executive is about to goout— 
Democracy sends forth its proclamation that hereafter we are to have 
unrestricted and indefinite e phar from the public Treasury. 
Ts that Democratic? Is that the way to launch an incoming administra- 
tion? 

But the President to come in is to have control of this after all, I 
ought to have said in its proper connection that if we have a favorable 

by this board for four classes of vessels or ships to be made the 
President of the United States is yet to come in and become the law as 
to whether the vessels recommended to be built shall be built, or rather 
whether any vessel shall be built at all. He is tosay whether anything 
is to be done or not. After the board has gone through with all of its 
travails and brought forth whatever it may of perfection or monstrosity 
the President is to look at itand say whether itshall be allowed to come 
to anything or not in the world. The whole thing is finally to be de- 
termined by him as to whether we are to have not a navy but a ship 
on the stocks. Nothing nearer a navy is proposed. 

Now inorder that this indefinite appropriation may be easily reached, 
it remains entirely within the power of the President, by the terms of 
this 8 bill, to direct a pay officer of the Navy Department to be 
detailed, and then he can say in a note to the Treasurer of the United 
States, ‘‘ Hand over to my detailed officer $10,000,000 or $20,000,000 to 
be used by us. All of the ordinary forms of paying out money from 
the Treasury of the United States, with all of the checks and guards 
about it, are set aside by the provisions of this bill; and it simply says 
that the President of the United States shall detail some pay officer of 
the Navy who shall take whatever money is ordered to be taken out of 
the Treasury for the purposes herein provided. Is not that advance- 
ment? Is not that looking to the matter of getting the money out of 
the Treasury which my friend from Colorado [Mr. BELFORD] so greatly 
hopes may be accomplished by the incoming Democracy? Here is an- 
other method without check at all to reach the money in the Treasury. 
Mr. Chairman, it is withouta parallel in legislation, and I may say that 
it is so unprecedented thatit is suggestive of great danger to the Treas- 
ury of the United States. 

Last of all in this remarkable section we find: 

The provisions of this section shall take effect Immediately after the passage 
of this act. 

The Democracy is to come into power a few days or a few hours after 
this bill takes effect and then it shall become a law! The handling 
the public money in this loose way is to begin promptly. 

We have had advisory boards. By a law passed on the the 5th of Au- 
gust, 1882, we had an advisory board. It was made up of the accom- 
plished, trained, and educated officers of the Navy, with the exception, 
I believe, of two persons; but it was scientific in its character. That 
board has labored with all these questions. The Secretary of the Navy 
was directed by the same act to send ont circulars for advice and upon 
the subject of new ships, &c., and he sent them out, I think, about the 
5th of August, 1882; and also later supplemental circulars were sent 
out, asking for advice upon the matters to come before them. The Navy 

ent and the present highly accomplished Secretary of the Navy, 
who is astute, ready, and always alive to give prompt attention to what- 


ever belongs to progress in the Navy and the Navy De ent, has 
gathered up in this and other ways all the information that can be ob- 
tained upon this subject, and it is all in that Department now. 

This advisory board is incomplete now simply because one civilian 
member resigned and another could not be obtained at $5,000 a year to 
take his place, but it is one which possibly might be made complete. 
This advisory board is to be set aside for a new-fangled one. And those 
gentlemen, those three distinguished men, as we suppose they are to be 
learned in engineering, skilled in the science of maritine ship-bnilding, 
are to be paid the enormous sum of $10 a day and f fare; it is 
not proposed even I believe to pay for their dinners if they should hap- 
pen to goto New York. They are to have $10 a day for their sam- 
mer’s work and for their deliberations and their business. All the ac- 
cumulations of science and of learning and of skill and of experience 
that these persons are to have are to be paid for at the rate of $10 a 
day. Mr. Chairman, the draughtsman of the bill may have known 
well what he was about and may have proposed to pay them all they 
are to be worth. I do not know who they are to be, and therefore I 
may say that. 

It is absurd, Mr. Chairman, and entirely unheard-of, to have a com- 
petition in furnishing detailed drawings and specifications for naval 
vessels, When the general features and essential requisites of a vessel 
are decided upon it is time enough to prepare detailed drawings and 
5 and skilled draughtsmen in the Navy Department can 

o this. We have all possible information to determine what kind of 
vessels should be built, as I have already stated, now in the Navy De- 
partment. What is wanted is a determination of the authority to de- 
cide in the competition in drawings, specifications, and models. 

I have some queries to put that I hope the gentlemen who are re- 
sponsible for this bill will answer. Are foreign designers to be allowed 
to compete for the awards? If any person brings exact copies of the 
plans of foreign or home vessels—for instance, those of the Italian Le 
Panto or the Brazilian Riachuelo as an ironclad, or the Esmeralda as a 
cruiser, built on the Clyde for Chili—is he to be allowed with those 
plans to enter into competition? Who is to be regarded as the propri- 
etor of the plans and receive the prize? 

Under this plan, Mr. Chairman, four vessels are to be built, but nolimit 
is fixed as to the cost. A five-million-dollar ironclad may be ordered. 
All the requirements of existing legislation regulating alterations in 
plans and requiring the supervision of the board are omitted. If we 
should adopt some plan that was the best we had and yet not the best, 
and commence the building of a ship, the law would be such that un- 
less it was changed we could not vary the construction of the vessel in 
any part, and we would have to complete the thing we started out with. 

n the two years or more which it would take to finish the vessel, even 
before we put machinery into her, we would find ourselves in a condi- 
tion that we should have to build that which we did not want. 

If this supposed perfect proposition were adopted, as I have said re- 

tedly, it would give us a vessel on the stocks without machinery in 
it, without equipment on it, and if it was au armored vessel, without 
armor, and if it was to carry guns, an essential for war-ships, we might 
assume without armament. So that at the end of the time and at the 
end of the discretion, notwithstanding the indefinite appropriation, we 
should have a structure upon the stocks somewhere in a navy-yard or 
somewhere else where it was built by contract that we would not dare 
to launch, that we could not put into the water because it would have 
no machinery to run it or manage it. Therefore the whole plan is 
utterly imperfect and should be rejected. 

Mr. Chai „when, on yesterday, the majority of this committee 
voted to lead an appropriation of $400,000 in the first section of this 
bill to finish a ship now twenty years old, finish a ship that has only 
been partially built, and its timbers not even planked over, we had 
notice served upon us that the thing was to spend money not to make 
a navy; for, as I have shown, no part of a navy would be completed 
under this bill without further legislation. If we carried out all the 
provisions of this bill, if we finished the ship New York, now, as for 
twenty years, on the stocks in the Brooklyn navy-yard, we would have 
a vessel, if war should come, we should never dare to launch or take out 
of the harbor. You would hear the people of the city of New York 
cry aloud for appropriations to build stone-boats to take down to the 
Narrows and sink there, so as to prevent the New York from getting 
out where it could be captured, and to 828 outside getting 
in where they could capture New York city and this old hulk of a ship, 
the New York; and that would be the only way to protect either. 
The New York, when completed, could not catch anything that was on 
the sea that was less powerful than itself. It could not run away from 
anything that belongs to marine naval warfare. Speed in a naval ship 
is as important as st h. But we are to spend $400,000; and then 
there is no person who temerity and courage enough to claim it 
would be worth anything or be needed for any possible purpose except, 
as stated on yesterday by the distinguished gentleman from New York 
[Mr. ox and the other distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
Dixcrey], that we might possibly need it at some time or another to 
keep school in. That is all. 


Now, there are many things that might be said and should be said 
Among the other queries I desire to put is this: 


in reference to this. 
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I would like to ask gentlemen to tell me what four classes of vessels are 
most needed. What four among the score or more of classes of ships 
that are now built for naval war purposes—what four are we to select? 
Are we to have cruisers, monitors, gunboats, or one or more of the 
dozen different kinds of turret vessels? I would like gentlemen to tell 
me whether there are to be different classes of cruisers and different 
classes of gunboats, or whether we are to have torpedo-boats. If I had 
time I would be able to show that a maritime power that boasts of its 
strength upon the sea, the power before which all the maritime nations 
of the world tremble, to wit, Great Britain, is armed strongest for de- 
fense through her torpedo- boats. 

If we should ever be able to build and complete four good war ships 
under this bill when a Jaw, which I deny, the country would have but 
little toward an adequate navy to protect its long coast lines or to 
maintain war on the high sea. i 

Besides the completion of the cruisers and monitors now in process 
of construction I would build and in all respects complete the new ves- 
sels of the several classes recommended by the present Secretary of the 
Navy, Mr. Chandler. With these our country would be so armed as 
probably to avert war, and if a maritime war came we would in some 


part be ready to maintain it with a power commensurate with our 


greatness. 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. Chairman, I wish to occupy a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. HUTCH- 
INS] yield? 

Mr. HUTCHINS. On which side does the gentleman desire to be 
heard ? 

Mr. McCOID. In opposition to the bill—just fora moment. Isim- 
ply wish to send up and have read from the Clerk's desk a remonstrance 
relating to this subject. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 


We respectfully protest against appropriations for the increase of the Navy 
and the manufacturing of large apa other munitions of war, as a means oi 
preserving peace with other nations. 

We earnestly pray your honorable body to 


may be m 
ilized methods of promotin 


no expense or effort that 
on and other humane and civ- 


ELIAS JESSUP, 
WILLIAM P. SMITH, 
ISAAC T. GIBSON, 
On behalf of Iowa Yearly Meeting of Friends, 
IST MONTHS, 2, 1855. f 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Mr. Chairman, I now yield fifteen minutes of 


my time to Mr. Lona, of Massachusetts. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I doubt if I shall want all the time allot- 
ted me, for [rise merely to declare myself with to this section of the 
bill. As I listened to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER ] and heard 
his feryid and eloquent statement of the need of a navy and the exposure 
of our coast, and then heard him argue so strenuously against the pro- 

and only means of providing for its needed defense, I was re- 
minded of the old story told of a distinguished citizen of my native 
State, who said he was in favor of the Maine law, but agin its execu- 


tion.“ [Laughter and applause.] There was a great deal of force in 


many of the objections which the gentleman from Ohio urged against 
the measure, but they are objections to details in the bill, which are 
open to amendment, With reference to many of them I fully 
with him, but they can be corrected by the touch of a pen, But f do 
not agree with him in opposing the general legislation paed. 

The question before the country and the House is the ental 
one whether we shall have a navy at all sufficient for the necessities 
of the country. That, sir, is an elementary question. It is a ques- 
tion which answers itself. If one of the corner-stones of a man’s 
house has begun to crumble, he does not deliberate; he acts, and makes 
the foundation secure. One of the corner-stones of our Republic has 
crumbled. The time has not yet come, sir, when physical power and 
prowess are not an element of national s . No nation can 
steadily hold its own that does not carry with it not only the impres- 
sion but the fact of its ability to assert and defend itself. It is to that 
impression and to that fact that little England owes her self- and 
the respect of the world. She may not be holding her own y, but 
she would be holding her own if she were fighting on the sea in defense 
of her own institutions and not in the invasion of others. 

A national flag is a splendid thing, though it be but a broom, so long 
as it rocks at the masthead; but it isa very poor thing, no matter how 
gaudy its colors or fine its texture, when it trails in the slime. The 
very ition of national power, the consciousness that a nation is 
able to defend itself and to strike back, is in itself, and without firing 
a gun, the best protection. It is the very protection and peace which 
the petition just read at the Clerk’s desk, from the Society of Friends, 
aims to secure, protection at home and abroad—protection to the mer- 
chant who builds his warehouse on the sea and to the interior 
farmer whose interests depend upon the maintenance of relations with 
the export markets of the coast. 

All this is elementary. Yet what, in respect to our seacoast de- 
fenses, is the condition of our country which is to-day intrusted 40 our 
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hands? It is very well for the gentleman from New York [Mr. Dors- 
HEIMER] in bis eloquent address to say we have sufficient defense in 
the hearts of our people, our brave soldiers and sailors. They have 
brave hearts indeed. So there were never braver hearts than those of 
the three hundred Spartans who stood at the pass of Thermopylæ and 
resisted the hosts of Xerxes. But the paltriest coward in the Persian 
ranks, standing a mile from their swords with a Hotchkiss rifle before 
him, would have laughed at them, and anon moved on in derision over 
their riddled bodies. ; 

To-day on our ocean border our country is like an unarmed giant, 
mighty in resources but surrounded by an armed soldiery who hold 
him at the very point of their bayonets, Our harbors are defenseless; 
our seacoast is at the mercy of foreign ironclads; our ocean cities are 
a temptation to the exaction of a ransom of half their value; our Navy 
is an alphabet of floating wash-tubs. There is scarce a nation so poor 
as to do it reverence. We have but one ship, the Tennessee, which 
ranks as first rate; and even as to her the Secretary of the Navy says 
in his report that as soon as she shall be examined she will be con- 
demned as not worth repairing. 

On such wooden ships as we have there is not a single piece of ordi- 
nance of more value in modern warfare than a child’s pop-gun. This 
picture has been drawn over and over again, till we are of its col- 
oring. Our people ridicule their own navy, and even come to relish as a 
joke the running down of the Tallapoosa by acoal-barge. They laugh at 
our naval array as a sort of marine Falstaffian burlesque. And what 
have we done about it? I have sat here through one session and heard 
a wrangle between members on one side and the other as to which 
party is at fault, meantime nobody caring a row of pins about the quar- 
rel and the people indifferent to it. Is it not time to get above this 
fish-woman’s scolding? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will sus- 

nd the Chair desires to call the attention of the Committee of the 

le to the fact that the House, under its standing order, this being 
Friday, is to take a recess at 5 o’clock to reassemble this evening at 7 
o’clock, though ordinarily the hour of reassembling is 8, 

. THOMAS. I thought the hour for the recess had been extended 
till 6 o’clock. 


A MEMBER. There was no extension. 

Mr. THOMAS. There ought to be. 

Mr. RANDALL, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. THOMPSON having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union accord- 
ing to order, had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8239) g ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House continue in session until 
6 o’clock for debate in Committee of the Whole on the naval appro- 
priation bill, and that then the recess be taken until this evening. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
that the recess be taken at 6 o’clock instead of 5. Is there objection ? 

Mr. PRICE. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I move that we now take a recess. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
a recess is now declared until 7 o'clock this evening in accordance with 
previous order. The gentleman from New York, Mr. BAGLEy, will 
preside at the evening session. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7 o'clock p. m., 
Mr, BAGLEy in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will read the order under 
which the House meets this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House will take 
a recess at 5 o'clock until 8 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the Private 
Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions shall be considered. 

February 13, 1885.—Amended so as to include bills for the removal of political 
disabilities be pnts by the Judiciary Committee and Senate bills on the Speak- 
er's table for removal of political disabilities. * 

Feburary 20, 1885.—Amended by providing that to-night's session for pension 


business shall be from 7 till 9 oel 
THOMAS M, M’CHESNEY. 
Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 7863) granting a m to 


Thomas M. McChesney; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


LEONORA A. BOYDEN. 

Mr. STRUBLE (by Mr. WILSON, of Iowa) reported back favorably 
from the Committee on Pensions the bill (S. 1709) granting a pension 
to Leonora A. Boyden; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 


1885. 
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ANDREW FRANKLIN. 


Mr. STRUBLE (by Mr. WILSON, of Iowa) also reported back favor- 
ably from the Co: ttee on Pensions the bill (S. 2272) granting a pen- 
sion to Andrew Franklin, alias Andrew McKee; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar to proceed with 
business under the order for Friday evening's session. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. HA ron, of Missouri, in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House for the consideration of bills upon the Private Calendar, under 
the special order heretofore made, which has just been read. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the order of business 
be so fixed that members may call up such bills as they may select, the 
Chair alternating in ition from side to side in the House, and 
that the bills reported favorably from the two committees—the Com- 
mittee on Pensions and Invalid Pensions—where favorable reports are 
made, shall be given preference and disposed of, and if afterward any 
time remains the adverse reports may be taken up. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Indiana? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


WILLIAM LOCKHART. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alahama. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 357) 
granting a pension to William Lockhart. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, d., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William khart, late a soldier in 
the Black Hawk war. ° 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. This man is 80 years old, and was 
wounded in the Black Hawk war. I think he ought to havea pension. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


ALEXANDER WEIDE. 


_Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I ask consideration of House 
bill 7485, granting a pension to Alexander Weide. 
The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he: 
1 and 2 Soa N rt ae pansion rel tho nameof Alexander Weide, 
e captain valry, 
ions and limitations of | the pension awe. — R 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


NEWTON J. BURRIS, 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I call up Senate bill 1655, found on 
page 52 of the Calendar, granting a pension to Newton J. Burris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
nova tex pve i 
Company I, Sixty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. ne 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


LEONORA A. BOYDEN. 


Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent in behalf of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin, who presented this bill, to consider Senate bill 
1709, granting a pension to Leonora A. Boyden. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be itenacted, &.. That the Sec: t 

and directed to place on the-pension-roll the taime of Leonore & Boy 
den, mother of Charles F. Putnam, late a master in the United States Navy, lost 
in the Arctic Ocean, and pay her a pension of $30 per month from and after the 
passage of this act. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOSEPH SANSOM, 


Mr. HALSELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask to call up the bill (H. R. 
7990) granting a pension to Joseph Sansom. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, G., That the of th - 
— 9 — i . 5 —— . praag S mae 3 Coney F. 

5 aa ~ 

the provisions and limitations of fe pension bn. rol, subject to 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
v» mendation that it do pass. ` 


MRS. F. M. NORTON. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8189) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton, and put it upon its passage. 


„au- 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll. subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. F. M. Norton, widow of James 
H. Norton, deceased, late a private in Company G, Eighty-sixth Regiment New 
York Volunteers. 7 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

GEORGE A. WASHBURN. 


Mr. EATON. I move to take up Senate bill 1803, granting an in- 
crease of pension to George A. Washburn, and put it upon its passage. 
The bill was read. It is as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of George A. Washburn, late major 
of the Sixteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteers, and brevet brigadier-general, 


to $45 per month. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It is proposed to increase the pension. 


I ask therefore that the report be read, so as to show the grounds on 
which the increase is recommended. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. — 3 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have been informed that this is a 
very meritorious case, and I shall not insist upon the further reading 
of the report, but ask that it be printed in the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. Fy Aw) is as follows: 

As the Senate report covers the facts and evidence in the case, it is adopted by 
this committee: 

[Senate Report 1183, Forty-cighth Congress, second session.] 

The claimant, George A. Washburn, late jor of the Sixteenth Connecticut 
Volunteers, was pensioned for gunshot wound of left thigh at $12.50 per month 
from January 17, the date of discharge. This pension was increased to $25 

r month from October 7,1869. No further claim appears to have been made 

fore the Department. 

The claimant now asks that this amount be increased, and presents the follow- 
ing affidavit, made by his 8 physician : a 

This is to that I have e examination of General G. A. Washburn, 
late major Sixteenth Connecticut Volunteers; that I am familiar with his con- 
dition and habits for the past year, and I am of opinion that he is totally inca) 

PA — 2 oe er Fore aac area — se. Pear of 8 3 in battle 

of little use, interfering 868 a carriage, 
6 the constant use of a stick. t frequent periods he can 
for days — — go out of doors. His rest at night is disturbed by pain, 
which req the attendance of another person to nurse him, 
large amounts 6 medicine. absent from home he 
the attendance of another, and he is daily in requirement of ergy aoe 
measures. My opinion is that were he to return to his home in the North th 


nature of his .. tas a ‘ould speedil 


the use o; 


w y ’ 
fatal, at least exceeding dangerous to life. From the „ 
manency of his disorders of wound, lameness, asthma, bronchitis, and their com 
plications, as well as his need of =p rt, I would earnestly recommend the case 
of General Washburn to your consideration. I 

„C. S. MAY, M. D?” 


Senator Platt also indorses the statements made by Dr. May, and states that 
1 ge Panon the applicant is entitled to an increase oi 


cana 

arner, surgeon Sixteenth Regiment of ecticut Volunteers, 

certifies as follows: * 

“I have examined Col. George A. Washburn, formerly major of the Sixteenth 

Regiment 5 Volun 2 a ge ag Hog ache a wound, the pus 

near unction um sacrum, throug! 

the vis, badly. comminuting the ischium, a part of the bait (triple one) 

g through the scrotum and out, and a part was | in 1 testes. 

am of opinion the disability ned by the wound is permanent pss 

Unquestionably  thissoldier is equitably entitled tor an increase ‘ean owe 
as rate o now highest allowed for disabi Dey g 

dance z in 

ur 


coi 
stant atten of another person, except in cases covered by the act of Ju 
16, 1880, and inasmuch as this soldier does not require constant attendance; yo 
committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
CHRISTIAN ARNDT. 


Mr. STRAIT. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 7992) for the 
relief of Christian Arndt and put it upon its passage. 

The bill is as follows: > 
Beit ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aud he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place the name of Christian Arndt, late of Com 
H, Ninth Minnesota Infantry, on the pension-roll, subject to the rules and Timi 
tations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM D. FARNSWORTH. 
Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent to take up the bill 

(H. R. 8152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth and put it upon 

its z 4 


The bill is as follows: 

Whereas on or about the 23d day of May, 1882, by an act of Con entitled 
“An act for the relief of Almira orth,” approved May 23, 1882, a pension 
was ‘ 


said Almira Farnsworth; and 
ereas said Almira Farnsworth died on the 6th day of June, 1882, without 
having received her pension certificates, and left a husband surviving her, one‘ 
Mees a D. Farnsworth, who is old and feeble, being eighty-three years of age; 
fore, 1 
Be it é&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author: 
ized and directed to place the name of William D. Farnsworth on the pension- 
roll in lieu of Almira Farnsworth, said pension to date from the 23d day of May, 
1882, but — all other respects subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws. 


The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendments: 
Strike out allafter the word Farnsworth,” in line 4, and insert dependent 
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father of Edward Farnsworth, late of Company E, Twentieth Indiana Volun- 
teers, on the pension. roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws; also strike out the preamble. 


The amendments were to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM STANSBERRY. 


Mr. PRICE. Icall up for consideration the bill (H. R. 7993) for the 
relief of William Stansberry. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacled, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of William Stansberry, late of Com- 
pany A, Third West Virginia Cavalry, on the pension-roll, ta An to the rules 
and limitations of the pension laws. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. - 


ANNA GINN. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2350) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna Ginn. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the-pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Ginn, widow of penjamin 
Ginn, late a private in Company F, Fiftieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. z 


CHARLES L. ALDEN. 


Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota. I call up for consideration the bill (H. 
R. 6960) for the relief of Charles L. Alden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to piace the name of Charles I., Alden, of Company C, Second Min- 
nesota Infantry, on the pension-roll at a rate commensurate with his present 
disabilities. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported the bill with the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

In lines 5 and 6, strike out the words “a rate commensurate with his present 
disabilities’ and insert the rate of $30 per month.” 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Idesire to ask the gentleman who calls 
up this bill what pension this soldier is entitled to under the general 
law. Thirty dollars is the highest pension known under the general 
law except in special cases. 

Mr. STRAIT. The man is entirely blind now. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. For the loss of both eyes he would be en- 
titled to $72. 

Mx. STRAIT. The committee did not think he was entitled to $72 
and recommended a pension of $30. 

The amendment was adopted; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


EDGAR L. DUTTON. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I call up the bill (S. 1790) granting a pension to 


E L. Dutton. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, G., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the on- roll, subject.to the provisions of 
the pension laws, the name of Edgar L. Dutton, late a private in Company K, 
Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $16 per month, in 
lieu of the $8 per month heretofore allowed him, as specified in pension certifi- 


cate 116435, 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I should like to know why it is pro- 


to increase the rate of pension in this case from $8 a month to 
16? There ought to be some reason assigned for it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I have sent for the report. 
oe CHAIRMAN. The report is on the desk. The Clerk will 
read it. 
The report (by Mr. Marsox) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1790) 
granting an increase of pension to r L. Dutton, having had the same under 
consideration, leave to report as follows: 

A careful examination of this case enables us without hesitation to adopt the 
Senate report and ask for the of said bill. The said report is as follo 

That the Commissioner of Pensions, in his letter transmi! the papers in 
this case to the committee, makes the following remarks concern it, namely : 

The soldier was pensioned March 1, 1872, for hernia of right side, at $4 per 
month, from may 13, 1865, the date of his discharge; at $8 per month from April 
16, 1874. His claim for increase on account of heart disease is inadmissible, be- 
cause there is no record or medical testimony showing existence of alleged 
disability in the service, nor medical or other satisfactory testimony show 
existence at and since discharge.’ x 

“ The claimant testified in his application for increase that he could not furnish 
the medical testimony required as to existence of the disability from heart 
disease while in the service, it was contracted while absent from his 
8 states in an explanatory affidavit filed with the Commissioner of 

‘ensions — 

The disease of the heart, upon which his claim for increase is based, was in- 
curred in the service while a prisoner at Andersonville, Ga., and Florence, S. C. 
between Sa 19, 1864, when he was taken prisoner at Peach Tree Creek, in front 
of Atlanta, Ga., and the middle of December, 1864, when he, with about 10,000 
other sick and wounded prisoners, was released on parole, and never 
NT te 8 to his regiment, and was discharged at Indianapolis, Ind., 

ay li, 

“He further says that, even though he had been returned to his regiment, it 


would still be impossible for him to furnish the testimony of the surgeon or as- 
sistant of his regiment as to his condition subsequent to his release on 
parois asa prisoner, for the reason that of t officers are dead. But he 

rnishes evidence establishing beyond all reasonable doubt that at the time of 
his enlistment he was not only free from heart disease but was a sound and able- 
bodied man, and other testimony in the case su rts the declaration of the sol- 
dier that his disease of the heart was cont as he alleges it was, and that it 
has continued since the close of the war to the present time. 

“ He was examined by a board of examining surgeons in April, 1879, and again 
in September, 1880, and the reports in both instances rate him total for hernia and 
total for heart disease, and certify that: ‘ We find his disability, as described 
above, to be equal to and entitling him to $16.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS. LUCRETIA G. RIPLEY. 


Mr. WAIT. I call up the bill (H. R. 3556) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Lucretia G. Ripley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au. 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucretia G. Ripley, widow of Ed- 
ward F. Ripley, deceased, who enlisted as a private in Company H. Eighteenth 
Regiment of Connecticut Volunteers, and was afterward detailed as night hos- 
pia steward at New Haven, Conn., and died on the 10th day of September, 1875, 

leaving surviving said widow, and issue under the age of 16 years, one child, to 


wit, Grace A., born January 18, 1875; and that the said Lucretia G. Ripley be paid 
during her widowhood the sum of $8 per month, to commence on the 11th day of 
September, 1875, 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike out all after the words Connecticut Volunteers,“ in line 8. 

The amendment was tg ey 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CLARINDA HUNT. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I call up the bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to 
Clarinda Hunt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit Se., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Clarinda Hunt, 
the foster-mother of Edwin W. Hunt, deceased, who enlisted in the United States 
Navy September 15, 1864, and was discharged September 1, 1865, for disability, 
from which he never recovered. . 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


PATRICK FURLONG. ‘ 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I call up for consideration the bill 
(S. 2610) granting a pension to Patrick Furlong. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the ‘name of Patrick Furlong, late a private in 
Company G, Fourteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


FERDINAND HUSCHER. 


Mr.STOCKSLAGER. I call up the bill (H. R. 8048) to increase the 
pension of Ferdinand Huscher. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana that the copy of the bill sent to the Clerk’s desk is not the regu- 
lar Calendar bill. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I have sent to the document-room for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be reported, and the Chair will 
direct the attention ef the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions to the reading of the bill. 

The bill was , as follows: 

Beit enacted, de., That the pension of Ferdinand Huscher, late a hospital stew- 
ard in the United States Army, be, and the same is hereby, increased to $24 per 
month, in lieu of the pension now allowed him. 

Mr. MATSON. The Committee an Invalid Pensions was discharged 
from the consideration of this bill, and it was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. That statement is correct, and the bill was 

rted to the House with a favorable recommendation by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions on Wednesday. 

The CHAIRMAN. Was there any amendment reported? 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. No amendment except to change the name 
from ‘‘ Huscher’’ to Herscher.““ 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I reserve the right to oppose the bill 
until my friend from Indiana [Mr. StocKSLAGER] shall give some ex- 
planation of it. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I would much prefer to have 
the report here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that the gentleman [Mr. 
STOCKSLAGER] withdraw his bill for the present, and meanwhile he 
may be able to find the report. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The report, they say, has not been printed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed for the present. 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL]. 
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CHANCEY G. DARREAH, 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 8187) 
granting a pension to Chancey G. Darrah. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, C., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Chancey G. Darrah, late of Company E, Six- 
teenth ment New York Volunteers. * 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SYDNEY L. SKAGGS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up the 
bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Sidney L. Skaggs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pansion laws, the name of Sidney L. Skaggs, late scout of the 
Second Arkansas Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HoLmes) was read, as follows: 


The Committce on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1268) for 
the relief of Sydney I. Skaggs, having considered the same, report as follows: 

Claimant was a pilot, — and scout, serving as such with the Union Army 
in the State of Arkansas in 1864 and the early part of 1865. That while serving 
as such he was seriously wounded by the enemy. 

Your committee agree with and adopt the report made to the Senate by Mr. 
Jackson, of the Committe on Pensions, upon said bill, and incorporate it here- 
with as a part of their report, as follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1268) for the 
e of Sydney L. Skaggs, having examined the same, make the following re- 

ort: ; 


That said Skaggs, in 1864 and during the early part of 1865, acted as pilot and 
ide for the different Federal commanders at the post of Clarksville, Johnson 
Jounty, Arkansas, That in January, 1865, while out with ascouting expedition, 
under the command of Lieutenant Pitts, of Company A, Second Arkansas In- 
fantry, the party were attacked by rebels or bushwhackers, and during the fight 
said Skaggs was wounded in each shoulder. The wound in the right sho 
necessitated amputation of the right arm near the shoulder joint. This amputa- 
tion was made by the mental surgeon, and he was treated in the regular 
Fo f hospitals. He filed his poucas on for pension, which was rejected by the 
Pension Office on the ground that he was not an enlisted man in the military 
service of the Government, and because the general law made no provision for 
volunteer scouts and pilots, although regularly employed. Sk was between 
l6and 17 years of age while serving as scout and when wounded, as aforesaid, 
in anactual engagement with the enemy. 

“Your committee have, in several instances, recommended relief in cases of 
this character, where the disability or injury was received by the scout in an 
actual engagement with the enemy. They think such cases constitute a proper 
exception and come within the spirit of the law. The committee accordingly 
report back the bill to the Senate with the recommendation that it be passed.” 
i 8 committee therefore report the bill back with the recommendation that 

do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS M. M’CHESNEY. 


Mr. KEAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up a bill reported this 
evening (H. R. 7863), granting a pension to Thomas M. McChesney, 
with amendments. J 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

The committee propose to strike out the preamble, and to make the bill read 


thus: 

“ Be it enacted, dc., That Thomas M. McChesney, of the township of Cranberry, 
in the county of Middlesex, in the State of New poets Å) shall be placed upon the 
list of invalid pensioners, subject to the provisions aud limitations of the pension 
laws, as — Ma had been regularly mustered into the service as an enlisted 
man in Company N. Ninth New Jersey Volunteers.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


CORYDON MILLARD. 


Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. 
R. 6505) franting a pension to Corydon Millard. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Corydon Millard, 

_ formerly a chaplain in the United States heavy artillery, at the rate of $20 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
6505) granting a pension to Corydon M „having had the same under con- 
sideration, ry Feo pong the following report: 

The claiman’ rydon Millard, enlisted and acted as chaplain of the Fourth 
United States Heavy Artillery Volunteers, from 1861 to 1866, when he was hon- 


1 3 He was 
He had a broken leg when he enlisted—that is. 
he had so far recov 


rostration, on account of ee Pane and severe exertion 
ese conditions grew upon him until his disability was quite 
marked, and of an ravated at the time of his discharge. This dis- 
ability has never left him, and he is now greatly if not totally disabled, He is 
6 years of age, entirely without means of support, and unable to earn his liv- 
ain Ad manual labor. 
Pension Office can not grant him a pension, on account of his prior un- 
soundness, and th fore he asks relief by special act of Co: 


erefe ngress, 
While bis disability had its origin in the injury received before his enlistment, 
we are of the opinion that his four years of constant service, with the consequent 
exposure and hardships, must have added greatly to his disability. 


Wherefore your commiitee recommend the passage of said bill, provided, 
however, that the same be amended by inserting therein the words twenty 
dollars,“ after the word of,“ in line 6 thereof. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
gentleman in charge of this bill why this claimant could not obtain a 
pension under the 11 law? Why was it necessary to come here 


and ask a special bill? 
Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin. The claimant enlisted in 1861 and 


served until 1866, over four years. While a boy one of his limbs was 
broken. He recovered entirely, apparently, from that injury, enlisted 
and was accepted by the Army , and served the period I have 
mentioned. But from the fact that he had received this injury before 
he enlisted the Pension Office can not grant hima pension; hence the 
necessity for this act. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It is put upon the ground that he was 
injured before he went into the service. 

Mr. SUMNER, of Wisconsin. Yes; but he was accepted and served 
four years. The disability is uestioned. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARIA SPELLEN. 


Mr. SMITH, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 7418) 
for the relief of Maria Spellen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll the name of Maria Spellen, 
widow of Barnard Spellen, late a member of Company M, Ninth Regiment New 


York Cavalry Volunteers. 8 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
GEORGE W. BEAN. 


Mr. BAGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 1710) grant- 
ing a pension to George W. Bean. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Beau, late a private 
in Capt. P. W. Connover's company of Utah militia. 


The report (by Mr. StRUBLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1710) grant- 
ing a pension to George W. Bean, beg leave to submit the following report: 

Fhe evidence in this case shows, to the entire satisfaction of the committee, 
that about July, 1849, one Capt. P. W. Connover organized in Utah Territory a 
militia company for the purpose of defending the 2 of that section of the 
country against attacks from Indians which were then threatened, 

The company elected officers aud was armed in partand by order of Brigham 
Young. then assuming to be and to act as governor of said Territory, with an 
iron field-piece, six pound caliber. This company is shown to have co-operated 
with the United States troops then under command of Captain Stansbury, To- 
pographical Engineers, United States Army, and Lieut. J. W. Gunnison, United 
States Army, and was part of the time at least under the command of one or 
both of said officers; that while said company was thus co-operating with 
said United States troops, and under the direction and command of its officers, a 
fight occurred with the Indians at or near Fort Provo, lasting about three days; 
that subsequent thereto there were several other fights with the Indians, in 
which said company participated, and lost two killed and several wounded. 

That abont August, 1849, said militia company built a bastion on an elevated 

lace within Fort Provo, and mounted it with their six-pound gun. That about 
September 1, 1849, while said militia company was occupying said bastion at 
Fort Provo, the Indians opened fire upon some men in the settlement, and gave 
evidence of a purpose to attack the settlement and fort. This soldier, Bean, was 
detailed to assist in manning the cannon, and at the second discharge it ex- 
ploded, wounding him dangerously in the arms and thigh ahd”“other places, 
making necessary the amputation of his left arm below the elbow, which am- 
putation was performed by Su n Blake, United States Army, then with Cap- 
tain Stansbury’scommand, T. are facts substantiated by Captain Connover, 
Lieutenant Thomas, and several members of the company. 

In December, 1882, Bean applied for a land-warrant, alleging his service as 
above narrated, 

This claim was rejected May 14, 1881. on the ground that the service of Cap- 
tain Connover'’s company, in which claimant all he served, is not sufficient 
to entitle him to a bounty-land warrant under act of 1852, which requires thirty 
ee ee under act of 1855, because service was not rendered in a rec- 
ogn war. 

The examiner who passed upon the application found that Captain Connover's 
company, U militia, was in service from February 4 to February 19, 1850, but 
that no other rolls of said company for 1849 and later than February, 1850, are 
on file in the Second Auditor's Office, and the Auditor so reports. 

In explanation of this it is quite clearly shown by an affidavit of Captain Con- 
noyer and some of his company that a new muster-roll was made out during the 
first part of 1850 and sent to Washington, and that the names of those who had 
been either killed or wounded were left off this roll, and the places of those 
left off were filled by others who thereafler served with the company, 

The Second Auditor, in replying to an 5 55 from the Pension Office, under 
date of May 5,1884, refers to the pay-rolls’’ of Capt. Peter W. Connover's com- 
pany, and gives the names of a number of the company, some or all of whom 
Sade affidavits in the case of the application for a bounty-land warrant, 

Your committee find that while the 2 aarp organization of the militia com- 
pany may not have been fully authorized by law, yet that it was o ized, did 
service in assisting in repelling Indian attacks, co-operated with United States 
troops, and part of the time, at least, under the control of United States officers, 
and that finally it was recognized by the national authorities, and payment for 
services made to the members appearing on the pay-roil; therefore your com- 
mittee think Bean should be placed on the pension-rolls, subject to the provis- 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
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DAVID T. HOOVER, 
Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (S. 2514) granting 
a pension to David T. Hoover. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit Sc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the on- xol subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of David T. Hoover, late a private in 


Company H, Fifty-sixth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
- EDWARD KRAEMER. 
Mr. HITT. I call up the bill (H. R. 1873) for the relief of Edward 
Kraemer. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, Ge. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Edward Kraemer, formerly a 
arya of Company F, Twelfth Regiment, Illinois State Volunteers, to $24 per 
mont 

The report (by Mr. CULLEN) was as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1873) for the relief of Edward Kraemer, having bad the same under considera- 


tion, would make the following report: 
Edward Kraemer enlisted as a pri in Company F, Twelfth Regiment II- 


linois Volunteers, Au 3, 1861. or about February 25, 1865, at Sister's 
Ferry, , he was i ured while detailed on fatigue duty by the falling of a 
tree, whi roke his left arm, four of his ribs, and injured his head and lett 
shoulder, 


He was unable to DERE military duty afterward on account of said 

injuries, and was discharged service June 30, 1865. He was pensioned at 

$8 per month, and sann reduced to the 2 of $i per month. He filed 

proof of soundness prior to enlistment and inj received in service, 

888 dl show his treatment in 2 during His application 
December 24, 1879. 


for increase was ere 
The affidavit of Augu Weirich ‘shows ti ee he treated him some time; 
said Kraemer BAM ; that his right frontal bone was fractured 


that 
that he is af- 


and depressing on nis brain, causi neural pains constantly; 
fected with paralysis of the arm; ton several fractured, and is subject to 


severe, incurable 
‘The affidavit of 
. — ATS 


totally disabled and confined to his bed. 
Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN K. COOKE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. V 
move the disabilities of John K. Cooke. 


The bill was read. 
There no oes the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
that it do pass. 


House with 
FERDINAND HUSCHER. 


Mr, STOCKSLAGER. I again call up the bill (H. R. 8048) to in- 
crease the pension of Ferdinand Huscher. The bill has already been 


t reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
strike out in the body of the Bill and in the title the word „Huscher 
and insert H „was read and agreed to. 

i Mr. HEWITT, of "Alabama. I hope the gentleman from Indiana 
[ Mr. STOCKSLAGER] will give some reason for the passage of this bill. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. This man served sixteen years in the Army 
three years arning the war and almost continuously afterward in the 
regular poe e is drawing a very small pension for a gunshot 
wound. his service he contracted a disease of the liver from 
which he is 3 He is in a very dangerous condition. I 
know the man very well. I have seen him within the last ten days. 
The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the bill will be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 
There being no objection, it was ordered gly. 


STEPHEN SAUER, 
8 HOUK. I call up the bill (H. R. 7417) for the relief of Stephen 
mer. 


e ea 


. of the 

Sauer, deceased, w 

State Volunteers, 
The report (by Mr. HoL»MES) was as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7417) med the relief of Stephen Sauer, having considered the same, report as fol- 


of Geo; 
Fourth Battery Wisco 


died in the service of typhoid nsin Volunteers, 
Monroe, in September, 1864. At the time of his death the soldier had never been 


married. There is no question that the ee died in the service in the line of 
duty. He enlisted when about twenty years of ue Theapplication of thefather, 
Stephen Sauer, was rejected by the Pension on the ground that at the 
time of the soldier's death the claimant was not dependent upon the son for 
support, as he had enough means for that purpose, and did rags baer himselfand 
family before and after the son enlisted.“ The mother of the eceased soldier, 
and wife of the applicant, died about a year after the soldier’s birth. Claimant 
was married the second time. 

The evidence in this case shows that the claimant is possessed of from $725 to 
$1,000 worth of property ; that his income has not exceeded from $75 to $100 per 
rar and that for twenty. -four gons he has been suffering from disease of thy 

rt, rendering him almost entire aay ineapacitated for the performance of man- 
ual la It is shown by the record also that the soldier remitted money to his 
father at different times as the result of his labor before enlistment, and as part 
of his pay while in the service, which is corroborated by the testimony of the 
farmer for whom the son worked and the agent of the express company who 
received it and delivered it to the father. It now 2— t the second wife 
of the claimant is obliged to do washing to assist porting the family, as 
well as other manual labor. At the time the n was taken he had one 
sick daughter at home. 

n the opinion of your committee the case presented by the claimant is ace 
that should be favorably considered. The evidence is somewhat conflictin; 
regards his „making it anywhere from 70 to 80 years. ‘The necessities t at 
compel his wife to do washing and support him in addition to herself a; 
to your committee strongly | as one presenting strong equities, and after giving 
the son to the service is country, and who served about three years ant 
died in = —— thus depriving him of the staff of his old age. 
mittee th that the Government should do no less than to provi 
support — rin father in his . — years. Your 
the bill be amended by inserting in the sixth line thereof, after the words 
“Stephen Sauer,” the word Rae » With this amendment, and upon 
the grounds herein stated, your committee report the bill back to the House 
favorably, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
insert before the word father, in line 6, the word dependent, 
was read and to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THEODORE LEVERON. 


Mr. WINANS, of Michigan. I call up the bill (H. R. 301) granting 
a pension to Theodore Leveron. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
ore 


your com- 
8 a partial 
recomm that 


The report ji Mr. MATSON) was as follows: 
Pa Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was . — the bill (H. R. 301) 
a pension to Theodore Leveron, lly 
8 — Leveron enlisted in the mi — steer: thé United States 
in a 8 in Company M, Third Regiment F Cavalry, Oc- 
tober 11, 1861, and was honorably discharged August 3, 

May 2, 1874. he filed a declaration for pension, alleging oe, Smee te wound of left 
arm, erm ene meee Se pr Ky., znan 1863—was 
at Cadiz, Ky., in the fall of 1863, causing i juries Of the band-—ohich wae rejected! 
Fousy — ite * to 7 Serie cae ground that 7 — was not : 

e of duty a me o! 5 ury, and no pensionable disabili 
from injury to head since discharge. 

It appears from the evidence in t the case that the soldier had an altercation 
with a citizen at a place of amusement in Hopkinsville, 3 aboni the 20th: 
day of June, 1863. The next day after this, as soldier was r ees lace of 
business of the citizen, Sa by name, he came out and caught the soldier by 
the collar, and shot him 5 he held in his right hand. At the 
time of the . ay Bn detailed as messenger at as SAT tel ph 
3 way to his breakfast at the time he 8 

The citizen was arrested by the m authorities, but whether he was 
veep sar for the offense ie 1106 disclosed 

Capt. Albert Slov, of Sonn 2 testifies (November 8. = that he was 
captain of claimant's com e service, an d corroborates the statements 
of claimant from facts gat A at * time of the shooting, and to seeing the 
wound after its infliction. 

John P. Kullehn,of Wheatland, ee. 5 Indiana, testifies 
9, 1882) to the fact that he was a member of claimant’s company and regiment, 
and to the shooting of the soldier ke 7 vage at the time and in manner above 
detailed ; did not see the shooting, but heard of it immediately after its occur- 


rence, 
C. P. Hollingsworth, of Bruceville, — County, Indiana, testifies e 


ber 9, 1882) that he was the first lieutenan t’s company, and to the fact 
of the wounding of the soldier by Savage at Hopkinsville, as i: indicated b ro 
witnesses; that the shooting was without vocation on the part of cla 


== he believes that said shot was given because Leverson was a Federal 
“Claimant was on detached duty at the time he was shot, and under regular 
orders. 

We think the evidence in the case justiñes the conclusion that the soldier was 
shot by the citizen, Savage, while in the-line of duty, and that the controversy 
was not provoked or encouraged by the soldier, and d that the injury to the claim- 
ant is clearly due to his military service, and that he should ve a pension, 
and therefore recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LIEUT. NATHANIEL JOHNSON COFFIN. 


Mr. HAYNES. I call up the bill (H. R. 4393) for the relief of Lieut. 
Nathaniel Johnson Coffin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, Sc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here! 
thorized and directed to cause to be paid, Sane any money 2 the United 
otherwise a ted, arrears of pension to Nathaniel Johnson 


8 Ppro} ria! 
Coffin, late first lieutenant of Compan; r 
nsion laws, and that this act shall be c — as extending to the time of his 
Rhode Islan mpany vepra Ninth 
tes Infantry, in the war with pkr ed the 224 a day of August, 1848. 
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a report is as follows: 
n Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4393) for 


e Committee 
ties relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin, submit the following report: 
Lieutenant Coffin is a hero of two wars, and his physical and mental condi- 
wes entitles him to the kind consideration of his country. May 4, 1847, he en- 
isted for service in the Mexican war. He served as a private until war 
pear ty and received a medal for gallant conduct at the storming of Chapulte- 


pec. An honorable di — 2 given him August 2, 1818. Lieutenant Coffin 
again enlisted, September as a private in Company K (Capt. M. T. Bet- 
ton), Thirteenth egiment Ni fore Volunteers, to serve n the late re- 


bellion. He was promoted to be first lieutenant of said 9 K early in 
1863, Afterward, in May, 1863,while stationed with his com y on the banks 
of the Nansemond River, in Virginia, to check the enemy’s advance on Norfolk, 
ne 8 a wound on the skull, which probably caused a pressure of bone on 

ê 

This wound, it is claimed, induced severe and continued pains in the head, 
mental confusion, i anda miso e sais loss of memory for several years. Atany rate, 
in consequence the Coffin resigned his command and was hon- 
orably discharged jm une 9, 1863, at —— Monroe. 

‘There is in evidence an affidavit of Captain Betton, commanding Company K, 
Thirteenth New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, who states that Lieutenant 
CONA was of sound body and mind at the time he was mustered into service; 
that— 

When he was discharged he was subject to insanity, and other ways sick in 
quarters, from in = ite received while in the performance of his duties on picket 
on Nansemond River, in Virginia, in May, 1863, when Phere was threatened 
by the forge ; that said N. J. Coffin, then promoted to first lieutenant under my 
command, was seriously wounded on the head at the above-mentioned time 
while in the performance of his duty in actual service.” 

Benjamin F. Winn swears he— 

Was a subordinate officer under Lieut. Nathaniel J. Coffin while picketing 
on the Nansemond River, in Virginia, and herein state that said lieutenant was 
aie yh on the head in an engagement on the picket line in the month of May, 
A. 

The Senate Committee on Pensions, during the first session of the Forty- 
seventh Con made an extended report on hia worthy case, the voluminous 
facts thereof ing well condensed. The Senate report concludes as follows: 

The fact seems to be thatclaimant is demented to an extent of incapacity ; that 
there ap; to be reliable evidence of his being sound mentally and physi- 
cally at the time he was mustered into service, and became demented while in 
such service from his wounds in the head or otherwise. The medical evidence 
regarding his wounds is to the effect that he bears scars on the spot of the al- 
— —— but the A in bat are unable tosay how such scars were received, 

her from a More battle or not; that a portion of the bone seems to 
the claimant is very ve to any pressure upo: 
as to how he receiy 


ald age is entirely ill. wi toearnaliving. The committee therefore 88 
the, passage of the an amendment increasing his pension to $20 a month. 
The substitute by the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
read and agreed to, as follows: 
That the Laer a now 8 to Nathaniel Johnson Coffin, late first lieu- 


tenant of Company K, New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, in the 


late war of the rebel — be, and the same is hereby, increased to $20 per month. 


There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES BEDELL, SR. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. I call up the bill (H. R. 2327) for the relief of 
James Bedell, sr. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That 3 James Bedell, sr., for A — on account 
U: a aor 


if tho anid Samuel Umstead hea be boon the 
son of said James Bedell. sr., as for the purposes of said pension application he 
shall be taken to be. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid e to whom was referred the bill S. 2327, 
having had the same under consideration, beg leave to report as follows: 
The effect of the Senate bill as passed 18 to give to the claimant arrears of pen- 
sion. He has never had any title to a ion. This committee and the House 
have refused to give arrears by act in all cases except where it has been 
shown that by some fault orn nce of an officer of the Government the right 
to arrears has been taken aver. theclaimant. We believe James Bedell, sr., 


should be ee as the de —— —.— father of Samuel U as he was, to 
use the f the Senate to all intents ae pu his father; “is 

but to avoi eivtng arrears in ware ere 1 — feet it 1 Si not be pro 

give arrears, we re; back the — Benate b the adoption of the ac- 

companying am ent in the nature of a n 


Mr. MATSON. There is an amendment to that bill in the form of 
a substitute. 
Po an oy sig singers oh is not in the possession of the Clerk. The 

or the present be passed over informally, to be taken u in 
when the substitute has been found. Aa 
ISABELLA TURNER. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call up the bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to 
Isabella Turner. n 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the 8 of the eee he be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to the name of of Oscar B. 


, widow 
‘Turner, late a sergeant o groeden I, Twente-thind Regiment of Maine Volun- 
teers,on the pronare, and to pay her a pension from the death of her hus- 
band, March 14, 1882, subject 
and as to the rate of pension. 


The report (by Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 2009, 
granting a pension to Isabella Turner, widow of Oscar D. Turner, late sergeant 


ect to the general pension laws should she again marry, 


‘committee that the real cause of his d 


Company I, Twenty-third Regiment Maine Volunteers, have examined the 
— and report favorably, recommending the passage of the same, with an 

by striking out the words and to pay her a pension m oe 
death of her husband, March 14, 1882. 

The 5 —— shows that the soldier contracted chronic diarrhea and other 
disability in the service, in line of duty, which ruined his constitutio and that that 
ever afterward he was greatly enfeebled and disabled from manual labor; that 
his power to resist disease was diminished thereby, so that pe bres er alight 
attack of cold, which resulted in ne. of which he died March, 1882. 

The widow is left without means of support; and the evidence satisfies your 

eath was contracted in the service. “itis 
a just case for relief. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
strike out the words and to pay her a pension from the death of her 
husband, March 14, 1882, was read and to. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET B. HARWOOD. 
Mr. BREWER, of New York. I call up the bill (H. R. 7513) grant- 
ing a pension to B. Harwood. 


r Margaret 
The bill was read, as follows: 


The report (by Mr. Rogrnson, of New York) is as e 


The Committee on Pensions to whom was referred bill H. R. 7513, after duly 
ee it, reported it back, recommending its passage on the following state- 
ment o. ts: 

Rear-Admiral Andrew A. Harwood entered the Navy J — 1,1818, and died 
August 28. 1884, having been over sixty-six years in the service, during which 

— — the Department states that his personal and official records are unblem- 

The Navy Register shows that he wason active duty, either afloat or on shore, 
forty-one years. 

Early in his career he attracted the attention and secured the esteem of two 
of the most distinguished and gallant officers in our naval history. 

Asa midshipman, under the command of the celebrated Commodore David 
Porter, he in the capture of a piratical schooner and her barge in the 
West Indies. The present head of the Navy, Admiral Porter, then a boy of ten 
was with his father 2 at the time, and authorizes the statement that his favorable 

knowledge of Admiral Harwood n at that time, and continued arpat he 
whole course of a service always land efficient, and in many respects highly 
creditable and valuable in its character. 

The details of that service are given in the subjoined papers, which — 
the memorial of his widow asking for a n, mar’ A, supported 
ments from the Navy Department, B and C; from Commodore Luee, 
8 part of D; Medical Director Lansdale, E; and Lieutenant iat 


1, 
Paa these rs it appears that Admiral Harwood was a lineal descendant 
n Franklin. That, inheriting from his ancestor industrious 
pee EER TE for knowledge, he devoted himself at an early A in his profes- 
sional life to the ordnance branch of the service with so much zeal and efficiency 
that he was sent to Europe in 1844 as amember of commission to visit the foun- 
dries and dock-yards of land and : afterward member of a board 
rdnance instructi 


charge of the Bureau of 


ordnance duty, ha 
during 7 years of the war, until . to a more re 
mand ofthe Washington navy-yard, and of the Potomac saaye ohare om the 
koag une of the Potomac against the confederate re A 
the value of his ordnance services the naval officers whose testimony is 
subjoined in strong terms. There is no doubt,“ says Commodore Luce, 
that the high character of the ordnance of the United States Navy and of the 
gunnery of that day (188-761) was due in a very t degree to the labors of 
the board of which he was an active member.“ 2 showing the na- 
id pag value of his ordnance services appear in the statement of Lieutenant 
Subsequently, while employed on light-house duty, wre’ after he had been 
red-list, 8 his leisure hours to the paration of his 
boo! arte Martial, which, in the yon bony ed odore Luce 
“at once took a high position as a standard autho: ty. It “is followed in all 
muag trials in the Navy,” 23 Lieutenant Kimball, who regards it as the 
begga ng of a new era in such trials. 
he thorough knowledge of 9 courts indicated in his book led to his 
assignment, at Sorgono dmiral Porter, to do duty as Judge-Advocate- 
General of the Navy, the last kek employment — which he was engaged. 
rt from your committee of March 1, 1884 (H. R. 608, first session 
th Congress), contains a list of cases in which pensions have been 
to widows of naval officers. To that list m — be added the widows of 


r-Admirals M. „Beaumont, Middleton, ling, and Sands, and of 

Commodore Watson, to each of whom a pension ‘of $50 a month was given by 
acts passed durin . nt 

Satisfied that ‘ood is in , and that her case is 


quite asstrong as any of 8 above referred to, your committee recommend the 
passage of the bill. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the Uniled States : 

The memorial of the undersigned, Margaret B, Harwood, respectfully show- 
eth— 

That she is the widow of the late Rear-Admiral Andrew A. Harwood, of the 
United States Navy. 

That the said Harwood was born on the 8th October, 1802; entered the Navy, 
5 heap bers died on the 38th A August, 1884. 

That during his unbroken con: n of . his 
official and personal records were, in the language of the official order an- 
nounei his death, unblemished.“ 

Navy Register shows that he was employed in active service more 


than forty-one years, 
That the several papers la jar ine submitted show: 
1. That while a mi he was on shamed first, in . pars 


„ a, and afterward „ under the late 


ordnance, nning w. infancy, 
and adhering to it and becoming identified with it to such an extent that when 


£ = 
ue —— war commenced the Ordnance Bureau of the Navy was committed to 
c 7 
Wulle on ordnance duty, in 1844, he was member of commission to visit the 
dock-yards and foundries of England and France, and to report on improve- 
ments in naval gunnery. As a consequence of the report of this commission, 
he was appointed mem of a board to prepare the ordnance instructions of 
the Navy, and to make the necessary investigations and experiments. 
} He was subsequently member of a board to revise ordnance instructions. 
' Referring to this latter duty, an officer well qualified to judge Fg le “There 
is no doubt that the high character of the ordnance of the United 
and the excellence of the 


nery practice of that day was due in a very great 
measure to the labors of the — of which he was an active 3 (See 
outline, subjoined, No. 3.) 


During the first year of the war he was Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance, from 
which he was transferred to the then important command of the Washin 
navy-yard, and of the Potomac flotilla, holding in the latter capacity the long 
line of the Potomac against the confederate forces. f 

3. He was su uently assigned to duty on the Light-House Board, on which 
he continued ni y five years. à 
1. From the a war yee) Board he was taken to perform the duties of Judge- 
Advocate General of the Navy, a position he held until Ist October, 1871. 

While on light-house duty, after he had been placed on the retired-list, he de- 
voted his leisure hours to the preparation of his work on naval courts-martial, 
which is referred to in accompanying documents (Nos. 3 and 5) asa “ work 
which at once took a high position as a standard authority,” followed in all 


military trials in the Navy. 

Your memo 1 calls attention to the fact that her late husband, 
though frugal, self-sacrificing, and economical in his habits, left very little prop- 
erty, not enough for the maintenance of his widow, his unmarried daughter, 
and several grandchildren who are in a dependént condition. 

Your memorialist therefore prays that a pension of $50 a month be granted 
her, being the same amount allowed the widows of other officers whose rank 
was the same as that of her late husband, 

In support of the various averments and allegations herein above set forth, 
youe A memorialist begs leave to refer to the following papers herewith sub- 
mitted : 

1. General order of the Navy Department announcing the death of Admiral 
Harwood. 


2. Transcript from records of Navy Department, indicating services of Admiral 


3. Outline of Admiral Harwood’s official career, prepared by Commodore S. B. 
Luce, and indorsed by Admiral Porter. 

4. Statement of M. | Director 41 Lansdale, V. S. N. 

5. Statement of Lieut, W. W. Kimball, U. S. N. 

And your memorialist will ever pray, &c, 


GENERAL ORDER. 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washinglon, September 3, 1884. 
The Department announces with t to the Navy and Marine Corps the 
death, on the 28th ultimo, at Marae: Pines. of Rear-Admiral Andrew A. Har- 
wood, United States Navy, in the eighty-second year of his age. . 
Rear-Admiral Harwost was born October 9, 1802; appointed a midshipman 
from the State of Pennsylvania Jan 1, 1818; commissioned a lieutenant 
March 3, 1827; a commander, October 2, 1848; a captain, September 14, 1855; a 
commodore, July 16, 1862; and a rear-admiral, on the retired-list, February 16, 
1869. 
He was appointed Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrography August 
6, 1861, and served as such until July 22, 1862, when ordered to command the 
Washington navy-yard. While holding the latter position he also commanded, 
until December 18, 1863, the Potomac flotilla. In these, as in other positions to 
which he was 5 on account of his special fitness, he served with credit 
and efficiency. His official and personal are unblemished. 
to his memory it is hereby ordered that, on the day after 
the receipt hereof, the flags of the navy-yards and vessels in commission be dis- 
at pongo ane . thirteen minute- guns fired at 
noon from the navy- a ps on stations, 
riin EARL ENGLISH, 


Acting Secretary of Navy. 


MARGARET B. HARWOOD. 


0 


Abstract of Admiral Harwood's record, taken from Navy Department records, 

Andrew A. Harwood was appointed a midshipman in the Navy January 1, 

1818, 

April 20, 1818, was ordered to the Saranac, 

February 28, 1822, was ordered to duty in Philadelphia. 

December 30, = detached and ordered to Norfolk, Va. 

September 10 was ordered to Philadelphia. 

roh 15, 9 six months’ leave of absence. 

July 26, 1824, to the Constitution. 

October 23, 1827, detached and ordered to examination preliminary to promo- 
tion. 

December 12, 1827, granted leave of absence. 

February 21, was commissioned as a lieutenant from March 3, 1827. 

October 27, 1828, ordered to the receiving-ship at Philadelphia; March 18, 1830, 
he was detached and nted six months’ leave. 

A t 23, 1831 to the * New York: May 30, 1832, he was 
detached and ordered to the United States; August 27, 1833, he was detached 
and granted leave of absence. 

June 10, 1834, ordered to the Erie; June 19, 1834, the previous order was re- 
voked, and granted furlough for one year. 

July 31, 1835, was ord to the Constitution for duty on board the Shark; 
January 25, 1838, was detached and granted leave of absence. 

April 3, 1840, ordered to special duty under beers M. C. Perry. 

May 3, 1843, ordered to duty in the Bureau of Ordnance and drography ; 

-October 7, 1848, was comm: ed as co r from October 2, 1848. 

October 18, 1852, detached from ordnance duty and ordered to the Mediterra- 
nean squadron; July 2, 1855, detached from command of the Cumberland and 
granted leave of absence. 

October 8, 1855, was commissioned asa captain from September 14, 1855. 

September 10, 1858, ordered as inspector of ordnance at navy-yard, Washing- 


ton. 
April 24, 1861, detached and ordered as temporary chief of Bureau of Ord- 


nance, 
August 19, 1861, was aA yee chief of the Bureau of Ordnance; July 22, 
1862, detached and ordered to command the navy-yard, Washington D.C. 


August 4, 1862, promoted to commodore on the active-list from July 16, 1862. 
5 7, 1863, detached from command of the navy-yard, Washington, 
mstant, a 
December 18, 1863, detached from command of the Potomac flotilla, 
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orders; March 30, 1869, ordered as mem 1 
tember 20, 1869, detached and ordered to special duty at the Department; 


tes Navy | 


FEBRUARY 20, 


July 6, 1864, ordered as ‘secretary of the e Board. 
Octo! retired-list. 


ber 9, 1864, was placed on the 
Torron 20, 1569, commissioned as rear-admiral on the retired-list. 
„1869, detached from the Light-House Board and placed on waiting 
rof a court at Washington, D. C.; 


tember 29, 1870, detached. 
October 11, 1870, appointed Judge-Advocate of the Navy. 
October 1, 1871, detached and placed on waiting orders. 
He died at Marion, Mass., on the 28th of August, 1884. 


D. 
Outline of Admiral Harwood's official career, by Commodore S. B. Luce. 


Harwood, Rear-Admiral Andrew Allen, United States Navy. Son of John Ed- 
mund Harwood and Elizabeth Franklin Bache, granddaughter of Dr. Benjamin 
Franklin. Born in 1802, in Bucks County, Pennsylvania. 

Appointed midshipman inthe United States Navy in 1818, his first vessel being 
the gunboat Saranac, 

His next service was on board the sloop of. war Hornet, from 1819 to 1821, en- 
gaged in cruising in the West Indies, for the suppression of piracy and the 

e. 


Tn 1823 he was on board the Sea Gull, serving with the barges belonging to the 

expedition of Commodore David Porter against the pirates. On July 3 of that 

dang assisted in the capture of the piratical schooner Catalina, of three guns, and 
er barge, by the barges of the Gallinipper and Mosquito. 

In 1844 he was on ordnance duty, during which time he was appointed mem- 
ber of acommission to visit the dock-yards and foundries of England and France, 
and to report on improvements in ordnance and naval gunnery. As aconse- 
quence of the report of the commission he was appointed member of a board to 
prepare the ordnance instructions for the Unit ites Navy and to make the 
necessary investigations and experiments, Subsequently, 1858-61, he was again 
on ordnance duty and member of a board to revise ordnance instructions and to 
prepare a new edition, with a view to bringing the work up tothe times. There 

no doubt that the high character of the o) nance of the United States Navy 
and the excellence of the gunnery practice of that day was due in a very great 
measure to the labors of the board of which he was an active member. 

A 6, 1861, he became chief of the Bureau of Ordnan: 

1862, in command of Washington navy-yard and Potomac flotilla. 
Again, be was secretary of the ht-House „ member of examining 
, and for a time occupied an office analogous to that of Judge-Advocate- 
General. Itwas while on light-house service that he uced his work on Na- 
val Courts-Martial, in which he presented, in a ective and eo form, 
the leading principles of military 9 together with the distinguish- 
ing laws and regulations which govern the practice of United States naval courts- 
martial.” This work, which at once took a high place as a standard authority, 
is noted for its scholarly style and thoroughness of construction. It may not be 
out of place to remark, however, that owing to the very limited demand for 
works of that character it was not a financial success. 

For the generation to which he belonged Rear-Admiral Harwood was an offi- 
cer of unusual attainments, and exhibited in an eminent degree the character of 
a Christian gentleman in all the varied relations of life. 

S. B. LUCE, United States Navy. 

I cheerfully subscribe to the above and am of the opinion that no officer's 
widow is better entitled to a pension than Mrs. Harwood. 

DAVID D. PORTER, Admiral, 


ce and Hydrography ; 


E. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., December 1, 1884. 

I was intimately acquainted with the late Admiral A. A. Harwood for about 
forty years, He was a thorough gentleman in every sense of the word, a con- 
sistent Christian, a most loyal citizen, and, as an officer of the Navy, one who set 
a yeay example in his strict attention to duty as a subordinate, and an intelli- 
gent and temperate exercise of his authority as a commanding officer. 

Admiral Harwood inherited from his grandfather, Benjamin Franklin, a love 
of study and an aptitude for scientific knowledge which made his services of 
peculiar value to the Navy. After having attained, by voluntary training, an 
education much beyond that of the naval officers of his eration, he —.— a 
special study of ordnance, and was one of the earliest and most efficient of the 
officers who aided in the development of that most important branch of scientific 
warfare. His distinguished services in that direction caused him to be selected 
as Chief of the Ordnance Bureau. i 

In his work on courts-martial, now a standard authority, he has left a monn- 
ment which will be a worthy memento of his intelligence and industry. 

During the late civil war Admiral Harwood beld a most important position— 
that of commandant of the Potomac flotilla, holding the long line of the Potomac 
aioe the confederate forces. 

ving thus served his r 
and in war, during a long life, he 


actively and efficiently, both in pones 
jenti, 
provided for, * 


died, leaving his family very ins ume 


P, LANSDALE, 
Medical Director, U. S. N. 


F. 
Letter from Lieut. W. W. Kimball. 
U. S. S. TENNESSEE, New York, December 15, 1884. 

My Dear Mr. Luce: To me it is apparent that even such a brief and imper- 
fect summary of his record as I can give from references at hand will show that 
the Government of the United States is — indebted to the late Rear-Admi- 
ral A. A. Harw: for his continuous, brilliantly able, and entirely unselfish 
22 = behalf of his country during the fifty-four years he served her on duty 

n avy. 

Entering upon his naval career as a midshipman January 1, 1818, he was at once 
ordered to arduous and 2 duty in cruising on the coast of Africa, where, 
escaping the worst effects of the deadly climate, he served three years, and was 
then selected as one of the officers of Porter's expedition inst the West India 
pirates, an expedition that in suppressing the horrors of piracy on and near our 
own coast was of almost inestimable value tothe commerce of the United States 
and of the world. 


urpiy himself in the action at Si 
of the piratical schooner Catalina and her barge by the barges Gallinipper and 


the material and reorgan- 
he Navy, a work which he followed unre- 
mi — ſox. twenty years, and which resulted in the greatest benefit to the 
country, 


1885. 
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Tn 1840 the ordnance of the Na 


was crude, lacked power for weight of metal 
carried, and the guns were served very much on the ideas of the indi- 
vidual commanding officers; and it was mainly by the efforts of Lieutenant Har- 
wood that this condition of affairs wasremedied. He first experimented upon the 
guns and 9 until he attained a standard that determined the composi- 
tion of ships’ batteries, and fixed a rule of inspection, and it was during this work 
t he was sent to rope to cathe es err and report upon the condition of 
ordnance there. Afterward, associated with Farragut, he prepared a m 
of ordnance instructions, which made exercises, drills, and inspections uniform, 
and vastly improved the service of the guns. To Harwood the Navy owes that 
tem of ordnance which, later on, further developed by Dalhgren and others, 
owed such wonderful results as were attained during the war of the rebellion. 

His extraordinary abilities as an ordnance officer were recognized by the 
Navy Department,and when that war came he was the man selected in those 
trying times to devise, procure, and arrange the arms with which the ships of 
the United States were to fight. 

How well that duty was performed is now a matter of history. But the diffi- 
culties he overcame, and the pressing necessities of the country he successfully 
met, can hardly be imagined, much less overestimated. 

After he organized this work,and as soon as the strain brought on the 
Department by the first year of the war was relieved, his services were spared 
prons the Bureau of Ordnance because they were required more directly against 
the enemy. 1 

In July, 1862, he was placed in command of the Potomac flotilla and the Wash- 
ington navy-yard, and it was to his efforts that was due that condition of things 
on the Potomac which made the flotilla such a terror to its enemies, and such a 
reliable defense for the national capital. 

on the retired-list, in accordance with 


In 1864 Admiral Harwood was p! 
law, but his services were so valuable he was employed on various special 
dut till 1872, eight years after retirement, when the law putting all retired 
officers off duty deprived the Department of his labors. It was dur this Jat- 
ter part of his service that he wrote the work on courts-martial, whi at pres- 
ent the accepted authority followed in all military trials in the Navy. Before 
Harwood’s work was published it was almost impossible in the time allowed 
for naval courts to properly inform themselves on points of law, precedent, and 
prineiple, and as a natural consequence much injustice resulted, somerimes in 
the direction of too great severity, and, again, in treating breaches of discipline 
with too great leniency. t 

Itis to Harwood chiefly that tbe Navy of to-day owes that state of affairs 
which makes marked injustice in military matters impossible, gives every man, 
whatever his rank, his legal rights, and almost inevitably brings adequate pun- 
ishment for military crime. 

I have endeavored to desi, te in this letter some of the more prominent 
achievements of his extrao ue career; some of the s efforts en- 
0 and beyond those in the line of duty that might have been expected 
of him in his character of an officer of the Navy, but I find it impossible to prop- 
erly express the effect of his example upon the service. 

Still, this may be imagined when one remembers that during his long naval 
career he always Ee imself, and uired from others, the strictest attention 
to duty, was continually using his brilliant abilities and attainments in behalf 
of his country, was in his intercourse with all a pattern of what an officer and 
agentieman should be, and was the just and upright man that his great pro- 
genitor, Franklin, desired for a descendant. 

His greatest fault as an officer was that his modesty prevented him from re- 


quiring his own ri and thus deprived the service of an example where just 
rewa = gy a life of extraordinary effort. 
ery, &e., 


WM. W. KIMBALL, 
Lieutenant, United States Navy. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH B. JACKSON, 


Mr. CURTIN. There is a bill on the Speaker's table returned from 
the Senate with amendments. It is House bill 5800, for the relief of 
Sarah B. Jackson, which I would like to take up and put on its passage. 

Mr. MATSON. That is a House bill on the Speaker's table returned 
with Senate amendments; and although I should like to have it con- 
sidered, it can not be done this evening under the order of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. Only bills on the Private Calendar reported 
favorably from the Committee on Invalid Pensions or the Committee 
on Pensions can be considered at this evening session. : 


JANE BRENT. 


Mr. WOLFORD, Lask to take up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
7248) to increase the pension of Jane Brent. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to increase the pension of Jane Brent, widow of James Brent, late cap- 
tain of Company —, ent of the Regular Army of the United States, 
to a rating of $50 per month. 

The amendments of the committee. were read, as follows: 

In line 4, insert D.” after “ Jane.“ In line 5, strike out James” and insert 
“Thomas L;“ also after word * Company,” in same line, insert the word 


z ee „and after the word Regiment,“ in the sixth line, insert the word 


Amend the title so as to rend: “A hill to increase the pension of Jane D. Brent.“ 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Kentucky a question. 

Mr. WOLFORD. This is a unanimous report. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I think not. I never voted for it. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Read the report. 

The report (by Mr. WOLFORD) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 7248) 
to increase the pension of Jane D, Brent, widow of Thomas L. Brent, beg leave 
to make the following report: 

Capt. Thomas I.. Brent uated with honor at the Military Academy of the 
United States at West Point in 1835, and after this served in the Army twenty- 
three years, filling many offices with great distinction. He was in the 
State of North Carolina in removing the Creek Indians; he was in the Florida 
war,and in the war with the Seminole Indians; in all of which he 
dangerous and laborious duties with credit and faithfully. He was in the war 
with Mexico, and at the battle of Buena Vista he greatly distinguished himself. 
General Scott had ordered almost all the troops away from General Taylor, be- 
lieving that there would be no more fighting on thatline, and a messenger with 


a secret dispatch from General Scott to General Taylor, explaining why it was 
done, was killed, and the ch fell into the of the Mexicans. 

Making no doubt of his ability to capture General Taylor, Santa Anna concen- 
trated 22,000 soldiers and surrounded Taylor's 4,000 soldiers. He commenced 
his on Was 's battery, where Brent was in charge. The battery 
did great service, and, after considerable slaughter, repulsed the Mexicans and 
changed their Girection. They were afterward repulsed by Davis and others, 
and, when in full retreat, in of Illinois followed too far out of supporting 
and was surrounded by the whole Mexican army. McKee of Ken- 
tucky went to his assistance, and both regiments were cut to pieces. Hardin, 

ee Clay. and a great many other officers and privates were killed, and the 
Illinois and Kentucky regiments would have been lost but for the wonderful 
exertions and great gallantry of Captain Brent. Our men were their 
way back through the Mexicans, w brought them under the Re of Wash- 
ington's battery; Captain Brent, with almost superhuman exertion, fired his gun 
with his own hand so fast and with such deadly aim that they were repulsed 
again. 

As our men came in squads through the Mexican ranks and gained the open 
space, Brent would mount on his gun, motion to them with his hands to fall 
down, and fire over them, putting the match to the gun with his own hands. 
The enemy was fairly driven back, and our men were safe ; and it is certain that 
none of them would have been saved but for that battery. For his gallant con- 
duct, Ca; Brent was promoted, but his wonderful exertions, and lying on 
the cold ground the following night, cost him his life; he was never well after- 
ward, and the proof is clear that he died of disease contracted at that time in 
the line of his duty. He was afterward placed on easier duty and lingered until 
1858, when he died in the service, at his post and while discharging his duty, 

His widow, a lady in every way worthy of him, in the war with the ing 

States, following the example of the “angels of Buena Vista,” in 1861 left her 
father’s home, who was a judge of the United States court and had lenty, and 
went into the hospitals, without receiving or desiring any com on. 
a min: angel, and with motherly care and Christian tenderness, day and 
night she nursed the sick and wow soldiers until 1866. Many soldiers, kept 
alive by her gentle nursing and kind attention, will bless her, and ask God to 
bless her while they live, and dying will enjoin upon their children to remem- 
ber her gratefully. 

A petition is sent from Detroit, Mich., signed by many veteran soldiers, many 
United States officials, and many State officers, asking for an increase of n 
for her, and speaking of her services to her country and to its soldiers as 
prompted by love of country and goodness of heart, and as without Sparno; 
and add that the history of Michigan would be incomplete without a favorable 
mention of these services, Soldiers write, saying, God bless Mrs. Brent for 
her attention and care; we love her as we do our own mothers.” 

Mrs. Brent is now 60 years old, with one child, a daughter, living with her. 
She has been most unfortunate, and has no money or property left her, her 
pension being her only means of support. Wherefore we report the bill with- 
out amendment, with the opinion that it ought to pass. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. As I understand it, this increase is 
based on the long and faithful service as nurse for this claimant. 

Mr. WOLFORD. Certainly. 

The amendments of the committee were agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JULIA T. SCOTT. 


Mr. STRUBLE. I call up an act (S. 526) granting a pe of $50 
per month, to be paid out of the naval pension fund, to Julia T. Scott, 
widow of Gustavus H. Scott, late a rear-admiral in the United States 
Navy, and for forty-six years in the active service. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is arene, di- 
rected to cause to be placed on the pension-roll the name of Julia T. Scott, w dow 
of Gustavus II. Scott, late a rear-admiral and for forty-six years in the active 
service of the United States Navy, and to pay to the said Julia T. Scott, out of 
the naval — fund, the sum of $50 per month, subject to the rules and reg- 
ulations of the Pension Office in like cases. 


The report (by Mr. STRUBLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.526) granting a 
pension to Julia T. Scott, beg leave to submit the following report: 

That they reaffirm the statement of facts as to the services of Rear-Admiral 
Scott presented by the Senate Committee on Pensions in the following lan- 


gu $ 
s Daata II. Scott was appointed midshipman in the United States Navy on 
August 1, 1828; was promoted to passed midshipman June 14, 1834, and on Feb- 
ruary 25, 1841, was advanced to the rank of lieutenant, December 27, 1856, he 
was promoted to commander, November 4, 1863, he was promoted to captain 
and assigned tothe command of the De Soto. In 1864 he was placed on ordnance 
duty, then assigned to duty on the South Atlantic blockading squadron, On 
the 10th of February, 1869, he was commissioned as commodore, and on Feb- 
ruary 14, 1873, he was promoted to the rank of rear-admiral and ordered to the 
command of the North Atlantic Station. June 13,1874, detached and placed on 
waiting orders, and on same date was placed on the retired-list. e died at 
Washington, D. C., on the 23d March, 1882. On the Ist of April, 1882, his widow. 

Julia T. Scott, filed her application for pension, alleging that her said husband 
had died of disease contracted in the line of duty,” and April 1, 1882, her ap- 
plication was allowed. 

The services of this officer from the time he was appointed midshipman until 
he was placed on the retired-list, a period of nearly Valk a century, was faithful 
and honorable, and inasmuch as it was thas lengthy and creditable, and because, 
further, that the widows of other naval officers of similar rank, as your com- 
mittee understand, have been nted similar favors at the hands of the Govern- 
ment, your committee think the Senate bill should become law, and therefore 
recommend its passage. a 

t 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. s 
x JAMES BEDELL, SR. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I call up again the bill (S. 2327) for the relief of 
James Bedell, sr. 

Mr. MATSON.. There is no necessity of reading that bill as it has 
already been read once this evening. I move the following amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute for the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend. striking out all after the enacting clause and inserti in li 
thereof the following : T . 


“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
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redted to ion-roll the name of James Bedell, sr., as dependent 
— of — tines , subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
on laws. 


The amendment was adopted; and the billas amended was laid aside 


to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
VIRGINIUS FREEMAN. 


Mr. LIBBEY. Lask to take up the bill (H. R. 8032) to relieve the 
political disabilities of Virginius Freeman, of Virginia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurré: ), That 
all political disabilities ser the fourteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States be, and the same are hereby, removed from Virginius 
Freeman, of Virginia. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


COL. SAMUEL M. THOMPSON. 


Mr. STEVENS. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 2570) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Col. Samuel M. Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it 


limitations of lirosied to p laws, the name of vato ta 
the Mexican war under Col. r, and colonel of ae Fot inoi 
Regiment of Volunteers in the Black Hawk war, and pay him a pension of $25 


per month, in lieu of that which he now receives. 


The report (by Mr. HEWITT; of Alabama) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2570) granting 
an increase of pension to Col. Samuel M. Thompson, adopt the report of the 
e 8 and recommend favorable ‘consideration of the same, as 


. Thompson en- 
y D, Fourth panata Illinois Volunteers, at $ ngfield, III., 


on June 9, for service during the Me: war, and was with his r! 
until leſt at ras on account of sickness, December 14, 1846. The records 
include a certificate of disability given by oven, D William E P. uinn United 


tism, 
5 and that he has been disabled ever since his service in th 


war, bario been unable to do any work much of the time, and having been 
pronoun incurable in 1857, about twenty-eight years ago. For the period of 
—- ht years the soldier has bee n lame, and not able to rest on the side of 
his lam wp. At no time since his discharge ‘has he been able to do more work 
than the labor of a man in ordinary health. As a result of his disability his 


heart has become affected. 
“For years past the soldier has been dependent on his 9 ſor sup- 
port. He did not understand 7 ts under the pension laws, and did not 
ly for a pension until 1879. im was allowed the followi: year, and 
he has drawn a 1880. He 
is now near} 
standing an 
of his dependent condition, — * of age, the 
to re favorably his on, and of hi ree an increase of pension, with a view to 
providing him with the ordi comforts of life during his last 8 rec- 
ommen hooray os of the bill with an amendment 3 
‘fifty,’ in the ninth line, and inserting the words ‘twenty-five. 


There} eee ee eee 
House wi recommendation that it do pass. 


JONATHAN C. HARRISON. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I ask to take up for consideration a 
bill (H. R. 5998) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. Har- 


rison. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it 3 e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
tinted and irected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the prowisions'and 
limitations of the pension er trata rate of $30 per month thena nameof Jonathan 
C. Harrison, late a private in pany B, Fifty-second Ohio Volunteers. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is a bill fixing the rate of pension. 
I thought the rate of pension was always to be fixed in the Pension 
Office, unless there was something in the case beside disability. I think 
the report had better be read to show what it is. 

The report (by Mr. LE FEVRE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5998) 
granting an pg err of pension to Jonathan C. Harrison, haying considered the 
„ report as follows: 
staan ©. Harrison, while serving as private of Compan 9 
8 Ohio Volunteer Infantry, had his arm amputated | Book 
one and a quarter inches of the elbow, for which wound he draws $24 * 3 
pension. the amputation been made at or above the elbow the pension 
would have been $30 permonth. There appears no issue between the claimant 
and the Commissioner of Pensions as to the uselessness of the stump, and as to 
the fact that an elbow amputation would not in any wise have been of greater 
injury to him for all practical and personal purposes than at the point ampu- 
tated. But the Commissioner rules that he can not grant an increase because 
estopped by the words of the present law, which requires absolute incapacity for 
manual labor as a precedent to increase from $24 to $30 per month, a require- 
ment not demanded in any case from those suffering from amputations at or 
above the elbow. 

In view of the facts, your committee are of the opinion that claimant Harri- 
sân should be 2 on the same foon with this class of wounded soldiers, and 
sliould not be held to the rule of incapacity for manual labor no more than they, 
afd are therefore of the opinion that he is clear! noe to the desired in 
cfease of $6 per month, and recommend that the bill 


There Ren no objection, the bill was laid ae to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


service 


J. J. B. WALBACH. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask to take up for consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7229} to relieve the disability of J. J. B. Walbach. 
q bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, &c., That the disabilities imposed upon and incurred by J. J. B. 
Walbach, of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, by virtue of the provisions of 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, shall be, 
and are hereby, removed. 

The report (by Mr. TUCKER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom has been referred House bill No. 
6124, at, bes. leave to report as follows: 

The petition of the citizen J. J. B.Walbach,of Baltimore, Md.,isheretoannexed, 
and the committee see no reason that itshould not be granted, and therefore re- 
port the accom 8 bill as a substitute for the bill referred, and recommend 
that the said said substitute 


All of which is — De Se, 


To the Senate and House of n in Congress assembled : 
I hereby ress — my civil and political disabilities may be removed. 


‘And in duty, 
9 J.J. B. WALBACH. 


5 June 1, 1884. 


no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
12 e with ln the recommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES DYE. 
2 PERKINS. I ask consent to call up the bill (H. R. 8229) to 
a pension to James Dye. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the of the pension laws, the name of James — * late an assistant surgeon in the 

f the United States, of the Twenty-first Regiment of Missouri Volun- 
parte ge 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS FERGUSON. 


Mr. ENGLISH. I call up the bill (H. R. 7303) to restore the name 
of Thomas Ferguson to the pension-roll. 
oe bill was read, as follows: 


9 That the Secretary of the 8 be, and he is hereby, au- 
and directed to restore to the pension-roll, sub; ject to the provisions and 
Thottations of the 8 laws, the name of Thomas Ferguson, late a member 
of Company B, Ninety-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM H. H. GILLEY. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I call up Senate bill No. 
2587, granting a pension to William H. H. Gilley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., Thatthe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 

os laws, the — W Raney er SEP ak ened y illey, late a private 

in Com ‘orty: Regiment na Infantry Volunteers, said pen- 
440 15 Pa monce from the date of the passage of this this act. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
HUGH O'NEIL. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I call up the bill (S. 1183) granting a pen- 
sion to Hugh O'Neil. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. in- 
structed to the name of Hugh O'Neil on the pension n-roll, said Hugh O'Neil 
being the dependent father of John O'Neil, late a private in Company I, Mounted 
Riflemen of the Indian wars. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

WILLIAM PAUGH. 


Mr. BAGLEY. I desire to call up House bill 5581, granting a pension 
to William Paugh. 
The bill was fade as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the conditions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Paugh, late a private in 
Company A, Sixty-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, at the rate of $6 
per month. 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amendment: 

Strike out in line 7 all after the word volunteers.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bifl as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY A. GRENNON. 


Mr. PARKER. I offer a bill and report for present consideration, 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That e Keer ipe d of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to he pension-roll the name of Mary A. irennon, 


widow of William 


. —— late of Company M. Fourteenth New Vork 
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Heavy Artillery, at the rate of $16 per month, from and after the passage ofthis | The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


act, subject to all other provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 
‘The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
A. W. STARK. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8186) to remove the political disabilities of A. W. Stark, of Virginia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in assembled (two-thirds or each House concurring therein), That 
‘all political disabilities imposed by the fourteenth amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States be,and the same are hereby, removed from A. W. 
Stark, of Virginia. 

The bill was laid aside to be 
mendation that it do pass, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MATSON. I desire to inquire whether there are any more 
favorable reports that have not been acted upon by the committee ? 

Mr. MORRILL. I would like to make a report if the committee 
will rise, and we can then go ney back into committee again. 

Mr. PRICE. I havea bill that I will send up which is favorably 


reported to the House with the recom- 


reported. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 
ANDREW FRANKLIN, ALIAS ANDREW M’KEE. . 


Mr. PRICE, I ask consideration of the bill (S. 2272) granting a pen- 
sion to Andrew Franklin, alias Andrew McKee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Andrew Franklin, 
alias w McKee, late a private in Capt. M. Armstrong's company of Ohio 
militia, from August 22. 1812. to March 7, 1 a awe from July 28, 1813, to August 
18, res Deng the war of 1812, to take effect from the time of filing his application for 
a pension, 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: - 

In line 7 strike out “ March ? and insert February 22.“ 

In lines 11 and 12 strike out“ time of filing his application for a pension ” and 
insert passage of this act.” 


The amendments were ii Sine 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, I have an adverse report—that is, I 
should say rather that the committee are divided thereon, which I de- 
sire to call up for consideration from the table. My friend from Kan- 
sas stated that he desired to have the committee rise for the purpose of 
making a favorable report in a case. I therefore yield to him for that 
motion. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. MORRILL. My idea is that we will go back immediately into 
committee after making the report. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEY haying taken the 
Chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House having had under consideration 
the Private Calendar had instructed him to report various bills with 
sundry recommendations. 

CATHARINE HELTON. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 8069) grantinga ion to Cath- 
arine Helton; which was refe to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar for the purpose of con- 
_ sidering bills under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House 5 resol ved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House, Mr. HA ron, of Missouri, in the chair. 

CATHARINE HELTON. 

. e 1 pow call up jess 4 0 in reported from the Com- 
mittee on ensions, bein e bill (H. R. 8069 nting a pen- 
sion to Catharine Helton. s ESES 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secreta: f i A „au- 
thorized and directed to — on ines Beslan gion oo $0 83 few 
limitations of the n laws, the name of Catharine Helton, mother of Calvin 
Helton, as shown by claim numbered 250535, on file in the Pension Office, 

The committee recommend the following amendments; 

In the sixth line, after ‘‘ Helton,” insert dent;’’ so it will 


read ‘‘dependent mother, &c, Strike out of the bill all after the 


word ‘“‘ Helton” where it occurs the second time, in line 6, aud insert 


late of Company I, Twenty-fourth Regiment Volunteers. 
The amendments were agreed to. ~ 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. In the absence of the gentleman who re- 
ported it, I call up the bill (H. R. 8244) granting a pension to John A. 
Landon. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. This is a bill reported by the Select 
Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. I 
submit it does not come within the order for the business of this even- 
ing, which is set apart for the consideration of reports from the Com- 


-| mittees on Pensions and Invalid Pensions and bills removing political 


disabilities. 

The CHAIRMAN.: The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is unfortunate for the man for whose 
benefit this bill has been reported. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I will not insist on the objection. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Would it be in order to ask unanimous 
consent for the consideration of this bill ?. s 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. It is the duty of the 
Chair to observe the terms of the order under which the House meets. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGEns] is ized, . 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. The bill which I desire to call up is 
also reported from the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
and Back Pay, and therefore does not come within the order. 


NANCY B. LEACH. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I call up the bill (S. 2204) granting 
arrears of pension to Nancy B. Leach. 

The bill, which was reported with an adverse recommendation by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, was read, as follows: 

Whereas Nancy B. Leach, mother of Bradford Leach, late of Company I, 
Twelfth New Hampshire Volunteers, was placed on nsion- roll on the 
7 5 8 1881, and from which date payment of said pension was made: 

Be it enacted, ge., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
thorized and directed to pay, or cause to be paid, to the aforesaid Nancy B. 
a pension at the rate Lago by law from the date of the death of the said 
Bradford Leach: Provided, That all sums previously paid on account of pension 
to the said Nancy B. Leach be deducted. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for the reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that as the hour is so near 
at hand when the committee must rise pursuant to the order of the 
House, there is not time for the reading of the report. 

Mr. MORRILL. Then I ask that the report be printed in the Rxo- 
ORD, and that the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. RAY] be per- 
mitted to make a statement and that I be permitted to reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the attention of the chairman 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to this bill. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. If there be no objection let the re- 

rts of the majority and minority of the committee be printed in the 

ECORD, and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] and myself 
can each make a statement. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MATSON. I shall have to object to the 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has suggested 
to read the rt. 

Mr. MA N. Then let the committee rise. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I hope the gentleman [Mr. Ma‘rson] 
will give me an opportunity to state briefly the facts in this case, so 
that it may be considered by the committee to-night. It is not neces- 
sary that these lengthy reports should be read. They can be printed 
in the RECORD. 

The report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions (by Mr. MORRILL) 
is as follows: 


of that bill. 
t there was not time 


the 


re- 
a pension at the same rate the death of her son up to June, Test, 
or the time from which the original pension was granted. The act of March 3, 


1879, provides: 

15 hereafter be, granted in conse- 
quence of occurring from any cause which o; ated in the service since 
March 4, 1861, or in conseqyence of wounds or injuries received or disease con- 
tracted since that date, shall commence from the death or peeve iy tent per 
son on whose account the claim has been or is hereafter granted, if the disability 
occurred prior to discharge, and if such disability occurred after the discharge, 
then from the date of actual disability or from the termination of the right of 

having prior title to such pension, provided the application for such pen- 
sion „or is hereafter, filed with the Commissioner of Pensions prior to 
the Ist day of July, 1880, otherwise the pension shall commence from the date 
of filing the application.“ 

The application for pension in this case was received at the Pension Office in 

n, June 25, 1831, nearly a year after the expiration of the time fixed by 
r which arrears of ns could be allowed. 
ication was actually made and executed in proper 
form February 11, 1879, or more than sixteen months prior to the expiration of 
the limitation; that this application was executed at the office of David H. Hill, 
in Sandwich, Carroll County, New Hampshire, and by claimant left with said 


pensions-which have been, or which ma: 
death 


law un 
tis 


| Hill, who was her duly authorized attorney, to be placed in the United States 
mail; that through his neglect and gross carelessness it was mixed up with other 
papers in his office where it lay for twenty-elght months; that it was then seci- 
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dentally discovered and in the mail. Your committee are of the opinion 
that claimant should be held responsible for the n of her attorney. The 
simple fact that she executed the papers, and never filed them, does not entitle 
her to any more consideration than is extended to hundreds of others who, from 
ignorance of the law or from unforeseen casualities, failed to make their appli- 
cations within the required time. 

The rule of the committee has been to afford no relief by special act unless it 
could be clearly shown to be the fault of the Government that the papers were 
not filed in time. Where it has been proven that the papers were actually re- 
ceived before the expiration of the limitation at the Department and afterward 
lost relief has been granted, and in the case Congress went still further, 
and said where the Commissioner of P. ons had, a the expiration of the 
limitation, erroneously instructed a claimant that her 
able one under the existing law, 3 to afford relief by special act. But 
Congress rmly refused such 
claimants had forwarded their applications to their attorneys in Washington in 
time toreach that city before the Capion of the limitation, and such attorneys 
had failed to receive them, or receiving them had neglected to file. To allow 
the relief asked for in this case would open the doors for thousands of similar 
cases under almost all conceivable circumstances, 

+ After the expiration of the limitation in the arrears of pensions act, and before 
this claimant’s application was ever received or filed in the Pension ice, more 
,000 other claimants, with cases doubtless as meritorious, had filed their 
claims, Shall all these cases be passed by and their rights disregarded to give 
ief in this particular case? 

The views of this committee upon the question ofarrears of pensions have been 
20 clearly stated that they can not be misunderstood. In the report made May, 
1884, upon bill H. R. 491, to repeal the Itmitation in the arrears of pensions act, 
your committee emphatically declared : 

7 The limitation referred to is a practical and unjust discrimination in favor 
of a portion of our maimed and disabled soldiers and their dependent relatives 
and nst another portion er. meritorious and equally deserving. Your 
committee believe that such discrimination is utterly unjustifiable, and that 
such limitation should be at once abrogated and removed as repugnant to a 
sound policy of equity and justice.” 

1 Your committee are not opposed to allowing the pension to the disabled sol- 
dier or dependent relative, to commence from date of disability or ndence, 
but they insist that while the law stands as it is that no di minations shall 
be made, but that all shall be treated alike. Since the Ist day of July, 1880, more 
than 110,000 applications have been filed. In none of these cases will applicants 
be entitled to receive arrears, no matter how severe the disability or meritori- 
ous and deserving the applicant muy be. 

| Your committee believe that the passage of this bill would be an * dis- 
crimination against the thousands who are not allowed arrears, and would be 
a very 1 precedent to establish. They therefore report adversely, and 
ask that the bill lie on the table. 


The views of the minority (submitted by Mr. Ray, of New Hamp- 
shire) are as follows: 


The minority of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2204 eee | arrears of pension to Nancy B. Leach, have considered 
the same, and res; ly report: 

The follow ets are established beyond controversy : 

1. That Mrs. ch was lawfully entitled to a pension, as the dependent mother 
of a deceased soldier, from the time of his death. 

2. That she employed a competentand reliable yer hang d J vage David H. Hill, 
of Carroll County, New Hampshire, to make, and with is she duly 
—— and executed, as early as February 11, 1879, a proper application for her 

nsion, 

3. Judge Hill put the application in an envelope properly stamped, sealed, 
and directed, and supposed this letter, with other letters, was taken by a law 
student in his office to the post-office and duly mailed. 

4. Afterward, and before qay 1, 1880, the date when arrears of ion were 
cut off by act of Con; unless the application had previ been filed 
in the Pension Office, Judge Hill ly and in good, faith informed Mrs. 
Leach and her friends that her claim for pension been filed, and it appears 
that she relied on this information. 

5. The mistake was not discovered until June, 1881, when Mr. Fosker, the law 
student, found the envelope containing Mrs, Leach's application in a package 
of papers which had been put away in Judge Hill's office as being no longer of 
any use. Judge Hill's attention was immediately called to the document, and 
he at once forwarded it to his friend, Mr. George N. French, of the jury 
8 requesting him to file the application forthwith at the Pension 

oe 


6. From the records of the Pension Office it appears this original application 
was actually filed June 25, 1881, upon which Mrs. Leach has been allowed a pen- 
sion from that date only. 

It appears to us to be a case of accident, mistake, or misfortune, rather than 
of neg nee on the part of the attorney, Clearly no actual negl ce or want 
of eare can be cha nst Mrs. Leach, If it is urged that by strict rules 
of law her attorney might be held liable in an action for negligent conduct in 
regard to the non-delivery of the letter containing the application at the post- 
office, we answer that such remedy is impracticable and uncertain, for an attor- 
ney is bound to the exercise of ordinary care only in such a case. A suit at law 


against the attorney, even if he is responsible, would probably fail, because a 


lack of ordinary care is not clearly established in the t case, Besides, 
Mrs. Leach does not possess the means to fight a Psk romea ae the attorney, 
and this great Government ought not to require it of a good soldiers mother, 
even if the attorney were liable and had the means to pay. s 

It is u that to allow the relief asked for here would open the doors for 
thousands of similar cases, arising under almost all conceivable circumstances,” 
and yet the committee are all of the opinion that the act of March 3, 1879, limitin. 
arrears of pension to cases filed prior to July 1, 1880, discriminates unjustly, ee | 
ought to be re ed. The of this act, where a poorold lady is shown to 
have been without actual fault, and where it is absolute! rar fre uestion her 
papers were fully prepared and completed long before the itation act took 
effect, and her pension was granted upon the identical application lost or mis- 
Jaid, as aforesaid, certainly can have no unfavorable influence against a repeal 
of the law referred to. 

The minority of your committee contend that this case should be considered 
ong 3 upon — own 22 1 a we ae heartily 1 favor of add - 

ng cases like that of Mrs. Leach to exceptions already established against 

this unjust discrimination, z 

Again, the experience of agent and of the Pension Office since July 1, 1880, 
shows that very few cases just like the nt one exist, and for which this act, 
if passed, would afford a precedent, while the waiver of strict statutory pro- 


instances 
where the oe ties in favor of the claimant have been no stronger than this claim 
presents, e think the bill ought to pass, 

This bill is fully sustained by a number of recent precedents, among which 


are the following: 
Special acts granting arrears. 
àn act for the relief of Benjamin F. Dobson, corporal in Company I, Nine- 


teenth Indiana Volunteers, approved sp 25, 1882, first session Forty-seventh 
Congress (chapter 104, page 658, volume 22,U. S. Stat. at e 

An act for the relief of Jacob . in Company F, Sixth Indiana 
Cavalry, approved July 24, 1882, first m Forty-seventh ngress (chapter 
347, page volume 22, U. S. Stat. at Large). 

An act for the relief of James F. Cullen, sergeant in Company A, Fifth Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, Soest August 8, 1882, first session Forty-seventh Congress 
(chapter 483, page 739, volume 22, U. S. Stat. at Large). z i 

An act for the relief of William M. Meredith, in in Seventieth Indiana 
Volunteers, approved March 2, 1883, second session Forty-seventh Congress 
(chapter 75, 798, volume 22, United States Statutes at Large). 

An act granting an inerease of pension to N. J. Ingersoll, private in Company 
F. Forty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, a ved July 7, 1884, first session Forty- 

ith Con gress (chapter 348, page 83, United States Statutes). 
n act for the relief of the widow of Edward M. Wilkens, private in Soman? 
G. First Rhode Island Militia, N July 7, 1884, first session Forty-eight 
Congress (chapter 360, page 86, United States Statutes). 

An act granting arrears of pension to Emily Agnel, approved February, 1885, 

second session Forty-eighth Congress. 


Restorationsto pension-rol’, granting arrears from lime of suspension by special acts. 


An act grant ing a pension to Angus McAuley, soldier in Creek Indian war, ap- 
proved June 19, 1882, first session Forty-seventh Congress (chapter 232, page 710, 
volume 2, U. S. Stat. at Large). 

An act to restore to the pension-roll the name of Frederick A. Garlick, ser- 
pons in Company K, Seventy-sixth New York Volunteers, 83 June 27, 

882, first Ane ‘orty-seventh Congress (chapter 250, page 712, volume 22, U. S. 
Stat, at Large). 

An act granting a pension to Erastus Crippen, fourth sergeant in Company G, 
One hundred and forty-ninth Pennsylvania Volunteers, approved August 5, 1882, 
first rho a Forty-seventh Congress (ehapter 404, page TBn volume 22, U. S. Stat. 
at Large). 

An act granting a pension to Sarah C. Hall, widow of Capt. John Hall, of the 
Fourth New York Cavalry, a ved July 7, 1884; first session Forty-cighth Con- 
gress (chapter 356, page 85, U. S. Stat.). 


APPENDIX. 
SENATE REPORT. 


Mr. BLUR, from the Committee on Pensions, submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2204) granting 
arrears of pension to Nancy B. Leach, mother of Bradford Leach, have exam- 
ined the same and report recommending the passage of the same. 

The committee desire to submit the exact point involved in this case. The 
— mp application was duly made and executed February 11, 1879. It was act- 
ually filed June 25, 1831, and the proof sustainingthe claim. It was allowed, and 
certificato No, 205323 issued to the dependent mother, 5 at the 
rate of $8 per month. The claimant 2 geer that her appli n was on file 
until long after the Ist day of July, 1880, t riod of limitation under the arrears- 
of-pension act, The claimant has no practical remedy unless relieved by special 


act, 
Mr. Hill, the attorney employed, isa reputable citizen, who has held he Sg 
ble positions of public trust, and an honest attorney at law in good standing in 


the prof m. 

The affidavits of Hon. James E. French and of Hon. David H. Hill are here- 
with submitted. which establish all the remaining facts necessary to be stated, 

I, James E. French, of Moultonborough, in the county of , State of New 
Hampshire, make oath and say, am well uain with Nancy B. Leach, 
holder of pension certificate No. 205323. I well remember the time she made 
her application for a pension, because it was at my — 7 that she applied 
to Hon. David II. Hill, of Sandwich, to assist her, and it was in the winter of 
1879; said Hill afterward informed me that said claim was filed, and said claim- 
ant was so informed several times prior to July 1, 1880. 

J have no interest in said claim for a n. 

JAMES E. FRENCH. 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this 9th day of December, A. D. 1884, and I 
hereby certify that I have no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
[SEAL.] W, A. HEARD, 
Clerk of Supreme Court. 


I. David II. Hill, of Sandwich, iu the county of Carroll, and State of New Hamp- 
shire, depose and say that I acted as attorney for Nancy B. Leach in matter of 
pension for her as dependent mother. The declaration was drawn by me and 
panne bed houaa A. Heard, clerk of supreme court, to be executed, as I now re- 
member it, 


The papers were thus completed, and sealed and stamped atthe time of their 
date. I had no doubt of it until a student in my office called my attention to an 


pposed he had taken the 1 With 
them, and continued so to think until they were discovered by sai ‘osker, as 
above described, 
My post-office address is Sandwich Center, Carroll County, and State of New 
Hampshire, and I have no present interest in the e 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this %h day of December, A. D. 1884, and I 
hereby certify that I have no interest in the prosecution of this claim. 
[sax] W. A. HEARD, 
Clerk of Supreme Court. 


Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, this bill has passed 
the Senate. It gives arrears to an old lady whose son became disabled 
in the Army and died in February, 1879. She executed her pa in 
proper form before the judge of probate in Carroll County, New Ham 
shire, and left them with him to be mailed to the Pension Office 
Washington. The judge put them in a letter, properly directed and 
sealed, and gave it to a student in his office to carry to the post-office. 
In some way, which does not very clearly appear, the letter got mislaid 
among a file of papers, and was laid away in a pigeon-hole in the pro- 
bate office, and was not discovered till after the Ist of July, 1880, when 
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the right to arrears was cut off by act of Con Indeed, the papers 
were not found until some time in June, 1881, nearly a year afterward. 

In the mean time Judge Hill in good faith, supposing the fact to be 
so, had informed the old lady and her friends that the application had 
gone to the Pension Office and was there on file awaiting consideration 
in its order. In looking over some of the papers in the probate office 
for another purpose, this letter, sealed and directed, was found, but 
too late to enable Mrs. Leach to get arrears. The identical document, 
which had thus been seasonably prepared and executed, was sent to the 
Pension Office and the applicant obtained a pension upon it. 

Now, the only question is whether Mrs. Leach shall have arrears. 
The majority of the committee have reported adversely on the ground 
that the temporary loss of her papers was due to the carelessness or neg- 
ligence of her attorney, and that her remedy ought to be against her 
lawyer instead of seeking relief by a special act of Congress. The mi- 
nority of the committee, com of the gentleman trom Ohio [Mr. 
LEFEVRE] and myself, are of opinion that inasmuch as her application 
was made in season, and as no actual fault is attributed to her, it is 
unjust to refuse to grant herthese arrears. And in order to show that 
our Committee on Invalid Pensions and Congress would be taking no 
new departure in passing this bill, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to several recent precedents which I think fully cover the 
principle involved. 

I call attention to the case of Benjamin F. Dobson, of the Nineteenth 
Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, reported by my friend from Indiana 
[Mr. Matson] from the Committee on Invalid Pensions in the Forty- 
seventh Con case in which Congress by special act granted ar- 
rears of pensions (22 United States Statutes at Large, chapter 104, page 
658 


). 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. When did that pass’? 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. That act passed in the first session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, and was approved April 25, 1882. The 
facts in Dobson’s case were that he sent to his member of Congress, 
December 6, 1879, his application for a pension by mail, requesting 
that it be filed in the Pension Office, and the Representative acknowl- 
edged its receipt, stating that he would cause it to be done. By some 
blunder or neglect on the part of the Congressman, the application, as 
well as evidence in support thereof, received afterward trom Dobson, 
were filed with the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

From December 6, 1879, until April 11, 1881, Dobson supposed his 
claim was pending in the Pension Office, instead of in Congress. He 
then applied for, and obtained, a pension without arrears through the 

channels. This was a plain case of inadvertence, as the re- 
port by my distinguished friend, the chairman of our committee [Mr. 
MATSON], called it, on the part of a Congressman, while in the case now 
before the House substantially the same thing, according to the major- 
ity report, has grown into ‘‘ neglect and gross carelessness ’’ on the part 
of a reputable attorney. 

Another ease where Congress has granted arrears of pension by special 
act, approved March 2, 1883, is that of William M. Meredith, of Com- 
pany E, Seventieth Indiana Volunteers (22 United States Statutes at 


a chapter 75, page 798). 

The report, also made by our respected chairman [Mr. MATSON ], shows 
that Captain Meredith executed his application for a pension on or 
about June 24, 1879, and gave it to his attorney, one House, of Indian- 
apolis, to be mailed to the Commissioner of Pensions. House afterward 
made an afidavit that he mailed it the next day after receiving it. The 
papers, however, never reached the Pension Office, and their loss it is 
said was not discovered by the claimant until after July 1, 1880, too 
late to obtain arrears at the Pension Office. It is not altogether im- 
probable that Captain Meredith’s papers by some accident or mistake, 
like those of Mrs, Leach, got into a pigeon-hole in a lawyer’s office in- 
stead of being mailed. Judge Hill and his law student would have tes- 
tified in faith that Mrs. Leach’s application was mailed, until con- 
i ig of their error by subsequently finding the papers mislaid in his 
office. 

Again, there is the case of Jacob Humble, of Company F, Sixth In- 
diana Cavalry, where, by special act approved July 24, 1882 (22 United 
States Statutes at Large, chapter 347, page 722), arrears were allowed. 
The chairman of our committee [Mr. MATSON ]-also reported this case 
favorably in the Forty-seventh Congress. The facts are, briefly, that 
Humble, about August 1, 1879, made his application for a pension and 
sent it by a neighbor to be delivered to his attorney at Spencer, Ind. 
The neighbor and the attorney, by affidavit before the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, testified that the application was inclosed in an en- 
velope, properly directed and sealed, and the attorney stated that he 
put the letter into the poSt-office. It was never heard from afterward. 
Humble did not know that his application had been lost until some 
time in 1881—about two years after his papers were executed. 

_ Thes ion is made in the last two cases that the papers were lost 
in the and therefore that the fault, if any, is chargeable against 
the Government alone, not against the claimant. It seems to me a 
sufficient answer to this is that the Government in no case undertakes 
to Warrant or insure the safe carriage and delivery of mail matter at the 

place of its destination. Nor does the Government hold itself out as 

responsible for the carelessness or negligence of its employés in the 
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mail service. A Government officer in the mail service is liable to the 
injured party for loss arising from his own neglect or carelessness in 
the performance of his duty, the same as other people. In principle 
these cases can not be distinguished from the one now under considera- 
tion and are precedents for the passage of this bill. > 

Another precedent in favor of the bill is the act for the relief of the 
widow of Edward M. Wilkens, passed July 7, 1884 (United States 
Statutes, chapter 348, page ae reported from our committee by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LOVERING], by which Mrs. Wilkens 
obtained arrears denied her under the general pension laws. Her hus- 
band during his last illness executed his original application for a 
pension a few days before his death, which occurred March 27, 1879, 
but it was not sent to the Pension Office on account of his illness until 
some time after his death, Mrs. Wilkens not being aware that it was 
necessary to have her husband’s application filed in the Pension Office 
during his lifetime in order to obtain arrears. This Congress, in her 

granted the arrears without opposition. : 

Then again only the other night we granted arrears to Mrs. Emily 
Agnel, the widow of a professor at West Point, notwithstanding the 
fact that it was conceded she made no application for a what- 
ever until long after July 1, 1880. She was advised, it is true, by her 
member of Congress that it was of no use for her to apply to the Pen- 
sion Office because in his opinion she was not pensionable under exist- 
ing laws. Afterward, and since July 1, 1880, an opinion was obtained 
from the Attorney-General that she was entitled to a pension, and the 
pension was granted, and this House the other night passed a bill giv- 
ing her arrears. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. If the gentleman will allow me, I want 
to remind him of the facts in that case. While I think that bill ought 
not to have passed at all, yet he will remember that the passage of it 
was urged upon the ground that the Commissioner of Pensions, when 
the application was presented 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, It never was presented until after 
the act of Congress cutting off arrears took effect, namely, July 1, 1880. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That bill was urged upon the ground 
that when the application was presented the Commissioner of Pensions 
informed her agent, or her member of Congress, that there was no law 
authorizing a pension in her case. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. If my friend [Mr. Hewrrr, of Ala- 
bama] will take the trouble to read the report he will find that was not 
the fact. There was nobody connected with the Pension Office that 
said anything about it until after July 1, 1880. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, The gentleman is wrong about that. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. There was a letter of the Commissioner of 
Pensions received after the report was made, which was submitted to 
the House. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. Yes; the letter was dated March 26, 
1884, nearly four years after the time for obtaining arrears had expired. 
The report made by the gentleman himself [Mr. StocksLAGER] from 
the Committee on Pensions in Mrs. Agnel’s claim, beginning near the 
bottom of the first page, expressly states— 

That it was after the last day of June, 1880, when, under the advice of friends 
and an attorney, she resolved to apply to the Pension Office with the sole idea 
of getting the case before the Attorney-General for an opinion, and that it was, 


as she anticipated, rejected by the Commissioner, buta favorable opinion finally 
rendered by the Attorney-General. 


Mrs. Agnel never consulted the Commissioner of Pensions nor filed 
her claim in the Pension Office till December 16, 1880, several months 
too late for arrears. Her pension, at the rate of $30 per month, from 
the time of filing the application was finally allowed June 12, 1882, 
after a favorable opinion was obtained from the Attorney-General. 

Mr. Chairman, I have found eleven cases where Congress has recently 
allowed arrears of pension by special acts and have appended them to 
the minority report. 

The only point here is—and as our time is limited I will come to it 
directly—the only point is, whether or not this old lady, lawfully en- 
titled to a pension, having made out the necessary papers, and having 
left them with her attorney, to be sent to the Pension Office, and the 
een in good faith, supposing his clerk had delivered them at the 

ce with other mail matter, but subsequently finding them mis- 

id among probate papers in a an, epg in his office—whether or not 
she, being without any actual fault, shall be allowed her arrears. I do 
not believe that a dozen cases like this can be found in the country. 
The principal objection made by the majority of the committee is that 
it will be establishing an unsafe precedent. I can not regard it in that 
light. The precedents abundantly justify us in passing this bill. If 
there is any other case like it, I am willing to vote in its favor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, it seems to me to be unjust to re- 
quire Mrs. Leach to look to her attorney for the recovery of arrears equit- 
ably belonging to her, on the assumption of negligence on his part— 
which is by no means clearly proved. 

Mr, MATSON. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Ray] 
has very fairly presented this case, and I have only a word to say in 
reply, The clear distinction between the cases he cites as having passed 
this House and the one he asks the House now to pass is that in the 
present case it is not alleged that any official of the Government was in 
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any way to blame, but the whole blame rests upon the woman’s attor- 
ney. Now, if Congress or the Government undertakes to relieve per- 
sois against the wrongs i upon them by their attorneys, it 
undertakes a very large contract. It is popularly supposed that the 
Government already has on hand a pretty good contract in paying the 
pensions that it ought to pay; but to pay arrears to parties who have 
failed to receive their pensions through the neglect or wrong of attor- 
neys is, I think, more than any fair-minded man would say the Gov- 
ernment onght to undertake. But, sir, apprehend we have not time 
to do justice to this old woman, even from the standpoint of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire, and at the same time to do justice to these 
other claimants, whose cases have been favorably passed upon by this 
Committee of the Whole. Our session of this evening must close in a 
very few minutes, as under the order of the House it can not be extended 
beyond 9 o’clock. I move, therefore, that the committee now rise. 

Mr. PARKER. Before the question is taken upon the motion of 
the gentleman from Indiana, I wish to say that in the case of A. 
Grennon, which I presented and which was passed without especial no- 
tice, there was an adverse I infer from remarks which have 
been made that it was understood nothing would be presented except 
fayorable reports. I would not wish the Committee of the Whole to 
fall into any error as to the state of the case from the lack of any ex- 
planation on my part. I shall therefore, if there be any objection to 
that case, ask to withdraw it when it comes before the House. 

Mr. BAGLEY. That is the case of a soldier who is supposed to 
have been killed by the enemy while going to a spring. Although 
there was an adverse report, I think the case a good one. I hope that 
when we take up the case in the House it may be favorably considered. 

Mr. MATSON. We have not time now to talk about mistakes. I 
move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had, according 
to order, had under consideration sundry bills on the Private Calendar 
reported by the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions; and also bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with various 
recommendations. 2 

BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles were severally ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being en they wereaccordingly read 
the third time, and (two-thirds voting in favor thereof): 

A bill (H. R. 7231) to remove the disabilities of John K. Cooke, of 
Virginia; x 

A bill (H. R. 8032) to remove the political disabilities of Virginius 
Freeman, of Virginia; and 

A bill (H. R. 7229) to remove the disabilities of J. J. B. Walbach, 
of Baltimore, Md. 

On motion of Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, by unanimons consent the 
bill (H. R. 8186) to remove the political disabilities of A. W. Stark, of 
Virginia, was laid on the table; and the bill (S. 2623) to remove the 
political disabilities of Alexander W. Stark was taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read three times, and passed. s 

Bills of the following titles were severally ordered to be es Rares and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the 
third time, and >. 

A bill (H. R. 5550 granting a pension to Alexander Weide; 

A bill (H. R. 7990) granting a pension to Joseph Sansom; 

A bill (H. R. 8189) granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton; 
A bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of Christian Arndt; 
A bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of William Stansberry; 
. R. 8187) granting a pension to Chancey G. Darrah; 
R. 7418) for the relief of Maria Spellen; 
. R. 1710 ting a pension to George W. Bean; 
. R. 1773) for the relief of Edward Kraemer; 
. R. 301) granting a pension to Theodore Leveron; 
. R. 5998) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 


. R. 8229) to grant a pension to James Dye; and 
R. 7303) to restore the name of Thomas Ferguson to the 
pension-roll. 
MARY A. GRENNON. 


The next bill reported from the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar with a favorable recommendation was the bill (H. 
R. 3735) granting a pension to Mary A. Grennon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the case on which there was 
an adverse report by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PARKER. This bill proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
widow ofa private. During the war, while on the picket line, he started 
for a spring. A shot was heard. He did not return, and has never been 
heard of since. It was the belief of his comrades, from the circum- 
stances connected with the case, that he was killed by the enemy. I 
ask that the bill be passed; but if any member objects I will not press 
the request. 

The question being taken, the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a 
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third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 
BILLS PASSED. 


Amendments to bills of the following titles were severally to, 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and a third 
time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 


H. R. 8152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth; 
6960) for the relief of Charles L. Alden; 
3556) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucretia G. Ripley; 
7863 granting a pension to Thomas M. McChesney; 
4393 the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; 
7417) for the relief of Stephen Saner; 
6505) granting a pension to Corydon Millard; 

613) granting a pension to Margaret B. Harwood; 
5581) granting a pension to William Paugh; 
. R. 8069) granting a pension to Catharine Helton; 
. R. 8048) to increase the pension of Frederick Huscher; title 
amended by striking out ‘‘ Huscher’’ and inserting ‘‘ Hercher;“ and 

A bill (II. R. 7248) to increase the pension of Jane Brent; title 
amended by inserting ‘‘ P.“ after Jane.“ 

Senate bills of the foll wing titles were severally ordered to a third 
reading, were accordingly the third time, and passed: 

A bill 2 357) granting a pension to William Lockhart; 

A bill (S. 1655) granting a pension to Newton J. Burris; 

A bill (S. 1709) granting a pension to Leonora A. Boyden; 

A bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn; 

A bill (S. 2350) granting a pension to Anna Ginn; 

A bill (S. tees granting an increase of pension to Edgar L. Dutton; 

A bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt; 

A bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to Patrick Furlong; 

A bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Sydney L. Skaggs; 

A bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to David T. Hoover; 

A bill ts. 526) granting a pension of $50 per month, to be paid out of 
the naval pension fund, to Julia T. Scott, widow of Gustavus H. Scott, 
late a rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and for forty-six years in 
active service; 

A bill (S. 2570) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. Thomp- 
son; 
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granting a pension to William H. H. Gilley; and 
A bill (S. 1183 é 


granting a pension to Hugh O'Neil. 

Amendments to the following Senate bills were severally to, 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be read a third time; and they 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella Turner; 

A bill (S. 2327) for the relief of James Bedell, sr.; and 

e S. 2272) granting a pension to Andrew Franklin, alias Andrew 
Mekee. ` 
JAMES D. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table for present consideration the bill (S. 1915) to re- 
move the disabilities of James D. Johnston, of Georgia, incurred under 
the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
read three times, 

Mr. MATSON. I move to reconsider the votes by which these various 
bills have just been ; and I also move that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I believe that completes the business 
of the evening, and in the moment or two left I beg leave to say that 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions during this Congress, after careful 
consideration, have reported on twelve hundred and twenty-three 
cases, and that six hundred and sixty-eight bills, favorably reported, 
have been passed by the House. Indeed, I might add without egotism, 
so far as we are informed every bill reported favorably by that com- 
mittee has been passed by the House, and, as this is our last appear- 
ance before the House, we return thanks for the courteous treatment 
extended to us. 

I now give way to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hewrrr], the 
chairman of the Committee on Pensions, who no doubtalso desires to 
return his thanks to the House. ; 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I believe all the bills re- 
ported favorably from the Committee on Pensions have been $ 
and I will add, in my opinion several of them favorably reported 
ought not to have passed. That committee also is under many obliga- 
tions for the courtesy it has received. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. If it is in order, while there is such good 
feeling, I will suggest that gentlemen call up the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like to have the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. HeWwrrr] indicate to the House and the country 
when he thinks his committee will be able to bring in the next pension 
bill for the soldiers of the Mexican war. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The Committee on Pensions have always 
been anxious to pass a proper Mexican pension bill. 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky: Oh, yes; provided it has Black Hawk 
Indians in it; but we want it with Union soldiers in it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But we do not want to pension Black 
Hawk Indians. 

Mr. WIIITE, of Kentucky. But the gentleman wants to pension 
all who served during the time of any Indian disturbance. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The gentleman is mistaken now, as he 
often is in the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will take the bill including the Union 
soldiers, and without those who served during Indian disturbances. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is now 9 o'clock, and, in eompli- 
ance with previous order, the House stands adjourned until to-mor- 
row, when it will be called to order by the Speaker on the return of the 
procession from the Washington Monument. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

ne Mr. BAGLEY: Resolution of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, recommending that General U. S. Grant be placed upon the re- 
tired-list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Petition of Western Pennsylvania Improve- 
ment Company, for the improvement of the Allegheny River—to the 
Committee on Rivers and ee 

By Mr. BRENTS: Remonstrance of citizens of Pacific County, Wash- 
ington Territory, against any legislation for the purpose of prohibiting 
trap-fishing in the Columbia River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

so, remonstrance of members of the board of pilot commissioners 
for the Columbia River, Washington Territory, against any legislation 
for the purpose of prohibiting trap-fishing in the Columbia River—to 
the same committee. ; 

By Mr. CASSIDY: Petition of G. C. White, postmaster at Carson 
City, Nev., praying passage of a law making the Government pay rent 
of third-class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of citizens of Greenwood, Me., for an 
increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FIEDLER: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of New 
Jersey, opposing construction of railroad bridges across Staten Island 
Sound—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Petition of citizens of Oregon asking for further 
bgt ea forimproving Coquille River—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 


By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of C. C. Warden and 323 
others, citizens of Ottumwa, Iowa, urging Congress to place U. S. 
Grant on the retired-list of the Army, with the rank and pay of gen- 
eral, because of his distinguished services—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of 28 citizens of Adams County, 
Ohio, against Mormonism—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of Alex. McKenzie and others, of Cam- 
bridge, Mass,, relative to the Mormon question—to the same commit- 
tee. 


By Mr. J. J. ONEILL: Petition of Addie M. Ramsey, George W. 
Lubke, W. P. Mullen, D. H. Evans, and others, of Saint Louis, Mo., 
for the suppression of Mormonism—to the same committee. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of citizens of Marion, Grant County, In- 
diana, asking that every honorably discha: soldier and sailor of the 
late war be granted a land-warrant of one hundred and sixty acres of 
ar Bena condition of settlement—to the Committee on the Public 


By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of J. W. Andrews, Luther Edger- 
ton, and 15 others, citizens of Marietta, Ohio, for legislation on the 
Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Rev. T. S. Huggart and 100 others, 
citizens of Ostrander, Ohio, praying for the suppression of polygamy— 
to the same committee. 

By Mr. J. S. WISE: Petition of Virginia school su 
the passage of the Blair bill—to the Committee on 


rintendents, for 
ucation. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

1 Mr. R. T. DAVIS: Of citizens of New Bedford, and of Sandwich, 

ass. 
By Mr. McCOID: Of citizens of West Chester, of Mt. Sterling, of 
Keokuk, MS Mediapolis, of Washington, of Birmingham, and of New 
„ Iowa. 

\ By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Of J. F. Hopkins and others, of Vincent; 
of Philip Mattern and others, citizens of Lowell; of D. II. Merrill and 
others, of Barlow, Washington County; of Samuel Barnhill and 

citizens of Shade, Athens County; of Thomas E. Ham and others, citi- 
zens of Malta, Morgan County; of B. F. Fellows and others, citizens of 
Long Bottom, Meigs County; of Thomas Smith and others, citizens of 


Cutler, Washington County; and of Joseph Mays and others, citizens 
of Grand View, Washington County, Ohio. ` 
By Mr. WEAVER: Of E. L. Hall and 26 others, citizens of Good- 


land, Ind. 


SENATE. 
SATURDAY, February 21, 1885. 


The Senate met at 1 o'clock p. m. . 
Prayer by Rev. JAHU DE Wirt MILLER, of the city of Philadelphia. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the of the , transmitting a defi esti- 
mate received from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the 
of the Treasury, transmitting a deficiency estimate of $5,000 in the a 
propriation for defense of the United States in the Court of Claims 
the current fiscal year, submitted by the Attorney-General; which, 
with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate of appropriation received from 
the Secretary of the Interior to pay Miss Emma Dowell $29.35 for serv- 
ices rendered in July, 1882; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary. 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate received from the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay George T. Newman for beef delivered at the Black- 
feet ; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. +4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
answer to a resolution of the 5th instant, a report of the Commissioner, 
of the General Land Office and sundry papers on the subject of the 
Moquelemos grant in the State of California, the surveys thereof, and 
the status of the settlers thereon. If there be no objection, the letter 
of the Secretary, together with the letter of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, will be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
which are very voluminous, referred to the Committee on Printing. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE LOT IN PROVIDENCE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 194) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury to convey land in Providence, R. I., for high- 
way purposes. 

The amendment was, in line 4, to strike out southwest and insert 
t northwesterly.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was informed yesterday 
by the Senator from e Island [Mr. ALDRICH] that he desired the 
Senate to concur in this amendment, there having been a clerical error 
in the Senate bill. If there be no other suggestion, the Chair will put 
the question on concurring in the House amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills received from the House of Representatives yes- 
terday were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds: 

A bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the construction of a court-house 
and office at Clarksburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a public building at Reading, 
Pa.; and i 

A bill (H. R. 4067) to change the limit of appropriations for the 
publie building at Louisville, Ky. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting sundry petitions received from infantry 
officers of the Army, praying for the passage of the bill (S. 2442) toin- 
crease the efficiency of the infantry branch of the Army; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying petitions, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

t REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. | 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2087) for the relief of Henry Frank, submitted an adverse 
report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed in- 
definitely. 


MARIA G. UNDERWOOD. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLISON in the chair). Con- 
current resolutions ’’ being in order, the Chair lays before the Senate a 
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resolution submitted yesterday by the Senator from New York [Mr. 
LAPHAM], which will be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contin, 
E. Underwood, executrix of the last will and 
administratrix of John C. Underwood, deceased. 
pensation for the time and expenses of the said John C. Un 


nt fund of the Senate, to Alice 
Maria G. a badano 
the sum of $8,005, In fll com 
In prose- 
euting bis claim to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from the State of Virginia. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the reference of 
the resolution ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question then is on ing to 
the motion of the Senator from New York to refer the resolution to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. LAPHAM. The President of the Senate has decided that under 
the rule such a resolution must be referred to that committee. I donot 
remember the number of the rule. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Then it does not need any motion to 
refer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that under the rule 
the resolution must go to that committee, and it will be so referred. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PLUMB. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
Calendar under the eighth rule, beginning with Order of Business 396, 
Senate bill 1886. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Oftice Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other pu 

Mr. ALLISON, Task the Senator from Kansas to request unani- 
mous consent to proceed with.the appropriation bill. I sappose that 
will be granted. What will be the effect of the motion of the Senator 
from Kansas to Jay aside the pending order? Will it come up regu- 
larly on Monday, or will it require a motion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Business 396 will come up 
to-morrow morning. 

Mr. ALLISON. Or this morning, if the appropriation bill is dis- 
posed of during the morning hour? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If disposed of before whatever time 
under the new adjournment it would be in order. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask the Senator from Kansas to withdraw his mo- 
tion that I may ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to take up for 

resent consideration a bill that will take no time. 

Mr. PLUMB. I insist on my motion that the appropriation bill 
shall be taken up. If the Senate is then minded to indulge the Sena- 
tor from Iowa a moment or two in regard to his bill, I do not know 
that I shall object; but I can not consent to postpone the motion I have 
made, as I wish to bring the appropriation bill before the Senate. 

Mr. WILSON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Kansas that the Sen- 
ate now proceed to the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agrecd to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8138) making ap- 
propriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pu 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on striking 
out, as recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, all after the 
word thereof,“ in line 117, to the end of line 151. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. No; the understanding yesterday was 
that we were to vote on these propositions separately, and we voted 
upon the first down to the word thereof, in line 117. The next di- 
vision would properly be to the end of line 128, perhaps. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stands corrected. The 
Senator from New York is right. The words proposed by the commit- 
tee to be stricken ont down to the end of line 128, will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘thereof,’’ in line 117, it is pro- 
posed to strike out the following: 

And drop-letters shall be mailed at the rate of 2 cents per ounce or fraction 
thereof, including delivery at letter-carrier offices, and 1 cent for each ounce or 
fraction thereof where free delivery by carrier is not established. That all pub- 
lications of the second class, except as provided in section 25 of said act, when 
sent by the publisher thereof, and from the office of publication, to bona fide 
— — or when sent from a news agency to actual subscribers thereto, or 
to other news agents, shall, on and after July 1, 1885, be entitled to transmission 
through the mails at 1 cent a pound or a fraction thereof, such postage to be pre- 
paid as now provided by law. 

Mr. WILSON. I now ask unanimons consent that theappropriation 
bill may be informally laid aside, and that the Senate to the 
consideration of House bill 483. It will not create any discussion. If 
it should, of course I shall withdraw the request. It is a bill which has 
l rames the House and has been reported by unanimous consent from the 

mmittee on Public Buildings and Grounds of the Senate. I should 
like very much to haye it passed this morning. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending bill be informally laid aside and that 
the Senate to consider the bill (H. R. 483) for the erection of 
a footer building at Keokuk, Iowa. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. MAXEY. I think, as we are in the midst of the consideration 
of the Post-Office appropriation bill, which is certainly a matter of na- 
tional importance and ought to be disposed of, we should finish that 
bill before earra bel anything else. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

eis e I hope the Senator from Texas will withdraw the 
0 ion. ; 

Ir. HARRIS. Ifthe Senator from Texas will allow me, I will state 
that the very question now pending on the Post-Office appropriation 
bill will lead to a division of the Senate, and if the Senator from Texas 
will look over the Chamber he will find quite a sufficient reason, I think, 
to withold his objection. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senator will withold the objection. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iam not in the custom of making objections about 
anything: I only stated a practical proposition of common sense; but 
as that seems to be met by the Senator from Tennessee, I withdraw the 


objection. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEOKUK. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa that the pending order be informally laid aside 


en that the Senate now consider the bill the title of which has been 
read ? 

_ Mr. BAYARD. That retains, I understand, the present order in its 
position of precedence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Subject to call. Is there objection 
to the request of the Senator from Iowa? The Chair hears none. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
3 to consider the bill (H. R. 483) for the erection of a public 
uilding at Keokuk, Iowa. 
Mr. HOAR. I wish the Secretary to read again the sentence begin- 
ning provided.“ 
e Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That the site shall leave the building unex 
in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less t 
streets ang alleys. 

Mr. HOAR. It provides 2 the site shall leave the building un- 
ex but it is a House bill, and I do not care to interfere. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN w. MARTIN. 

Mr. JACKSON. Lask that the Post-Office appropriation bill may 
be informally laid aside, and that unanimous consent may be given to 
take up the bin (H. R. 5452) for the relief of John W. Martin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. INGALLS. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESI DENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations proposing to strike out 
the clause after the word thereof, in line 117 to line 128, inclusive. 

Mr. PLUMB. I thought the division would be on that part between 
the word thereof,“ in line 117, and the word established,“ in line 
121. That clause is not connected in any way with the sentence which 
follows, but is designed to simply accommodate the question of 
on drop letters tothe rule established in the preceding sentence for let- 
ters transmitted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the matter is 
capable of a division in that way, and if the Senator asks it, the ques- 
tion will be first taken on that part. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lask for a division. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question then is on agreeing to 
the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out 
after the word thereof, in line 117, to and including the word es- 
tablished,” in line 121, being the following words: 

And drop-letters shall be mailed at the rate of 2 cents per ounce or fraction 
thereof, including delivery at letter-carrier offices, and I cent for each ounce or 
fraction thereof where free delivery by carrier is not established. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next clause recommended to be 
stricken out by the Committee on Appropriations will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Inline 121, after the word “ established,“ the com- 
mittee report to strike out the words: 


That all publications of the second-class, exce 
said act, Shen sent by the publisher thereof, and from the office of publication, 
to bona side subscribers, or when sent from a news apenas to actual subscribers 
thereto, or to other agents, shall, on and after July 1, 1885, be entitled to trans- 


to danger from fire 
n forty feet, including 


Is there objection ? 


t as provided in section 25 of 


1885. 
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mission through the mails at 1 cent per pound or a fraction thereof, such post- recommending to strike out from the word established,“ in line 121 


age to be prepaid, as now provided by law. 

Mr, MILLER, of New York. I rise to a parliamentary question 
rather than to discuss this provision, because I discussed it yesterday, 
and_I thought the Senate had finished the discussion of it. Judging 
from the action on the part of the Senate yesterday, beginning with line 
129 to the end of line 138, I believe that the Senate will agree that the 
amendment of the committee shall be agreed to, and that that language 
shall be left out of the bill. If that is done, as I have no doubt it will 
be done by the Senate, and we shall now by a vote disagree with the 
amendment of the committee striking out from line 121 to line 128, it 
will be necessary then to make a slight amendment in that portion of 


the bill. As I understand, we can only do that by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. HOAR (to Mr. MILLER, of New York). Make your meaning 
more clear. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I will put it in this shape then: Will 
it be in order to ask unanimous consent to make any change in the 
lines which we are now about to vote upon? That, I suppose, will be 
in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is in order to ask 
unanimous consent to change the bill in almost any way. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Then I will ask unanimous consent, 
in line 123, to strike out the word and,“ or that it be eliminated in 
some way so that when we come to vote it will not be in, aud then, at 
the end of that line and the e of line 124, to take out the words 
to bona fide subsecribers,’’ and in place of the words to bona de sub- 
seribers ” to insert ‘‘ including sample copies. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York will 

d. The Chair will receive the committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 
WASHINGTON MONUMENT CEREMONIES. 


Representatives DORSHEDIER, TUCKER, and CANNON appeared at 
the bar of the Senate. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Gentlemen of the committee. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Weare directed to inform the Senate that the 
Honse of Representatives is now in session and awaits the coming of 
the Senate in order to with the ceremonies which are appointed 
to be held in the Hall of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair will state to Senators that 
the Chair is informed that the President of the United States is still re- 
viewing the procession at the east front of the Capitol. The order of 
exercises adopted by the Senate provides that the President and his 
Cabinet, the judges of the Supreme Court, &c., the diplomatic corps, 
and the Senate, shall go together, in that order, to the of the House; 
and it will be, perhaps, ten or fifteen minutes before it will be conven- 
ient for the House of Representatives, according to this joint order, to 
receive the Senate. If there be no objection, therefore, the business of 
the Senate will proceed. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I renew my request to change lines 
123 and 124 by unanimous consent as I have indicated. 

Mr. HOAR. Why not, instead of that, strike out from the word 
‘act’? down to the word“ ts,” inclusive? If you are going to 
have second-class matter go at that rate, let everything go in. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. In answer to the ion of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, I desire to say that the changes which I have 
indicated will make the law, if it should become a law, precisely the 
same as the present law and in the same lan with the exception 
that the rate of postage will be reduced one-half. The present law 


Publications of the second class except as provided in section 25, when sent by 

publisher thereof, and from the office of publication, including sample copies, 

or when sent from a news agency to actual subscribers thereto, or to other news 

agents, shall be entitled to transmission through the mails at 2 cents a pound or 
fraction thereof, such postage to be prepaid, as now provided by law. 

Mr. HOAR. Why not have the same rate on transient papers sent 
from one office to another? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. There is but one rate upon second - 
class matter now. If the language as proposed here should be con- 
curred in, it would make two rates of upon second-class matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from New York will allow me, I de- 
sire to ask him if his motion to amend line 123 is not premature. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It is premature. 

Mr. HARRIS. As I understand it, upon the demand of the Senator 
from Kansas the pending question is to strike out after the word 
= i in line 117, to and including the word established, in 

ine 121. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me say to the Senator from Tennessee that he is 
mistaken about that. Those words have been retained by the vote of 
the Senate. The question now is on the amendment of the committee 


to and including line 128. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I withdraw my inquiry. The Senator from 
New York is quite right, if that question has been decided. 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The 
Chair will state that the request of the Senator from New York is for 
unanimous consent to make certain changes. He does not move to 
amend, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I understand that it can only be done 
by unanimous consent, and it is absolutely necessary that it shall be 
done unless we now propose to make a reform backward in our post- 
office matters and have two rates of postage upon second-class matter. 
Originally there were two rates upon second-class matter, and that led 
to a great deal of complaint by publishers throughout the country. 
Some years ago the law was changed, and all second-class matter now 
goes at one rate; that is, a rate of 2 cents a pound. Now it is proposed 
to change that rate to 1 cent a pound, but the Janguage here employed 
divides second-class matter into two distinct classes, you may say, and 
makes two distinct rates—on one reducing the postage to 1 cent a 
pound, and raisin the rate upon the other portion of second-class mat- 
ter to 4 cents a pound, doubling its present rate. 

Mr. DAWES. May I inquire of the Senator from New York what 
is the force of the words he proposes to leave in—‘‘ except as provided 
in section 25 of said act ?”’ 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. That is a section which permits county 
newspapers to be cireulated free in the county where published, and 
some few other little things connected therewith. 

Mr. DAWES. So that leaving those words and striking out the rest 
of the clause will make a uniform rate for all second-class matter? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. For all second-class matter. The 
present law is that all second-class matter goes at 2 cents a pound. If 
the amendment I have suggested be adopted all second-class mail mat- 
ter will be carried through the mails at 1 cent a pound. If it is not 
adopted second-class matter will go through the mail, a portion of it 
at 1 cent a pound and the rest at 4 cents a pound, doubling the present 
rate, which I imagine we do not want to do. 

Mr. DAWES. What part will go at 4 cents a pound? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iwillexplain. All sample copies which 
are sent out by publishers of newspapers, particularly weekly newspa- 
pers, religious papers, and all the large weeklies, especially at the end of 
the year, by hundreds of thousands of copies, and all sample copies sent 
out separately hy individuals, except where bona fide subscribers, if we 
leave this as it stands in the bill, will be compelled to pay not 2 cents a 
pound, but 4 cents a pound. The entire publishing interests of this 
country, so far as I have been able to hear from them, and I have heard 
from hundreds, desire that whatever the rate shall be upon second-class 
matter it shall be uniform, that there shall beonly one rate, and we pro- 
pose to make it 1 cent a pound. 

If these suggestions of mine are adopted, the law will be left pre- 
cisely as it is to-day except that the rate will be reduced from 2 cents 
to 1 cent a pound. Of course it depends also upon the Senate 
with the amendment of the committee, commencing with line 129 
down to line 138, inclusive, which I will speak to when we come to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the suggestion 
made by the Senator from New Vork? 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read from the desk, that we may hear 
what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

The SECRETARY. In line 123, after the word thereof, it is pro- 

osed to strike out and; in the same line, after the word ‘‘ publica- 
tion,“ to strike out to bona fide subscribers“ and insert including 
sample copies; so that the clause will read: 
ublicutions of the second elass, except as provided in section 25 of 
said act, w sent by the publisher thereof, from the office of publication, in- 
cluding sample copies, or when sent from a news to-actual subscribers 
thereto, or to other news agents, shall, on and after J ay 1, 1885, be entited to 
transmission through the mails at 1 cent a pound or a fraction thereof, such 
postage to be p: id as now provided by law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the proposed 
modification? 

Mr. PLUMB. I object to the amendment in that shape. If the Sen- 
ator will confine his amendment to striking out the words ‘‘ to bona fide 
subscribers? and inserting ‘‘including sample copies, I shall not ob- 
ject; but if he does not do that he will introduce an element of discord 
and possible loss to the revenues of the Post-Office Department which 
I do not think he contemplates, and certainly I will not consent to if I 
can avoid it. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I think the Senator is mistaken in his 
objection to striking out the word and,“ because I have made my 
suggestion to correspond precisely with the present law, I will read it 
again: 

Publications of the second except as provided in n 25, 
by the publisher thereof, sty mm the 9 1 
copies, or when sent from a news ageney to actual subscribers thereto, ox to ot 


news agents, shall be entitled to transmission through the mails at 2 cents a 
pound or fraction f, such postage to be as now provided by law. 


I see that I was mistaken; the word and is there. Ihad marked 
that ont yesterday. That word should remain in. Then the only 


change is, at the end of line 123, and the beginning of line 124, to strike 
out the words ‘‘bona fide subscribers“ and insert the words inelud- 
ing sample copies; that makes it correspond exactly to the present 


law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again report the 
modification as now $ ted by the Senator from New York. The 
Secretary did not understand the suggestion of the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 
strike that out. 

The SECRETARY. In line 123, after the word publication, it is 
proposed to strike out to bona fide subscribers and insert the words 
including sample copies.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the suggestion 
made by the Senator from New York as to the modification of the 
amendment? The Chair hears none, and it is to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Now the question is on agreeing or 

i ing to those lines. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The question now recurs on striking 
out, as recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, the portion 
that has been read, beginning with the word ‘‘that,’’ in line 121, down 
to and including the word law,“ in line 128. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Before the amendment is adopted I wish to 
know what the effect will be as to sending through the mail papers for 
advertising purposes alone. The Department ought not to be ened 
with that class of advertising papers. There is a grocer’s paper ; I 
remember that there has been some discussion as to whether i should 
go through the mails, 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Allow me to suggest to the Senator 
that his question does not properly come up now. It will come up 
when we consider the striking out or retaining lines 129to 138. That 
point comes in there. When we reach it I think I shall be able to an- 
swer his question to his entire satisfaction; but this hay Spek that we 
are now acting upon is the present law absolutely word for word with- 
out any change whatever except that we reduce the rate of postage on 
second-class matter from 2 cents to 1 cent a pound. The question as 
to what kind of matter shall go comes up under those other lines, but 
I can discuss it now if that is deemed desirable, 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from New York that he 
has already inserted here sample copies, which includes the idea 
that I think the Senator from ware is trying to arrive at. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. L have some doubt about the propriety of this 
reduction of the revenues of the Post-Office Department to the extent 
we are going. That Department, while it may not be self-sustaining, 
ought not to be very expensive to the Government. We are reducing 
its revenue, and now it is proposed that we shall reduce the revenue 
derived from sample copies. I doubt very much whether we ought to 
do that. When papers are sent to dona fide subscribers, that is one 
thing; but where a publisher sends out broadcast through the country 
copies for the purpose of soliciting subscribers to his paper, to make it 
a profitable business to himself, he ought to be willing to pay something 
to the De; t for the privilege he enjoys. I doubt very much 
whether we ought to reduce the on sample. copies. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly, the sending out of sample 
copies by all regular and legitimate publishing houses who are publish- 
ing regular papers weekly, semi-weekly, or monthly, or magazines, tends 
to increase the revenue of the Post-Oflice De t. There ought 
certainly to be no objection on the part of the Government to doing that 
kind of business. All the great religious weeklies, all the semi-week- 
lies, and all the monthly publications, and even the weekly editions of 
all our leading daily papers throughout the length and breadth of this 
country, which circulate millions upon millions of copies, are accus- 
tomed at the end or near the end of the year to send out large numbers 
of sample copies of their papers to the names of people that may. be 
given to them in various towns scattered throughout the land. There- 
sult is that those sample copies bring back to the publishers a large 
number of permanent subscribers to increase their circulation, and of 
course increase the revenues of the Post-Office Department. It is be- 
lieved and held that if this law is enacted the increased circulation of 
newspapers, magazines, and periodicals of various kinds will be so great 
that the Department will lose little, if any, revenue by it. That is the 
judgment of the Post-Office Department itself. ; 

It is the law to-day, and has been for years, that all regular publi- 
cations can send out sample copies at the regular legal rate of 2 cents 
apound. Now we propose to reduce the rate on second-class matter 
from 2 cents to 1 centa pound. Certainly we ought not to go back- 
ward and change the classification and make a greater division than 
there is at the present time and more confusion. Certainly it is not 
for the best interests of the Department to do it, for instead of increas- 
ing the revenues it will largely reduce them unless we give them this 

rivilege, and is eave the jaw precisely where it is to-day, and I 
tedly. 


It is to leave in the word ‘‘and;’’ not 


ve read it repea 
The question which the Senator from Delaware aud the Senator from 
Towa raise as to the class of publications which shall be considered sec- 
ond-elass has nothing whatever to do with the question before the Sen- 
That will come up when we consider the 


ate at the present moment. 
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amendment from line 129 to line 138, and then I will read the present 
law, which explains and defines what is second-class matter and what 
matter can go through the mails at second-class rates. If there is any 


abuse such as the Senator from Delaware speaks of, the abuse comes 
from a failure to enforce the present statute in the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and not from the law itself. 

I do not care to go further into that discussion, because it seems to 
me unnecessary until that portion of the amendment is acted upon, but 
if any further explanation is desired, I am ready to make it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to say that so far as the revenue from 
publications, papers, and periodicals is concerned, I think it is about 
as expensive to the Government as all the profit it gets from it. We 
are paying the railroad companies by weight. This bill contains an 
appropriation of over $14,000,000 to pay railroad companies for the 
transportation of the mail. Much of the weight is caused by period- 
icals and newspapers. The letter postage has long since paid its way, but 
the second-class matter does not pay very liberally, and Ido not know 
that the increase of the number of periodicals and newspapers carried 
through the mails will tend to increase revenue when you take into 
consideration the additional expense which will be thrust on the De- 
partment for transportation. 

We are appropriating in this bill $14,500,000 to railroads for the 
transportation of the mails, made up largely of papers and periodicals 
and that class of matter. In addition to that, we are paying over a 
million dollars for postal cars, so that itis becominga very expensive busi- 
ness to transport these papers and periodicals throughout the country. 
While there may be some additional number of subscribers, perhaps 
large additional numbers of subscribers obtained by sending out these 
sample copies through the country, I do not know that that will add 
anything to the revenues of the Postal Department. If these men want 
to do business, if they want to circulate their papers and invite sub- 
scriptions for their papers, they ought to be willing to contribute to 
the revenue of the Department through which they propose to send 
out sample copies. 

Mr. MAXEY. The only legitimate ground for the adoption of the 
proposition as it came from the House is that the general of in- 
telli through newspapers would justify a reduction o posta on 
second-class matter from 2 cents to 1 cent a pound. It isa 88 
well-known fact that for years past the postage on newspapers been 
far less than the expense of carrying them. On postal cards and letters 
we receive millions more than the cost of transmission. Newspapers 
and third-class mail matter absorb the surplus, because they do not pay 
their way. No question has been presented to the Post-Office Commit- 
tee which has caused more trouble than the determination of what is 
inning with the chairmanship of a very distin- 

m Maine [Mr. Hamlin], who was chairman of 
the Post-Office Committee when I entered the Senate ten years and 
who is now in the Chamber, up to the present time we have sam- 
pe copy after sample copy of what purported to be newspapers laid be- 

ore us, and it would take an expert to settle whether they were adver- 
tisements or ne pers, they having the form of newspapers. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will yield I will submit a motion 
that the Senate proceed, in pursuance of its previous order, to the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that is done 

Mr. MAXEY. I will yield the floor; but when the question comes 
up again I will resume. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would maputo the Sen- 
ator from Ohio that the President pro tempore of the is at the 
present time in the President’s room, and the Chair will ask that the 
motion be withheld for a few moments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Very well; I will do so. 

Mr. MAXEY. I will complete what I was saying. 

The striking out of the expression ‘‘bona fide subscribers, as it came 
in the bill from the House, I think was bad policy. I think it ought 
not tobe stricken ont, because if that expression ‘‘bona de subscribers 
is there, then at 1 cent a pound actual bona fide newspapers would be 
carried, the object we have in view being the spread of intelligence by 
means of bona fide n pers. Strike out that expression, and as cer- 
tainly as we pass this clause thousands and hundreds of thousands of 
advertisements will come in the shape of newspapers, in the form of 
newspapers, and be scattered over the country, spreading no intelligence, 
but simply advertising different kindsof wares, That will be the effect 
of it. 

That is all I wish to say aboutit. I think the view of the Senator 
from New York is entirely wrong upon that, and that the bill as itcame 
from the House is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the 
words which have been read from line 121 to line 128 inclusive as 
amended. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next question is on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out from line 129 to 
puin 138 inclusive. The words proposed to be stricken out will be 


a sample copy. 
i gentleman 


1885. 
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The Secretary read as follows: . 


Provided, however, That publishers of second-class publications may mail sam- 
ple copies of such publications at the rate of 1 cent foreach four ounces or frac- 
tional part thereof, to be prepaid by ordinary stamps a thereto; and all 
acts, so far as they fix a different rate of postage than herein provided upon such 
first and second class matter, are to that extent hereby repealed on and after 
July 1, 1885. And any article or item in any newspaper or other publication 
may be marked for observation, except by written or printed words, without 
increase of postage. 


Mr. HARRISON. I desire to ask the Senator from New York, who 
seems to have given special attention to this matter, whether the last 
sentence, which gives liberty to mark an article in a newspaper, is the 
existing law. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The existing custom is that an article 
may be marked. 

Mr. HARRISON, If it is not the existing law, Is that the 
question be divided by putting the vote on striking out that part, clos- 
ing with the word “‘five,’’ in line 136, The other is a distinct propo- 
sition. 

Mr. MAXEY. Will the Senator yield to me? 

Mr. HARRISON. Les, sir. 

Mr. MAXEY. My recollection is—I will not speak of it with cer- 
tainty—that we had the very point which he has stated before the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post Roads; and I think that a year or two 
ago the committee reported favorably a proposition to authorize the 
marking of an article, without putting in any words, in print or writing. 
I am under the impression that that became a law. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is certainly a very innocent and a very useful 
practice, as all of us who have had newspapers sent to us for the pur- 
pose of calting our attention to a particular article have discovered. It 
is quite convenient to have some mark which will call attention at once 
to the purpose of sending the paper, rather than to have to look the 
12 paper through. I ask that the question be divided as I have in- 
dicated. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I see no objection to dividing it, and 
I see no objection to leaving the lines from 136 to 138 in the bill, al- 
though in the regulations of the Post-Office Department that thing is 
now permitted to be done and is done constantly without any question 
on the part of the Post-Office Department, andif it is deemed desirable 
to put in permission I see no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. The purpose of that provision is to enable those who 
desire to send a marked copy to leave their order at the printing office, 
and the mark is put on when the paper is printed in such a manner as 
to call attention to it, and it relieves any one who desires to have a 
marked copy sent ont from the labor of doing it himself and paying the 
postage on it. It is in the same interest as all this legislation. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I will ask then, in connection with 
the Senator from Indiana, that the question be taken on striking out 
from line 129 to the word “‘five,’’ in line 136. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana demands 
a division of the question so as to exclude from the present action of 
the Senate all after the word“ five,” in line 136, to and including the 
word ' postage, in line 138. The Chair thinks that division may 
properly be made. The question is on agreeing tothe recommendation 
of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out, beginning with line 
129, to and including the word ‘‘five,’’ in line 136. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to ask what is the question before the 
Senate? I have been detained from the session this morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has just stated it. It is 
on striking out, on 6 and 7 of the bill, from line 129 to line 136, 
including the word “‘five.’’ 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say in reference to that that I am in 
favor of striking out that portion of the clause inserted by the House, 
but I understand that a division of the question has been called for. 
2 PRESIDENT pro * question has been divided so 

t the present question is on striking out, beginning with line 129, 
to and including the word five, in line 130 : 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that the committee have proposed 
to Mee out the whole. Now, is the question on supporting the com- 
mi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
recommendation of the committee to strike out the wo: 
been stated. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, yes; Isee. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am in favor of striking out those words. Iam 
opposed to legislation on appropriation bills, and as this proposed action 
accords with the rules of the Senate, I shall vote to strike out the clause. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out these words. : 

a 5 was to. 

e ENT pro tempore. The next question is on striking out 
after the word “ five,” in line 136, to and Inanai the word post- 
age,” in line 138. The words proposed to be stricken out will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows; 


And any article or item in any newspaper or other publication may be marked 
for observation, except by er i or Printed words, Without 5 of postage. 


Mr. PLUMB. The Senate has proceeded apparently upon the theory 


ing to the 
which have 


that it was willing to reduce postage upon second-class matter and to 
do that without changing in any sense existing law, except in that par- 


ticular. Section 22 of the law of 1879, chapter 180, provides: 

That mallable matter of the second class shall contain no writing, print, mark, 
or sign, thereon ortherein in addition to the original print, except as herein 
yi „to wit, the name and address of the person to whom the matter shall be 
sent, and index figures of subscription book, either written or printed, the printed 
title of the publication, the printed name and address of the publisher or sender 
of the same, and written or printed words or figures or both, indicating the date 
on which the subscription to such matter will end. 

If the clause which is found between lines 136 and 138 is retained, 
we shall have entered upon a new change in the postal laws beyond 
that contemplated and effected by what has been left in the bill by the 
action of the Senate; and it seems to me, without something to show 
ee what the effect of it is to be, we ought not to enter upon this, 

ut ought to concur with the report of the committee in striking out 
the provision. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to ask 
him again, does this in any way affect the postal revenue? Is there 
any way by which it could have any effect to reduce the postal revenue 
to allow a blue or red pencil mark to be put above an article? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it would, because matter of that kind now 
pays an increased postage. I do not know that I am able to state fully 
the.scope of it; but there are large numbers of papers in this country 
whose chief pabulum grows out of the printing of special editions con- 
taining advertisements of insurance companies, banks, and so on, the 
value of which is largely enhanced by being able to mark them and send 
them without increased postage, not to subscribers, but to persons whose 
attention it is desirable to invite to these advertisements. It seemsto 
me that observing the line heretofore drawn between advertising pub- 
lications and bona fide newspapers as such, we ought not to insert that 
paragraph. : ; j 

If we intend to obliterate it all and say simply that if a man prints 
a thing which he calls a newspaper, and as an inducement to get adver- 
tisements says I will print editions in addition to 1S og SEE 
will draw ared or blue or black line, or put some other distinctive mark 
on the paper, so that if you send it to a man it will obviate the necessity 
of your paying circular postage on matter which amounts to the same 
thing —if we are going to do that, we ought at least to have the recom- 
mendation of the Department and the action of the proper committee. 
It is entirely different from the proposition the Senate has heretofore 
voted upon, simply to reduce postage, leaving the general law precisely 
as it is now. I am in favor, so far as we properly can, of discriminat- 
ing in favor of legimate newspapers, newspapers that have legitimate 
subscription lists, and newspapers whose revenue is not deri chiefly 
from expedients of that kind. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iam notconvinced from the statement 
made by the Senator from Kansas that we ought to agree with the 
committee to strike out these words. I do not think we have suffi- 
cient information to warrant us in leaving them in the bill. Certainly 
we make a great departure from what I am seeking to do. What I 
think the people desire is simply that there should be a reduction of 
50 per cent. in the rate of postage on second-class matter. That the 
Senate haye now entirely agreed to; and without more information I 
shall concur with the committee in this particular amendment. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from New York will allow me to say that 
after the amendment already made in lines 123 and 124, I do not see 
why we ought not to strike out all after the word provided,“ in line 
129, down to the word ‘‘thereto,’’ in line 132. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. We have already agreed to strike that 
out. We agreed with the committee and have stricken out from line 
129 to line 132. 

Mr. BECK. Why should we strike out 

And all acts so far as fix a different rate of postage than herein provided 
upon such first and second class matter are to that extent hereby repealed on 
and after July 1, 1885? l 

That seemed to be a part of the motion. = 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. That was done at the suggestion of the 
Senator having this bill in charge. 

Mr. BECK. I am not quite sure that I desire to do that. Will the 
Senator from Kansas be kind enough to explain it? 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parga question. I desire to inquire of 
the Chair what is the condition of the formation of the procession to pro- 
ceed to the House. We received a message from a committee of the House 
of Representatives some thirty minutes since, I think, that they were 
ready to receive the Senate; and it seems to me we are in danger of 
being guilty of a discourtesy to that body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Chair will state that the order 
of the Senate adopting the procedure as agreed upon by the commis- 
sion is, that ‘‘the House being in session and notification to that effect 
having been given to the Senate, the Senate in a body, preceded by 
the President, ex-Presidents, the Cabinet, the President-alect, the Vice- 
President-elect, the judiciary, and diplomatic corps will proceed to the 
House of Representatives.“ 

The Chair has delayed asking the Senate to p; to the Hall of 


the House because he was informed that the President of the United 
States was reviewing the procession, Which is part of the programme; 
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but the Chair is now informed that within two or three minutes the 
President of the United States will be ready to proceed to the House 
of Representatives. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. In answer to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky I will say that this clause was allowed to go out without any 

icular consideration, because it was believed that if this became a 

w of course it would succeed all other postal laws affecting this mat- 
ter, and it was not necessary. Isee no harm in leaving it in, and I 
am not sure when I come to read it through to line 135 but that per- 
haps it ought to have been left; otherwise this change of rate will take 
place as soon as the bill instead of the Ist of July. 

Mr. BECK. It would not hurt to keep it in. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It would not hurt. 

Mr. BECK. I would rather leave it in to be sure about it. 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT CEREMONIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will now proceed to the 
Hall of the House of Representatives. 

The Senate thereupon (at 2 o’clock and 18 minutes p. m.) proceeded 
to the Hall of the House of Representatives, preceded by the President 
of the United States, the Cabinet, the judiciary, and the diplomatic 
corps. 

The Senate returbed to its Chamber at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate resumes its sitting. The 
pending question is on agreeing to the recommendation of the Commit- 
tee on . to strike out, on page 7 of the Post-Office appro- 
priation bill, after the word five,“ in line 136, all down to the word 
BE ie inclusive, in line 138. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 21, 1885. 


The House was called to order at seventeen minutes past 1 o’clock p. 
m. by the Speaker. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Jonx S. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DEDICATION OF THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of three be appointed by the Chair to inform the 
Senate the House is now ready to receive the Senate and 8 with the cere- 
monies which are appointed to take place in the Hall of House. 

The resolution was adopted. 

The Speaker appointed as such committee Mr. DORSHEINER, Mr. 
TUCKER, and Mr. CANNON. 

At 2 o’clock and 27 minutes p. m. the members of the Senate, follow- 
ing their President pro tempore and their Secretary, and preceded by 
their t-at-Arms, entered the Hall of the House of Representa- 
tives and occupied the seats reserved for them on the right and left of 
the wa aisle. 

The President pro tempore occupied the Speaker’s chair, the Speaker 
of the House sitting at his left. sf 5 

The Chaplain of the House, Rev. JoHN S. Lrxpsay,-D. D., and Rev. 
S. A. Wallis, of Pohick church, near Mount Vernon, Va., sat at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The President of the United States, with the members of his Cabinet, 
the Justices of the Supreme Court of the United the Admiral of 
the Navy, the Lieutenant-General of the Army, the diplomatic corps, 
and all others present were seated in accordance with the order of ar- 
rangements of the ional Commission heretofore published. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. Gentlemen of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, you are assembled, pursuant to the con- 
current order of the two Houses, to celebrate the completion of the 
monument to the memory of the first President of the United States. 
It is not only a memorial but an inspiration that shall live through all 
the generations of our posterity, as we may hope, which we this day 
inaugurate and celebrate by the ceremonies that have been ordered by 
the two Houses. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. President, it appears that there are some 
unoccupied seats upon the floor of the House. I therefore ask, by unan- 
imous consent, that the ladies members of the families of Senators and 
Fe signa be admitted to occupy those seats during these pro- 

in 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. Without objection that order 
will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Rev. S. A. WALLIS, of Pohick church, near Mount Vernon, Va., then 
offered the following prayer: 

Almighty and everlasting God, Lord of heaven and earth, who alone 
rulest over the nations of the world and disposest of them according 


to Thy good pleasure, we praise Thy holy name for the benefits we com- 
memorate this day. 

Wonderful things didst Thou for us in the days of our fathers, in the 
times of old. For they gat not the land in ion by their sword, 
neither did their own arm save them, but Thy right hand and the 
light of Thy countenance, because Thou hadst a favor unto them. 
Especially do we render Thee our hearty thanks for Thy servant George 
Washi n, whom Thou gavest to be a commander and a governor 
unto this people, and didst by him accomplish for it a great and mighty 
deliverance. And as we are now gathered before Thee in these Halls, 
we bless Thee for the government and civil order Thou didst establish 
through him. Grant that it may be upheld by that righteousness 
which exalteth a nation, and that this place may evermore be the habi- 
tation of judgment and justice. Let Thy blessing rest upon our Chief 
Magistrate and his successors in all generations. Grant each in his 
time those heavenly graces that are requisite for so high a trust; that 
the laws may be impartially administered to the punishment of wicked- 
ness and vice, and to the maintenance of Thy true religion and virtue. 
We also humbly beseech Thee for our Senate and Representatives in 
Congress assembled that Thou wouldst be pleased to direct all their 
consultations to the advancement of Thy glory, the good of Thy Church, 
the safety, honor, and welfare of Thy people, that all things may be so 
ordered and settled by their endeavors upon the best and surest founda- 
tions, that peace and happiness, truth andjustice, religion and piety may 
be established among us for all generations. We pray Thee for our 
judges and officers that they may judge the people with just judg- 
ment, be no respecters of persons, and hear both the small and the 
great in his cause. O, Lord God of Hosts, be pleased to save and defend 
our Army and Navy, that each may be a safeguard to these United States, 
both by land and sea, until Thou dost fulfill Thy word, that nation shall 
not lift up sword nation, neither shall they learn war any more. 
Be with those who have been appointed to speak unto us this day as they 
recount the deeds of old time, Thy marvelous works, and the judgments 
of Thy mouth. Give them grace to utter such words as may stir us up 
to emulate the virtues of our forefathers, so that we may. transmit the 
Republic to our posterity high in praise and in name and in honor. 

Let Thy richest blessings rest upon our country at large; may we 
lend a true obedience to the laws cheerfully and willingly for conscience’ 
sake. Let no causeless divisions weaken us as a nation, but grant that 
we may be knit together more and more in the bonds of peace and 
unity. Preserve us from the dangers now threatening society, and 
enable each of us, high and low, rich and poor, to do his duty in that 
state of life unto which Thou hast called him. So we that are Thy 
people and sheep of Thy pasture shall give Thee thanks forever, and 
will always be showing forth Thy praise from generation to generation. 
These all other benefits of Thy good providence we humbly beg in 
the name and through the mediation of Toi Christ our most blessed 
Lord and Saviour. Amen. 

After the prayer the Marine Band, stationed in the vestibule, played 
appropriate national airs. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. Gentlemen of the Senate 
and House of Representatives, the first ing in order is the ora- 
tion by Hon. Robert C. Winthrop, of usetts. The Chair is 
sorry to announce that Mr. Winthrop, from indisposition, is unable to 
attend. According to the arrangements of the committee the oration 
will be now read by Hon. JOHN D. LONG, a member of the House of 

tatives from the State of Massachusetts. pp re 

The oration by Mr. Winthrop was read, as follows, by Mr. Lone: 

PRESIDENT ARTHUR, SENATORS AND REPRESENTATIVES OF THE 
UNITED STATES: By a joint resolution of Congress, you have called 
upon me to address you in this Hall to-day on the completion of yonder 
colossal monument to the Father of his Country. Nothing less im- 
perative than your call could have brought me before you for such an 
effort. Nearly seven and thirty years have passed away since it was my 
privilege to perform a similar service at the laying of the corner-stone 
of that monument. In the prime of manhood, and in the pride of of- 
ficial station, it was not difficult for me to speak to assembled thousands 
in the open air, without notes, under the rays of a midsum- 
mersun. But what was easy for me then is impossible for me now. I 
am here to-day, as I need not tell you, in far other condition for the serv- 
ice you have assigned me—changed, changed in almost everything ex- 
cept an inextinguishable love for my country and its Union and an un- 
dying reverence for the memory of Washington. On these alone I rest 
for inspiration, assured that, with your indulgence, and the blessing of 
God, which I devoutly invoke, they will be sufficient to sustain me in 
serving asa medium for keeping up the continuity between the hearts 
and hands which laid the foundation of this gigantic structure and those 
younger hearts and hands which have at last brought forth the capstone 
with shoutings. It is for this you have summoned me. It is for this 
alone I have obeyed your call. 

Meantime I can not wholly forget that the venerable ex-President 
John Quincy Adams—at whose death-bed, in my official chamber be- 
neath this roof, I was a privileged watcher thirty-seven years ago this 
very day—had been originally designated to pronounce the corner-stone 
oration, as one who had received his first commission, in the long and 
brilliant career at home and abroad which awaited him, from the hands 
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of Washington himself. In that enviable distinction I certainly have 
no share; but I be pardoned for remembering that, in calling upon 
me to supply the place of Mr. Adams, it was borne in mind that I had 
but lately taken the oath as Speaker at his hands and from his lips, 
and that thus, as was ted at the time, the electric chain, though 
lengthened by a single link, was still unbroken. Let me hope that 
the magnetism of that chain may not even yet be entirely exhausted, 
and that I may still catch something of its vivifying and quickening 
power, while i attempt to bring to the memory of Washington the 
remnants of a voice which is failing and of a vigor which I am conscious 
is ebbing away. 

Itis now, Mr. President, Senators, and Representatives, more than 
half a century since a volunteer association of patriotic citizens initi- 
ated the project of erecting a national monument to Washington in the 
city which bears his name. More than a whole century ago, indeed— 
in that great year of our Lord which witnessed the treaty of peace and 
Independence, 1783—Congress had ordered an equestrian statue of him 
to be executed, ‘‘to testify the love, admiration, and gratitude of his 
eountrymen;’’ and again, immediately after his death, in 1799, Con- 
gress had solemnly voted a marble monument to him at the capital, 
so designed as to commemorate the great events of his military and 

litical life.” But our beloved country, while yet in its infancy, and 

may add in its indigency, with no experience in matters of art, and 
heavily weighed down by the great debt of the Revolutionary war, 
knew better how to vote monuments than how to build them, or, still 
more, how to pay for them. Yorktown monuments and Washington 
monuments, and the statues of I know not how many heroes of our strug- 
gle for Independence, made a fine show on paper in our early records, and 
were creditable to those who ordered them; but their practical execu- 
tion seems to have been indefinitely postponed. - 

The Washington Monument Association, instituted in 1833, resolved 
that no such postponment should longer be endured, and proceeded to 
organize themselves for the work, which hasat length been completed, 
They had for their first pesar the great Chief-Justice, John Marshall, 
the personal friend and chosen biographer of Washington, whose im- 
pressive image you have so recently and so worthily unveiled on yonder 
western terrace. They had for their second president the not less il- 
Justrious James Madison, the father of the Constitution of which Mar- 
shall was the interpreter, and whose statue might well have no infe- 
rior place on the same terrace. Among the other officers and man- 
agers of that association I can not forget the names of William W. Sea- 
ton, whose memory is deservedly cherished by all who knew him; of 
that d old soldier and patriot Winfield Scott; of Generals Archi- 
bald Henderson and Nathan Towson; of Walter Jones, and Peter Force, 
and Philip R. Fendall, together with that of its indefatigable general 
agent, honest old Elisha Whittlesey. To that association our earliest 
and most grateful acknowledgments are due on this occasion. But of 
those whom I have named, and of many others whom I might name, 
so long among the honored and familiar figures of this metropolis, not 
one is left to be the subject of our congratulations. “We all rejoice, 
however, to welcome the presence of one of their contemporaries and 
friends, whose munificent endowments for art, education, religion, and 
charity entitle him to so enviable a place on the roll of American phi- 
lanthropists, the venerable William W. Corcoran, now, and for many 
years past, our senior vice-president. 

Nearly fifteen years elapsed before the plans or the funds of this 
association were in a state of sufficient forwardness to warrant them 
even in fixing a day for laying the first foundation-stone of the contem- 
plated structure. That day arrived at last—the 4th of July, 1848. 
And a great day it was in this capital of the nation. There had been 
no day like it here before, and there have been but few, if any, days 
like it here since, If any one desires a description of it, he will find 
a most exact and vivid one in the columns of the old National Intelli- 
gencer—doubtless from the pen of that prince of editors, the accom- 
plished Joseph Gales. I recall among the varied features of the long 
procession Freemasons of every order, with their richest regalia, in- 
cluding the precious gavel and apron of Washington himself; fire- 
men, with their old-fashioned engines ; Odd-Fellows from a thousand 
lodges; temperance societies and other assodiations innumerable; 
the children of the schools, long ago grown to mature manhood; the 
military escort of regulars, marines, and volunteer militia from all 
parts of the country, commanded by Generals Quitman and Cadwal- 
ader and Colonel May, then crowned with laurels won in Mexico, 
which long ago were laid upon their graves. I recall, too, the masses 
of the people, of all classes, and sexes, and ages, and colors, gazing 
from the windows, or thronging the sidewalks, or grouped in count- 
less thousands upon the Monument grounds. But I look around in 
vain for any of the principal witnesses of that imposing ceremonial; 
the venerable widows of Alexander Hamilton and James Madison; 
President Polk and his Cabinet, as then constituted—Buchanan, Marcy, 
John Y. Mason, Walker, Cave Johnson, and Clifford; Vice-President 
Dallas; George Washington Parke Custis, the adopted son of the 
great chief; not forgetting Abraham Lincoln and Andrew Johnson, 
both then members of the House of -Representatives, and for whom 
the liveliest imagination could hardly have pictured what the future 
had in store for them. Of that whole Congress there are now but a 


handful of survivors, and probably not more than two or three of 
them present here to-day—not one in either branch of Congress, nor 
one, as I believe, in any department of the national service. 

To those of us who took part in the laying of that first stone, or who 
witnessed the ceremonies of the august occasion, and who have followed 
the slow ascent of the stupendous pile, sometimes with hope and some- 
times with despair, its successful completion is, I need not say, an un- 
speakable relief, as well as a heartfelt delight and joy. I hazard little 
in saying that there are some here to-day, unwearied workers in the 
cause, like my friends Horatio King and Dr. Toner—to name no others— 
to whose parting hour a special pang would have been added had they 
died without the sight which now greets their longing eyes on yonder 
plain. 

I dare not venture on any detailed description of the long intervening 
agony between the laying of the first stone and the lifting of the last. 
It would fill a volume, and will be sure hereafter to furnish material 
for an elaborate monograph, whose author will literally find ‘* sermons 
in stones ’’—for almost every stone has its story if not its sermon. Every 
year of the first decade certainly had its eventful and noteworthy ex- 
periences. The early enthusiasm which elicited contributions to the 
amountof more than a quarter of a million of dollars from men, women, 
and children in all parts of the land, and which carried up the shaft 
more than a hundred and fifty feet almost at a bound; the presentation 
and formal reception of massive blocks of marble, granite, porphyry, or 
freestone from every State in the Union and from so many foreign na- 
tions, beginning, according to the catalogue, with a stone from Bunker 
Hill and ending with one from the Emperor of Brazil; the annual 
assemblies at its base on each succeeding Fourth of July, with speeches 
by distinguished visitors; the sudden illness and sad death of that ster- 
ling patriot President Zachary Taylor, after an re to the mid- 
day heat at the gathering in 1850, when the well-remembered Senator 
Foote, of Mississippi, had indulged in too exuberant an address—these 
were among its beginnings; the end was still a whole generation dis- 
tant. 

Later on came the long, long disheartening pause, when—partly 
owing to the financial embarrassments of the times, partly owing to the 
political contentions and convulsions of the country, and ly owing 
to unhappy dissensions in the association itself—any further contribu- 
tions failed to be forthcoming, all interest in the monument seemed to 
flag and die away, and all work on it was suspended and practically 
abandoned. A deplorable civil war soon followed, and all efforts to re- 
new popular interest in its completion were palsied. 

How shall I depict the sorry spectacle which those first one hundred 
and fifty-six feet, in their seemingly hopeless, helpless condition, with 
that dismal derrick still standing as in mockery upon their summit, 
presented to the eye of every comer to the capital for nearly a quarter 
of a century! No wonder the unsightly pile became the ‘subject of 
pity or derision. No wonder there were periodical panics about the 
security of its foundation, and a chronic condemnation of the original 
design. No wonder that suggestions for tearing it all down began to 
be entertained in many minds, and were advocated by many pens and 
tongues. That truncated shaft, with its untidy surroundings, looked 
only like an insult to the memory of Washi n. It symbo noth- 
ing but an ungrateful country, not destined—as, God be thanked, it 
still was—to growth and grandeur and imperishable glory, but doomed 
to premature decay, to discord, strife, and ultimate disunion. Its very 
presence was calculated to discourage many hearts from other thi 
as well as from itself. It was an ‘‘ abomination of desolation standing 
where it ought not. All that followed of confusion and contention in 
our country’s history seemed foreshadowed and prefigured in that hu- 
miliating spectacle, and one could almost read on its sides in letters of 
blood, Divided! Weighed in the balance! Found wanting!“ 

And well might that crude and undigested mass have stood so for- 
ever, or until the hand of man or the operation of the elements should 
havecrushed and crumbled it into dust, if our Union had then perished. 
An unfinished, fragmentary, crumbling monument to Washin would 
have been a fit emblem of a divided and ruined country. eee 
himself would not have had it finished. He would have desired no 
tribute, however imposing, from either half of adisunited republic. He 
would have turned with abhorrence from being thought the father of 
anything less than one country, with one constitution and one destiny. 

And how cheering and how inspiring the reflection, how and 
glorious the fact, that no sooner were our unhappy contentions at an 
end, no sooner were Union and Liberty, one and inseparable, once more 
and, as we trust and believe forever, reasserted and reassured, 
this monument to Washington gave signs of fresh life, began to attract 
new interest and new effort, and soon was seen rising again slowly but 
steadily toward the skies—stone after stone, course upon course, 
up in peace, with foundations extended to the full demand of the 
enormous weight to be placed upon them, until we can now hail it as 
complete! Henceforth and forever it shall be lovingly associated, not 
only with the memory of him in whose honor it has been erected, but 
with an era of assured unity, and concord, which would have 
been dearer to his heart than the costliest personal memorial which the 
toil and treasure of his countrymen could have construeted. The 
Union is itself the all-sufficient and the only sufficient monument to 
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Washington. The Union was nearest and dearest to his t heart. 
“The Union in any event, were the most emphatic words of his im- 
mortal Farewell Address. Nothing less than the Union would ever 
have been accepted or recognized by him as a monument commen- 
surate with his services and his fame. Nothing less ought ever to 
be accepted or recognized as such by us, or by those who shall rise up, 
generation after generation, to do homage to his memory ! 

For the grand consummation which we celebrate to-day we are in- 
debted primarily to the National Government, under the successive 
Presidents of the past nine years, with the concurrent action of the two 
branches of Congress, prompted by committees so often under the lead 
of the veteran Senator MORRILL, of Vermont. The wise decision and 
emphatic resolution of Congress on the 2d of August, 1876, inspired 
by the Centennial Celebration of American Independence, and adopted, 
as it auspiciously happened, on the hundredth anniversary of the for- 
mal signing of the great tion, that the monument should no 
longer be left unfinished, with the appointment of a joint commission to 
direct and supervise its completion, settled the whole matter. To that 
joint commission, consisting of the President of the United States for 
the time being, the senior vice-president of the Monument Associa- 
tion, the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army, with the Archi- 
tects of the Capitol and the Treasury, the congratulations and thanks 
of us all may well be tendered. But I think they will all cordially 

with me that the main credit and honor of what has been accom- 
pli belongs peculiarly and pre-eminently to the distinguished officer 
of engineers who has been their devoted and untiring agent from the 
outset. The marvelous work of extending and ing the 
foundations of a structure already weighing, as it did, not less than 
thirty-two thousand tons—64,000,000 pounds—an operation which has 
won the admiration of engineers all over the world, and which will 
always associate this monument with a signal triumph of scientific 

ill, was executed upon his responsibility and under his personal su- 

ion. His, too, have been the ingenious and effective arrange- 
ments by which the enormous shaft has been earried up, course after 
course, until it has reached its destined height of five hundred and 
fifty-five feet, as we see it at this hour. To Col. Thomas Lincoln Casey, 
whose name is associated in three generations with valued military 
service to his country, the successful completion of the monument is 
due. But he would not have us forget his accomplished assistant, Capt. 
George W. Davis, and neither of them would have us fail to remem 
Superintendent McLaughlin and the hard-handed and honest-hearted 
mechanics who have labored so under their direction. 

Finis coronat opus. The completion crowns the work. To-day that 
work speaks for itself, and needs no other orator. Mute and lifeless 
as it seems, it has a living and audible voice for all who behold it, and 
no one can misinterpret its Nor will any one, I think, longer 
cavil about its design. That design, let me add, originally prepared 

the Washington architect, Robert Mills of South Carolina, and 

pted long before I had any relations to this association, was com- 
mended to public favor by such illustrious names as Andrew Jackson, 
John Quincy Albert Gallatin, Henry Clay, and Daniel Web- 
ster. A colonnade encircling its base, and intended as a sort of pan- 
theon, was soon discarded from the plan. Its main feature, from the 
first, was an obelisk, after the example of that which had then been 
recently agreed upon for Bunker And so it stands to-day, a 
simple sublime obelisk of pure white marble, its proportions, in spite 
of its immense height, conforming exactly to those of the most cele- 
brated obelisks of antiquity, as my accomplished and lamented friend, 
our late minister to Italy, so happily pointed out to us. It is not, in- 
deed, as were those ancient obelisks, a monolith, a single stone cut 
whole from the quarry; that would have been obviously impossible for 
anything so colossal; nor could we have been expected to attempt the 
impossible in deference to Egyptian methods of construction. We 
might almost as well be called on to adopt as the emblems of Ameri- 
can progress the bronze crabs which were found at the base of Cle- 
opausa Needle! ‘America is certainly at liberty to present new mod- 

in art as well as in government, or to improve upon old ones; and, 
as I ventured to suggest some years ago, our monument to Washington 
will be all the more significant and symbolic in embodying, as it does, 
the idea of our cherished national motto, E unum. That 
Som GY a structure, with its countless blocks, inside and 
outside, held firmly in position by their own weight and pressure, will 
ever be an instructive type of the national strength and grandeur which 
can only be secured by the union of many into one.“ 

Had the fine arts indeed made such advances in our country forty 
years ago as we are now proud to recognize, it is not improbable that a 
different design might have been adopted; but I am by no means sure 
it would have been a more effective and appropriate one. There will 
always be ample opportunity for the display of decorative art in our 
land. The streets and squares of this city and of all our great cities are 
wide o for the statues and architectural memorials of our distin- 

statesmen and soldiers, and such monuments are everywhere 
welcomed and honored. But is not—I ask in all sincerity—is not the 
acknowledged pre-eminence of the Father of his Country, first without 
a second, more fitly and adequately represented by that Haring shaft, 
rising high above trees and spires and domes and all the smoke and stir 


of earth—as he ever rose above sectional prejudices and party politics 
and personal interests—overtopping and dominating all its surround- 
ings, gleaming and glistening out at every vista as far as human sight 
can reach, arresting and riveting the eye at every turn, while it shoots 
triumphantly to the skies? Does not—does not, I repeat, that colossal 
unit remind-all who gaze at it, more forcibly than any arch or statue 
could do, that there is one name in American history above all other 
names, one character more exalted than all other characters, one exam- 
ple to be studied and reverenced beyond all other examples, one bright 
particular star in the clear upper sky of our firmament, whose guiding 
light and peerless luster are for all men and for all ages, never to be 
lost sight of, never to be unheeded? Of that name, of that character, 
of that example, of that glorious guiding light, our obelisk, standing on 
the very apok selected by Washington himself for a monument to the 
American Revolution, and on the site which marks our national merid- 
ian, will be a unique memorial and symbol forever. 

For oh, vy friends, let us not longer forget, or even seem to forget, 
that we are here to commemorate not the monument but the man. 
That stupendous pile has not been reared for any yain purpose of chal- 
lenging admiration for itself. It is not, I need not say it is not, asa 
specimen of advanced art, for it makes no pretension to that; it is not 
as a signal illustration of engineering skill and science, though that may 
confidently be claimed for it; it is not, certainly it is not, as the tallest 
existing structure in the world, for we do not measure the greatness of 
men by the height of their monuments, and we know that this distinc- 
tion may be done away with here or elsewhere in future years; but it 
is as a memorial of the pre-eminent figure in modern or in ancient his- 
tory the world over—of the man who has left the loftiest example of 
public and private Haara, and whose exalted character challenges the 
admiration and homage of mankind. It is this example and this char- 
acter—it is the man, and not the monument, that we are here to com- 
memorate ! 

Assembled in these legislative halls of the nation, as near to the an- 
niversary of his birth as a due respect for the day of our Lord will al- 
low, to signalize the long-delayed accomplishment of so vast a work, 
it is upon him in whose honor it has been upreared, and upon the in- 
comparable and inestimable services he has rendered to his country 
and to the world, that our thoughts should be concentred at this hour. 
Yet what can I say, what can any man say, of Washington, which has 
not already been rendered as familiar as household words, not merely 
to those who hear me, but to all readers of history and all lovers of 
liberty throughout the world? How could I hope to glean anything 
from a field long ago so carefully and lovingly reaped by such men as 
John Marshall and Jared Sparks, by Guizot and Edward Everett and 
Washington Irving, as well as by our eminent living historian, the ven- 
erable George Bancroft, happily here with us to-day? 

Others, many others, whom I dare not attempt to name or number, 
have vied with each other in describing a career of whose minutest de- 
tails no American is ever weary, and whose variety and interest can 
never be exhausted. Every stage and step of that career, every scene 
of that great and glorious life, from the hour of his birth, one hundred 
and fifty-three years ago about 10 in the morning of y* 11 day of 
February, 1731-2,” as recorded in his mother’s Bible—in that primi- 
tive Virginia farm-house in the county of Westmoreland, of which the 
remains of the great brick chimney of the kitchen“ have been iden- 
tified only within a few years past—every scene, I say, of that grand and 
glorious life, from that ever-memorable hour of his nativity, has been 
traced and illustrated by the most accomplished and brilliant pens and 
tongues of our land. 

is childhood, under the loving charge of that venerated mother, who 
delighted to say that George had always been a good son, who hap- 
pily lived not only to see him safely restored to her after the exposures 
and perils of the Revolutionary struggle, but to see him, in her eighty- 
second year, unanimously elected to be the President in Peace of the 
country of which he had been the Saviour in War; his primary educa- 
tion in that old-field school-house,” with Hobby, the sexton of the 
parish, for his first master; his early and romanticadventures as a land- 
surveyor; his narrow escape from being a midshipman in the British 
navy at 14 years of age, for which a warrant been obtained and 
his luggage actually put on board a man-of-war anchored in the river 
just below Mount Vernon; his still narrower and hairbreadth escapes 
from Indian arrows and from French bullets, and his survival—the only 
mounted officer not killed—at the defeat of Braddock, of whom he was 
an aid-de-camp; together with that most remarkable prediction of the 
Virginia pastor, Samuel Davies, president of Princeton Col- 
lege, pointing him out—in a sermon, in 1755, on his return, at the age 
of 23, from the disastrous field of the Monongahela—as that heroic 
youth Colonel Washington, whom I can not but hope Providence has pre- 
served in so signal a manner for some important service to his country — 
who has forgotten, who can ever forget these most impressive incidents 
of that opening career by which he was indeed so providentially pre- 
served, pre and trained up for theeventful and illustrious future 
which awaited him? 

Still less can any American forget his taking his seat, soon afterward, 
in the Virginia House of Burgesses—with the striking tribute to his 


modesty which he won from the Speaker—and his subsequent elec- 
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tion to the Continental Congress at Philadelphia, where, on the 15th of 
June, 1775, at the suggestion of John Adams and on the motion of 
Thomas Johnson, afterward governor of Maryland, he was unanimously 
appointed General and Commander-in-Chief of such forces as are, or 
shall be, raised for the maintenance and preservation of American lib- 
erty.” Nor can any of us require to be reminded of the heroic fortitude, 
the unswerving constancy, and the unsparing self-devotion with which 
he conducted through seven or eight years that protracted contest, with 
all its toils and trials its vexations and vicissitudes, from the success- 
ful siege of Boston, his first great triumph, followed by those masterly 
movements on the Delaware, which no less celebrated a soldier than 
Frederick the Great declared the most brilliant achievements of any 
recorded in the annals of military action,” and so along, through all 
the snecesses and reverses and sufferings and trials of Monmouth and 
Brandywine and Germantown and Valley Forge, to the siege of York- 
town, iu 1781, where, with the aid of our generous and gallant allies, 
under the lead of Rochambeau and De Grasse and La Fayette, he won at 
last that crowning victory on the soil of his beloved Virginia. 

Nor need I recall to you the still nobler triumphs witnessed during 
all this period—triumphs in which no one but he had any share—tri- 
umphs over himself: not merely in his magnanimous appreciation of 
the exploits of his subordinates, even when unjustly and maliciously 
contrasted with disappointments and alleged inaction of his own, but 
in repelling the machinations of discontented and mutinous officers at 
Newburg, in spurning overtures to invest him with dictatorial and even 
kingly power, and in finally surrendering his sword and commission so 
simply, so sublimely, to the Congress from which he had received them. 

Or, turning sharply from this summary and familiar sketch of his 
military career, of which, take it for all in all, its long duration, its 
slender means, its vast theater, its glorious aims and ends and results, 
there is no parallel in history—turning sharply from all this, need I re- 
call him, in this presence, presiding with paramount influence and au- 
thority over the convention which framed the Constitution of the United 
States, and then, with such consummate discretion, dignity, and wis- 
dom, over the original administration of that Constitution, when the 
principles and precedents of our Kare Federal system of government 
were molded, formed, and established ? 

It was well said by John Milton, in one of his powerful defenses of 
the people of England; War has made many great whom peace makes 
small.“ But of Washington we may say, as Milton said of Cromwell, 
that, while war made him great, peace made him greater; or rather 
that both war and peace alike gave opportunity for the display of those 
incomparable innate qualities which no mere circumstances could create 
or destroy. 

But his sword was not yet quite ready to rest quietly in its scabbard. 
Need L.recall him once more, after his retirement from a second term 
of the Chief Magistracy, accepting a subordinate position, under his suc- 
cessor in the Presidency, as Lieutenant-General of the American ar- 
mies in view of an impending foreign war, which, thank God, was so 
happily averted ? 

Nor can any one who hears me require to be reminded of that last 
scene of all, when, in his eight-and-sixtieth year, having been overtaken 
by a fatal shower of sleet and snow in the. midst of those agricultural 
pursuits in which he so much delighted at Mount Vernon, he laid him- 
self calmly down to die—“ not afraid to go, as he whispered to his 
physician—and left his whole country in tears such as had never flowed 
before. _‘‘ Mark the perfect man and behold the upright, for the end of 
that man is peace!” 

Eighty-five years ago to-morrow—his sixty-eighth birthday—was 
solemnly assigned by Congress for a general manifestation of that over- 
whelming national sorrow, and for the commemoration, by eulogies, 
addresses, sermons, and religious rites, of the great life which had thus 
been closed. But long before that anniversary arrived, and one day 
only after the sad tidings had reached the seat of Government in Phil- 
adelphia, President John Adams, in reply to a message of the House 
of Representatives, had anticipated all panegyrics by a declaration, as 
true to-day as it was then, that he was the most illustrious and be- 
loved which this country ever produced;’’ while Henry Lee, 
of V. ugh the lips of John i had summed up and 
condensed all that was felt, and all that could be or ever can be said, 
in those imperishable words, which will go ringing down the centuries, 
in every clime, in every tongue, till time shall be no more, First in 
war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen!”’ 

But there are other imperishable words which will resound through 
the words of his own not less memorable than his acts, some of 
them in private letters, some of them in official correspondence, some 
of them in inaugural addresses, and some of them, I need not say, in 
that immortal Farewell Address which an eminent English historian has 
pronounced ‘‘ unequaled by any composition of uninspired wisdom,” 
and which ought to be learned by heart by the children of our schools, 
like the laws of the Twelve Tables in the schools of ancient Rome, and 
never forgotten when those children grow up to the privileges and re- 
sponsibilities of manhood. 

It was a custom of the ancient 
our monument has been borrowed—I should rather say, evolved—to 
cover their obelisks with hieroglyphical inscriptions, some of which 


tians i affairs 
from whom the idea of they have advanced to the racter an m seems to have 
been distinguished by some token of Providen agency. * * Of all the 
dispositions and habits which lead to political prosperity, religion and morality 


have to this day perplexed and baffled all efforts to decipher them. 
Neither Champollion, nor the later Lepsius, nor any of the most skill- 
ful Egyptologists, have succeeded in giving an altogether satisfactory 
reading of the legends on Pompey's Pillar and Cleopatra's Needle. 
And those inscriptions, at their best, engraved, as they were, on the 
granite or porphyry, with the letters enameled with gold, and boasted 
of as illuminating the world with their rays, tell us little except the 
dates and doings of some despotic Pharaoh, whom we would willingly 
have seen drowned in the ocean of oblivion, as one of them so deservedly 
was in the depths of the Red Sea. One row of theinscriptions on Cleo- 
patra’s Needle, as it so strangely greets us in the fashionable prome- 
nade of our commercial capital, informs us, in magniloquent terms, of 
Thothmes III, who lived in the age in which Moses was born, the age 
which saw the Exodus of the Israelites. He is set down as a Child 
of the Sun, endowed with power, life, aud stability.“ Other inserip- 
tions style him, or some other Pharaoh to whom they relate, the Chas- 
tiser of Foreign Nations.“ The Conqueror,“ The Strong Bull.“ 

Our Washington Needle, while it has all of the severesimplicity, and 
far more than all of the massive paee, which were the character- 
istics of Egyptian architecture, no inscriptions whatever, and 
none are likely ever to be carved on it. Around its base bas-reliefs in 
bronze may possibly one day be placed, illustrative of some of the great 
events of Washington’s life; whileon the terrace beneath may, perhaps, 
be arranged emblematic figures of Justice and Patriotism, of Peace, 
Liberty, and Union. All this, however, may well be left for future 
years, or even for future generations. Each succeeding generation, in- 
deed, will take its own pride in doing whatever may be wisely done in 
adorning the surroundings of this majestic pile, and in thus testifying 
its own homage to the memory of the Father of his Country. Yet to 
the mind's eye of an American patriot those marble faces will never 
seem vacant—never seem void or voiceless. No mystic figures or hiero- 
glyphicalsigns will, indeed, be descried on them. No such vainglorious 
words as Conqueror, or ‘‘Chastiser of Foreign Nations, nor any 

‘i haughty assumption or heathen ascription as “Child of the Sun 

i be deciphered on them. But ever and anon, as he gazes, there 
will come flashing forth in letters of living light some of the great 
words, and grand precepts, and noble lessons of principle and duty 
which are the matchless bequest of Washington to his country and to 
mankind, 

Can we not all read there already, as if graven by some invisible fin- 
ger, or inscribed with some sympatheticink, which it requires no learn- 
ing of scholars, no lore of Egypt, nothing but love of our own land, to 
draw out and make legible, those masterly words of his letter to the 
governors of the States in 1783: 

There are four things which, T humbly conceive, are essential to the well- 
being—I may even venture to say, to the existence—of the United States as an 
independent power: First, an indissoluble Union of the States under one Fed- 
scopes pean ERAON i and, Seri; she peatelense DEDNA Peale oan 
Fiendly 3 among the pec — of the United States which will induce 
them to forget their local prejudices and policies, to 
sions which are requisite to the general 
sacrifice their individual advantages to the inte 
are the pi on which the glorious fabric of our independency national 
character must be supported, 

Can we not read, again, on another of those ingly vacant sides, 
that familiar passage in his Farewell Address—a jewel of t and 
phraseology, often imitated, but never matched—** The name of Ameri- 
can, which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always exalt 
the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation derived from 
local discriminations?" and, not far below it, his memorable warning 
against party spirit—‘‘A fire not to be quenched, it demands a uniform 
vigilance to prevent its bursting into a flame, lest, instead of warming, 
it should consume?” 

Still again, terser legends from the same prolific source salute our 
eager gaze: ‘‘ Cherish public credit; ‘‘ Observe good faith and justice 
towards all nations; cultivate peace and harmony with all; Pro- 
mote, as an object of primary importance, institutions for the general 
diffusion of knowledge. In proportion as the structure of a ern- 
ment gives force to public opinion, it is essential that public opinion 
should be enlightened.’’ 

And, above all—a thousand-fold more precious than all the rest— 
there will come streaming down from time to time, to many an eager 
and longing eye, from the very point where its tiny aluminium apex 
reaches nearest to the skies—and shining forth with a radiance which 
no vision of Constantine, no labarum for his legions, could ever have 
eclipsed—some of those solemnly reiterated declarations and counsels, 
which might almost be called the confession and creed of Washington, 
and which can never be forgotten by any Christian patriot— 
haber’ 1 5 hoe => 3 of 1 „ 
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toward one another after its adoption, I feel myself 
whelmed with a sense of Divine munificence. I feel that nothing is due to my 
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are indispensable supports. In vain would that man claim the tribute of patri- 
otism, who should to subvert these great pillars of human 5 
firmest props of the duties of men and of citizens, 

And thus on all those seemingly blank and empty sides will be seen, 
from time to time, in his own unequaled language, the grand precepts 
and principles of peace, justice, education, morality, and religion, which 
he strove to inculcate, while encircling and illuminating them all, and 
enveloping the whole monument, from corner-stone to capstone, will 
be read with rapture by every patriotic eye, and be echoed by every 
patriotic heart, The Union, the Union in any event!“ 

But what are all the noble words which Washington wrote or uttered, 
what are all the incidents of his birth and death, what are all the details 
of his marvelous career from its commencement to its close, in com- 
parison with his own exalted character as aman! Rarely was Webster 
more impressive than when, on the completion of the monument at 
Bunker Hill, in describing what our country had accomplished for the 
welfare of mankind, he gave utterance, with his characteristic terse- 
ness, and in his inimitable tones, to the simple assertion, ‘‘ America 
has furnished to the world the character of ington! And well 
did he add that, ‘‘if our American institutions had done nothing else, 
that alone would have entitled them to the respect of mankind.” 

The character of Washington! Who can delineate it worthily? 
Who can describe that priceless gift of America to the world in terms 
which may do it any sort of justice, or afford any degree of satisfaction 
to his hearers or to himself? 

Modest, disinterested, generous, just—of clean hands and a pure 
heart—self-denying and self-sacrificing, seeking nothing for himself, 
declining all remuneration beyond the reimbursement of his outlays, 
scrupulous to a farthing in keeping his accounts, of spotless integrity, 
scorning gifts, charitable to the needy, forgiving injuries and injustices, 
brave, fearless, heroic, with a prudence ever governing his impulses 
and a wisdom ever guiding his valor—true to his friends, true to his 
whole country, true to himself—fearing God, believing in Christ, no 
stranger to private devotion or public worship, or to the holiest offices 
of the Church to which he belonged, but ever gratefully recognizing a 
Divine aid and direction in all that he attempted and in all that he 
accomplished—what epithet, what attribute, could be added to that 
consummate character to commend it as an example above all other 
characters in merely human history ! 

From first to last he never solicited or sought an office, military or 
civil, Every office stood candidate for him, and was ennobled by his 
acceptance of it. Honors clustered around him as if by the force of 
Hirst intention.“ Responsibilities heaped themselves on his shoulders 
as if by the law of gravitation. They could rest safely nowhere else, 
and they found him ever ready to bear them all, ever equal to discharge 
them all. To what is called personal magnetism he could have had 
little pretension. A vein of dignified reserve, which Houdonand Stuart 
have rightly made his peculiar characteristic in marble and on canvas, 
repressed all familiarities with him. His magnetism was that of merit 
superior, surpassing merit—the merit of spotless integrity, of recognized 

ty, and of unwearied willin; eee in the service 
of his country. That was suflicient to attract i ibly to his su; 
port not only the great mass of the people, but the wisest and best of 
contemporaries in all quarters of the Union, and from them he selected, 
with signal discrimination, such advisers and counselors, in war and in 
peace, as have never surrounded any other American leader. No jeal- 
euy of their abilities and accomplishments ever ruffled his aron eng 
wit! 


them he achieved our Independence, organized our Constitu 


Government, and stam his name indelibly on the age in which he 
lived as the of Washi ! 
Well did Chief-Justice Marshall, in that admirable preface to the biog- 


raphy of his revered and illustrious friend, sum up with judicial precision 
theservices he was about to describe in detail. Well truly did he say: 

As if the chosen instrument of Heaven, selected for the purpose of effecting the 
great designs of Providence respecting this our Western Hemisphere, it was the 
peculiar lot of this distinguished man, at every epoch when the destinies of his 
country seemed dependent on the measures adopted, to be called by the united 
voice of his fellow-citizens to those high stations on which the success of those 
measures principally depended. 

I do not forget that there have been other men, in other days, in 
other lands, and in our own land, who have been called to command 
larger armies, to preside over more councils, to administer 
more extended governments, and to grapple with as complicated and 
critical affairs. Gratitude and honor wait ever on their persons and 
their names! But we do not estimate Miltiades at Marathon, or Pau- 
sanias at Platæa, or Themistocles at Salamis, or Epaminondas at Manti- 
nea or Leuctra, or Leonidas at Thermopylæ, yy the number of the forces 
which they led on land or on sea. Nor do we gauge the glory of Co- 
lumbus by the size of the little fleet with which_he ventured so hero- 
ically upon the perils of a mighty unknown deep. There are some 
circumstances which can not occur twice; some occasions of which there 
ean be no repetition; some names which will always assert their indi- 
vidual pre-eminence, and will admit of no rivalry or comparison. The 

lory of Columbus can never be eclipsed, never ‘approached, till our 

ew World shall require a fresh discovery; and the glory of Liberate, 4 
ton will remain unique and peerless until American Independence 
require to be again achieved, or the foundations of constitutional lib- 
erty to be laid anew. 


Think not that I am claiming an immaculate perfection for any mortal 
man. One Being only has ever walked this earth of ours without sin. 
Washington had his infirmities and his passions like the rest of us; he 
would have been more or less than human had he never been overcome 
by them. There were young officers around him, in camp and else- 
where, not unlikely to have thrown temptations in his path, whether 
he ever yielded to them or not. There were treacherous men, too, 
whose words in council, or conduct in battle, or secret plottings behind 
his back, aroused his righteous indignation, and gave occasion for memor- 
able bursts of anger. Now and then there was a disaster, like that of 
St. Clair's expedition against the Indians in 1791, the first tidings of 
which stirred the very depths of his soul, and betrayed him into a mo- 
mentary outbreak of mingled griefand rage, which proved how violent 
were the emotions he was so generally able to control. 

He made no boast of virtue or of valor, and no amount of flattery ever 
led him to be otherwise than distrustful of his own ability and merits. 
As early as 1757, when only 25 years of age, he wrote to Governor Din- 
widdie: 

That I have foibles, and perhaps many of them, I shall not deny; I should 
— myself, as the world also would, vain and empty were I to arrogate per- 

On accepting the command of the Army of the Revolution, in 1775, 
he said to Congress: 

I beg it may be remembered by every gentleman in the room that I this day 
declare, with the utmost sincerity, I do not think myself equal to the command 
Jam honored with. 

And, in 1777, when informed that anonymous accusations against him 
had been sent to Laurens, then President of Congress, he wrote pri- 
vately to beg that the paper might be at once submitted to the body to 
which it was addressed, adding these frank and noble words: 

Why should I be exempt from censure, the unfailing lot of an elevated sta- 
tion? Merit and talents which I can not pretend to rival have ever been sub- 
ject to it, My heart tells me it has been my unremitted aim to do the best 
which circumstances would permit; yet I may have been very often mistaken 
in 8 of the means, and may, in many instances, deserve the imputa- 
tion of error. 

And when at last he was contemplating a final retirement from the 
Presidency, and in one of the draughts of his Farewell Address had writ- 
ten that he withdrew ‘‘ with a pure heart and undefiled hands,“ or 
words to that effect, he suppressed the passage and all other similar ex- 
pressions, lest, as he suggested, he should seem to claim for himself a 
measure of perfection which all the world now unites in according to 
him. For I hazard little in asserting that all the world does now ac- 
cord to Washington a tribute, which has the indorsement of the Eny- 
clopædia Britannica, that, of all men that have ever lived, he was 
greatest of good men, and the best of great men.’’ Or, let me borrow 
the same idea from a great Sapen poet, who gave his young life and 
brilliant genius to the cause of liberty in modern Greece. Where,” 
wrote Byron— 

W. may the wearied eye 
When 2 ie 8 


t. 
Where neither a 

— — 

Yes, one—the first, the last, the best, 

The Cincinnatus of the West, 3 

Whom envy dared not hate— 
Bequeathed name of Washington, 
To make men blush there was but one! 

To what other name have such tributes ever been paid by great and 
good men abroad as well as at home? You have not forgotten the lan- 

of Lord Erskine in his inscription of one of his productions to 
Washington himself: 

You are the only being for whom I have an awful reverence, 

You have not forgotten the language of Charles James Fox, in the 
House of Commons: ~ 

Tilustrious man, before whom all borrowed greatness sinks into insignificance. 

You have not forgotten the language of Lord Brougham, twice ut- 
tered, at long intervals, and with a purpose, as Brougham himself once 
told me, to impress and enforce those emphatic words as his fixed and 
final ju ent: 

Until time shall be no more will a test of the progress which our race has 
made in wisdom and virtue be derived from the veneration paid to the immor- 
tal name of Washington! 

Nor can I fail to welcome the crowning tribute, perhaps from our 
motherland, reaching me, as it has, at the last moment of revising 
what I had prepared for this occasion, in a published letter from Glad- 
stone, her t prime minister, who, after saying in casual conversa- 
tion that Washington was the purest figure in history,“ writes de- 
liberately, ‘‘ that if, among all the pedestals supplied by history for pub- 
lic characters of extraordinary nobility and purity, I saw one higher 
than all the rest, and if I were required at a moment's notice to name 
the fittest occupant for it, I think my choice, at any time during the 
last forty-five years, would have lighted, and it would now light, upon 
Washington!“ 

But if any one would get a full impression of the affection and ven- 
eration in which Washington was held by his contemporaries, let him 
turn, almost at random, to the letters which were addressed to him, or 
which were written about him, by the eminent men, wilitary or civil, 
American or European, who were privileged to correspond with him, 
or who ever so casually found occasion to allude to his career and char- 
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acter. And let him by no means forget, as he reads them, that those 


letters were written a hundred years ago, when langnage eee 
measured, if not more now, and before the in i te 


i than 

use of the superlative, and the exaggerations and adulations of flat- 
terers and parasites, sending great and small alike down to ty 
as patterns of every virtue under heaven, had tended to er such 
tributes as suspicious as they often are worthless. 

What, for instance, said plain-speaking old Benjamin Franklin? 

My fine crab-tree walking-stick, with a gold head curiously wrought in the 
form of the cap of Liberty 

These are the words of his will, in 1789— 
i give to my friend and the friend of mankind George Washington. If it were 
a scepter, he has merited it, and would become it. 

Happy, happy America— 

Wrote Gouverneur Morris from Paris, in 1793, when the French 
revolution was making such terrific progress— 


Happy, ha) America, governed by reason, by law, by the man whom she 
loves, 88 almost adores. It is the pride of 1 my life to consider that man 
as my friend, and I hope long to be honored with that title. 


1 bave always admired— 

Wrote to him Count Herzburg, from Berlin, where he had presided for 
thirty years over the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, under Frederick the 
Great 
Mertes pentr giera tepien dA g d ar rarita AT 
which you surpass men even most celebrated of antiquity. 

I am sorry 

Wrote Patrick Henry, then Governor of Virginia, in allusion to the 
accusations of one of the notorious faction of 1777— 


Tam sorry there should be one man who counts himself my friend who is not ; 


yours. 

Thomas Jefferson, who, we all know, sometimes differed from him, 
took pains, at a later period of his life, to say of him in a record for pos- 
terity: = 

His integrity was most pure; his justice the most inflexible I have ever 
known; no motives of interest or consanguinity, of friendship or hatred, being 
able to bias his decision. He was, indeed, in every sense of the word, a wise, 
a good, and a great man, 

If I could now present myself— 

Wrote Edmund Randolph, who had made injurious imputations on 
Washington before and after his dismissal from the Cabinet in 1795— 

If I could now present myself before your venerated uncle 

He wrote most touchingly to Judge Bushrod Washington in 1810— 

It would be my pride to confess my contrition that I suffered my irritation, 
let the cause be what it might, to use some of those expressions respecting him, 
which, at this moment of indifference to the world, I wish to recall, as being in- 
consistent with my subsequent conviction, XI. life will, I hope, be sufficiently 
extended for the recording of my sincere opinion of his virtues and merit in a 
style which is not the result of a mind merely debilitated by 3 but of 
that Christian philosophy on which alone I depend for inward tranquillity. 

And far more touching and more telling still is the fact that even 
Thomas Conway, the leader of that despicable cabal at Valley Forge, 
but who lived to redeem his name in other lands, if not in our own, 
when believing himself to be mortally wounded in a duel, in 1778, and 
Just able, as he said, to hold the pen for a few minutes,“ employed 
those few minutes in writing to Washington to express his sincere 
grief for having done, written, or said anything disagreeable to him, 
adding these memorable words: 

You are, in my eyes, the and good man. May you long enjoy the love, 
. esteem of these States, whose liberties you have asserted by your 

From his illustrious friend Alexander Hamilton I need not cite a 
word. His whole life bore testimony, more impressive than words, to 
an admiration and affection for his t chief, which could not be ex- 
ceeded, and which no momentary misunderstandings could shake. 

But listen once more, and only once mere, to La Fayette, writing to 
Washington from Cadiz in 1783, when the glad tidings of the treaty of 
peace had just reached him: 

Were you but such a man as Julius Cæsar, or the King of Prussia, I should 
almost be sorry for you at the end of the great tragedy where youare acting such 
apart, But, with my dear general, I rejoice at the blessings of a peace in which 
our noble ends have been secured. * * * As for you, Who truly can say you 
have done all this, what must your virtuous and heart feel in the happy mo- 
ment when the Revolution you have made is now firmly established! 

Rightly and truly did La Fayette say that his beloved general was of, 
another spirit and of a different mold from Cæsar and Frederick. 
Washington had little, or nothing, in common with the great military 
heroes of his own or any other age—conquering for the sake of con- 
quest—‘‘ wading through slaughter to a throne ’’—and overrunning 
the world at a countless cost of blood and treasure to gratify their own 
ambition, or to realize some mad dream of universal empire. No an- 
cient Plutarch has furnished any just parallel for him in this respect. 
No modern Plutarch will findone. In all history, ancient and modern 
alike, he stands, in this respect, as individual and unique as yonder 
majestic needle, 

In his enlogy on Washington before the Legislature of Massachu- 
setts the eloquent Fisher Ames, my earliest predecessor in 
from the Boston district, said, eigh -five years ago, that in contem- 
plating his career and character, ind perceived some change in 


their ideas of greatness. 
the name of conqueror, had grown dim in theireyes. * * * ey 
knew and felt that the world’s wealth, and its empire too, would be a 
bribe far beneath his acceptance.” Yes, they all saw that he bore ever 
in his mind and in his heart, as he said in Philadelphia on his way to 
Cambridge, in 1775, that as the sword was the last resort ſor the 
preservation of our liberties, so it ought to be the first thing laid aside 
when those liberties were firmly established.“ And theysaw him lay 
down his sword at the earliest moment, and retire to the pursuits of 
peace, only returning in to public service at the unanimous call 
of his country, to preside for a limited period over a free constitu- 
tional republic, and then eagerly resuming the rank of an American cit- 
izen. was the example which changed the ideas of mankind as to 
what constitutes real greatness. And that example was exhihited for 
all nations and for all ages, never to be forgotten or overlooked, by him 
who was born one hundred and fifty-three years ago to-morrow in 
that primitive little Virginia farm-house. i 

I am myself a New Englander by birth, a son of Massachusetts, 
bound by the strongest ties of affection and of blood to honor and ven- 
erate the earlier and the later worthies of the old Puritan Common- 
wealth, jealous of their fair fame, and ever ready to assert and vindicate 
their just renown. But I turn reverently to the Old Dominion 8 
and salute her as the mother of the pre-eminent and incomparable 
American, the Father of his Country, and the foremost figure in all 
merely human history. In the words of our own poet, Lowell: 

Virginia gave us this imperial man, 
8 old 

Which into grander forme out mortal metal ran; 
She gave us this unblemished gentleman : 

What shall we give ber back but love and praise? 

Virginia has had other noble sons,whom I will not name, but whom 
I do not forget. When I remember how many they are, and how great 
they have been, and how much our country has owed.them, I may 
well exclaim, ‘‘ Felix prole rirum.“ But, as I think of her Washing» 
ton—of our Washington let me rather say—I am almost ready to 
add, Læta Deum partu!” 

A celebrated philosopher of antiquity, who was nearly contemporary 
with Christ, but who could have known nothing of what was on 
in Judea, and who alas! did not always ‘‘reck his own rede ’’—wrote 
thus to a younger friend, as a precept for a worthy life: 

Some good man must be singled out and kept ever before our eyes, that we 
may live as if he were looking on, and do everything as if he could see it. 

Let me borrow the spirit, if not the exact letter, of that precept, and 
address it to the young men of my country: Keep ever in your mind 
and before your mind’s eye the loftiest standard of character. You 
have it, I need not say, supremely and unapproachably, in Him wha 
spake as never man spake and liyed as never man lived, and who died 
for the sins of the world. That character stands and alone. 
But of merely mortal men the monument we have dedicated to-day 
points out the one for all Americans to study, toimitate, and, as far as 
may be, toemulate. Keep his example and his character ever before 
your eyes and in your hearts. Live and act as if he were seeing and 
judging your personal conduct and your public career. Strive to ap- 
proximate that lofty standard, and measure your integrity and your 
patriotism by your nearness to it or your departure from it. 
prime meridian of universal longitude, on sea or land, may be at Green- 
wich, or at Paris, or where you will. But the prime meridian of pure, 
disinterested, patriotic, exalted human character will be marked for- 
ever by yonder Washington obelisk !’’ - 

Yes, to the young men of America, under God, it remains, as they 
rise up from generation to generation, to shape the destinies of their 
country’s future; and woe unto them if, regardless of the great exam- 
ple which is set before them, they prove unfaithful to the tremendous 
responsibilities which rest upon them ! . 

Yet, let me not seem even for a moment to throw off upon the chil- 
dren the rightful share of those responsibilities which belongs to their 
fathers. Upon us, upon us it devolves to provide that the advancing 
generations shall be able to comprehend and equal to meet the demands 
which are thus before them. Itis ours, it is yours especially, Senators 
and Representatives, to supply them with the means of that universal 
education which is the epog want of our land, and without which any 
intelligent and successful free government is impossible, 

We are just entering on a new olympiad of our national history—the 
twenty-fifth olympiad since Washington first entered on the administra- 
tion of our Constitutional Government. The will of the people has 
already designated under whom the first century of that Government 
is to be closed, and the best hopes and wishes of every patriot will be 
with him in the great msibilities on which he is about to enter? 
No distinction of party or of section prevents our all feeling alike 
our country, by whomsoever governed, is still and always our country} 
ope cherished in all our hearts, to be upheld and defended by all our 

! 

Most happy would it be if the 30th of April, on which the first in- 
au, m of Washington took in 1789, could henceforth be the 
date of all future inaugurations (as it ma be by a slight amendment, 
to the Constitution), giving, as it would, a much-needed extension to 
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the short sessions of Congress, and letting the second century of our 
VVV 

But let the date be what it may, the inspiration of the centennial 
anniversary of that first t inauguration must not be lost upon us. 
Would that any words of mine could help us all, old and young, to 
resolve that the principles and character and example of Washington, 
as he came forward to take the oaths of office on day, shall once 
more be recognized and reverenced as the model for all who succeed 
him, and that his disinterested purity and patriotism shall be the su- 
preme test and standard of American statesmanship! That standard 
can never be taken away from us. The most elaborate and durable 
monuments may perish. But neither the forces of nature, nor any 
fiendish crime of man, can ever mar or mutilate a great example of 
public or private virtue. ; 

Our matchless obelisk stands proudly before us to-day, and we hail 
it with the exultations of a united and glorious nation. It may or may 
not be proof against the cavils of critics, but nothing of human con- 
struction is proof against the casualties of time. The storms of winter 
must blow and beat upon it. The action of the elements must soil 
and discolor it. The lightnings of heaven my scar and blacken it. 
An earthquake may shake its foundations. Some mighty tornado, or 
resistless cyclone, may rend its massive blocks asunder.and hurl huge 
fragments to the ground. But the character which it commemorates 
and illustrates is secure. It will remain and 
in all its consummate purity and splendor, will more and more 
command the homage of succeeding ages in all regions of the earth. 

God be praised, that character is ours forever ! 

W reading of the above was frequently interrupted by general ap- 
use, 
p Then followed music by the Marine Band. 

The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. Gentlemen, an oration will 

now be delivered by Hon. John W. Daniel, of Virginia. [Applause.] 


ORATION. 


Mr. JOHN W. DANIEL. Mr. President of the United States, Sen- 
ators, eee Ray Judges, Mr. Chairman, and my Countrymen, 
alone in its grandeur stands forth the character of Washi in his- 
tory; alone like some peak that has no fellow in the mountain rangeof 


tness. 
Se Washington,” says Guizot: Washington did the two greatest 
things which in politics it is permitted to man to attempt. He main- 
tained by peace the of his country, which he had con- 
quered by war. He founded a free governmentin the name of the prin- 
ciples of order and by re-establishing their sway.“ Washington did 
indeed do these things. But he did more. Out of disconnected frag- 
ments he molded a whole and made it a country. He achieved his 
country’s independence by thesword. He maintained that independ- 
ence by peace as by war. He finally established both his country and 
its freedom in an enduring frame of constitutional government, fashioned 
to make liberty and union one and inseparable. These four things to- 
constitute the unexampled achievement of Washington. 
The world has ratified the profound remark of Fisher Ames, that 


“ he changed mankind’s ideas of political greatness.” It has 
the opinion of Edward Everett, that he was ‘‘the greatest of men, 
8 best of great men.“ It has felt for him, with Erskine, an 


awful reverence.” It has attested the declaration of Brougham that 
che was the greatest man of his own or of any age.“ It is matter of 
fact to-day as when General Hamilton, announcing his death to the 
Army, said: 

The voice of praise would in vain endeavor to exalt a name unrivaled in the 
lists of true glory. 

America still proclaims him, as did Col. Henry Lee in the House of 
Representatives: : 

The man first in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts of his countrymen, 


And from beyond the sea the voice of Alfieri, breathing the soul of 
all lands and all peoples, still pronounces the blessing: 

Happ: who have for the sublime and permanent basis of your glory 
39363 1 en 

Tell me, ye who have unrolled the scrolls that bear the records of 
the rise and fall of nations; ye before whose eyes has moved the pano- 
rama of man’s struggles, achievements, and ion, find you any- 
where the story of one whose life work is more a fragment of that 
which in his life is set before you? 

Conquerors who have stretched your scepters over boundless terri- 
tories; founders of empires who have held your dominions in the reign 
of law; reformers who have cried aloud in the wilderness of oppres- 
sion; teachers who have striven to cast down false doctrine, heresy, and 
schism; statesmen whose brains have throbbed with mighty plans for 
the amelioration of human society; scar-crowned viki of the sea, 
illustrious heroes of the land, who have borne the standards of siege and 
battle, come forth in bright array from your glorious fanes, and would 
ye be measured by the measure of his stature? Behold you not in him 
a more illustrious and more venerable ? Statesman, soldier, 


sage, reformer of creeds, teacher of truth and justice, achiever 
and preserver of liberty, the first of men, founder and saviour of his 
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8 father of his people —this is he, solitary and unapproachable 
in 1 
Oh, felicitous Providence that gave to America our Washington ! 


THE MONUMENT. e 
High soars into the sky to-day, higher than the pyramid or the dome 
of St. Paul's or St. Peter's—the loftiest and most imposing structure 
that man has ever reared—high soars into the sky to where 
Earth highest yearns to meet a star, 


the monument which We the people of the United States“ have up- 
lifted to his memory. It is a fitting monument, more fitting than any 
statue. For his image could only display him in some one phase of his 
varied character. So art has fitly his exalted life in yon ees 
lofty shaft. Such is his greatness, that only by a symbol could it be 

ted. As Justice must be blind in order to be whole in contem- 
plation, so History must be silent that by this mighty sign she may 
disclose the amplitude of her story. 

MASSACHUSETTS AND HER ORATOR. 

It was fitting that the eminent citizen who thirty-seven years ago 
spoke at the laying of the corner-stone should be the orator at the con- 
summation of the work which he inaugurated. It was Massachusetts 
that struck the first blow for Independence; it was her voice that made 
the stones of Boston to rise in mutiny;’’ it was her blessed blood 
that sealed the covenant of our salvation. The firmament of our na- 
tional life she has thickly sown with deeds of glory. 

JOHN ADAMS, 

John Adams of Massachusetts was among the first to urge the name 
of Washington to the Continental Congress when it commissioned him 
as Commander-in-Chief of the American forces; it was upon her soil 
that he drew the sword which was sheathed at Youktown, and first gave 
y the battle-breeze the thirteen stripes that now float in new galaxies 

stars. 

And meet it was that here in the Capitol of the Republic, at the dis- 
tance of more than a century from its birth, the eloquent son of that 
illustrious State should span the chasm with his bridge of gold, and 
emblazon the final arch of commemoration. 

And I fancy, too, that in a land where the factious tongues of the 
elder nations are being hushed at last, and all rival strains commi 
in the blood of brotherhood, the accomplished mission of America finds 
fitting illustration in the Sage descended from the Pilgrims crowning 
the Hero sprung from the Cavaliers. 

VIRGINIA, 

It has seemed fitting to you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
commission, that a citizen of the State which was the birthplace and 
the home of Washington; whose House of Burgesses, of which he was 
a member, made the first burst of opposition against the stamp act, 
although less pecuniarily interested therein than their New England 
brethren, and was the first representative body to recommend a gen- 
eral congress of the Colonies; of the State whose Mason drew that Bill 
of Rights which has been called the Magna Charta of America; whose 
Jefferson wrote, whose Richard Henry Lee moved, the Declaration that 
those Colonies be free and independent States; whose Henry con- 
densed the Revolution into the electric sentence, Liberty or deuth;““ 
of the State which cemented union with the vast territorial dowry out 
of which five States have been carved, having now here some ninety 
Representatives; of that State whose Madison was named ‘‘the Father 
of the Constitution,’’ and whose Marshall became its most eminent ex- 
pounder; of the State which holds within its bosom the sacred ashes 
of Washington, and cherishes not less the principles which once kindled. 
them with fires of Heaven descended—it has seemed fitting to you, gen- 
tlemen, that a citizen of that State should also be invited to deliver an 
address on this occasion. 

Would with all my heart that a worthier one had been your choice. 
Too highly do I esteem the position in which you place me to feel aught 
but solemn distrustfulness and apprehension. And who indeed might 
not shrink from such a theater when a Winthrop’s eloquence still 
thrilled all hearts, with Washington the theme? - 

Yet, in Virginia's name I thank you for the honor done her. She 
deserved it. Times there are when even hardihood is virtue; and to 
such vi alone do I lay claim in venturing to abide your choice to 
be her spokesman. 

None more than her could I offend did I take opportunity to give her 
undue exaltation. Her foremost son does not belong to her alone, nor 
does she so claim him. His partand her part in the Revolution would 
have been as naught but for what was done so gloriously by his broth- 
ers in council and in arms and by her sister Colonies, who kept the 
mutual pledge of liſe, fortune, and sacred honor.“ 


GREETINGS TO SISTER STATES. 

New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia—your comrade of the days that tried men’s 
souls salutes you in honor and affection! No laurel could be plucked too 
bright for Virginia's hand to lay upon your brows! 

And ye, our younger compani who have sprung forth from the 
wilderness, the prairie, and the mountain, and now extend your em- 
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pire to the far slopes where your teeming cities light their lamps by the 

setting sun, what grander tribute to the past, what happier assurance 

of the present, what more auspicious omens of the future could Heaven 

vouchsafe us than those which live and move and have their being in 

hey nce? What heart could contemplate the scene and not leap 
exclamation, ‘‘I, too, am an American citizen!" 
WASHINGTON A VIRGINIAN BEFORE AN AMERICAN. 

But may I not remind you that Washington was a Virginian before 
he became an American, to tell his countrymen that ‘‘the name of 
American, which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always 
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation derived 
from local discriminations? And may I not seek the fountains from 
which sprung a character so instinct with love of country ? 

THE PURITANS AND THE CAVALIERS. 

The Puritans of England, who from the landing at Plymouth in 1620 

against Charles I in 1640, “turned to the New World,” 

of Canning, to redress the balance of the Old,“ were 
quickly followed to America by a new stream of immigration that has 
left as marked an impress upon our civilization between the South At- 
lantic and the Mississippi as the sons of the Pilgrims have made between 
the North Atlantic and the Lakes. 

When Charles I was beheaded in 1649, and when his son, the second 
Charles, was beaten at Worcester in 1651, multitudes of the King’s men 
turned their faces also to the new land of the very events which 
checked the emigration of the Puritans to New England giving im- 
pulse to the tide which moved the Cavaliers to the Old Dominion. 

Intense loyalists were these new Virginians, who would defend the 
crown if it hung upon a bush; and when indeed its substance van- 
ished with the royal head that wore it, these “faithful subjects of 
King and Church“ held allegiance to its phantom and to the exiled 
claimant. But they were not inattentive to their liberties. And if 
Virginia was the last of all the countries belonging to England to sub- 
mit to eee, t she was also ‘‘ the first state in the world com- 
posed of separa’ diffused over an extensive surface, where 
isea a ape 5 organ on the ple of universal suffrage.” 

As in New England the Pilgrim Colony grew apace, so in Virginia 

that of the Cavaliers. With the love of landed estates 
which is an instinct of their race, they p lanted their homes in the fer- 
tile lowlands, building great houses on broad acres, surrounded by or- 
namental grounds and gardens. 

The family became a government within itself—the mistress a rural 

een, the master a local potentate, with his graziers, seedsmen, gar- 
dene brewers, butchers, and cooks around him. Many of the heads 

were traveled and accomplished men. The parishes were 
eee to by the learned clergy of the Established Church. In 
the old college of William and Mary ere long were found the re- 
sources of classic education, and in the old capital town of Williams- 
burg the winter season shone resplendent with the entertainments of a 
refined society. 

Born almost tothe saddle and to the use of fire-arms, they were keen hunters, 
and van ne Sean eee ee one sat by groani: . 
to Frenchman an ist at 

When the eet 


the to and Prelat: 
home. d predatory Indian became the one of pursuit, 
no speed of his could king an their fiery and gallantly mounted cavalry, z e 


VIRGINIA AND VIRGINIANS OF OLDEN TIME. 

This was the mena these the Virginians, of the olden time. If 
even in re eir somewhat aristocratic manners touch the sen- 
sitive nerve of a democratic people, it may at least be said of them that 
nothing like Sry ae nihilism, communism, or dynamite was ever 
found amongst that they cherished above all things honor and 
courage, the virtues preservative of all other virtues; that their homes 
became the nurseries of men, and leaders of men, who could cope with 

t forces, resolve great problems, and assert great principles. And 

t is at least true that their habits of thought and Mving never proved 
more dangerous to liſe, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness than 
those of others who in later days corrupt the suffrage in the rank 
growth of cities; build palaces and pile am millions amid crowded pau- 
pers; monopolize telegraphic and railway lines by corporate machinery; 
spurn all relations to ities, save to debauch its agencies for personal 
pain; and know no Goddess of Liberty and no Eagle of Country save 

the images which satire itself has stamped on the Almighty Dollar. 
LINEAGE OF WASHINGTON. 

In 1657, while yet a Cromwell filled the Stuart’s throne,” there 
came to Virginia with a party of Carlists who had rebelled against him 
John Washington, of Yorkshire, England, who became a magistrate and 
member of the House of Burgesses, and who distinguished himself in 
Indian warfare as the first Colonel Washington on this side of the water. 
He was the nephew of that Sir Henry Washington who had led the for- 
lorn hope of Prince Rupert at Bristol in 1643, and who, with a starvin 
and mutinous garrison, had defended Worcester i in 1649, answering ali 
calls for surrender that he ‘‘awaited His Majesty’s commands.” 

And his progenitors had for centuries, running back to the Norman 
Conquest, been men of mark and fair renown. 

Just pride and modesty of individuality alike forbid the seeking from 
any source of a borrowed luster, and the Washingtons were never stu- 
dious or pretentious of ancestral dignities. But we are quotations 


from our ancestors,” says the Philosopher of Concord—and who will 
FFF and to the right 
of self- determination of what is principle, which the Washingtons have 
ever shown pee eee ee e Fee ef was not the germ of that 
deathless devotion to liberty and country which soon discarded all 
ancient forms in the mighty stroke for In mdence ? 


ANGLO-SAXON TRAITS, 

Two traits of the Anglo-Saxon have ever been equally conspicuous: 
respect for authority, resistance to its abuse. 

A very Tempe had Virginia been, sheltering the loyal Cavaliers in 
their reverence for authority. The higher trait of the Anglo-Saxon was 
about to receive more memorable illustration, and she uprose, Olympus- 
like, in her resistance to its abuse. 

And the instrument of Providence to lead her people and their breth- 
ren, had he lived in the days when mythic lore invested human heroes 
with a godlike grace, would have been shrouded in the glory of Olym- 
pian Jove. 

MOUST VERNON. 

One hundred and fifty-three years ago, on the banks of the Potomac, 
in the county of Westmoreland, on a spot marked now only by a me- 
morial stone, of the blood of the people whom I have — described, 
the fourth in descent from the Col. John Was, I have 
named, there was born a son to Augustine and bare And 
not many miles above his birthplace is the dwelling where he lived and 
now lies buried. 

Borne upon the bosom of that river which here mirrors Capitol, dome, 
and monumental shaft in its seaward flow, the river itself seems to re- 
verse its current and bear us silently into the Scarce has the vista 
of the city faded from our gaze when we behold on the woodland height 
that swells above the waters—amidst walks and groves and ens—the 
white porch of that old colonial plantation home which has become the 
shrine of many a pilgrimage. 

Contrasting it as there it stands to-day with the marble halls that 
we have left behind us, we realize the truth of Emerson: The atmos- 
phere of moral sentiment is a region of grandeur which reduces all ma- 
terial magnificence to toys, yet opens to every wretch that has reason 
the doors of the universe 

The quaint old wooden mansion, with the stately but simple old- 
fashioned mahogany furniture, real and ; the swords and 
relics of campaigns and scenes familiar to every school-boy now; the 
key of the Bastile hanging in the hall incased in to mind 
Tom Paine’s happy expression, That the principle of the American 
Revolution opened the Bastile is not to be doubted, therefore the key 
comes to the right place; the black velvet coat worn when the fare- 
well address to the Army was made; the rooms all in nicety of prep- 
aration as if expectant of the coming host—we move among these 
memorials of days and men long vanished, we stand under the great 
trees and watch the solemn river, we gaze upon the simple tomb whose 
silence is unbroken save by the murmur of the waters or the wild 
bird’s note, and we are enveloped in an atmosphere of moral 
which no try of moving men nor splendid pile can generate. By 
the tumulus of Marathon the Greeks have the tradition that in the 
gloom of night may yet be heard the neighing of horses and the clash 
of arms. In the that broods o’er the sacred graves of Vernon, 
patriotism, honor, courage, justice, virtue, truth seem bodied forth— 
the only imperishable realities of man’s being. 

YOUTH OF WASHINGTON, 

There emerges from the shades the figure of a youth over whose cradle 
had hovered no star of destiny, nor dandled a royal crown—an ingenuous 
youth, and one who in his early days gave auguries of great powers; 
the boy whose strong arm could fling a stone across the Rappahannock; 
whose strong will could tame the most fiery horse; whose just spirit 
made him the umpire of his fellows; whose obedient heart bowed to a 
mother’s yearn ning for her son and laid down the midshipman's war- 
rant in the Bri navy which answered his first ambition’s dream; 
thestudent transcribing mathematical problems, accounts, and business 
forms, or listening to soldiers and seamen of vessels in the river as they 
tell of “ hair-breadth ’scapes by flood and field; ” the early moralist in 
his thirteenth year compiling matured ‘‘ Rules for behavior and conver- 
sation; the surveyor of sixteen, exploring the wilderness for Lord 
Fairfax; the incipient soldier studying tactics under Adjutant — 
and taking lessons in broadsword fence from the soldier of fortune, ol 
Jacob Van Braam; the major and adjutant-general of Virginia frontier 
forces at nineteen—we seem to see him yet as there he stood, a model 
of beauty in his youthful prime, a man in all that makes aman 
ere ood’s years have been fulfilled standing on the threshold of a 
grand career, hearing his days before him and the trumpet of his 
life.” 

THE SEVEN YEARS’ WAR. 
The scene changes. Out into the world of stern adventures he 
as naturally to the field and the frontier as the eagle to 
At the age of twenty-one he is riding from Williamsburg to the French 
at Venango, in Western Pennsylvania, on a mission for Governor 
widdie which requires courage to cope with sa and 


sagacity 
to negotiate with white men in that mission which Edward Everett 
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izes as the first movement of a military nature which resulted in 
the establishment of American Independence. At twenty-two he has 

‘* fleshed his maiden sword, has heard the bullets whistle, and found 
‘something charming in the sound;’’ and soon he is colonel of the Vir- 
ginia regiment in the unfortunate affair at Fort Necessity, and is com- 
pelled to capitulate and retreat, losing a sixth of hiscommand. He 
quits the service on a point of military etiquette and honor, but at 
twenty-three he reappears as volunteer aid by the side of Braddock 
in the ill-starred expedition against Fort Duquesne, and is the only 
mounted officer unscathed in the disaster, escaping with four bullet- 
holes through his garments, and after having two horses shot under him. 

The prophetic eye of Samuel Davies has now pointed him out as 
“that heroic youth, Colonel Washington, whom I can but believe 
Providence has hitherto preserved in so signal a manner for some im- 
portant service to his country.’’ Soon the prophecy is fulfilled. The 
same year he is in command of the Virginia frontier forces. Arduous 
conflicts of various fortunes are ere long ended, and on the 25th of 
November, 1759, he marches into the reduced: fortress of Fort Du- 
quesne—where Pittsburgh now stands, and her Titans of industry wage 
the eternal war of toil—marches in with the advanced guard of his 
troops, and plants the British flag over its smoking ruins. 

t self-same year, Wolfe, another yo! and brilliant soldier of 
Britain, the Wolsely of his time, has scaled and triumphed on the 
Heights of Abraham—his fiame of valor quenched as it lit the blaze of 
5 Canada surrenders. The Seven Years’ War is done. The 
French power in America is broken. The vast region west of the Alle- 
ghanies, from the Lakes to the Ohio, embracing its valley and tributary 
streams, is under the scepter of King George. America has been made 
whole to the English-speaking race, to become in time the Greater 
Britain. 

RETIREMENT, 

Thus, building wiserthan he knew, Washington had taken no small 
part in cherishing the seed of a nascent nation. Mount Vernon wel- 
comes back the soldier of twenty-seven, who has become a name. Do- 
mestic felicity spreads its charms around him with the ‘agreeable 
partner whom he has taken to his bosom, and he dreams of more 
happiness than he has experienced in the wide and bustling world.“ 
Already, ere his sword had found its scabbard, the people of Frederick 
County had made him their member of the House of Burgesses. And 
the quiet years roll by as the planter, merchant, and representative 
superintends his farm, ships his crops, posts his books, keeps his diary, 
matures schemes of internal improvement, leaps on his horse and 
chases the fox for amusement, or rides over to Annapolis and leads the 
dance at the Maryland capital—alternating between these private pur- 
suitsand serving his people as member of the Legislature and justice of 
the county court. 

REVOLUTION. 

But ere long this happy life is broken. The air is electrical with the 
currents of revolution. England has launched forth on the fatal policy 
of taxing her colonies without their consent. The spirit of liberty and 
resistance is aroused. He is loth to part with the motherland which he 
still calls Home.“ But she is deaf to reason. The first Colonial Con- 
gress is called. He is a Delegate, and rides to Philadelphia with Henry 
and Pendleton. The blow at Lexington is struck. The sons of the Cav- 
aliers spring to the side of the sons of the Pilgrims. 

\He becomes Commander-in-Chief of the American forces. After 
another Seven Years’ War he is the deliverer of his coun The old 
Confederation passes away. The Constitution is established. He is 
twice chosen President of the United States and renounces further 
service. Once again Mount Vernon’s grateful shades receive him, 
and there the world-crowned hero now becomes again the simple citi- 
zen, Wishing his fellow-men ‘‘to see the whole world in peace and its 
inhabitants one band of brothers, striving who could contribute most 
to the happiness of mankind,’’ without a wish for himself, but ‘‘ to 
live and die an honest man on his farm.“ A speck of war spots the 
sky. John Adams calls him forth as Lieutenant-General and Com- 
mander-in-Chief to lead America once more. But the cloud vanishes. 

PEACE—DEATH. 

Peace reigns. The lark sings at heaven’s gate in the fair morn of 
the new nation. Serene, contented, yet in the strength of manhood, 
though on the verge of three-score years and ten, he looks forth—the 
quiet farmer from his pleasant fields, the loving patriarch from the 
bowers of home—looks forth and sees the work of his hands estab- 
lished in a free and happy people. Suddenly comes the mortal stroke 
with severe cold. The agony is soon over. He feels his own dying 
pulse—the hand relaxes—he murmurs, It is well;’? and Washington 
isno more, While yet Time had crumbled never a stone, nor dimmed 
the lustrous surface, prone to earth the mighty column fell! 

Washington, the Friend of Liberty, is no more! 

The solemn cry filled the universe. Amidst the tears of his people, 
the bowed heads of kings, and the lamentations of the nations, they 
laid him there to rest upon the banks of the river whose murmurs were 
his boyhood’s music—that river which, rising in mountain ſastnesses 
among the grandest works of nature, and reflecting in its course the 
proudest works of man, is but a symbol of his history—which in its 
ceaseless and ever-widening flow is but a symbol of his eternal fame, 


CHARACTER OF WASHINGTON. 

No sum could now be made of Washington’s character that did not 
exhaust of its tributes and repeat virtue by all her names. 
No sum could be made of his achievements that did not unfold the his- 
tory of his country and its institutions—the history of his age and its 
progress—the history of man and his destiny to be free. But, whether 
character or achievement be regarded, the riches before us only expose 
the poverty of praise. So clear was he in his great office that no ideal 
of the leader or ruler can be formed that does not shrink by the side 
of the reality. And so has he impressed himself upon the minds of 
men, that no man can justly aspire to be the chief of a great free people 
who does not adopt his principles and emulate his example. Welook 
with amazement on such eccentric characters as Alexander, Cæsar, 
Cromwell, Frederick, and Napoleon, but when Washington’s face rises 
before us, instinctively mankind exclaims, ‘‘ This is the man for nations 
to trust and reverence and for rulers to follow.“ 

Drawing his sword from patriotic imp without ambition and 
without malice, he wielded it without vindictiveness and sheathed it 
withoutreproach. All that humanity could conceive he did to suppress 
the cruelties of war and soothe itssorrows. He never struck a coward’s 
blow. To him age, infancy, and helplessness were ever sacred. He 
tolerated no extremity unless to curb the excesses of his enemy, and he 
never poisoned the sting of defeat by the exultation of the conqueror. 

Peace he welcomed as a Heaven-sent herald of friendship; and no 
country has given him greater honor than that which he defeated; for 
England has been glad to claim him as the scion of her blood, and 

roud, like our sister American States, to divide with Virginia the 
onor of producing him. . 

Fascinated by the perfection of the man, we are loth to break the 
mirror of admiration into the fragments of analysis. But, lo! as we 
attempt it every fragment becomesthe miniature of such sublimity and 
ae that the destructive hand can only multiply the forms of immor- 

ity: 

Grand and manifold as were its phases, there is yet no difficulty in 
understanding thecharacterof Wasnlogton. He was no Veiled Prophet. 
He never acted a part. Simple, natura], and unaffected, his life lies 
before us—a fair and open manuscript. He disdained the arts which 
wrap power in mystery in order to magnify it. He practiced the pro- 
found diplomacy of truthful speech—the consummate tact of direct at- 
tention. Looking ever to the All-Wise Disposer of events, he reliedon 
that Providence which helps men by giving them high hearts and 
hopes to help themselves with the means which their Creator has put 
at their service. -There was no infirmity in his conduct over which 
Charity must fling its veil; no taint of selfishness from which Purity 
averts her gaze; no dark recess of intrigue that must be lit up with 
colored panegyric; no subterranean passage to be trod in trembling lest 
there be stirred the ghost of a buried crime. 

A true son of nature was George Washington—of nature in her bright- 
est intelligence and noblest mold; and whatever difficulty, if such 
there be in comprehending him, is only that of reviewing from a single 
standpoint the vast procession of those civil and military achievements 
which filled nearly half a century of his life, and in realizing the magni- 
tude of those qualities which were requisite to their perfi 
difficulty of fashioning in our minds a pedestal broad enough to bear 
the towering figure, whose greatness is diminished by nothing but the 
perfection of its proportions, If his exterior—in calm, grave, and res- 
olute repose—ever impressed the casual observer as austere and cold, it 
was only because he did not reflect that no great heart like his could 
haye lived unbroken unless bound by iron nervesin an iron frame. The 
Commander of Armies, the Chief of a People, the Hope of Nations could 
not wear his heart upon his sleeve; and yet his sternest will could not 
conceal its high and warm pulsations. Under the enemy’s guns at 
Boston he did not forget to instruct his agent to administer generously 
of charity to his needy neighbors at home. The sufferings of women 
and children, thrown adrift by war, and of his bleeding comrades, 
piera his soul. And the moist eye and tremb voice with which 

e bade farewell to his veterans bespoke the underlying tenderness of 
his nature, even as the storm-wind makes music in its under-tones. 

Disinterested patriot, he would receive no pay for his military serv- 
ices. Refusing gifts, he was glad to guide the benefaction of a grateful 
State to educate the children of his fallen braves in the institution at 
Lexington which yet bears his name. Without any of the blemishes 
that mark the tyrant, he appealed so loftily to the virtuous elements 
in man, that he almost created the qualities of which his country 
needed the exercise; and yet he was so erer. and forbearing 
to the weaknesses of others, that he often obliterated the vices of which 
he feared the consequence. But his virtue was more than this. It 
was of that daring, intrepid kind that, seizing principle with a giant’s 
grasp, assumes ibility at any hazard, suffers sacrifice without 
pretense of portions. mag bears calumny without reply, imposes superior 
will and understanding on all around it, capitulates to no unworthy 
triumph, but must all thingsat the point of clear and blameless 
conscience, Scorningall manner of meanness and cowardice, his bursts 
of wrath at their exhibition heighten our admiration for the noble 
sions which were kindled by the aspirations and of virtue. 

Invested with the powers of a Dictator, the country bestowing them 
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felt no distrust of his integrity; he, receiving them, Pere assurance that, 


as the sword was the last resort of Liberty, so it should be the first thing 
laid aside when Liberty was won. And keeping the faith in all things, 
he left mankind bewildered with the splendid problem whether to ad- 
mire him most for what he was or what he would not be. Over and 
above all his virtues was the matchless manhood of personal honor, to 
which Confidence gave in safety the key of every treasure—on which 
Temptation dared not smile, on which Suspicion never cast a frown. 
And why prolong the catalogue? If you are presented with medals 
of Cæsar, of Trajan, or Alexander, on examining their features you are 
still. led to ask, what was their stature and the forms of their persons; 
but if you discover in a heap of ruin the head or the limb of an antique 
Apollo, be not curious about the other parts, but rest assured that they 
were all comformable to those of a god.“ 

THE GENERAL, 

As a genera), t; as a commander, it may not be said of him as of 
Marlborough, that “‘he never formed the plan of a campaign that he did 
not execute; never besi acity that he did not take; never foughta 
battle that he did not gain.“ But it can be said of him that, at the 
head of raw volunteers, hungry to the edge of famine, ragged almost to 
nakedness, whose muniments of war were a burlesque of its necessities, 
he defeated the trained bands and veteran gerferals of Europe; and that, 
when he had already earned the name of the American Fabius, destined 
to save a nation by delay, he suddenly displayed the daring of a Mar- 
cellus, It can be said that he was tried in a crucible to which Marl- 
borough was never subjected—adversity, defeat, depression of fortune 
bordering on despair. The first battle of his youth ended in capitula- 
tion. The first general engagement of the Revolution at Long Island 
greening en of disastersand retreats, But with the heroic energy 

t remolds broken opportunities into greater ones, with the firm- 
ness of mind that can not be unlocked by trifles but which when un- 
locked displays a cabinet of fortitude,” he wrenched victory from stub- 
born fortune, compelling the reluctant oracle to exclaim as to Alexander, 
„My son, thou art invincible.” So did he weave the net of war by 
1 and sea, that at the very moment when an elated adversary was 
about to strike the final blow for his country’s fall, he surrounded him 
by swift and ſur- reaching combinations, and twined the Lilies of France 
with the Stars and Stripes of America over the ramparts of Yorktown. 
And if success be made the test of merit, let it be remembered that he 
conducted the greatest military and civil enterprises of his age, and left 
no room for fancy to divine greater perfection of accomplishment. 

WASHINGTON IN ACTION, 

Great in action as by the council board, the finest horseman and 
knightliest figure of his time, he seemed designed by nature to leadin 
those bold strokes which needs must come when the battle lies witha 
single man—those critical moments of the campaign or the strife when. 
if the mind hesitates or a nerve flinches, all is lost. We can never for- 
get the passage of the Delaware that black December night, amidst 
shrieking winds and great upheaving blocks of ice which would have 
petrified a leader of less hardy mold, and then the fell swoop at Tren- 
ton. We behold him as when at Monmouth he turns back the retreat- 
ing lines, and galloping his white charger along the ranks until he falls, 
he leaps on his Arabian bay, and shouts to his men: Stand fast, my 
boys, the Southern troops are coming to support you!“ And we hear 
La Fayette exclaim, ‘‘ Never did I behold so superb a man. We see 
him again at Princeton dashing through a storm of shot to rally the 
wavering troops; he reins his horse between the contending lines, and 
cries: ‘* Will you leave your general to the foe?’’ then bolts into the 
thickest fray. Colonel Fitzgerald, his aid, drops his reins and pulls his 
hat down over his eyes that he may not see his chieftain fall, when, 
through the smoke he reappears waving his hat, cheering on his men, 
and shouting: ‘‘ Away, dear eolonel, and bring up the troops; the day 
is ours.” ‘* Cour de Lion“ might have doffed his plume to such a 
chief—for a great knight was he, who met his foes full tilt in the shock 
of battle and hurled them down with an arm whose sword flamed with 
righteous indignation. 

WASHINGTON AS A STATESMAN. 

As children pore over the pictures in their books ere they can read 
the words annexed to them so we Hoger with tingling blood by such 
inspiring scenes, while little do we reck of those dark hours when the 
aching head pondered the problems of a country’s fate. And yet there 
isa ter theater in which Washington appears, although not so often 
has its curtain been uplifted. 

It was as a statesman that Manage be e. greatest. Not in the 
sense that Hamilton and Jefferson, and Madison, were states- 
men; but in a larger sense. Men may marshal armies who can not 
drill divisions. Men may marshal nations in storm and travail who have 
not the accomplishments of their cabinet ministers. Not so versed as 
they was he in the details of political science. 

His pen did not possess the facile play and classic grace of their pens, 
but his vigorous eloquence had the clear ring of our mother tongue. *I 
will not say that he was so astute, so quick, so inventive as the one or 
another of them—that his mind was characterized by the vivacity of 
wit, the rich colorings of fi or daring flights of i tion. But 


with him thonght and action like well-trained coursers kept abreast in 
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the chariot race, guided by an eye that never quailed, reined by a hand 
that never trembled. He had a more infallible discrimination of cir- 
cumstances and men than any of his contemporaries. He weighed facts 
in ajuster scale, with larger equity, and firm equanimity. He best ap- 
plied to them the lessons of experience. With greater ascendency of 
character he held men to their appointed tasks; with more inspiring 
virtue he commanded more implicit confidence. He bore a truer divin- 
ing-rod, and through a wilderness of contention he alone was the un- 
erring pathfinder of the people. 
GENIUS. 

There can, indeed, be no right conception of Washington that does 
not accord him a great and extraordinary genius. I will not say he 
could have prod@ced a play of Shakespeare or a poem of Milton, handled 
with Kant the tangled skin of metaphysics, probed the secrecies of 
mind and matter with Bacon, constructed a rai or an engine like 
Stephenson, wooed the electric spark from heaven to earth with Frank- 
lin, or walked with Newton the pathways of the spheres. But if his 
genius were of a different order, it was of as rare and high an order. It 
dealt with man in the concrete—with his vast concerns of business 
stretching over a continent and projected into the ages; with his seeth- 
ing passions; with his marvelous exertions of mind, body, and spirit to 
be free. He knew the materials he dealt with by intuitive perception 
of the heart of man; by experience and observation of his aspirations 
and his powers; by reflection upon his complex relations, rights, and 
duties as a social being. He knew just where between men and states 
to erect the monumental mark to divide just reverence for authority 
from just resistance to its abuse. A poet of social facts, he interpreted 
by his deeds the harmonies of justice. 

Practical yet exalted, not stumbling in the pit as he gazed upon the 
stars, he would put no man in any office of consequence whose polit- 
ieal tenets were opposed to the measures which the General Govern- 
ment was pursuing.” Yet he himself, by the kingliness of his nature, 
could act independently of party, retain the confidence and affections, 
use the brains and have thrust upon him the unanimous suffrage of 
all parties—walking the dizzy heights of power in the perfect balance 
of every faculty, and surviving in that rarefied atmosphere which lesser 
frames could only breathe to perish. 

Brilliant I will not call him, if the brightness of the rippling river 
exceed the solemn glory of old Ocean. Brilliant I will not call him, 
if darkness must be visible in order to display the light; for he had 
none of that rocket-like brilliancy which flames in instant corruscation 
across the black brow of night and then is not. But if a steady un- 
flickering flame, slow rising to its lofty sphere, high hung in the 
heavens of contemplation, dispensing far and wide its rays, revealing 
all things on which it shines in due proportions and large relations, 
making right, duty, and destiny so plain that in the vision we are 
scarce conscious of the light—if this be brilliancy, then the genius of 
Washington was as full-orbed and luminous as the god of day in his 
. THE WORK OF WASHINGTON. 

The work of Washington filled the rounded measure of his splendid 
faculties. Grandly did he illustrate the Anglo-Saxon trait.of just re- 
sistance to the abuse of power, standing in front of his soldier-hus- 
bandmen on the fields of Boston, and telling the general of earth’s 
greatest empire, who stigmatized them as rebels and threatened 
them with the punishment of the cord, that he could conceive of 
no rank more honorable than that which flows from the uncorrupted 
choice of a brave and free people, the original and purest fountain of 
all power,“ and that, far from making it a plea for cruelty, a mind of 
true magnanimity and enlarged ideas would comprehend and respect 
it. Victoriously did he vindicate the principle of the Declaration of 
Independence, that to secure the inalienable rights of man govern- 
ments are instituted amongst men, deriving their just powers from the 
consent of the governed, and that whenever any form of government 
becomes destructive of these ends, it is the right of the people to alter 
or abolish it.“ By these signs he conquered. And had his career ended 
here none other would have surpassed, whose could have equaled, it? 

; TRANSIT TO CIVIL LIFE. 

But where the fame of so many successful warriors has found conclu- 
sion, or gone beyond only to be tarnished, his took new flight upward. 

If I might venture to discriminate, I would say that it was in the 
conflicts of opinion that succeeded the Revolution that the tness 
of Washington most displayed itself; for it was then that peril thick- 
ened in most subtle forms; that rival passions burned in intestine flames; 
that crises came demanding wider-reaching and more constructive fac- 
ulties than may be exhibited in war, and higher heroism than may be 
avouched at the cannon’s mouth. 

And it was then that the.soldier uplifted the visor of his helmet and 
disclosed the countenance of thesage. Passing from thefields of martial 
fame to the heights of civil achievement still more resplendent, he be- 
came the world-wide statesman; like Venus in her transit, sunk the 
light of his past exploits only in the sun of a new-found glory. 

POINTS OUT DEFECTS OF CONFEDERATION. 


First to perceive and swift to point ont the defects in the Articles of 
Confederation, they became manifest to all long before victory crowned 
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the warfare conducted under them. Charged by them with the public 
defense, Congress could not put a soldier in the field; and charged with 
3 expenses, it could not levy a dollar of imposts or taxes. It 
could indeed borrow money with the assent of nine States of the thir- 
teen, but what mockery of finance was that when the borrower could 
not command any resource of payment ! 

The States had indeed put but a 
hand of the Confederation. What wonder that it soon wore a crown of 
thorns! The paper currency ere long dissolved to nothingness; for 
four days the Army was without bread, and whole regiments drifted 
from the ranks of our hard-pressed defenders. ‘‘I see,’’ said Washing- 
ton, ‘‘one head gradually ing into thirteen; I see one army = 
ually branching into thirteen, which, instead of looking up to Congress 
as the supreme onina power, are considering themselves as depend- 
ent upon their respective States.“ While yet his sword could not slum- 
ber, his busy pen was warning the statesmen of the country that unless 
Congress were invested with adequate powers or should assume them 
as matter of right, we should become but thirteen States pursuing local 
interests until annihilated in a general crash; the cause would be lost 
and the fable of the bundle of sticks applied to us. 

In rapid succession his notes of alarm and invocations for aid to 
ere Sarai each a to = leading men shag States sing and 

u Turning to own State, appealing to ason, 
„Where,“ he exclaimed, ‘‘ where are our men of abilities? Why do 
they not come forth and save the country?“ He compared the affairs 
of this great-continent to the mechanism of a clock, of which each State 
was putting its own small part in order, but neglecting the great wheel 
or spring which was to put the whole in motion. He summoned Jef- 
ferson, Wythe, and Pendleton to his assistance, telling them that the 
present temper of the States was friendly to lasting union, that the 
moment should be improved and might never return, and that after 
gloriously and successfully contending against the usurpation of Brit- 
ain we may fall a prey to our own folly and disputes.““ 

How keen the prophet’s ken, that through the smoke of war dis- 
cerned the coming evil; how diligent the patriot’s hand, that amidst 
awful responsibilities reached future- ward to avert it! 

By almost a miracle the weak Confederation, a barrel without a 
hoop,’’ was held together perforce of outside pressure; and soon Amer- 
ica was free ! 
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FOLLIES AND DISSENSIONS. 


But not yet had beaten Britain concluded peace, not yet had dried the 
blood of Victory’s field ere ‘‘ follies and disputes” confounded all things 
with their Babel tongues and intoxicated Liberty gave loose to license. 
An unpaid army with unsheathed swords clamored around a poverty- 
stricken and helpless Congress, And grown at last impatient even 
with their chief, officers high in rank plotted insurrection and circu- 
lated an anonymous address, urging it to appeal from the justice to 
the fears of government, and suspect the man who would advise to longer 
forbearance.” Anarchy was about to wreck the Arch of Triumph; poor, 
e "id bleeding, weeping America lay in agony upon her bed of 

urels. 

Not a moment did Washington hesitate. He convened his officers, 
and going before them he them an address, which, for home-thrust 
argument, magnanimous temper, and the eloquence of persuasion which 
leaves nothing to be added, is not exceeded by the grandest utterance 
of Greek or Roman. A nobler than Coriolanus was before them, who 
needed no mother’s or wife’s reproachful tears to turn the threa‘ 
steel from the gatesof Rome. Pausing as he read his speech he put 
on his spectacles and said: I have grown gray in your service and now 
find myself growing blind.’’ 

This unaffected touch of nature completed the master’s spell. The 
late fomenters of insurrection gathered to their chief with words of 
veneration; the storm went by; and, says Curtis in his History of the 
Constitution, Had the Commander-in-Chief been other than Wash- 
ington, the land would have been deluged with the blood of civil war.“ 

PEACE AND APPEALS FOR UNION. 


` But not yet was Washington’s work accomplished. - Peace dawned 
upon the weary land, and parting with his soldiers he pleaded with them 
for union. Happy, thrice happy, shall they be pronounced,“ he 
said, ‘‘ who have contributed anything in erecting this stupendous 
fabric of freedom and empire; who have assisted in protecting the rights 
of human nature, and establishing an asylum for the poor and oppressed 
of all nations and religions.“ But still the foundations of the stupen- 
dous fabric trembled, and no cement held its stones together. It was 
then that with thickening peril Washington rose to his highest stat- 
ure. Withont civil station to call forth his utterance, impelled by the 
interpid impulse of a soul that could not see the hope of a nation 

ish without leaping into the stream to save it, he addressed the whole 
people of America in a circular to the Governors of the States: Con- 
vinced of the importance of the crisis, silence in me, he said, would 
be a crime. I will therefore speak the language of freedom and sin- 
cerity.” He set forth the need of union ina strain that touched the 
quick of sensibility, he held up the citizens of America as sole lords of 
a vast tract of continent, he portrayed the fair opportunity for political 
happiness with which Heaven had crowned them; he pointed out the 
blessings that would attend their collective wisdom; that in their fate 
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was involved that of unborn millions; that mutual concessions and sac- 


where to regulate go the 

Republic, without which the Union would not be of long duration, 
and he urged that happiness would be ours if we seized the occasion 
and made it our own. ' 

In this, one of the very greatest acts of Washington, was revealed the 
heart of the man, the spirit of the hero, the wisdom of the sage, I might 
almost say the sacred inspiration of the prophet. : 

But still the wing of the e drooped; gathering storms baffled 
his sunward flight. Even with W. in the van the column 
wavered and halted—States straggling to the rear that had hitherto 
been foremost for permanent union, under an efficacious constitution. 
And while three years rolled by amidst the jargon of sectional and 
local contentions, *‘the half-starved Government, as Washington de- 
picted it, ‘limped along on crutches, tottering at every step. And 
while monarchical Europe with saturnine face declared that the Ameri- 
can hope of union was the wild and visionary notion of romance, and 
predicted that we would be to the end of time a disuni sey people; sus- 
picious and distrustful of each other, divided and subdi into petty 
commonwealths and principalities, lo ! the very earth yawned under the 
feet of America, and in that very region whence had come forth a glorious 
band of orators, statesmen, and soldiers to plead the cause and fight the 
battles of Independence—lo! the volcanic fires of rebellion burst forth 
npon the heads of the faithful, and the militia were leveling the guns 
of the Revolution against the breasts of their brethren. “What, gra- 
cious God! is man? Washington exclaimed: 

It was but the other day that we were shedding our blood to obtain the con- 


stitutions under which we live, and now we are unsheathing our swords to over- 


turn them. 


But see! there is a rayof hope. Maryland and Virginia had already 
entered into a commercial treaty for regulating the navigation of the 
rivers and great bay in which they had common interests, and Wash- 
ington had been one of the commissioners in its negotiation. And 
now, at the su; ion of Maryland, Virginia had called on all the 
States to meet in convention at Annapolis to adopt commercial regu- 
lations for the whole country. Could this foundation be laid, the eyes 
of the nation-builders foresaw that the permanent structure would ere 
long rise upon it. But when the day of meeting came no State north 
of New York or south of Virginia was represented, and in their help- 
lessness those assembled could only recommend a constitutional con- 
vention, to meet in Philadelphia in May, 1787, to provide for the exi- 
gencies of the situation. 

THE DARK HOUR AND THE DAWN, 


And still thick clouds and darkness rested on the land, and there 
lowered uponits hopes a night as black as that upon the freezing Del- 
aware; but through its gloom the dauntless leader was still marching 
on to the consummation of his colossal work, with a hope that never 
died, with a courage that never faltered, with a wisdom that never 
yielded that all is vanity.’ 

It was not permitted the Roman to despair of the Republic, nor did 
he our Chieftain. ‘‘ It will all come right at last,” he said. It did. 
And now let the historian, Bancroft, speak: 

From this state of despair the country was lifted by Madison and Virginia. 

Again he says: 

We come now to a week more glorious for Virginia beyond any in her annals 
or in the history of any republic that had ever before existed. 

It was that week in which Madison, giving effect to his own long- 
cherished wishes and the still earlier wishes of Washington, address- 
isg : s it were the whole country and marshaling all the States, warned 
them ‘‘that the crisis had arrived at which the people of America are 
to decide the solemn question whether they would réap the fruits of 
Independence and of Union, or would renounce the blessings prepared 
for them by the Revolution,“ and conjuring them to concur in such 

concessions and provisions as may be necessary to secure the 
objects for which that Government was instituted, and make the United 
States as happy in peace as they had been glorious in war.““ 


o THE UNION AND THE CONSTITUTION. 

In such manner, my countrymen, Virginia, adopting the words ot 
Madison and moved by the constant spirit of Washington, joined in 
convoking that Constitutional Convention, in which he headed her del- 
egation and over which he presided, and whose deliberations resulted 
in the formation and adoption of that instrament which the Premier of 
Great Britain pronounces “the most wonderful work ever struck off at 
a given time by the brain and purpose of man.“ 

n such manner the State which gave birth to the Father of his Coun- 
try, ee guiding genius to the Union, as it had followed his 
sword through the battles of Independence, placed herself at the head 


of the wavering column. 

In such manner America heard and harkened to the voice of her Chief; 
and now closing ranks, and moving with reanimated step, the thirteen 
Commonwealths wheeled and faced to the future on the line of the 
Union under the sacred ensign of the Constitution. 

THE REPUBLIC. 


Thus at last was the crowning work of Washington accomplished. 
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Ont of the tempests of war and the tumults of civil commotion the 
ages bore their fruit, the long yearning of humanity was answered. 
“ Rome to America’? is the eloquent inscription on one stone of your 
colossal shaft—taken from the ancient Temple of Peace that once stood 
hard by the Palace of the Cæsars. Uprisen from the sea of Revolution, 
fabricated from the ruins of battered Bastiles, and dismantled palaces 
of unrighteous, unhallowed power, stood forth now the Republic of re- 
publics, the Nation of nations, the Constitution of constitutions, towhich 
all lands and times and tongues had contributed of their wisdom, and 
the priestess of Liberty was in her holy temple. 


THE FIRST CITIZEN IN THE GREAT REPUBLIC OF HUMANITY, 


When Marathon had been fought and Greece kept free each of the 
victorious generals voted himself to be first in honor, but allagreed that 
that Miltiades was second. When the most memorable struggle for 
the rights of human nature of which time holds record was thus 
happily concluded in the muniment of their preservation, whoever else 
was second unanimous acclaim declared that Washington was first. 
Nor in that e alone does he stand foremost. In the name of the 

ple of the United States, their President, their Senators and their 
tatives, and their Judges do crown to-day with the grandest 

crown that veneration has ever lifted to the brow of glory him whom 
Virginia gave to America, whom America has given to the world and 
the ages, and whom mankind with universal suffrage has proclaimed 

e 2 of, the founders of empire in the first degree of greatness; 

berty herself has annointed as the first citizen in the great Re- 
ublic Mette Humanity. 


LONG LIVE OUR COUNTRY, 


Encompassed by the inviolate seas stands to-day the American Re- 
public which he founded—a freer, Greater Britain—uplifted above the 
powers and principalities of the earth, even as his monument is uplifted 
‘over roof and dome and spire of the multitudinous city. 

Long live the Republic of Washington! Respected by mankind, be- 
loved of all its sons, long may it be the asylum of the poor and oppressed 
ofall lands and religions—long may it be the citadel of that liberty 
Which writes beneath the eagle’s folded wings, We will sell to no 
man; we Will deny to no man right and justice.“ 

Long live the United States of America! Filled with the free mag- 
nanimous spirit, crowned by the wisdom, blessed by the moderation, 
hovered over by the guardian angel of Washington’s example, may 
they be ever worthy in all things to be defended by the blood of the 
brave who know the rights of man and shrink not from their assertion; 
may they be each a column, and all together, under the Constitution, a 
perpetual Temple of Peace, unshadowed by a Cæsar’s palace, at whose 
altar may freely commune all who seek the union of liberty and broth- 
‘erhood. 

Long live our country! Oh, long through the undying ages may it 
stand, far removed in fact as in from the Old World’s feuds and 
follies, alone in its grandeur and its glory, itself the immortal monu- 
ment of him whom Providence commissioned to teach man the power 
of truth and to prove to the nations that their redeemer liveth. 

Sikes . of the above was repeatedly interrupted with lond ap- 

P The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE. In accordance with the pro- 

me, benediction will now be pronounced by Rev. Dr. LINDSAY, 
game; of the House of Representatives. 

The Chaplain of the House then pronounced the benediction, as fol- 
lows: 

The blessing of God Almighty, the Father, the Son, and the Holy 
Ghost, be among you and remain with you always. Amen. 

At 5 o'clock p. m. the President of the United States, the Supreme 

Court, the Senate, and the invited guests retired from the Hall. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER (at, 50’clock and 5 minutes p.m.) called the House 
to order. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw that motion. I 
desire to move that the House take a recess till Monday morning at 10 
‘o'clock. [Cries of Regular order !”] 

The SPEAKER. Is the motion to adjourn withdrawn? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. No, sir. I prefer the House should adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. If that motion is voted down I will move a recess. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, the Speakerstated 
that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for a division. I am satisfied my motion was 
misunderstood. It is to take a recess until Monday at 10 o’clock. 
[Cries of Regular order!“ 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 87, noes 61. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 39 members voting therefor—more than one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question pending. The Chair ap- 
points as tellers the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLis, and the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. DORSHEIMMER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 76, noes 88. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, only 11 members voting there- 
for. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr, WHITE, of Kentucky. I see on the programme under which 
we have been acting, adopted by the Con Commission, the last 
item is “music; and it is added, during which the e 555 
disperse. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question of order. The estonia 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] moves that the House do now take s 
recess until 10 o’clock on Monday morning. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. With the understanding that — 
will adjourn before 11. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend the motion for a recess, so that 
it shall be taken until 7 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. - 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. If there is a recess until 10 o'clock on Monday morn- 
ing, I ask the gentleman from Kentucky at what time there will bean 
adjournment on Monday? 

The SPEAKER, That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WILLIS. I beg to state that at two minutes before 11 I will 
make a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. . 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 11, noes 96. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were 
ayes 67, noes 65. 

Mr. BUDD and Mr. WILLIS called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 37 members voting therefor—more than one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr, 
Post. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 55, noes 70. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now renew my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman is pending. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the Hoùse take a recess until 8 

o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question was on the amendment pro- 

by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] that the House 
should take a recess until 7 o’clock this evening. The gentleman’ 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] moves to amend that amendment so 
as to make the recess be till 8 o’clock this evening. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the ‘‘noes * 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 73. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum not having voted the Chair will order 
tellers, and appoints the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. ANDERSON, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move thatthe House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were—ayes 
50, noes 55. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 1 member voting therefor. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr, WHITE, of Kentucky. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 53, noes 55. 

So the House refused to ajourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. pene that the House take a recess until 
8 o’clock this evening. The gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS, 
2 gentleman from Kansas, Mr. ANDERSON, will take their places 
as tellers, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 6, noes 34. 

at (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 


a HEPBURN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were—ayes 
62, noes 57. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 42 members voting therefor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Kentucky, Mr. WILLIs, and the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. WILLIS. If I may be allowed to make one statement. 
[Cries ol Regular order!“ 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayea {8, noes 51. 

So the Honse refused to adjourn. 
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The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN ] to the motion made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILL ISI, the amendment be- 
ing that the House take a recess until 7 o’clock this evening. 

Ir. ANDERSON. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I offered an amendment that the House should 
take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. But that amendment was defeated. 

Mr. ANDERSON. A quorum did not vote. e 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the point as to a quorum 
insisted on upon that amendment. That point was made on the amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. DUN I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be 
to meet on Tuesday next. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend that motion. I move 
that when we meet on Tuesday it be exclusively to consider the Mexi- 
can pension bill, [Laughter. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DuNHAM, and it was 


not agreed to. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, gps irr the condition of affairs, not 
desiring to keep gentlemen here, and with the view of continuing Mon- 


day, I now move that the House adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5.35 p. m.) the House 
adjourned. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 23, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

CREDENTIALS.. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of JAMES K. 
Jones, chosen by the Legislature of Arkansas a Senator from that State 
w o term beginning h 4, 1885; which were read and ordered to 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. MCMILLAN. Iprésenta petition of ship-owners of Boston, Mass., 
praying for an amendment of the bill (H. R. 5692) to adopt the revised 
international regulations for preventing collisions at sen, now pending 
in the Senate. The bill has been reported from the Committee on Com- 
merce, and I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, also presenta petition of marine insurance com- 
panies of Boston, Mass., to the same effect, which I move lie on the 
table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS presented a petition of the Tobacco Board of Trade 
of Hopkinsville, Ky., praying that the report of Col. J. B. Killebrew 
on tobacco be published in full in the census reports; which was referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I present the petition of a number of citizens of 
Deertield, Ohio, praying for such legislation as will prohibit the man- 
ufacture and sale of counterfeit products, if such can be made 
constitutional; if not, for a high license on the manufacturer and seller, 
and a high tax on each pound manufactured and sold, with severe pen- 
alties, including imprisonment, for any violation of the law. I move 
that the petition be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. A dispatch hasbeen sent to me by the 
Grand Army of the Republic of California, in the nature of a petition 
to Congress, which I ask may be read. 

There being no objection, the petition was read, and ordered to lie on 


the table, as follows: 
Sax Francisco, CAL., February 20,1885. 
Senator Jonx F. MILLER, 
Washington, D. C.: 

In obedience to instructions, I telegraph resolutions this day unanimously and 
enthusiastically adopted by annual encampment of Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, Department of California, now in session. 

JAS. A. WAYMER. 


Resolved, That it is highest duty free people to honor and support those who 
have imperiled their lives in struggle for national perpetuity ; that it is impera- 
tive duty people United States provide for comfort and welfare our great sol- 
diers, successful generals in their declining years, and that wish General Grant 
to be placed on retired-list United States Army should be eases. without de- 
lay as small return for and as evidence our appreciation t illustrious sery- 
ices ed by him for our country that have made this and all succeeding 
generations his debtors, 

Resolved, That these resolutions be telegraphed to General Jonx F. MILLER, 
wee request that he farnish each Senator and Congressman with copy forth- 
* — 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. PLUMB, from tbe Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 577) to donate a cemetery site on the public 
lands to the city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas, reported it with- 
out amendment. 

Mr. INGALLS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred Senate Executive Document No. 14, on the 19th of December, 
1883, on the subject of the Old Settler” on Western Cherokee In- 
dians and their claims against the Government, submitted a report 
thereon accompanied by a bill. 

The bill (S. 2656) to refer the claims of the Eastern and Western 
bands of Cherokee Indians to the Court of Claims was read twice by 
its title. 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3235) relating to acknowledgments 
of conveyances of land in the District of Columbia, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PIKE. I move that the bill 55 1104) relating to acknowledg- 
ments of conveyances of land in the District of Columbia, now on the 
Calendar, heretofore reported from the Committee on the District o: 
Columbia, be postponed indefinitely. ; 

The motion was agreed to. 

JOIN G. ROBINSON. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 864) for the relief of William G. Ford, 
administrator of John G. Robinson, deceased, reported the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
| Resolved, That the bill (S. 864) for the relief of William G. Ford, administrator 
| of John G. Robinson, deceased, be referred (in accordance with the provisions 
| of article 1 of section 1059 of the Revised Statutes of the United States) to the 
| Court of Claims of the United States, together with the vouchers, papers, proofs, 
and documents appertaining thereto. 


ALLEGED POTOMAC LAND PATENT. 


| Mr. INGALLS. The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was re- 
| ferred a resolution offered by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALD- 
RICH] concerning what is known as the Kidwell claim upon the Poto- 
mac Flats, instruct me to make a report in writing thereon, accompanied 
by certain exhibits, together with the draught of a bill; which I ask may 
be twice read and eee upon the Calendar. I give notice that to- mor- 
row morning, at the close of the morning business, I shall ask for the 
consideration of the bill. 5 
The bill (S. 2655) to provide for protecting the interests of the United 
| States in the Potomac River Flats in the District of Columbia, was read 
twice by its title. ` 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the commit- 
tee will be discharged from the further consideration of the resolution 
and papers. 

Mr. INGALLS. Iask that the printing of the report, together with 
the exhibits, may be completed by to-morrow. morning. 

| The PRP e pe tempore. The report and the accompanying 
papers will be printed. 
INVESTIGATION OF INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the Committee on Indian Affairs 
to report a resolution, and I ask that it may be considered at the pres- 
ent time. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be authorized to continue 
during the recess the investigations authorized by the resolutions of the Senate 
of June ll and of December 3, 1884, in the manner and to the extent and with 
pop rere th nr war ge ey He in said resolutions, ane e 3 3 

o inquire w c any, are necessary and proper in the boun lines 
of any of the aaisan, eek therein described; and that they report the result ot 
such examinations to the next regular session of Congress. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the resoln- 


tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts whether this includes the lease question ? 

Mr. DAWES. It does. I will say that the matter of investigation 
of leases has been continued by the committee during almost the en- 
tire session, but at great expense by bringing witnesses from a great 

t 


distance and under very great limitations. is impossible to thor- 


oughly investigate the matter unless we go upon the ground. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 357) granting a pension to William Lockhart; 

A bill (S. 526) granting a pension of $50 per month, to be paid out of 
the naval pension fund, to Julia T. Scott, widow of Gustavus H. Scott, 
late a rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and for forty-six years in 
active service; 

A bill 2 1117) for the erection of a public building at Macon, Ga.; 

A bill (S. 1183 granting a pension to Hugh O'Neil; 

A pal 8 1775 r the relief of Sydney L. Skaggs; 

A bill (S. 1473) to enlarge the United States eustom- house at Rich- 
mond, Va.; 


1885. 


A bill (S. 1655) granting a pension to Newton J. Burris; 

A bill (S. 1709) granting a pension to Leonora A. Boyden; 

A bill (S. 1790) granting an increase of pension to Edgar L. Dutton; 

A bill (8. 1803) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 
burn; 

A bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt; 

A bill (S. 1915) to remove the political disabilities of James D. 
Johnston, of Georgia, incurred under the fourteenth amendmentof the 
Constitution; 

A bill (S. 2272) granting a pension to Andrew Franklin, alias An- 
drew McKee; : 

A bill (S. 2250) granting a pension to Anna Ginn; 

A bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to David T. Hoover; 


son; 

A bill (S. 2587) granting a pension to William H. H. Gilley; 

A bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to Patrick Punong; and 

A bill (S. 2623) to remove the political disabilities of Alexander W. 
Stark. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills with amendments; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A bill (S. 2009 nting a pension to Isabella Turner; and 
A bill (S. 2327) for the relief of James Bedell, sr. 

The m further announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 301) granting a pension to Theodore Leveron; 

H. R. 1710 nting a pension ta George W. Bean; 
H. R. 1873) for the relief of Edward Kraemer; 


R. 3735) granting a ion to Mary A. Grennon; 

. R. 4393) for the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; 

. R. 5581) granting a to William Paugh; 

. R. 5998) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 
R. 
R. 


6505 granting a pension to Corydon Millard; 
6960) for the relief of Charles L. Alden; 
H. R. 7229) to remove the disabilities of J. J. B. Walbach, 
of Baltimore, Md. ; 

A bill (H. R. 7231) to remove the disabilities of John K. Cooke, of 


Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. — to increase the pension of Jane D. Brent; 

A bill (H. R. 7303) to restore the name of Thomas Ferguson to the 
pension-roll; = 

A bill (H. R. 7417) for the relief of Stephen Sauer; 

A bill (H. R. 7418 for the relief of Maria 8 en; 


; ; 
A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Alexander Weide; 
A bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Margaret B. Harwood; 
A bill (H. R. 7863) granting a pension to Thomas M. McChesney; 
A bill (H. R. 7990 granting a pension to Joseph Sansom; 
A bill (H. R. 7992) for.the relief of Christian Arndt; 
A bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of William Stansberry; 
A bill (H. R. 8032) to remove the political disabilities of Virginius 
Freeman, of Virginia; 
A bill (H. R. 8) to increase the ion of Ferdinand Hercher; 
A bill (H. R. 8069) granting a pension to Catharine Helton; 
A bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth; 
A bill (H. R. 8187) granting a pension to Chancey G. Darrah; 
A bill (H. R. 8189) granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton; and 


> 
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H. R. 8229) to grant a pension to James Dye. 
AMENDMENTS TO°APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported two amendments intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 

tions, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. PIKE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 6771) to amend an act entiled An act to aid 
in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use 
of the same for postal, military, and other purposes, approved July 
1, 1862 ; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act 
approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, it was 


Ordered, That the attorney for the estate of Daniel Carroll of Duddington 
have leave to withdraw papers in the case of Maria C. Fitzhughand Ann C. Car- 
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| the information in possess 
| progress of Indian education and civilization. 


H. R. 3556) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucretia G. Ripley; | 


2005 


roll, executrixes of tbe said Daniel Carroll of Duddington, from the files of the 
Senate. 


ASTRONOMICAL AND METEOROLOGICAL OBSERVATIONS, 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the annual 
volumes of Astronomical and Meteorological Observations of the Naval Ob- 
servatory for the years 1881 and 1882 be printed, and that 2,000 additional copies 
of each volume be printed, of which 400 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
800 copies for the use of the House, and 800 copies for the use of the Navy De- 
partment, or for sale at the cost of pense and printing, in accordance with sec- 
tion 432 of the Revised Statutes of the United Btates. 


INDIAN EDUCATION. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 


A bill (S. 2570) granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. Thomp- ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 5 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish to the Senate 
ion of the Commissioner of Education showing the 


DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
Calendar under Rule VIII, the first bill in order being Senate bill 1886. 
The title of the bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1886) to quiet title of settlers on the 
Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. The pending question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] to add to see- 
tion 2 what will be read. $ 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 2 the follow- 
ing: 

The provisions of this act shall not apply to such of the lands referred to in 
the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, as the Supreme Court of the United States 
has decided validated the titles of vono pie rs from the State of Iowa 
or its grantees prior to the passage of joint resolution, 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to modify that amendment, putting it ina 
little different form, which I now send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from New York modi- 
fies his amendment. The proposed modification will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 

Sec. —. The provisions of this act shall not nets Sones lands covered by 
the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, which the Supreme Court has decided by 
from the State of 


2, 
that resolution rendered valid the title to bona 
Towa or its grantees prior to the adoption of joint resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as modified. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask the Senator from New York to yield to mea 
moment that I may ask unanimous consent to consider a House bill 
that it will be to send back to the other branch if it passes 
here at all. It will not take any debate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the bill? 

Mr. INGALLS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimons consent for what? f 

Mr. DAWES. To consider Order of Business 1271. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid 
aside and that the Senate now consider Order of Business 1271. The 
title of the bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of 
the Sac and Fox Indian reservation, in the States of Nebraska and 

and for other purposes.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The Senator 
from New York [Mr. LAPHAM] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Mr. President, the object of this amendment in the 
form in which I have now presented it is to prevent this legislation 
from having the effect, provided it shall become a law and be carried 
into operation, of interfering with the solemn judgments of the Su- 
preme Court which have already been pronounced. 

It would hardly seem necessary for me to stand here in the advocacy 
of a proposition so self-evident as the one I have advanced in support of 
thisamendment. In the interesting proceedings which took place in the 
Hall of the House of Representatives on Saturday last my attention was 
attracted ially, in view of this very bill, to the extract embodied by 
Mr. Winthrop in his eloquent oration from the letter of General Wash- 
ington to the governors of the States in the year 1783: 

There are four things— 

Said Washington— 
which, I humbly conceive, are essential to the well-being—I may even venture 
to say, to the existence—of the United States, as an independent power: First, an in- 
dissoluble Union of the States under one Federal head; second, a sacred regard to 
public justice. 

I need read no further. I am addressing these considerations to the 
most august legislative tribunal in the world. We should tread care- 
fully when we are asked to legislate in a manner which will in any way 
trench upon or interfere with the adjudications of our highest judicial 
tribunal. No motive of policy or expedieney or favoritism shonld re- 
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ceive any consideration at our hands in determining a question of this 
graye character. We ought to look solely, impartially, and exclusively 
to the effect of our uninfluenced by any ions other 
than the certain and inevitable effect of our enactments. 

Sir, if the repeal of the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, as is cou- 
ceded on all hands, as was stated in the letter of Senator Wright from 
which I have read and in the letter of Mr. Carpenter from which I 
have read, would not affect in any way the rights of those who pur- 
chased from the grantees of the State of Iowa the lands in question, can 
we by indirection, as this bill not only disregard the force of 
that enactment but practically reverse the decisions already made by 
the Supreme Court as to its effect? Unless we can do that this amend- 
ee ge ber gan sony wi is D: I indulge the that Sen- 
ators will pause and reflect they decide to pass the bill without 
exempting ee ee, the class of cases upon which the Supreme 
Court has pron its solemn judgments. 

The sole pu of this amendment, and the only purpose which in- 
duced me to offer it, is to preserve in full force the judicial determina- 
tions already made, and to subject all prosecutions under the bill to that 
wholesome and necessary restriction. 

In considering a question of this magnitude the Senate should not 
act hastily or inconsiderately, but with great deliberation and care. It 
it be the office of this bill to thus interfere with adj then it 
ought not to receive our sanction. If it be not in the power of theSen- 
ate to interfere with the adjudications, then above all other considera- 
tions it t not to receive our For us to undertake to bur- 
den the publie Treasury and to charge the officials of the Government 
with the exercise of a power which must in the end prove abortive is 
a proposition, it seems to me, too to need any discussion when I 
say that we ought to reject any effort of that kind. 

I have, therefore, in the modified form of the amendment drawn it 
expressly so that in the event of the of the bill liti 
which are to take place in pursuance of it, if any, shall be in subordi- 
nation to the legitimate effect of the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, 
and the decisions of the Supreme Court. t+ 

Mr. President, I can not dwell longer upon this subject. I am ad- 
dressing those to whom I am sure considerations of the nature I have 
now will have their due weight in the votes which they are 
to cast. I trust the amendment which I have now offered will receive 
the sanction of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrison in the chair). The 
question is upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
York. 

Mr. BROWN. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again read 
by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add as an additional section: 

Sec. —. The provisions of this act shall not apply to those lands covered by 
the joint resolution of March 2, 1861, which the Supreme Court has decided by 
that resolution rendered valid the title to bona fide from the State of 
Iowa or its grantees prior to the adoption of said joint resolution, 

Mr. LAPHAM. Task for the yeas and nays upon the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 

Mr. VANCE (wes Mr. RANSOM’s name was called). My colleague 
(Mr. sate paired with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN]. 
The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. VEST. I am requested by the Senator from 8 
Jonas] to state that he is detained from the Senate by sickness. I have 
not paired him on this amendment, for I do not know how he would 
vote on it. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—14, 
rd, Garland, Pendleton, 

Baie: Groome, McPherson, Pike. P 
Brown, Harris, Miller of N. Y., 
Chace, Lapham, Morgan, 

NAYS—38. 
Allison, Frye, Jackson, Saulsbury, 
Beck, George, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Butler, Gibson. Manderson, well, 
Camden, Gorman, Maxey, later, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Mitchell, Vance, 
Cockrell, n. Morrill, Vest, 
Coke, H; 1 Palmer, vi 
Conger, Hawley, Platt, Wilson. 
Cullom, Hill, Plumb, 
Dawes, Ingalls, 

NOT VOTING—A. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, i . , 

„ ey, „ mun 
Cameron of Pa, Hoar, M: e Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, onas, Miller of Cal., Walker, 
Dolph, Jones of Florida, Ransom, Williams. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. There was one amendment made 


in Committee of the Whole. The question is on 
amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for à third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill having been read three 
times, the question is, Shall it pass? 

On uestion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were and taken. 

Mr. WALKER. Iam paired with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
RIDDLEBERGER], or I should vote ‘‘nay.’’ 

The result was snnounced—yeas 32, nays 24; as follows: 


concurring in that 


YEAS—82, 
Allison, Conger, , Ingalls, Saulsbury, 
Cullom, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Dawes, Manderson, Sewell, 
Butler, Frye, Maxey, ¥ 
Call, George, Mitchell, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Platt, Vest, 
Chace, Harrison, Plumb, Voorh 
Coke, HM, Pugh, Wilson. 
NAYS—2. 
Bayard, Fair, Hawley, Miller of N. V., 
Blair, Jackson, Morgan, 
Brown, Gibson, s Morrill, 
Camden, illan, Pendleton, 
Dolph, Groome, McPherson, Pike, 
Edmunds, Mahone, Sabin 
NOT VOTING—2, 
Aldrich, Hampton, Lamar, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Loran, 
Solna” > onas, er of Cal., ae Wyck, 
Forley 4 Jones of Nevada, Ransom, Williams, 
So the bill was 
The PRESID. pro tem The Chair before the Senate 
under the special order on the 14th of February Order of Busi- 
ness 542, the title of which will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A joint resolution (H. Res. 170) in relation to 


the claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the 
alleged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by 
him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or nt 
made between him and the War Department, and for which no com- 
pensation has been made. 

Mr. PLUMB., eee ay in EC ey ra erase Co 
R. 8138) making a) i for the service of the Post-Office 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. CONGER. In regard to the bill the title of which was an- 
noun I wish to enter an objection to its consideration. 

Mr. N. What became of the preamble to the Des Moines 
F I think that had better be agreed to or 
struck out. è 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not advised that there 
was a preamble to the bill just passed. The preamble will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the preamble to Senate bill 1886. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


preamble. 

The preamble was rejected. 

Mr. HOAR. I like to have the bill examined to see whether 
there is an in the bill referring to the preamble. 

The PRESID. peo lopers; will examine the bill, 
and the Chair will again the attention of the Senate to the bill if 


it is found to contain a reference to the preamble. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will look at it. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill 

granting a pension to George W. Bean; 
the relief of Edward Kraemer; 
3735) granting a pension to Mary A. Grennon; 

R. 3556) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucretia G. Ripley; 
R. 4393) for the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; 
R. 5581) granting a pension to William Paugh; 
R. 5998) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 
R. 
R. 


6505) granting a pension to Corydon Millard; 
6960) for the relief of Charles L. Alden; 
R. 7248) to increase the pension of Jane D. Brent; 
A bill (H. R. 7303) to restore the name of Thomas Ferguson to the 


H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 
H. 


pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 7417) for the relief of Spencer Sauer; 
A bill (H. R. 7418) for the relief of ia Spellen; 


A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Alexander Weide; 
A bill (H. R. 7513) granting a pension to Margaret B. Harwood; 


A bill (H. R. 7863) granting a pension to Thomas M. McChesney; 


1885. 
A bill (H. R. 7990 ting a pension to Joseph Sansom; 
A bill fr R. Ki ‘or the relief of Christian Arndt; 
A bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of William Stans! 5 
A bill (H. R. 8048 to increase the pension of Ferdinand Hercher; 
A bill (H. R. APA ting a pension to Catharine Helton; 
A bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth; 
A bill (H. R. 8187) granting a pension to Chancey G. Darrah; 
4 F 


bill 85 R. 8189) granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton; and 
A bill (H. R. 8229) to grany a peonon to James Dye. 

The following bills were sev: y read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 7229) to remove the political disabilities of J. J. B. 
Walbach, of Baltimore, Md’; 

A bill (H. R. 7231) to remove the political disabilities of John D. 
Cooke, of Virgina; and 

A bill (H. R. 8032) to remove the political disabilities of Virginius 
Freeman, of Virginia. 

JAMES BEDELL, SR. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
(8. 2327) for the relief of James Bedell, sr., which was to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to 
lace on the pension-roll the name of James Bedell, sr., as t father of 
canon Umstead, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The amendment was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
ISABELLA TURNER. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2009) granting a pension 
to Isabella Turner; which was to strike out all after the * ze 
sion-roll,’’ in line 6, down to and including the words “eighteen hun- 
dred and eighty-two,’’ in line 8 of the bill. 

The amendment was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House concurred in the amendments 
of the Senate to the following bills: KS 

A bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of for- 
eigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation 
bill. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

Mr. CONGER. Properly in order of business a bill was laid 
before the Senate and that was the time for objection to its considera- 
tion under the eighth rule. I rose to make objection to that, because 
I may not be in my seat when it shall be called up again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB] had risen previously, however, and had been recognized to 
make a motion that was in order; therefore the Chair recognized his 
motion as being the one to be put. If the Senator from Kansas will 
withdraw his motion—— : 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no objection to withdrawing the motion for a 
moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas withdraws 
his motion, and the Senator from Michigan objects to the consideration 
of Order of Business 542, being House joint resolution 170. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of that joint resolution, notwithstanding the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of this joint resolution not- 
withstanding the objection. 

Mr. INGALLS. What is the title of it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title has been read. It will be 
again reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (H. Res. 170) in relation to 
the claim made by Dr. John B, Read against the United States for the 
alleged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by 
him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement 
made between him and the War Department, and for which no com- 
pensation has been made. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will it be in order for me, pending that motion, to 
move to proceed to the consideration of House bill 8138? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it will.. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move, then, that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 8138. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Alabama, the Senator from Kansas moves that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
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Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8138) 3 


propriations for the service of the Post- Office Department for 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, the pending question 
being on the amendment pro b Committee on A iations 


the 
to strike out all after the word five, in line 136, to and including the 
word postage, in line 138, as follows: 
d leor item in an i 

wnat eee by wititen oe PETOLA — — ne be — 

Mr. MAXEY. Istated on Saturday that my recollection was that 
the Post-Office Committee had recommended, and the Senate had con- 
curred in, an amendment to the law authorizing the marking of an 
article in a paper sent by one individual to another. è 

Mr. PLUMB. I should be glad to have order in the Chamber; I can 
not hear a word the Senator says. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please cease conversa- 


tion. 

Mr. MAXEY. I was just saying that I had on Saturday, when this 
same question was up, not having the book then before me, given my 
recollection of the passage of such an act as is contained here. I find 
by reference to the laws this: 

And the sender of any article of the third class of mail-matter may write his 
above oc PLODINE thesusse, oo tant wriks TERAS AE OTIO AAT DARI abe 
— and names of the articles inclosed. 

That embraces every character of mail matter of the third class sent 
by one person to another. It did not extend to newspapers forwarded 
from the office of publication, but then we gave them this right in the 
next following clause: 


Publishers of newspapers and periodicals may print on the wrappers of news- 
rs or nes sent from the office of pu to regular su 
time to w subscription therefor has been paid. 


That was as far as we thought it necessary or proper to go; and I 
think the law now goes just as far as it ought to go. is no reason 
for giving to an office of publication the right to mark articles, There 
is a reason where an article is sent from one person to another to give 
the right to mark it, because the only object of sending the paper is on 
account of the particular article. Hence I see no reason for the clause 
now moved to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the 
words which have been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. I call the attention of the Senator in charge of the bill, 
before we leave the part we are now at, to lines 106 to 117. I wish to 
avoid what is evidently a confusion. 

Mr. PLUMB. Iwill say to the Senator from Texas that the proper 
way I think would be to go through with the committee’s amendments, 
and then we can return to this, and in the mean time I will have an 
opportunity to examine what is there. 

ah RAED Very well; I only want to have the confusion re- 
mor 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to inquire whether or not the order made or 


the understanding is that the committee amendments shall first be 
acted on. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the understanding, The 


The. Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, to strike 
out the following clause, from line 139 to line 151, inclusive: 
22 ͤ ͤ y basal Da n a A 

envelopes, pos and other securities, retary of 

8 be, and he is Saren: ee to . bidis for the manufacture oe 
said stam: stam envelo postal cards, and other postal securities the 
Bureau od motes and Printing of the Treasury Department, which bids Shall 
be considered in competition with bids from private ies: But provided, That 
the Postmaster-General may reject any and all the bids of private parties, and 
award the contracts, or any of them, upon the bid of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, if, in his judgment, it shall be for the best interests of the Government to do 
s0. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust this provision will not be 
stricken out. It simply provides that the Secretary of the T 
may put in propositions from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for 
the printing of postage-stamps, stamped envelopes, &c. The reason for 
itis manifest. The cost of printing stamps and stamped envelopes is 
estimated at $1,300,000. The history of the Department work has shown 
that without a provision of this sort there is a combination made by en- 
gra vers throughout the country which largely enhances the cost of this 
work. The Government has an immense establishment here with a 
corps of efficient employés able to do this work, and if they are permit- 
ted to put in a bid it will prevent combination and save hundreds of 
thousands of dollars. 
_ Asimilar porso was made in an appropriation bill one year ago 
in regard to blanks for the Post-Office Department, by which the Gov- 


ernment Printing Office was enabled to put in a bid, and the result was 
a very large saving to the Government. 

From my examination of this matter I believe that two or three hun- 
dred thousand dollars will be saved to the Government if you permit 
your own engraving department, which isalready organized wih skilled 
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mechanics, now half the time without employment, to pee with 


priyate parties for this work. Thatis all 

I trust it will be retained in the bill. : 
Mr. PLUMB. The committee recommended the striking out of this 

provision for two reasons: In the first place becauseit is legislation, and 

in the next place because, as they believe, it is bad legislation. I hope 

every Senator will take the bill and read this provision now in order 

to understand fully its scope. I will read it: 


That at the future 33 of contracts for the manufacture of postage- stamps, 


is in the provision, and 


stamped envelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities. 
I hope the Senate will note the full scope of the provision. It not 
only refers to the manufacture of postal stamps, but of stamped envel- 


opes, postal cards, and other postal securities: 


for the manufecture of said stamps, stamped envelo 
postal — — ving and Pantie oft 
partment, w 
jes: But provided. That the Postmaster-General 
of pri FCC 
o 


Secretary of the Treasury, if, in his judgment, it shall be for the best interests 
of the Government to do so. 


It will be observed that that is a very peculiar provision. In the 
first place it would commit the Government, if a contract was awarded 
for the manufacture of envelopes, not to the mere printing of a stamp 
upon them but to the manufacture of the envelopes and the manufacture 
of postal cards and of every other form of security, as well as 
postage-stamps. In addition to that it requires that the of 
the Treasury shall make a bid not stating the cost to the Government 
of doing this work, but he shall make such bid as he sees fit, and 
after he has made the bid the Postmaster-General, without considering 
the question of the relative cost to the Government under the bid of 
the tary of the and under bids of private parties, may, if 
in his judgment he thinks it best, without reference to the question of 


cost at or considering that also if he pleases, give the bid to the 
Secretary of the instead of to private parties. In other words, 
the Postmaster-General is to pass upon the 


eral eee of public 
policy as to whether he thinks it is a good idea for the Government to 
erect paper-mills and enter on the manufacture of envelopes. There 
is not to be found so wide a discretion in the statute-book conferred on 
a executive officer. 

ut, Mr. President, it is obnoxious even if it were guarded on that 
point. In the first place there is practically no way of tellin 
what the-cost of any article is that is manufactured at the Burean of 
Engraving and Printing. We can tell the gross cost of all the work 
done there, but no estimate can properly be made by the head of that 
bureau or by anybody else which will state toa fraction the cost of 
par gue aap vow sap er, because all the elements can not be sepa- 
ra The elements of cost on account of the use of capital, the wear 
and tear of machinery en in the manufacture of a particular 
covering a brief period of time can not be told; and even if it could be 
told there is no guarantee that it will be told in a bid of this kind. The 

of the Treasury might inadvertently or designedly bid one- 

half the price that private parties would bid for this work, and the Gov- 
ernment would not be the gainer thereby, because that one-half the 
cost would have to be made up by appropriations which would nomi- 
nally go into the expense of printing other securities of the Government 
that that bureau is engaged in printing now. 

Mr. President, I think I speak for the entire committee when I say 
that not a single member of it believed, in the absence of any allegation 
that we were paying too much for the postal securities we are getting 
now, in the absence of any allegation that we are paying too much for 
stamped envelopes which are being furnished the Government now, it 
was wise for the Government to enter upon this experiment under any 
circumstances whatever. I believe I may go furtherand say thatcom- 
mittee is unanimously of the opinion that the Government ought not to 
undertake the manufacture of this or any other thing where private 
capital and private skill are willing and able to do a good job at a fair 
price. I do not see any reason why the Government should manufact- 
ure paper in competition with private capital carrying on that same 
business, and nei did any other member of the committee; and so, 
for all these reasons, any one of which is conclusive to my mind, the 
committee rted in favor of striking out the provision. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have but a word to say in answer 
to the Senator from Kansas. As to the policy of this Government en- 
gaging in this work of engraving and printing, I suggest that it is too 
late a day to raise that question. The fact is the Government has found 
it necessary on the score of economy to establish an immense printing- 
office, in which all the printing for the Government Departments is now 
being done. It permitted that office, by the action of this body and 
with the consent of the Senator from Kansas and the unanimous report 
of the Committee on Appropriations one year ago, to enter into compe- 
tition with all the private establishments in this country to do the print- 
ing for the Post-Office Department. The result of that legislation on 
an appropriation bill one year has decreased the cost of printing of 
the ordinary blanks used by the Post-Office ment. 


You have in addition to that established a Printing and Engraving 


Bureau for the purpose of printing notes and bonds and all the various 
stamps used by the Internal Revenue Bureau. It is here, with a well 
organized corps of thorough and efficient men, with an expensive build- 
ing, and with machinery already paid for by the Government. There 
is not sufficient work now to keep those employés constantly engaged 
or the machinery constantly in motion. e proposition as it comes 
from the House is to enable the Bureau of Engraving and Printing to 
compete for postage-stamps and stamped envelopes precisely as you per- 
mit the Government Printing Office to compete for blanks used in the 
Post-Office De ent. 

The suggestion of the Senator from Kansas that the Secretary of the 
Treasury would putin a bid much below the cost I think is without 
force. The fact is that every bid that has ever been made by any 
printing department of the Government has been based on the ex- 
act cost, and they would not attempt to put in a bid for less. If this 
provision is adopted, judging by the experience in the Printing De- 

ent, it will prevent a combination of engravers and printers to 
add largely to the price paid bythe Government. The e of this 
provision is that it operates as a check, and prevents the combination 
of a few engravers of this country to rob the Government, to use a 
ea. par as has been done before. ; 

It is not a new question. When you printed the immense quantity 
of greenbacks that were issued by the Department and the 
national-bank notes and revenue stamps the same condition of affairs 
existed, and it was of such an extraordinary character that Congress 
determined to construct a building for engraving and printing Govern- 
ment securities and to establish this corps. The only question now is 
whether you shall use that organization already provided for by law 
to prevent extortion on the Government. 

r. HAWLEY. I hope the Senate will give some attention to this 
provision, because I it as one of erable importance. I am 
heartily in favor of ng it out. In the first place, upon the ground 
of general policy it is not well for the Federal Aore at to enlarge 
its already vast number of employés—of workmen alone, mean. The 
necessary enlargement due to the growth of the country is quite sufti- 
cient. The proposition is here to letthe Government bea bidder against 
private manufacturers in a matter which private manufacturers under- 
stand perfectly well and in which there is no difficulty whatever. 

The Senator from land referred to the fact that we have estab- 
lished a Bureau of Printing and Engraving where we print bank notes 
and bonds. Other considerations come in there. It is not a mere ques- 
tion of economy there; it is one of safety to the securities of the Gov- 
ernment. But the envelope is not a complicated affair; neither is the 
engraving upon it. That is a contemptible trifle of the cost, just p 
paning te die for the little stamp on the corner of the envelope. 
main business is a 2 one, the manufacturing, of course expensive 
when you reflect on the hundreds of millions of envelopes that are 
made. The Government can not be a fair competitor in private busi- 
ness in the first place. The Government may justas well say now first 
as last we will take this whole business of manufacturing envelopes, a 
very simple business, into the Government office, as to pretend to bid 
against private manufacturers, 

The Government officers in making this bid will take no account of 
rent, and yet there will be really a charge against this work of rent, or 
should be. They will find it necessary to enlarge their public build- 
ings in order to do it. The officers of the Treasury in making a bid 
will take no account of insurance. The Government is its own insurer 
It will take no account of taxes; it will take no account of the depre- 
ciation of machinery, which is 10 per cent. a year upon a very costly 
set of machinery. It will take no account of the percentage of the 
compensation of su ising officers that ought to be charged to the 
envelope agency. e Government can not be holden to any particu- 
lar sum if it bids to do the work at a certain rate, because it must go 
on and finish the work whether it costs twice that or not. There is 
nobody to sue upon a bond, nobody to keep within certain fixed limits. 
The result of this thing will be to destroy very ly the business of 
making envelopes in the country. The chief thing will be the envel- 
ope and not the little security stamped on one corner of it. 

There are many manufacturing establishments in the country 
that make envelopes. The result of the Government printing the stamped 
envelope will be that the stamped envelope will be put on the market 
for a less price than any private person can make an envelope, because 
the Government will not take into account the proper elements of cost; 
therefore all Government envelopes, unless they be the fanciful, the 
elegant ones that are intended for purely social p will be made 
at the Government works. It will absorb those establishments that 
now require many thousands of workmen in various large manufactur- 
ing establishments. The demand in one year for stamped envelopes 
would be such that there would be no envelopes going into the mail 
practically except those made at the Government works and a few 
invitations to parties and announcements of funerals and various things 
that people would want to send in an envelope of a peculiar pattern. 
What would be the result? Several h thousand dollars’ worth 
of machinery would be useless, and an honest private business, in 
which there is no necessity in the world for you competing, would be 
destroyed. 
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I know something of these establishments. I know one that does 
some Government work. I know of several of them; one that has 
$130,000 worth of envelope machinery. That would not be one-half 
what the Government would require if it went into the business. They 
charge 10 per cent. a year for depreciation and repairs of that machin- 
ery. Then they have the salaries of their officers to pay, and they ex- 
pect to make a dividend. The Government would not ex to make 
any dividend. There is 5 or 6 or 7 per cent. of the capital involved, in 
favor of the Government. There is no necessity for this in the world. 
You might just as well go to work and make all the paper you want, 
instead of opening bids as you do every year for the Government Print- 
ing Office; you might as well set up the whole range of manufacturi 
industry in this city of Washi to the destruction of many private 
concerns in order to carry on business under the Government. The 
result is that the Government does not make as cheaply, and as a rule 
it can not make as cheaply as a private establishment. It works only 

t hours a day in the first I find no fault with that, but 
private establishments that give heavy bonds to do work do work more 
hours than that and get the work done. 

Everybody knows that as to certain branches of Government work it 
is necessary that the Government do them anyhow whether they cost the 

for security and for convenience. For the security of the 
bonds and the notes of the Government, the valuable moneyed securi- 
ties, it is right that it should do its own ving. So, too, we must 
have a Government Printing Office rather than sublet the work to forty 
establishments, because itis a very large work and you could hardly get 
private capital to putin so heavy a plantas is required. It is the larg- 
est printing office in the world, and we must have something atour com- 
mand from which we can order a job to be finished over night. 
eee unless you gave it three or four or five million dalla 

tal, would undertake to do the work that the Government Prin 
does, in my opinion. I do not know the exact worth of the plant; 

but it has done what has never been done by any establishment in the 
world anywhere else, and I do not think it could be done by any two 
establishments in the world put together. It took this great volume, 
the Revised Statutes, printed and bound and laid it on the table of the 
Speaker in 8 hours. It is necessary to the carrying on of this 
great Government that it should own some such things; but the making 
of an envelope, a simple matter of folding with the insignificant work 
of stamping the money value on one corner, isa purely mechanical oper- 
ation. It requires costly I think itis a great mistake for 
the Government to go into this line of business. 

Mr. MORGAN. T hold to the doctrine that where the Government 
is the only customer of certain descriptions of work the Government 
ought always to have some arrangement by which it can come into 

competition for that work; and that is the doctrine which pervades al- 
most all the statutes where public work is done under act of Congress. 
For instance, in the river and harbor bill we provide always, or at least 
we always should provide, that the Government may let out contracts 
to bidders, or in the event that bidders can not be found at a suitable 
rate that the Government should be enabled to do the work. Ican recall 
instances in my own State where 50 per cent. of the money was saved 

m contracts where lettings were made on the work in the bay of 

‘obile. . 

It is true throughout the country. If we should take the whole 
river and harbor improvement bill and let it out alone to private con- 
tract, without reserving to the Government a right to in and have 
the work done on its own account, we should not get perhaps more than 
50 or, at most, 75 per cent. of the same amount of work done for the 
same money. Soin making shi 5 and in making guns the Government 
desires to have its work, for which it is the only customer, done for a 
reasonable sum of money. It should keep down combinations among 
manufacturers. It has to resort to this system of allowing itself or its 
own institutions to bid for these contracts. 

The words of this bill that are proposed to be stricken out by the 
committee are: 


That at the future lettings of contracts for the manufacture of amps, 


stam: envelopes, postal cards, and other postal securities, the tary of the 
8 — ana bs he is 8 heey to submit bids for the 8 of 
—.— Garap jth , and other postal securities by the 


Engraving and and mitry of ths e Treasury 8 which bids shall 
be ä — fii fe competition with bids from private parties. 

Every one of these designated stamps, stamped envelopes, postal 
cards, and postal securities stand in the "place of money. They area 
description of currency by which postage is paid on the letters and 
other mail matter that traverses the country. It seems to me that the 
Government of the United States being the only party that can possi- 
bly have any demand for this description of money or this description 
of stamps, it ought to have the privilege of putting in a bid through 
its own organized department in order to create the spirit of competi- 
tion that is necessary to have the Government treated fairly. Nobody 
desires anything more than that; nobody wishes to cut down the prices 
below a fair and legitimate standard, but still we ought not to petite the 
Government in the power of combinations mong those who 
to have the money or the machinery tha necessary for the 
manufacture of these articles. We have our e here; they 
have been organized at great expense; we have the machinery; we 


have every facility for manufacturing these articles, so far as I am in- 
formed. I do not understand that we should have to enlarge our estab- 
lishments in order to make this bid. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It pres take a very large sum of money to buy all 
the envelope- folding machines needed. They would take a large space. 
It would be necessary to have buildings and a heavy investment for 
machinery, and a very large roll of employés to make the hundreds or 
thousands of millions of envelopes that would be required. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then they can not bid because we have not uA ap- 

ropriation forit. Nothing in this bill would authorize any 
of that kind, and of course the Government would only for thoes 
it was competent to do. I grant you that the Government has 
not any establishment here for the manufacture of envelopes, but that 
is not what is meant by this clause as I understand: it is putting the 
impress, the imprimatur of the Government w an envelope. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Oh, no; the manufacturing of the rr. the 
folding of them. 

Mr. MORGAN. It reads: 

That at the future lettings of contracts for the manufacture of postage · stampa, 
stamped envelopes, &c. 

Not envelopes without stamps, not envelopes to be sold in the gen- 
eral market of the country. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I dislike very much to interrupt the Senator; but 
it would be supremely ridiculous to fold the envelope by private con- 
tract and bring it here and have a little eee stamp put a 
it. It had better all be done at one estab There can be no 
doubt the contemplation of this provision is to have the envelope made 
here. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose we are not fully equi 
these envelopes. I suppose it would require an 
Then, of course, the of the pu 
for that part of the work; he would separate it and put in a bid for the 
Br he is able to do with the machinery we have already on hand: 

ut, as I remarked before, there is no on here for the incresse 
and none 
er bill. 


ence of to that Sys e a “aie. A 
makes that kind of envelope without putting into the cost of the en- 
ve the of the plant necessary or the interest upon the 
plant, or the insurance-upon.the plant, or the rent of the plant or any 
other incidental expense, being nearly 40 per cent. of the whole ex- 
pense, no privatecestablishment can compete with it. When the Gov- 
ernment makes an envelope without taking these items into account, 
the Government must make all the envelopes, for nobody else can make 
envelopes in competition with the Government when the Government 
furnishes a stamped envelope at less than half the difference between 
the stamp and the envelope that would be necessary, if you bought an 
unstamped envelope. So then it involves n y the ex — 
ment of the private manufacture of envelopes of any kind, unless it 
may be possibly those alluded to by the Senator from Connecticut. 
Therefore the Government must understand that if it undertakes to 
manufacture all the stamped envelopes it must manufacture all the en- 
velopes that go into commerce and that at this moment there are more 
than 5,000 men at that work, and it is importing into the city of Wash- 

m and around the Bureau of Engraving and Printing that number 
of additional employés. 

I have always understood it to be considered a matter of regret that 
we were under the necessity of maintaining such a vast establishment 
as the Printing Office; but the considerations that enter into the main- 
tenance of that are such that it can not be obviated, and it is a neces- 
sity to carry on that vast establishment because of the nature of the 
work. But none of those considerations enter into this matter. The 
stamped envelopes, the postal cards, and the stamps themselves that 
are made separately can be, so far as convenience or necessity or use is 
concerned, made at one place as well as another. It is only a question 
of cost. Now, the Government does not save at all, because it does not 
charge to the cost of the manufacture of an envelope the cost of the 
plant, or the interest on the plant, or the insurance, or anything like that. 
It does not save that because it pays it in another way; it all comes out 
of the Treasury, although it is not off against the cost of each 
envel So while the Government by thusdisregarding what must in 
the end come out of the Treasury as an element of cost can put upon 
the market envelopes so much cheaper than the private person can that 


they at once must take the whole business and must, as I have said. 
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gather all this plant. There are to-day hundreds of these plants fully 

loyed to supply the demand of the country. 
onthe Senator from Alabama says that as to that of which the Gov- 
ernment is the sole consumer the Government should be a bidder or 
should be able to manufacture. The Government is the sole consumer 
of the materials ont of which the uniforms of the Army are made, the 
uniforms of the cadets at West Point and at lis. The Govern- 
ment is the sole consumer of very many things that it has no idea of man- 
ufacturing; as establishing a woolen-mill to mapufacture the cloth, or a 
tailor's shop to make up the clothes, or a button factory to manufacture 
the buttons.. As to that which from the nature of the thing itself it 
is wisest and safest that the Government alone should manufacture, 
like its bond paper and Tike its postal securities (and it may possibly 
be like the engraving of the separate postage-stamps), the Senator from 
Alabama is correct, but as to that which can just as well be made in 
the country at large by private enterprise, it is assuming on the part 
of the Government a paternal character and a universality of business 
that is quite out of the question; and in the end, after having broken 
down all pores enterprise in this kind of business, it would result 
disastrously. But this the Senator had not alluded to, nor did the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts for what the Bureau of Engraving and Printing was es- 
tablished ? t do we expect to do with it if it is not to be nsed for 
business like this? 

Mr. DAWES. It was not established to see how large we could 
makeit. It was not established to see how many homes could be made 
init. It was established to perform that kind of work which inits nat- 
ure ought to be performed by the Government under safeguards and 
exclusiveness, in the making of which there was no Propra in letting 
all oe because all the world would be likely to throw 
upon the the products of such industry. ‘That I always con- 
sidered was the reason why we created it. First it originated with the 
greenback. It is y apparent that the Government could not let 
out to all the the engraving pertaining to the greenback, From 
the greenback it became enlarged into other matters, the engraving of 
the stamps of the Government and things of that kind. It does not do 

rivate work. It does not do any kind of engraving unless it may be the 
ade of Senators at some ego Lac that which the Government 


itself uses and ought to have entirely within its control, so that it may 
have in itself all sa and prevent all liability of counterfeiting. 
But I wish to know what the last clause in the paragraph means if it 


does not mean that you offer to the public an invitation to bid for the 
doing of this work, and you invite to put themselves down to the 
lowest possible point and to accommodate their machinery, their capi- 

and their investment to it, and when it is done we will do as we 
have a mind to; we will crush you out entirely and go into the manu- 
facture of private productions along with you. 

The Senator from Alabama is mistaken when he says the Govern- 
ment is the sole consumer of stamped envelopes. The people are the 
consumers of stamped envel The stamp is all that Govern- 
ment furnishes. The stam envelope, like every other envelope, is 
for the use of the people, and the people are to pay the cost of it, and 
it is wise and e ebene an the cost and a decent perapan 
that cost should be attached to the envelo; It should be brought as 
low as it possibly can be and continued. It seems to me that when you 
embark in the manufacture of all these postal cards and envelopes and 
work of that kind you might just as well set up a woolen-mill, a hat- 
ter's shop, a shoemaker’s shop, and turn the city of Washi intoa 
grand center of manufacturing of which the Government will furnish 
the capital and the Government will furnish the employés. 

Mr. PLUMB. It ought to be understood that if we commence this 
thing we shall never quit it. The Government has never entered upon 
adomain or manufacture or a creation of anything that it has ever 
ceased it. If this year the Treasury Department should bid to do this 
work at half the cost and supply itself with the plant and go on to do 
it, next year it will do the work if it costs twice or even three times as 
much as private enterprise would do it for. We would simply be en- 
tering u a new scope and system and plan of operations in regard 
to carrying on this business. 

It is not cognate to that of the public printing generally, because 
there after great experience Congress determined that it would be prac- 
ticable to always have on hand the facilities to do the work and not to 
submit to the general scuffle of bidding; but in this case there has been 
no complaint anywhere either of the quality of the work or the price 
at which it was done. Private parties have not only been ready and 
willing to do this work, as they have been to carry the mails and do 
other things, at a reasonable price, but there have been built up great 
establishments which the Government now would practically break up 
if it were to enter upon the matter in this way. I do not mean to say 
that necessarily it would result in that being done by the Government, 
but by the dangerous power vested in the of the Treas 


and the Postmaster-General by this section, it does not limit them to 
accepting the lowest bid or the best bid, but simply says to the Post- 
master General, If you think on the whole, without reference to what 
private parties may have bid, that the Government ought to enter upon 


this manufacture as æ publie policy, then you can give the bid to the 
Secretary of the Treasury and reject those of all the private ies. 

Mr. GORMAN. I can not allow the vote to be taken without say- 
ing a word further in reply to the Senators from Kansas and Connect- 
icut. It seems to me that it is too late to raise the question as to the 
propriety of the Government entering upon this work. 

The history of this bureau, as I have once before stated, is perfectly 
well known. When we began printing the greenbacks and the stamps 
used in the Internal Revenue Bureau, it was found that a combination 
of engravers in the country, comparatively a few establishments, it is 
true, had been made, and they so extorted upon the Government that 
it was found absolutely necessary to establish a Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing for the purpose of preventing the Government from being 
robbed. The work of that department heretofore has been confined to 
the AE REPT ORATE OC groan and national-bank notes and the stamps 
used in the In Revenue Bureau. One year ago, when the law 
was changed affecting the Post-Office Department so as to require an 
entirely different ee. it is perfectly well known that a combination 
was made, and extraordinary prices have been paid by the Government 
for the stamps and stamped envelopes that are now used. 

It is a mistaken idea to suppose that the Government will of neces- 
sity, if this provision is retained, be compelled to bid for all this work. 
Igrant that it has not facilities to-day to make the stamped envel 
entirely, but it has the facilities for SEn FAT stamps, which is more 
than half of the amount that is covered by thisitem, or, in other words, 
abont $750,000. 

The effect of the provision, if itis passed, will be to prevent the com- 
bination of outside parties, and, in the judgment of many who have ex- 
amined the question, it will save the Government a amount of 
money without increasing the cost of our plantor without increasing the 
expenditures of the d ent adollar; but onthe other hand would 
save several hundred thousand dollars. e 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, just a word. The Senator says ex- 
traordinary prices are being paid for stamped envelopes. I traverse 
that. It is wholly a mistake. It is a kind of business that can not be 
got into the hands of monopolists, because it is a simple thing to buy 
the folding-machine and set up the envelope manufactory. It is not 
as it was in the case of engravers. The engravers of fine bond plate or 
fine plates for bank notes are few in number. Very few men can do 
that, and it iseasy for them to combine. The other is a simple branch 
of manufacture. . 

As my friend from Massachusetts says, you might just as well set up 
a tailor-shop as to go into the envelope manufacture. I make the proph- 
ecy that if you enter upon this branch of business you will have a great 
building within three years and many hundreds, perhaps a thousand 
or more, employés, and in three years from that time you will be paying 
more money for your stamped envelopes and postal cards than you pay 


now. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I did not examine this question with 
very great care because it impressed me in committee, as I believe it 
did the whole committee, that the work was being done pretty cheaply 
now. Weheard of nocombinations. It seems there was fair competi- 
tion and very open competition in to all these matters, and it 
was thought we should not undertake it, especially under the latter 
clause of the paragraph, which provides that the Postmaster-Generol 
may reject any and all the bids of private parties, and award the con- 
tracts, or any of them, upon the bid of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
if, in his judgment, it shall be for the best interests of the Government 
to do so. That would be giving a power to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and to the Postmaster-General to increase the employés of this 
Government almost ad eee 

Iam one of those who believe that the Government ought to employ 
its own agencies, where frauds might be committed upon it and where 
embarrassments might follow in the carrying on of the Government un- 
less it had those agencies, such as the Printing Office, where the RECORD 
is to be printed every morning and where our public documents have to 
be printed, so that combinations can not be made against it by printing 
unions and other things. We have got to keep all those things under 
our control; but wherever the people can do anything, such as the 
making of the envelopes that the people buy to use on their letters, and 

cards, or anything else of that kind, we are no more under the 
necessity of going into that business than, as the Senator from Massa- 
chusetis very well said, there is for the Government to make the cloth 
that is worn in the uniforms of the Army or Navy or the flags that float 
from the masts of our ships. : 

My ience has been that nothing is ever as cheaply done when it 
is administrative as when it is done by competition as a commercial 
transaction. The Government never does carry on anything as cheaply 
as ee people can do it. 

committee were advised further, and I believe it will turn out 

to be so, that before a plant sufficient can be put down to start this 
business, a building twice as large as that of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing will have to be built, and five or six hundred, perhaps a 
thousand, employés will have to come in. I, for one, believe that no 
calamity can happen to poor people than to tempt them to come 

ere to work for the Government under influences that may change 
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Mr. GORMAN. Will the 
tion? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 5 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Kentucky has had large experi- 
ence here, and I ask him if in the establishment of the Bureau of En- 
graving and Printing, with the employés paid fair prices and working 
eight hours a day, it is not a fact that the Government has saved thou- 
sands of dollars in the manufacture of greenbacks and bank notes and 
stamps used in the Internal Revenue Bureau over the prices formerly 
paid to contractors ? 

Mr. BECK. Iam not prepared to answer that; but I do not believe 
it will be found to be the case if the Government is charged for the build- 


ings it has erected, for the t, and for everything else. No part of | tio 
that ever enters into the ion of a comparison between what is 
paid out under one system and under the other. I have no idea what- 


ever that we have done the work anything like as cheaply. To illus- 
trate: The Patent Office claimed that it was laying up immense sums in 
addition to all its expenses. An investigation showed that last year 
one hundred and seventy or one hundredand seventy-five thousand dol- 
lars for printing and other things were never charged to that bureau at 
all. While perhaps it pays its own expenses, all the surplus that is 
claimed was paid out by us in other forms that we knew nothing about. 
So it is in a variety of other things. 

You must recollect that in any private establishment making stamps 
the cost of the building is a very great item and the cost of the ma- 
chinery is a great item. All these things enter into the calculation in 
that case; but when you merely compare the pay of the employés and 
give the building for noi , give the machinery for nothing, the fuel 
and all the other things, with no rent charged, perhaps the comparison 
may be in favor of the Government. I am not sure in regard to that. 
However, I know the fact, and we all know it, that we ought not, un- 
less we are compelled by self-protection, to drive out the competition of 
our citizens by haying Government employés here to convert such busi- 
ness into administration. There is enough of administration, there is 
enough of embarrassment, and there are enough people drawn here who 
according to my experience become more and more dependent, less and 
less self-reliant, less and less useful citizens the longer they here, 
dependent as many of them are upon the changes of the wheel of fortune 
in politics. We ought not to encourage any great increase of those 
classes of le if we can help it; and we can keep a very large num- 
ber away by allowing this competition to go on in the manufacture of 
envelopes, which has been done satisfactorily before and I think it will 
be done satisfactorily again. 

The last clause of the h I say alarmed me more than any 
other provision init. Idonotwant the Postmaster-General, or the Sec- 
8 the Treasury, I do not care whether he is a Democrat or a Re- 
pub to have the right to di bids and say what shall be 
abolished. At any rate I was in favor of striking it out after all the 
information we had, so that we may hear from the House as to why it 
was put in, and that our conferees-may hear in to it; whereas if 
we agree to retain the clause now we shall hear nothing and it will 
have passed out of our hands altogether. 

Mr. MORGAN. I should dislike very much to see the last clause of 
the paragraph stricken out in regard to any contract that the Govern- 
ment makes: 

That the Postmaster-General may reject parties 
and award the contracts, or any pe faang A bad of thes KAE of the 
5 if,in his judgment, it shall be for the best interests of the Government 

I understand that the right to reject bids is always reserved to the 
Department in every contract, and unless that right is reserved of 
. course the Government is only to be victimized by whoever chooses to 
combine against it. I should not like to see that stricken out of any 
measure in regard to the making of contracts for any manufactures 
connected with the Government. 

I presume from the tenor of the debate here this morning that the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing is doomed. What are we to do with 
it? We have got it here established at very large cost. It may have 
been a very improvident and unwise arrangement when we established 
it, but there itis. We seem to have no use for it. We are not print- 
ing any bonds; haps we are renewing a few. We are printing a few 
greenbacks and a few national-bank notes to renew those which are going 
out of circulation. The business of the bureau has fallen away until 
there must be a large amount of idle capital and idle plant there that 
is doing no good at all. If Senators want it abolished, I shall vote to 
abolish it, but while it is there and while it must be maintained at a 
heavy annual expense, I should like to see that bureau brought in as 
a competitor for public work in order that we may insure the getti 
of work done at moderate or fair prices for which we are compelled to 
make contracts. 

The Senator from Kansas said that this would be the breaking down 
of some great establishment or great establishments. That may be so. 
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I do not know where those establishments are or how great they are. 
What I do know, VVVTFPTTVVTTVT aegri aa 
stamps, postal cards, postal envelopes, postal money, is a business 
that —— be distributed about over the 5 per hands. It 

a large establishment to carry it on. It requires a large plant, 
large capital to carry it on. The consequence is that there are very few 
bidders. I suppose that any Senator here acquainted with the business 
could understand perfectly well from this moment forward if this meas- 
ure is passed into whose hands the work would fall. I suppose there 
is no doubt about that. The competition, if we will have competition, 
is really between one or two large establishments in the United States 
and the Government office. Now, shall we dispense with that compe- 
tition? Shall we allow those great establishments to take this work 
at their own prices? That is the question. If we treat the matter pre- 
cisely as it exists under the state of facts as they exist, that is the ques- 


m. 

If it was a business that could be distributed about into various hands, 
if we could put up real commercial competition aboutit, I should not 
care, because then I should know that the Government would be safe 
or at least largely so; but inasmuch as this work will be done by one 
or two great establishments, and only by those establishments, it seems 
to me to be our duty as far as we can go in the matter to have this com- 
petition through the agency of the Government Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] assumes that it is necessary 
to employ three or four hundred additional persons for the purpose of 
carrying this provision into effect. That can not be done unless Con- 
gress authorizes it. The effect of the provision is to bring the Govern- 
ment into competition for this work only so far as it is prepared to do 
it, and that the Secretary of the Treasury will perfectly well know 
when he comes to have the bidding submitted to the country by pub- 
lication. That is the whole effect of it. It will not increase neces- 
sarily the expenditures of the Government one dollar except to get the 
material that is necessary to be manufactured into the stamped envel- 
opes, stamps, and postal currency. That is all of it. 

Now, I insist again that it is the duty of Congress to put it in the 
power of the Government of the United States to have its work done 
at fair prices, and that is a duty which we can not accomplish under 
existing circumstances, it seems to me, unless we avail ourselves of the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing as a competitor for these contracts. 

Mr. PLUMB. It ought to be stated here as a fact, as it is, that this 
work has been done for the Government at a lower me every year, 
showing that competition has its full effect in this as it has in ordinary 
branches of business. If the statement with which the Senator from 
Alabama concluded his speech is to apply, then the Government ought 
to have horses and wagons so that in cases where it should be necessary 
to enlarge the star-route service it may supply from headquarters at 
Washington or elsewhere the mail service with the necessary machinery 
to curry it on. If wecan not rely upon private competition, let us carry 
it out to the logical conclusion; let the Government have all these things 
on hand and a plant ready to carry on the manufacture not only in re- 
gard to mail matter, but, as the Senator from Kentucky says, the cloth- 
ing for the Army, and things of that sort, if private parties do not meet 
its expectations. J 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Mr. President 

Mr. BECK. Ifthe Senator from New Jersey will allow me, I was 
about to say to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] while he 
was speaking—I did not like to interrupt him—that on one branch of 
his argument there need be no apprehension in regard to the use of 
buildings because of the diminishing service, because the building used 
by the Bureau of Eugraving and Printing is one of our own, and in ad- 
dition to all the public buildings we have in Washington now we are 

ing rents to private owners which last year amounted to $186,000, 
so that if that building is not sufficiently employed hereafter because 
of the diminution of bonds and other things, we can diminish the enor- 
mous rents that we are now paying for the leased buildings by occupy- 
ing part of that building for something else. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I have listened te some of the most extraor- 
dinary arguments touching this question that it has ever been my priv- 
ilege to listen to in the Senate upon any question. The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] seems to go upon the idea that if we can con- 
sistently and properly employ the Government forces and the Govern- 
ment property for the manufacture of stamps and things of that kind 
and character used by the Post-Office and other Departments of the 
Government, we can with the same S institute some new pro- 
ceeding as to the conveyance of mails, &c. 

It seems to me that if there is one thing that the Government of the 
United States ought to take upon itself to do, it is to print all the stamps 
that the Government uses in every Department, in the Post-Office De- 
partment as well as in the Internal Revenue Department. In order 


tting | that we might be able to print the bank notes and other evidences of 


debt of the United States, the Government proceeded to put up an ex- 
pensive building, to put in expensive machinery, and, as I understand, 
at great saving to the Government in point of expense. The necessity 
does not exist longer for this vast creation of mackinery and for the 
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large building constructed by the Government, for that purpose, and 
it can just as well as not proceed to make the post-office stamps, the 
internal-revenue stamps, and every stamp issued by the Government, 

No particle of paper upon which the bonds, the bank notes, or any 
issues of the Government are made, should ever be allowed to leave 
the custody of the Government officers until it is prepared and printed. 
No post-office stamp should ever be permitted to be printed in any 
other place except at a Government office and under the supervision 
and control of Government officers. 

With the vast expenditure of money by the Government for a plant, 
for machinery to-day lying out of use, it is now proposed to continue 
the contract system, under which the postage-stamps have been here- 
tofore printed at a great profit—I know whereof I speak; I say at a 
great profit—to the contractors who have had the contracts heretofore. 

It is time that some reforms were made in the Government, particu- 
larly with regard to its stamps. How do we know whether they are 
all returned to the Government or not? When you have made a con- 
tract to point a certain quantity, and a very rE quantity, of pos 
stamps in some establishment in the city of New York, how can the 
Government know except under the supervision of a Government offi- 
cer whether they have ever been returned to the Government or not? 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will observe this bill he will find that 
at every place where these envelopes and stamps are manufactured the 
Government has its agents and assistants who are there for the p 
of i ing the manufacture and indicating whatever is necessary for 
the safety of the product. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then the Government makes a contract with 
some party to make the stamps, and employs a horde of Government 
officers to go there and watch the Government contractors. Itis just 
as easy to have that work done here in Washington under the super- 
vision ọf officers already in the employment of the Government without 
any extraordinary cost. The Government of the United States, in its 
own establishment, under the control and direction of its own officers, 
by its own machinery, and under its own supervision, should make 
every stamp issued by the Government for any and every purpose. 
That is one of the things that can not reasonably or properly be trusted 
to establishment outside of Government control absolutely. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques- 


tion is on g to the amendment recommended hy the Committee 
on A tions, 
Mr. GORMAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 32, 
nays 20; as follows: 3 


YEAS—32. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Ingalls, Morrill, 
Allison, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Beck, Edmunds, m, tt, 
Blair, Frye, one, Plumb, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Sabin, 
Chace, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Conger, Hawley, Miller Sewell, 
Cullom, Hoar, Mitchell, ilson. 
NAYS—20, 
Bayard Coke, Hampton Pugh, 
Brown, Garland, Jackson, x Sherman, 
Butler, George, M n, Vance, 
Call, Gibson, Maxey, Voor 
Camden, Gorman Morgan, Williams. 
ABSENT—2. 
Bowen, Groome, X Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Pa, Hale, L n. Sau i 
Cockrell, II. Me. u, Slater. 
Colquitt, Jonas, Pendleton, Van Wyck, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Pike, Vest, 
Farley, Kenna, Ransom, Walker. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 172, to insert the subhead- 


ing: 
Office of Superintendent of Foreign Mails, 
The amendment was to 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out section 3, in the follow- 
ing words: 3 

Sec, 3, That a special stamp of the face valuation of 10 cents may be provided 
and issued, whenever deemed advisable or ex; ent, in such form and bearing 
such deyice as may meet the approval of the eral, which, when 
attached to a letter, in addition to the lawful the of 
which is to be ata free-delivery office, or at any ci! 
n population of 4,000 or over, according to the! 

ed as entitling such letter to immediate delivery within the carrier limit of 
any free-delivery office which may be designated by the Postmaste neral as 
a special-delivery o or within one mile of the post-office at any other office 
coming within the provisions of this section which may in like manner be desig- 
nated as a special-delivery office. 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator in change os the bill 
whether the committee had any objection to this prov: upon its 
merits, or whether the committee reported to strike it out merely be- 
cause it was new legislation? 

Mr. PLUMB. It was stricken out chiefly because it was 


legislation and because the committee had not time to investigate the 


matter and determine whether it was wise! 
things about it which are attractive on the face, but there were some 
suggestions also that it might not work very well, and it was thought 
best not to try an experiment of this kind on an appropriation bill, but 
that it should go to the appropriate committee and receive consider- 
ation first from that committee, and then come to the Senate and be 
discussed in all its is aay it was manifest it could not be on this 


egislation. There are some 


bill, because, in the first p there is no time, and, in the next AN 
because it not being relevant to this bill those who would be chiefly 
interested in it and in the subject-matter might not be present to dis- 
cuss it, 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course if the committee did not have time to 
consider it, that is a good objection to the section. ing a new 
with which they were not satisfied, which is not under consideration or 
has not been passed in review before the Senate, that fact ought to be a 
good objection to it; but I hope when it comes back from the conference 
committee, if it ever should come, that it will not then be adopted, for 
we shall have certainly no time to discuss it when it comes back from 
the committee of conference. I understand that we can not amend it 
under our rules; that all we can do is to strike it out or let it stay in. 
I shall not object to it if it is going out, but I wanted to understand 
the manner in which it was to be stricken ont. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The remark made by the Senator from Alabama 
induces me to say at this point that if this provision isto be entertained 
in the committee of conference, it ought to be debated here. I am de- 
cidedly opposed to it. I think it would make *‘ confusion worse con- 
founded.” The introduction of a 10-cent p for special de- 
livery would create all the embarrassments of the transportation or 
express companies, I think therefore the Senate ought to vote under- 
standing that it is to vote against the proposition on its merits, I have 
looked at it sufficiently to believe that it would create very serious em- 
barrassment. I do not know anybody who is in favor of it in the 
Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. Speaking for myself, I will say that I quite agree 
with the Senator from Ohio, but it is not within the purview of my au- 
thority, present or prospective, to speak of what may happen as the 
result of a conference. Conferences are supposed to be free conferences, 
and consequently those who enter them enter them free from instruc- 
tions, and they are supposed to be also free from any pi ition to 
agree or disagree to a particular thing. All I can say is tif this 
conference is constituted in such a way as that I should happen to bea 
member of it, as it may be, it will not make any report to the Senate 
the full scope and purpose of which the Senate will not be advised of. 
To the extent to which the conference may insist on this or other amend- 
ments, I can not say anything about, but princes f I was not convinced 
that this was a proper provision to put on the bill and Lean see a great 
many things in it as a reason why it would be in itself in practice cum- 
bersome and lead to a great deal of confusion in the of 
the Post-Office system. We have now a very fair system, and if it is to 
be extended at all it ought to be extended only upon the very fullest 


y not in any way by a provision upon an ap- 


I will take this occasion to move, in line 155, to strike out the word 
nine“ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to make the clause read: For manu- 
facture of stamped envelopes and n per-wrappers and letter-sheets, 
$745,000,” instead of $749,000. I move that amendment on the s. - 
tion of the Postmaster-General. An amendment which will probably 
be puton the executive, legislative, and judicial appropriation bill will 

ve the necessity of that branch of expenditure to that amount, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment ted by the 
Senator from Kansas will be received if there be no objection. The 
question is on that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Apprepriations to strike out section 3. . 
Mr. MAXEY. I trust the Senate will strike out section 3, for this 
reason: An examination of the section will show that there is a very 
great probability of a considerable additional expenditure to be in- 
curred if it is adopted. It has never been placed before the Post-Office 
Committee of the Senate. There has never been any information given 
to that committee on that question, nor has that committee ever re- 
ported any information in regard to it to the Senate. It may bea very 
good thing; but I do not know that there is any emergency which re- 
quires its immediate passage. I think, therefore, the Committce on 
Appropriations is entirely right in striking out this section and leaving 
it for future examination. itisa thing it can be referred to 
the Post-Office Committee and be there investigated, and by their re- 

port the Senate can be guided in acting upon it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out section 3. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out section 4, as follows: 


Se. 4. That such apedellz stamped letters shall be delivered from 7 o'clock 
a. m. up to 12 o'clock midnight at offices designated by the Postmaster-General 
un section 3 of this act, 
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Mr. MAXEY. That goes out necessarily, as section 3 went out. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And the following sections. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out section 5, as follows: 
Ponce 5. That 1 — provide ſor the ee of 8 ere ing = 

stam e postmaster at any oflice w may come n the prov. 

ions ot this — may, with cer royal of the Postmaster-General, employ such 
person or persons as ma 2 mired for such service, who. upon the 
— So such letter, Speen a receipt from the party addressed, or some 
one authorized to receive it, in a book to be furnished for the purpose, which 
shall, when notin use, be kept in the post-office, and at all times subject to exam- 
ination by an inspector of the Department. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 6, as follows: 


Sec. 6. That to provide for the payment of such persons as may be otis act 
for this service, the postmaster at any office designated by section 3 of this act 
shall meos a record of the number of letters received at such office loner y Syren 

p, which number shall correspond with the number entered in 15 


receipt books heretofore specified; and at the end of each month he may pa: 
1 employed a sum not exceeding 80 per cent. of the — 
1 of all su recetred and recorded during that month: Provided, 


That in no case shall compensation so paid to any one person exceed $30 per 
month: And provided further, That nothing in this act shall in any way tale 
fere with the prompt delivery of letters as now provided by law or regulation of 
the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. MAXEY. Section 6 is in the same line, and I hope the action 
of the committee will be concurred in. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out section 7, as follows: 

Sec. 7. That the Paer ai be directed to instruct his subordinates 

RE ches Vb e nonn araa deine sra cala cot ea aean 

the end that the public shall have — in advance: tel provided 
— That no cost or charge to the Governmentshall be incurred in consequence 
of such instruction. 
The amendment was agreed to 
Tsar MAXEY. Iask 1 all the amendments of the Committee on Ap- 
iations are 
e PRESIDENT pro 8 Has the Committee on Appropria- 
tions Any farther amendments to propose to the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. No further amendmentson the part of the committee. 

Mr. MAXEY. I call the attention of the Senator in of the 
bill to an amendment which I propose to perfect the text. Inline 114, 
after the word thereof, I move to insert and reduced by the act of 
March 3, 1883, to 2 cents for each half ounce or fraction thereof.” 
The wording of the bill refers to a repealed act whereby the postage was 
pay 125 Scents. This brings it up to the existing act of March 3, 1883, 

explanatory of that. It is a mere correction of the text. 

arth P. ENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas proposes an 
amendment which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 114, page 6, after the word thereof,“ 
it is proposed to insert: 

And reduced by the act approved March 3, 1883, to 2 cents for each half ounce 
or fraction thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit to the Sen- 
ate the question whether this amendment is in order. The Senators 
who are of the opinion that the amendment is in order will say ay 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose the Senator really asks unanimous consent 
to offer the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas made a 
motion to amend the bint by 5 pas es words. The Chair submits the 
question of order on that amendment to the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I suggest to the Senator that he ask unanimous con- 
sent to move the amendment. 

Mr. MAXEY. I ask unanimous consent for the reason that the ran 
ing of the bill will show us that it describes the act which is pro 
be amended as that making appropriations for the service of Post. 
Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1880, by which 
act certain postage was declared to be at the rate of 3 cents foreach half 
ounce or fraction thereof. That act has been repealed. There is no 
such act now. That provision of it was repeated in the act of March 
3, 1883; and by putting in the words I propose ‘‘and reduced by the 
act approved March 3, 1883, to 2 cents for each half ounce or fraction 


thereof, we bring this act up to connect with the modified act now in 


force. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think the amendment of the Senator from Texas 
cntirely unnecessary, because the bill before us goes on to say, in a line 
or two thereafter, ‘‘shall be mailed at the rate of 2 cents per ounce or 
fraction thereof. * The lines he refers to simply describe the letters: 
The old Jaw did say that er should be charged 3 cents a half ounce, 
but that is used here simply as lan of een in referring to 
an old statute. 55 117 

Shall be mailed at the rate of 2 cents per ounce or fraction thereof. 


No mistake can arise from the language of the bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. The act of March 3, 1883; says 2 cents for each half 
ounce or fraction thereof,” and this simply changes the maximum of 
weight from a half ounce to an ounce. I care nothing about it, but 
this will leave it in an awkward situation. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I think the fewer references to old acts the better; 
the shorter the description the better. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Post-Office Committee—I do no know whether 
I have unanimous consent or not 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill be amendedas has been suggested. Isthere 
objection? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not think the amendment is a wise one. I 
do not want to object merely on a point of order, but I think the amend- 
ment will tend to make obscure what is now very clear. 

Mr. MAXEY.“ I will state to the Senator from Ohio that when I 
first read the provision—and I read it very carefully—I was in great 
doubt whatit meant. I went to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], 
and he said the committee was troubled as to what it meant. The act 
mentioned here has been repealed, and by putting in the words I pro- 

it is made perfectly plain. The amendment refers to the act now 

in force reducing the postage to 2 cents for a half ounce. You simply 

by this legislation strike out the word half,“ and that is an amend- 
iai of the law of March 3, 1883. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not object to it except that I think it is 


using an unn reference. 
Mr. MAXEY. I think it makes the matter clear. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 


mous consent to be allowed to offer this amendment. Is there objec- 
tion to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. It will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 114, after the word thereto, 
posed to insert: 

And reduced by the act of March 3, 1883, to 2 cents for each half ounce or frac- 
tion thereof. 
So as to read: 


And by that act declared subject to postage at the rate of 3 cents for each half 
ounce or fraction thereof, and reduced by the act ora March 3, . 2 cents for 
each half ounce or fraction thereof, s postage shall charged on and after 
Ist day of July, 1385, at the rate of 2 cents for each —.— or fraction d 


it is pro- 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not think that is at all necessary, but I do not 
object to it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Texas? The Chair hears none. The 
amendment is to. 

Mr. MAXEY. By direction of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, I offer an amendment to come in on page 3, lines 50 and 51. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, line 50, it is proposed to strike out 
the word “and 1” after the word“ first,” and to insert in line 51, after 
the word second, ” the words and third; 17 so as to make the clause 
read: 


That the Postmaster-General may lease premises for use for paver his 
first, second, and third classes at a reasonable rental, to be paid quarterly, & 

Mr. MAXEY. In support of that amendment I call attention 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that amendment in order? 

Mr. PLUMB. This amendment was before the e and 
seemed to involve the Government in a very large sum of money, and 
I feel instructed by the committee to raise whatever point of order may 
lie against the amendment, which I now do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas proposes an 


‘amendment, which will be again read. 


The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas makes the 
question that this amendment is not in order. The Chair submits the 
question to the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. Is that question debatable? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, I call the bgt serious attention of the 
Senate to this proposition. I believe that if they would hear me there 
would be probably not a dissenting voice in the Senate to the amend- 
ment which I offer by direction of the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

First, the Senate by a unanimous vote, there being not a dissenting 
voice, passed a bill during the present Congress, on the 5th of March, 
1884, "authorizing the Postmaster-General to lease premises for the use 
of post-offices of the first, second and third classes, which is precisely 
what is proposed by the amendment. That bill passed the Senate on 
the 5th of Mareh last, and is nowin the House. That is the first 
point. 

In the second place, at the present session the Post-Office Commit- 
tee of the Senate unanimously request the adoption of the amendment 
which is now offered by that committee. 

Third, and on the point of order, it is shadowy whether or not the 
Postmaster-General to-day has any authority to rent offices for post- 
offices of the first and second classes. If this clause remains in the bill 
as sent by the House allowing premises to be leased for post-oflices of 


the first and second classes, it is as much legislation as to provide for 
post-offices of the third class. 
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The Postmaster-General in his last annual report, sent to us at the 
beginning of the present session, says: 

11 in invite the particular attention of Congress to the subject-matter of leas- 
in Bulldinge and premises for post- oſlices. 

The Department oy been greatly embarrassed for the want of a well-defined 
law on this subject. Iam of the opinion that it is the duty of the Government 
to provide buildings and proper facilities for the transaction of „postal business. 
The records show that roomy, well-arranged, and well-furnished offices not 
only facilitate the transaction of business, * largely increase the revenues 
af the Department. Suitable rooms with suitable fixtures can only be secured 
by leasing for a term longer than that now authorized by law, and longer delay 
in giving this authority will prove embarrassing tothe Department and hurtful 
to the service, : ` 

Now in respect to the point which is made by the Post-Office Com- 
mittee in the amendment which I offer in its behalf, he says: 

I renew the recommendation made last year that Congress ide for the 
office-rent, fuel, light, stationery, and miscellaneous items at third-class t- 
offices. know of no reason why these expenses should not be paid at third- 
class post-offices as well as at first and second class offices. 

In addition to that, in response to a letter which I wrote to him, the 
Postmaster-General on the 11th of February, the present month, writes 
a letter which I send to the desk to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

f POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE or THE Posrx ENERAL, 
‘ashington, D. C., February 11, 1885. 
Sır: I bave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of 
the 10th instant, with inclosures as stated, and in reply to state that Ihave 
no hesitancy in — Hoy! a matter of simple justice, that law should be so 
amended as to autho: the allowance for rent, fuel, and light at post-offices of 
the third class, and I have so recommended in my annual rt (a copy of which 
is herewith submitted), to which your attention is ully invited. 
Under the act of March 3, 1883, the compensation of postmasters at offices of 
the third class is determined by the amount of gross recei the same as at of- 
fices of the first and second classes; par nh teers fe all cases including the 
box rents F the boxes 2 2 N Government or the 
postmaster; and in ition to t at offices o class postmasters are 
furnish the business of 


required to the room and fixtures necessary to transact 

their offices. Such being the case, I am of the opinion that the law should au- 
ho the leasing of suitable buildings or the allowance of rent at all Presiden- 
t 


8 FRANK HATTON, 
Postmaster-Gen 

Hon. SAMUEL B. Maxry, Uniled States Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senate will observe that the Postmaster-General 
says first that no reason exists in favor of the leasing of an office for the 
use of a first or second class post-office, which does not in like manner 
exist for the renting of a third-class office, and next he says that the 
mode and manner of computing the pay of a third-class postmaster is 
precisely the same as the mode and manner of computing the pay of 
a first or second class postmaster. There is therefore no conceivable 
reason why the same privilege should not be extended to a third-class 
office that is extended by the bill to a first or second class office, and 
upon that point the Senate undoubtedly thought so, for on a bill that 
was duly considered by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads 
and presented to this body the Senate without a dissenting voice sus- 
tained that position and passed the bill making provision for first, sec- 
ond, and third class nee. and sent =, to the a RY 

In every portion of the country, an ially in the growing sec- 
tions of the West and Southwest, we find a large number of offices 
are passing from fourth-class offices to third-class offices. A third-class 
office is one where the salary of the postmaster is between one thousand 
and two thousand dollars; the second between two thousand and three 


thousand dollars, and the first above three thousand dollars. These’ 


are the divisions. All these are Presidential offices, as they are called. 
Here is a distinction made without any reason between the larger 
offices and the smaller offices, although all are salaried offices, and all 
the postmasters have to be nominated by the President and the nomina- 
tions acted on by the Senate. Itisa fact within the knowledge of most 
of us that in many of the towns, in order to get a suitable building for a 
post-office, the people have to get together and raise a purse out of their 
own pockets, rent a building for the office to go into, and yet the Gov- 
ernment gets all the revenue. ‘The net revenue in offices above a 
thousand dollars makes the offices self-sustaining. 

Now I would ask, as a matter of common justice, why the Govern- 
ment of the United States should ask its citizens to pay their postage 
and at the same time pay for the houses to put their letters in? The 
Government is not a pauper. 

I would ask again, is there any reason why the larger towns should 
have the benefit of this and the lesser towns not have it? If there is 
none, and if the Postmaster-General says there is none, the Post-Office 
Committee says there is none, and. the Senate by its act made no dis- 

- tinction between first, second, and third class offices, surely no reason 
can be assigned why there should be a distinction. 

I have presented this subject after very careful consideration, because 
I had the matter under charge in the Post-Office Committee, and there. 
was nota dissenting voice there. I presented it to the Senate ina bill, 
and there was none here. It seems to me the reasons are as good now 
in favor of its propriety as they were in March, 1884. 

Mr. BECK. I voted to retain all that the House sent to us in regard 


to extending the present law as to the renting of post-offices, but the 


House limited it to first and second class offices. The question was 
before the committee, and many of us, I think, would be glad to do 
what we did before, vote to extend this provision to third-class offices; 
but our rule positively prohibits any new legislation. We have a right 
to act on such legislation as comes to us from the House, and we have 
acted favorably as far as they have given us an opportunity to do so. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator will permit me to interrupt him. If 
this is not germane and in fact a correction of what the House has done, 
what is it? Will you deprive the Senate of the power of making an 
amendment to any bill whatever that comes from the House? You 
can not do it under the Constitution. If the amendment is germane 
ont relevant, cognate to the bill before the Senate, we have a right to 
adopt it. 

Mr. BECK. I have contended for that so often and said it—of course 
not as well as the Senator from Texas has said it—on so many occasions 
and been overruled every time I made the suggestion, as I shall be, I 
sup as long as we have a parliamentarian in the chair, that I have 
no confidence in the argument. If I could get into the chair the Sena- 
tor fram Texas he might rule otherwise; but the question I understand 
now is this: The Chair having said that in his opinion this is new leg- 
islation, and submitted it to the Senate to say whether it is or not 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has expressed no opinion 
on the subject. After the recent action of the Senate, the Chair thinks 
it better to leave these questions of order to the Senate itself. 

Mr. BECK. I thought the Chair had expressed its opinion, and then 
submitted it to the Senate. I was notable to hear v I 
believe it is new legislation and I thought the Chair had submitted the 

uestion after a ruling, I felt bound to sustain the ruling of the Chair 
if such had been the case; but as there is no ruling by the Chair and 
we are all left to do what we please, and as the only rule I have ob- 
served is to do what we want, rule or no rule, I think I shall vote for 
the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Is the debate proceeding upon the merits of the amend- 
ment or 5 — the question of order? 

The P IDENT pro tempore. On the question of order, but as the 
Senator from Maine well knows there is no right in the Chair to re- 
strain Senators in respect to what they consider relevant to any ques- 
tion under consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I understood the Senator from Texas to debate the 
merits of the proposition. I only want to say, Mr. President, that the 
Senate t to understand the force and operation of this amendment. 
It is simply increasing the py of a large class of ters through- 
out the United States who fill what are called -class offices. There 
are, or were, in July last—and the number is increasing rapidly from 
week to week—1,838 of these third-class offices. There has never been 
the time in my knowledge or observation when there was any diffi- 
culty in procuring good men to hold these places and take the pay 
under the law of a third-class office, each furnishing a suit- 
able building for the use of the public. The Government has never 

id the rent of all this great number of offices, and if we embark upon 

scheme presented by the Senator from Texas it will be no light ad- 
ditional demand upon the Treasury. The offices are, as I have said, 
increasing rapidly, but take the present number, nearly 2,000, and if 
an average rate of $500 a year was paid that would amount to a million 
dollars a year, added, in fact, to the salaries of postmasters. If the rent 
was half that of course the amount would be half in the te. If 
the Senate is ready, with all the carefulness that it exhibits upon other 
matters in raising salaries, in this wholesale way to raise the pay of 
offices of the third class in the Post-Office Department, let it be fully 
understood what we are doing. 

I have not found; so far as my observation that any inconven- 
ience arises to the public from the present rule and the present law. 
No doubt the postmasters, the 1,800 or 1,900 of them. 
States would like to have the Government furnish buildin ; undoubt- 


uest. 

-I am opposed, for one—entirely, absolutely, earnestly—to inaugu- 
rating this new expense to the Government. It is no time to do it. 
There is no necessity for it, and it is a wanton waste of money to do it. 
I hope the Senate will vote down the 8 

Mr. MAXEY. The Senator from Maine uses very strong language. 
He says there is no necessity for it, and it is a wanton waste of public 
money. I have already stated what was the opinion of the Post-Office 
a test on that subject in the official report of the Postmaster-Gen- 

favoring this very proposition, of the Post-Office Committee favor- 
ing it, of the Senate favoring it, and with all this testimony I am of 
the opinion that they are perhaps as well to say whether or 
not this is useless and a wanton waste of money, as the Senator from 
Maine says. I prefer this accumulated evidence from the highest 
sources to his single opinion. So much for that. 

Now I would ask if there is any reason on earth why the people any- 
where should be compelled to rent a building for the use of the Gov- 
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ernment and let the Government receive the revenues of the business 
conducted in that building, and at the same time require the people to 
pay the postage on their letters and all other mail matter? There isno 
reason for it. The Government is not a pauper. There is as much 
reason, I will say to the Senator from Maine, why these smaller places, 
which appear to be regarded as significant in the eyes of some, should 
be cared for as your great cities where millions of dollars are expended 
in the erection of post-office Tong In this Government an equita- 
ble distribution of its blessings and benefits should go to all the people. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Is the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas in order? 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that question is decided, I should like to say 
on: word. As I understand existing laws, it is within the power of the 
Postmaster-General to rent for the use of the Department buildings for 
first and second class ces. Is not that the law? 

Mr. MAXEY. I will state to the Senator that that seems to have 
been the impression; but from the wording of the report of the Post- 
master-General himself there is no distinction made between first, sec- 
end, and third elass offices; and it is quite shadowy where the power 
comes from at all. . 

The a has been greatly embarrassed for the want of a well-defined 
law on this subject, 


The subject of renting offices. 
Lam of the opinion that it is the duty of the Government to provide buildings 
transaction of 


and proper ties for the postal business. 
The law does not limit him now, as I understand him, to first and sec- 
ond class offices. 


Mr. ALLISON. I understand the law now to be that he can rent 
buildings for first and second class offices. The object of the provision 
in the bill is to enable the Postmaster-General to rent those offices for 
five years instead of renting them for one year. 

Mr. MAXEY. Lask the Senator to be kind enough to turn to that 
law. If he will, he will find something that I think will throw great 
light on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am only speaking now of the construction here- 
tofore given to the law in the Post-Office Department. It has never 
been the custom of the Post-Office Department, nor have they ever 
posed they had a right under existing law, to provide buildings for 
third-class post-offices. I submit to the Senator, therefore, that he pro- 
poses here to existing law; and hence this amendment, under 
our rules, is out of order. I do not know precisely why the presiding 
officer has submitted this question to the Senate. It seems to me so 
perfectly clear that it is hardly worth while to submit the question. 

Now, I desire to say one word to the Senator from Texas with refer- 
ence to the expense of this proposed amendment. I think he will agree 
with me that if the Postmaster-General is authorized to rent buildings 
for third-class offices, it is a simple method or mode of i the 
compensation of third-class postmasters beyond what the law now pro- 
vides for, and if so, it will result, as the Senator from Maine has said, 
in an additional expenditure of a million dollars. So far as I have been 
able to discover, these third-class post-offices are reasonably well con- 
ducted, and the third-class postmasters receive adequate compensation 
for the services they render. 

Mr. INGALLS. What are third-class offices? 

Mr. ALLISON. Those where the salaries are between $1,000 and 
$2,000 per annum. 

Mr. MAXEY. The Postmaster-General says in the letter I have 
had read to the Senate, and which will appear in the RECORD, that there 
isno difference in the method of computation of the compensation of 
first, second, and third class postmasters. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I agree. 

Mr. MAXEY. They are all on the same footing, and then he says 
there is no reason for making the distinction. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are all paid on a computation of percentages, 
I agree. When the computation reaches $2,000 the class is changed 
from a third-class office toa second class office, so that when the compen- 
sation is $1,950 the postmaster is not allowed rent, and when it amounts 
to $2,050 heis. You must draw the line somewhere with reference to 
these matters, and that arbitrary line is $2,000, as fixed. 

What I object to is changing the existing law with reference to the 
power of the Postmaster-General to rent these offices, because if he is 
authorized to rent offices he will also be authorized to fit up the offices 
and fit them up with what are known as Yale locks. All the second- 
class post-offices, or nearly all of them, I believe, are now fitted up by the 
Government with Yale locks. The rental and the Yale-lock provision 
will make a range of from five to six or seven hundred dollars for each 
third-class post-office. I submit to the Senator from Texas that this is 
too large an increase of the tures of the Post-Office Department, 
unless it ean be shown that third-class rs do not receive 
a sufficient compensation for the work they perform. Under existing 
law as I understand it third-class postmasters are allowed clerk-hire as 
well as second-class and there is a considerable allowance 
made by the Post-Office Department to third-class rs for clerk- 
hire. Ifnow we allow them clerk-hire and to rent buildings for their 


use, it seems to me we shall very largely swell the annual appropria- 
tions for the postal service. 


If the Senator from Texas can convince me that the third-class post- 
masters are not 5 adequate compensation under the law which 
we passed in 1883, which was said to be very liberal toward them and 
which increased their compensation beyond what they had received 
before, I shall admit that there is an equity in favor of some increase; 
but I submit that it is dangerous to allow all these third-class post- 
masters, whether their salary be $1,000 or $1,900, to have their re- 
spective offices fitted up with Yale locks and all the modern appliances 
that are used in first and second class post-offices, 

So I submit again to the Senate that this amendment is an absolute 
change of existing law; that there has never been a time when the 
Post-Office Department under existing law could allow third-class post- 
masters any sum whatever for rent. So it seems te me that the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, after all, the argument which has 
been presented has not been met. The whole argument of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa is simply that this ought not to be done because it will 
cost money. That is all there is in it. Not one single argument has 
been offered or can be offered why this provision should extend to first 
and second class offices that does not equally apply to third-class 
offices. So says the Postmaster-General, whose duty it is to investigate 
to the bottom of these things. 

We have already on this bill reduced, and in my judgment very cou- 
siderably reduced, the revenues of the Post-Office ent. When 
you come to the method of computing the salary of the third-class 
offices it is exactly the same as for the second and the first class, and 
the Postmaster-General—a point which the Senator seems altogether 
to have overlooked—has said: 


The records show that roomy, well-arranged, and well-furnished offices not 
only facilitate the transaction of business, but very largely increase the reve- 
nues of the Department. 


That is the opinion of the Postmaster-General, and in respect to this 
particular thing he says: 


I know of no reason why these expensesshould not be paid at third-class post- 
Offices na well an at first ANA seopnd class office, 


Besides, I ask the Senator to point out the law which authorizes the 
Postmaster-General to lease for a term of years offices for post-offices of 
the first and second class and which excluded the third-class offices. 
Is there anything now which would prohibit him from leasing for one 
year, because it can not be for a longer term, premises for a post-oflice 
of either the first, second, or third class ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Now will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MAXEY. Certainly, 

Mr. ALLISON. Is not the effect of his proposed amendment to in- 
crease . of third-class post masters to the extent of the 
rent pai 

Mr. MAXEY. I can not see that it has the slightest effect on the 
third-class offices that does not apply equally to the first and second 
classes, because all three are paid precisely in the same way; and at last 
the only argument which can be used is that it will cost money. So it 
costs money for the first-class offices, so it does for the second-class 
offices; but why, I ask, should these privileges be extended to one por- 
tion of the community and not in like manner to the other portions of 
the community where especially the Postmaster-General, who ought to 
know, says that there is no difference in the method of computing the 
pay, and no reason which applies to one that does not apply to the 
others? : 

I have not been able to see that the point of order would apply at 
all. Ifitbe that this is original legislation sent to us by the House on 
an appropriatiop bill, then the Senate has a right to or to con- 
cur with amendments as on other bills. If the amendment be rele- 
vant, pertinent, germane, cognate to the text, we have the Tight to do 
it in my judgment; and this is simply carrying out and making plain 
that which the Postmaster-General tells us is shadowy—that is the right 
to rent offices at all. 

Mr. PLUMB. L suppose it is in order to discuss the merits of this 
proposition upon the point of order; and therefore I want to say a few 
words about the merits. 

I have no doubt some better rule should be established than that ob- 
taining now in regard to the allowance of rent and the making of leases 
for buildings for the accommodation of the postal service in the matter 
of buildings for post-offices; but any rule we are likely to make by 
statute is arbitrary, and there will always be found exceptions to the 
rule which will constitute arguments for a change. Certainly there is 
one thing we ought to consider is connection with this matter at the 
present time, that this is going to add very largely to the expense of 
the service. As the Senator from Texas says, that probably is not the 
strongest argument against it; but itshould be borne in mind that we 
have recently very largely reduced the cost of ‘the service to the peo- 
ple of the United States by the reduction of letter postage, and theSen- 
ate has lately voted by an overwhelming majority to reduce the 
on second-class matter one-half, which will e a deficit of at least 
$500,000 jn addition to that which otherwise would exist. 

Mr. MAXEY. We have also increased from a half ounce to an 
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ounce the weight of letters carried at the single rate, thereby taking 
away some we get on letters. 

Mr. PLUMB. The deficit last year was over $2,000,000. The deficit 
this year will be probably something like $3,000,000 as now estimated. 
If we add to that a half million dollars as the diminished receipts from 
newspaper postage, we shall have a deficit of about three and a half 
millions. 


Mr. INGALLS. What were the revenues last year? 

Mr. PLUMB. The postal revenues last year were about $48,000,000. 
For the postal service proper the expenses and revenue run about to- 
gether; they vary from 8 to 12 per cent. As to this amendment it is 
pretty hard to l how much it will add, but I think it will be safe to 

it will add, in the ordinary way of administration, at least half a 

milion dollars to the expenditure, and it may add more. The num- 
ber of third-class offices is very much in excess of the number of second- 
class offices. Of course if the business were carried on as a private in- 
dividual would carry on his business, a number of offices would 
not be rented. The theory on which this classification was originally 
fixed, or rather on which the allowance of rent was originally fixed, was 
that the smaller offices would largely be stationed in stores and other 
places of business. 
. Mr. MAXEY. I beg to call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that the Postmaster-General is not required to lease. He may do it. 
It is left in his discretion. He will only lease such offices as may be 
for the good of the service. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have a great deal of respect for the executive 
branch of the Government; but I do not know of any powers that it is 
authorized to exercise that it does not find occasion to exercise in the 
course of the fiscal year. 

There is this other thing which ought to be understood about it: If 
the Government rents an office it must rent the entire room. It sub- 
mits to no partnership and can not submit to any partnership, especially 
in reference to a room to be occupied for postal purposes. It will not 
do to have a man in the office who has not a legal right to be there, to 
stay at night, and consequently to have access to the mail as much as 
the postmaster perhaps. That would have the effect either to entirely 
take away from the postmaster any responsibility as to the sacredness 
of the mail, or it would have the effect to add to him a responsibility 
which no postmaster would assume. Therefore, if this provision is to 
be ad and earried out, it will result in the Government renting 
rooms in large numbers of places where now there is adequate accommo- 
dation in connection with such other business as the postmaster him- 
self, having a due regard to his own responsibility and the security of 
the mails intrusted to him, permits to be carried on in the same room 
with his post-office. : 

But, as I was saying, there are many reasons why there might be 
some exception to this right. There are a great many third-class post- 
offices where the merit of the proposition is very plain to me ; but it 
seems to me that now, having so largely diminished the revenues of 
the Post-Office Department, we could permit this matter to go over for 
a year. or two longer until the revenues have approached the expendi- 
tures before we enter upon any new experiments, and especially upon 
such as we know will inevitably largely increase the expenses of the 
service. I hope, therefore, that the Senate will not adopt this proposi- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Is the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Texas in order? 

The question being put, a division was called for; and the ayes 
were 7. 5 ¢ 

Mr. PLATT. Evidently the only way to obtain a quorum is to have 
the yeas and nays. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 20, 
nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Blair, Hampton, Mahone, Vance, 
Call, Hill, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Jackson, Palmer, Vest, 
Coke, Jonas, Sawyer, Williams, 
Conger, MeMillan, Sewell, Wilson. 
NAYS—H4,. 

Aldrich, Cullom, Groome, Lapham, 
Allison, Dawes, Hale, Mitchell, 
Bayard, Dolph, Ha Morrill, 
Butler, munds, Harrison, Platt, 
Cameron of Wis., Garland, Hawley, Plumb, 

ce, ibson, Ingal Voorhees. 

ABSENT—32. 

Beck, Frye, Pugh 
Bowen, George, MePucreon, Ransom, 
Brown, Gorman, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Pa., Hoar, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Miller of N. V., Saulsbury, 
Colquitt, Jones.of Nevada, M j Sherman, 
Fair, Kenna, Pendieton, Slater, 

ley, Lamar Pike, Walker. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate decides that the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas is not in order. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to strike out lines 171, 172, and 173, and to in- 
sert in lieu thereof: 

For transportation of foreign mails, including railway transit across the Istb- 
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mus of Panama, $800, 
enter into contracts for the transportation of any 
legal advertisement, with the lowest responsible 
50 cents a nautical mile on the trip, each way, actual! 


And the Postmaster-General is he: 
of said 


v authorized to 
y tra 
points: Provided, That the mails so contracted shall be carried on 


steamships, and that the aggregate of such contracts shall not exceed 
one-half of the sum hereby appropriated. 


Mr. BAYARD. I raise the question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware submits 
the question of order that this amendment is not in order. The Chair 
submits the question to the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. In connection with that I wish to say that section 4009 
of the Revised Statutes provides: 

Sec. 4009. For transporting the mail between the United States and any for- 
eign port, or between ports of the United States tonching at a foreign port, the 
Postmaster-General may allow as compensation, if by a United States steam- 
ship, any sum not exceeding the sea and United States inland ; and if 
by a foreign steamship or by a sailing vessel,any sum not exceeding the sea 
postage on the mail so transported. 

And this provision clearly annuls that statute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Is the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Maine in order ? 

Mr. FRYE. In the first place I join issue with the Senator from 
Kentucky; an issue has been joined with him on that very point not 
at a far distant day from this in another body which I have no author- 
ity to mention by name. Take the very provision which the Senator 
suggests, and let him look at the last clause of that provision and he 
will see the distinction between the first clause and the second clause 
very clearly. One says the vessel shall be allowed under the contract 
the sea and inland postage; how much is that? How much was it last 
year, will the Senator state? 

Mr. BECK. I do not know; I have not the figures. 

Mr. FRYE. It was about $1,500,000. Under the second clause it 
says, ‘‘shall not exceed the sea and inland postage on the mail so trans- 
ported,“ the words on the mail so transported being a clear limits- 
tion of the right and power of the Postmaster-General; and that is not 
contained in the first clause to which the Senator referred. 

Now, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to another thing. I 
find that it is very common in the United States Senate in stating the 
Senate rule to misstate it by confounding it with the House rule. The 
Senator from Iowa, in making the point made a few moments ago, used 
the language of the House rule,“ changing existing law.“ The House 
rule is that legislation changing existing law shall not be in order. 
There is no such language as that in the Senate rule, and none such 
can be found there. The Senate rule is that general legislation shall 
not be permitted on appropriation bills. There may be legislation on 
appropriation bills which is not general legislation, and a proposition 
may be entirely in order which does change existing law. The Senate 
ought to bear that in mind in determining this question. 

I am sorry that the question has been submitted to the Senate. I 
preier very much that a presiding officer, with the responsibility upon 

im of deciding according to the rule, should determine upon this 
question, because I believe I have some familiarity with the rules of 
the Senate and the rules of the House, and I declare that this amend- 
ment which I have offered, by any fair construction of the Senate rule, 
is strictly in order. 

I do not cite the fact here that the Senate over and over again has 
decided it to be in order. When the proposition has been before the 
Senate, going to a much greater length than this amendment goes, one 
that made provision for expending $1,700,000; when it provided that it 
should be in 4,000-ton ships; when it provided for a charter for those 
ships; when it provided for $200,000 for a line between here and Brazil, 
mentioning it by name, the United States Senate three times over de- 
elared it to be in order by an overwhelming majority. I do not cite 
that in favor of this amendment now, because I am aware, as Senators 
are, that the Senate is apt to determine a rule as it thinks best for the 
Government at the time when the point of order is su ed. The 
presiding officer, on the contrary, is bound to rule as he believes the rule 
to be, and recognizing that fact I repeat I am sorry that he has felt 
obliged to-day to submit the question of order to the Senate in this case. 

Now, sir, only one point has been made, that this is general! 
tion. Everybody admits that it is open to no other point of order. ere 
are three or four that could be raised, but nobody raises one of them, 
and therefore I address myself to the question whether or not this is 
general legislation under the Senate rule, and I contend, with great re- 
spect, that it is not. I contend that there never was an appropriation 
bill passed by the Senate, there never has been one submitted to the 
Senate by the Senate committee holding themselves bound by the rule, 
which has not had more in it subject to the point that it was legisla- 
tion than this amendment has. I will take the very bill we are now 
considering. I call the attention of the Senator from Kentucky to this 


term 


part of it: 7 
For compensation to clerks in post-offices, $5,150,000. And ers are au- 
thorized, with the val of the Postmaster-General, to gn aea Aopen a 


lerk respecti to duty in thereof: 

Provided ahaaa That any — Kail be pala tome money-order funds for 
such time as he is engaged in money-order work, 

Just exactly as open to the objection of being general legislation as 


this amendment which I have proposed now, 
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Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Maine will allow me, I should 
be glad to ask him if his amendment does not a provision in 
the Revised Statutes, does not establish a different legal rule than the 
one prescribed by the section of the Revised Statutes? 

Mr. FRYE. I say it does not, very respectfully. 

Mr. HARRIS. It does not? 

Mr. FRYE. It does not. 

Mr. HARRIS. With what particular object then does the Senator 
offer it if it does not change existing law ? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator asked if it changed any existing rule regu- 
lating the administration of affairs of this kind. I say it does not. 
There is only one question, and that is whether or not it changes the 
existing law touching the amount of compensation which may be given. 
That is the only point raised, because there is authority given now to 
make contracts by law. x 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will allow me, my question wasa little 
broader than he chooses to ize. Does his amendment change a 
peoa existing law that exists to-day? That is the question that I 

esire to propound. 

Mr. FRYE. It has been determined, not a thousand miles from here, 
by the presiding officer of a body as important as this, that it did not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I was asking for the opinion of the Senator who 
offered the amendment. Other bodies are governed by their own rules 
of order, as this body ought to be governed by its rules of order. We 
have a rule which prohibits receiving an amendment which is Jegisla- 
tive in its character upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Not precisely. 

Mr. HARRIS. Well, to be precise, it prohibits general legislation to 
a eee appropriation bill. 

r. FRYE. That is it exactly. 

Mr. HARRIS. If we have a general law upon the statute-book on 
the subject, and the Senator's amendment modifies or e that gen- 
eral law, is it not legislation such as.is prohibited by the rule? 

Mr. FRYE. Not necessarily at all; and I call the attention of the 
Senator from Tennessee to the provision of the statutes in section 4009, 
cited by the Senator from Kentucky, and it is the only provision under 
which any question can be raised even as to whether or not it changes 
the law, because the Postmaster-General is to-day by law authorized to 
make contracts for carrying this very mail. 

The first part of section 4009 says that whenever the Postmaster- 
General makes these contracts for transporting the mail between the 
United States and any foreign port,’’ if in an American steamship 
the compensation shall not exceed the sea and United States inland 
postage. That, last year, was from $1,200,000 to $1,500,000. The 
next clause goes right on and says, after a semicolon: 

And if by a foreign steamship or by a sailing vessel, any sum not exceeding 
the sea postage on the mail so transported, 

And those words are nowhere a qualification upon the first clause of 
the section. 

Mr. BECK. So that the Senator from Maine may answer what I 
propose to show, if I can, is the construction of that statute, I want to 
ask him to allow me to suggest now what my construction of it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr, FRYE, With pleasure. 

Mr. BECK. I desire the Senator to have full opportunity to answer 
my proposition; therefore I suggest it ta him now. When he asked me 
the question if I knew what was the total amount of sea and inland 
postages last year, I, of course, said no; I did not even know what he 
meant by the question; and even after he announced it was from a 
million and a quarter to a million and a half of dollars I failed to com- 
prehend what he meant by that. My construction of the statute is that 
the million and a quarter or million and a half of surplus has nothing 
to do with the construction of the law or the pay steamships are enti- 
tled to receive for services. The law provides that when the mail is 
transported by a United States steamship the Postmaster-General may 
allow that steamship any sum not exceeding the sea and United States 
inland postage upon the mail so carried by that particular ship. He 
can not allow the million and a half of lus or any part of it to any 
one American steamship that carries a single letter. He can only give 
the ocean and land postage on the mail it carries. I repeat that the 
Revised Statutes limit his authority to allowing to an American ship, 
or any number of ships that may carry the mail, the ocean postage on 
the mail carried and theinland postage added; the sum is in proportion 
to the amount of mail carried, or in other words to the service done, 
and the total amount of surplus has no connection with the question 
we are now considering at all. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, Mr. President, for the sake of the argument, I 
am going to admit that the Senator from Kentucky is right. I knew, 
of course, he would make that point. It is the only point that there 
is touching this legislation. Now, if the Senator from Kentucky will 
observe, there is no repeal of that section in this amendment. 

Mr. BECK. It does not repeal it in so many words, but it repeals 
it by maig contradictory provisions. 

Mr. FRYE. It does not repeal itin an 


mse whatever; it suspends 
it for one year, and that is not general : 


jegislation by any manner of 
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means. General ea regres is that which lives until repealed; general 
legislation is that which stands upon your statute-book and requires a 
repealing clause to get rid of it; and there is no such thing as general 
aegon on an appropriation bill which dies with the appropriation 
bill. 


The Senator from Kentucky is always consistent about this; he has 
always endeayored to prevent anything being done for American ship- 
ping, Iadmit. I call his attention to another item in this appropria- 
tion bill beginning on line 79, on page 4, which also passed the scrutiny 
of the distinguished Senator from Kentucky: 


For inland transportation by steamboat routes, $615,000. The Postmaster-Gen- 


eral is authorized to contract for inland and foreign steamboat mail service, when 
it ean be combined in one route, where the fo office or offices are not more 
than two hundred miles distant from the domestic office, on the same terms and 
conditions as inland steamboat service, and pay for the same out of the appro- 
priation for inland steamboat service. | 


There is a provision deliberately left in this appropriation bill by the 
Senator from Kentucky, who objected to this provision when before the 
committee that it contained general legislation. There is a provision 
more open to the charge of being gen legislation, and pro ig for 
a payment for this class of service in American lines of 66 cents a mile 
instead of 50, to which the limitation isin my amendment. How is 
it that the Senator from Kentucky closes his eyes to a certain on 
of what he claims is general legislation and keeps them siap open 
every time a proposition is here made to help the American p 
carry the flag of the country on the ocean? 

Now I call the attention of the Senate to probably the most carefully 
considered ruling that has ever been given in the United States Senate 
to this question of general legislation. I admit that on an examina- 
tion of the authorities the question has been submitted almost invaria- 
bly to the Senate and that the Senate every time it has been submitted 
but once has declared it to be in order. But it was last year in the 
month of April considered by the presiding officer on an appropriation 
where an amendment was proposed of over $3,000,000—an appropriation 
which was contested as violently, as determinedly as any appropriation 
ever was before the United States Senate; and that was on a naval 
propriation bill, fresh in the memory of every Senator here last April. 
An appropriation was proposed to enable the President to s hen 
the naval establishment of the United States, with provisions of limita- 
tion, of qualification, of description, of power to contract, of power to 
build, occupying one entire column of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD in 
the ordinary fine print of the RECORD. The point of order was raised 
by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. He saw the general legis- 
lation in that just as plainly as he sees it in this, and very promptly he 
raised the point that it was not in order because it was general legisla- 
tion. But the presiding officer ruled it in order; and he stated to the 
Senate that he had given the subject the carefullest attention, that he 
knew the question would be raised, that he had reviewed the decisions, 
and that he came deliberately to his conclusion; and his rng na in 
these words, which I commend to the United States Senate as a distinct, 
clear statement of what the term general legislation“ means when 
used in Rule XVI of the Senate: 

Mr. Beck, I submit that the amendment just read is new legislation, and not 
in order under the rules of the Senate, 

The Presipext¥pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the amendment is in 
order, for the reason that it is a provision like the provisions in all the appro- 
priation bills for increasing the establishment the bill provides for, as an appro- 
priation bill in respect of the Treasury Department provides for more clerks, 
provides for new furniture,and all things that relate to the su of the bill 
and the execution of the purpose of the establishment. The Chair therefore 
feels obliged to rule that this amendment is not general legislation within the 
sense of the sixteenth rule. 

Mr, BECK. Then I suppose under that ruling we might provide for buildin, 
a hundred new cruisers as an amendment to this appropriation bill, althoug! 
Ahere is no existing law on the subject. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair does not think that the number of 
cruisers is affected by the rule. 

Mr, Beck. I just desired to know what power an .de committee 
has. I had been taught to believe heretofore that no new legislation could be 
pro} d on an appropriation bill, and I am yaz sure that the present occu t 
of the chair held us to a very strict accountability, and not only did not allow 
legislation on an appropriation bill, but not even an amendment to a House 


provision containing legislation. But I assume the Chair knows more about 
the rules than I do. 


Just here the Senator from Kentucky sawas much general legislation 
and more, costing more money, building cruisers that he did not want 
to build, he saw more general legislation a hundred times over than in 
this simple amendment that I have offered. What did the presiding 
officer say for the instruction of the Senator from Kentucky: 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore— 


I want the Senator to hear this— 


The PRESIDENT protempore, The Chairhas examined the Journal as to anal- 
ogous amendments at former sessions, and finds himself, as he eines, See sup- 
panes: The distinction is a very broad and obvious one between the general 

lation named in the rule and a provision of this character, ‘ General leg- 
tion,“ in the general sense (there are exceptions, however), is legislation that 

is permanent and regulates the conduct of affairs, and does not exhaust itself 
of its own force, as every item or provision in appropriation bills properly does. 


There is the definition given by the presiding officer from a sense of 
duty after exhaustive examination, deliberately given on an amendment 
appropriating millions of dollars. It was fought determinedly in the 
Senate and in the other branch. 
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bilis properly does, 
He says further: 
This amendment is to provide for doi 
statutory part of it isentirely exhausted a 
been executed. 
Precisely my amendment. 5 
That is widely different from a regulation even in of the conduct of 
officers of the Navy, which regulation would be a — | genet that would 
‘ore thin 


an act which when once done the 
the law is no longer in force ; it has 


continue in force until re ed. The Chair th however great the 
enactment of the subject is, that within the rule it is in order. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment. 

And no appeal 


was taken from the ruling of the e officer; 
and I submit that that ought to settle the question of order in favor of 
the amendment which I propose, for it is limited to an appropriation 
for the next fiscal year. t provisions are contained in the au- 
thority given to the Postmaster-General die a natural death with the 
appropriation bill. It has every element that the amendment to the 
naval 5 bill objected to last year had, and in my judgment 
is clearly in order. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine was obliged to 
admit, though he said he did it for the sake of argument, that there was 
no relevancy between the question which he asked me so triumphantly 
at first—if I knew what was the lus received from the foreign-mail 
service; headmits now, as he is obliged to do, even for the sake of the 

ent, as he said, meaning of course that he could not as a fair- 
minded man do anything else but admit, that it has no connection with 
this question. He denied that the section from which I read, 4009, 
limited the right of the Postmaster-General to the allowance to any. 
American steamship of the ocean and the land postage; he now agrees 
that if that was only ten dollars or ten hundred dollars the amount of 
services controlled the amount of pay, and that it had no connection 
at all with the million or milliom a half of lus that remained 
from the total service. When that fact is admitted, it follows as a neces- 
sary consequence that an amendment to this bill which allows 50 cents 
a nautical mile of the trip each way actually run by the ship between 
the terminal points, which may amount to ten times as much as the 
ocean and the land postage added, for the mail carried by that 
ship is a change of the existing law as absolute as if the original law 
had been repealed. It is a repeal of it by implication, a repeal of it in 
fact for a year, a change of the existing condition. He might as well 
contend that an act that suspended the law against murder, burglary, 
arson, or any other crime for a year was not a change of existing law 
because it operated only fora limited time. During the time to which 
this provision applies the law as laid down in the Revised Statutes, 
which is a general law and provides for all classes of ships both foreign 
and American, is repealed so long as the law we now seek to pass, if it 
is declared in order, remains in force. Whether it be for five years or 
for one year or forsix months or for one day, during the time that the 
provision now sought to beingrafted in the Post-Office appropriation bill 
remains in force, the general laws in the Revised Statutes of the United 
States are changed, altered, suspended, are not the rules to govern the 
conduct of citizens, nor the rules to govern the Postmaster-General, not 
the rule of compensation by which people ing the mails are to be 
paid. If an amendment that a general law does not come 
basen the provisions of our rules, then Iam ata loss to know what 
woul 

The Senator from Maine seems to think that I have been wonder- 
fully negligent in not noticing the provisions of the House bill inserted 
in the text, not inserted here. Many of them were doubtless subject 
to a question of order under our rules if they had been proposed to be 
inserted here, among them the provision whereby ters are al- 
lowed to employ their clerks in the money-order business as well as 
outside of it, which under existing law or regulations they are not au- 
thorized to do; that may be new legislation. I am asked why did I 
not move to strike it out? My answer is it isin the original bill; the 
House had a right to put it there. They did put it there. So with re- 

to the amendment we adopted in relation to carrying the mail to 

oreign offices that might be within two hundred miles of our coast; that 

Was in the original bill sent here by the House, not subject to any point 
of order here. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I call the Senator’s attention to pages 9, 10, 11, 6, 7, 5, 
containing exceedingly healthy provisions touching the carrying of 
mails, ae and all that sort of thing, which the Senate itself 
this very day declared to be good legislation and has kept in, and I 
call the attention of the Senator to the fact that he and the other mem- 
bers of the Appropriations Committee struck every word of that good 
legislation out which the Senate has declared to be good and put back 
again to-day, simply on the ground that it was general legislation—no 
other ground. The Senator himself admitted it was good legislation; 


a majority of the committee admitted that it was good legislation; and 
yet they said they were compelled to strike it out because it was gen- 
eral legislation, and now the Senator says, forsooth, that the provision 
tonching foreign and domestic mails where they can be connected within 


two hundred miles came from the House of Representatives, as it had 


aright to come, and for that reason it was not stricken out. The rest 
came from the same source. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maine has a logical mind when he 
takes pains to be logical; but I ask him what connection has the re- 
mark that he has just made with this question? All the provisions 
alluded to were inserted by the House, none of them were inserted by 
the Senate, and being inserted by the House they were not subject to 
any point of order under our rules. 

Mr. FRYE. But they were subject to the knife of the Appropria- 
tions Committee. 

Mr. BECK. That does not affect the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. I was replying to the Senator’s remarks. 

Mr. BECK. I am endeavoring to discuss this question under our 
rules and to show that the criticism in regard to our keeping in certain 
provisions with regard to money-order offices, and adopting. the port of 
Cuba as a domestic office, has nothing to do with this question of order; 
and the Senator rose as though he had made a great discovery and showed 
a number of other things that were in the bill and met with the disap- 

val of the Senate committee, and with the approval of the Senate; 
but they were all House provisions, and a question of order could not be 
made against them here. I believed that the legislation of the House 
was good legislation, and I voted for it, in regard to the increase in the 
weight of letters from half an ounce to one ounce and for the reduction 
of the postage on newspapers. I made the motion to disagree with the 
committee myself, but that was as an individual Senator. I was not 
dealing with the rules when the question was brought before us where 
I had a right to vote as I pleased, the rules permitting me to vote as I 
chose in regard to retaining or striking out those House provisions, I 
voted to retainthem. I see no connection between these questions and 
this proposition. 
. Now the Senator makes an effort to overthrow the provisions of the 
Revised Statutes and to adopt a new rule of compensation e eee to 
ocean mail carriers, to wit: 50 cents a mile whether a single letter be 
carried or not, setting at naught the provision of the Revised Statutes 
which limits the rate to be paid by the Postmaster-General to the sea 
and the land postage upon all letters carried by any particular ship. 
His proposition may double or quadruple, or even go a hundred-fold 


Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. BECK. All general legislation is prohibited on appropriation 
bills; and this general legislation reaches over the whole class of sub- 
jects to which it pertains and overthrows the laws of the land as pro- 
vided in section 4009 of the Revised Statutes. 

The Senator chooses to go out of his way to say in connection with 
this question, when I simply read the statute—the question of order 
having been made by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAyYARD]—that 
I am opposed to everything that aids American ships. Iam not going 
to discuss those questions; I have argued them in the Senate before, to 
my own satisfaction at least. I believe I voted for every provision of 
the bill the Senator from Maine brought up last year, which he claimed 
vas pong to do a great deal of good to our ocean commerce. I believe 
it did some, but it was a very feeble effort toward accomplishing any 
substantial result. The only two steamships that we bad then on the 
Atlantic in the European trade that he said his bill would enable us 
to maintain the American flag upon, and perhaps add others, have torn 
down their since that bill was passed. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator will pardon me for saying that they would 
not have torn down their flag if the Senator and Senators and members 
of the House of Representatives who believed with him would háve 
55 the provision for carrying the mail to have gone into that 
Mr. BECK. It was said that the bill we passed would build up and 
add to our ships; yet instead of doing any good we have lost the only 
two we had on the Philadelphia line, and we had none in New York or 
elsewhere. The objection I have always made to all of these proposi- 
tions is that this is a subsidy and nothing but a subsidy disguised under 
the shape of a mail contract. These ships are to have 50 cents for each 
mile they sail if the Postmaster-General sees fit to give it to them if 
they carry one letter apiece, and that sum of $400,000 is to be given to 
certain American steamships; but few men have American steamships; 
all the sailing vessels of the United States competing with these peo- 
ple in the same trade are to be handicapped by it. It is simply build- 
ing up a favored line or lines for a few favored men. The subsidy is 
only to last for one year. No man can build a ship between now and 
the expiration of the next fiscal year to enter into competition with the 
men who already have those ships on those lines that are thus to be paid 
50 cents a mile whether they carry mails or not. It is the old Garri- 
son subsidy, it is the old Pacifie Mail subsidy, it is the old Brazilian 
subsidy in a new and more insidious form. 

The Senator from Maine has stricken out some words from his amend- 
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ment. The proposition submitted by the Senator from Maine which our 
committee ek parts was different from that which he has now submit- 
ted. That now before us was submitted after the bill wasreported. The 
first amendment which we rejected proposed to make a contract allow- 
ing 50 cents a mile to all steamships trading between the ports of the 
Atlantic and the ports of the Pacific through any foreign country. When 
the committee developed the fact and all agreed that there was not a 
letter carried from New York or New Orleans by way of Panama, or 
from Panama to San Francisco or anywhere else on our Pacific coast 
by any American steamship line, because we had at least three great 
lines of railway, from New Orleans, from Saint Louis, from Chicago, 
from Saint Pau), carrying all our mails across the continent to all our 
own ports on the Pacific, and that those ships would not carry a single 
letter, and it was too bald a subsidy to come before the Senate and de- 
mand 50 cents a mile for ships running between the ports of the Atlantic 
and the ports of the Pacific through any foreign country on the pretense 
of carrying the mail, when they did not carry a single letter, the Sen- 
ator, after the bill was reported, I believe, amended it by striking out 
that portion which the committee had rejected, upon the ground that 
it was a subsidy pure and simple, as yo mail ever goes in that way by 
steamships. 

I repeat, the provision now is only for a year, so that the few men 
who hold these lines in their own hands, whether they do work or not, 
are to have $800,000 given to them if the Postimaster-General sees fit to 
give it to them, whether they do service or not. 

Mr. FRYE. Four hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BECK. It is now reduced to $400,000. No man in the United 
States can build a sailing vessel to compete with them within the time 
allowed. I ask what is this proposition buta subsidy? What is that 
but an unjust discrimination? What is that but enabling a few favored 
men inside the United States who happen to own the only steamships 
that are ranning between the ports named $400,000 out of the Treasury 
of the United States for nothing, to the injury of the men who are com- 
peting with them, who also own American ships but have not ships or 
the character thatthe amendment would allow the subsidy to be given 
to, and, as I said, without allowing any man time to build a ship to 
compere with them to get any part of the $400,000 ? 

I have contended and always will maintain, and I think maintain 
successfully, that the only way to aid our commerce is to do something 
that is to help what inherently belongs to the business itself. A prop- 
osition is now pending which I was told will be up to-morrow, that I 
hope to vote for and to urge, to which I call the attention of the Senate 
now as one of the things that I think will do good. Where foreign ma- 
terial is brought to this country and put into ships, into merchandise 
or anything, and exported afterward, we now only allow 90 per cent. 
draw The proposition which the Senate will be called to act We 
to-morrow, I hope, is to allow 100 per cent.; in other words to allow 
them all they paid for what they afterward export. That bounty 
pertains to the business itself. That will help. Anything that helps 
an American ship-owner or ocean carrier I have been in favor of, and 
have advocated as urgently as any man on this floor; but when I see, 
or think I see, that a few men are seeking to get money out of the Treas- 
ury for nothing, whether you call it a postal contract or a subsidy or 
anything else, and it is not going to aid our commerce, is not going to 
aid our trade or do anything else but enrich the pets of Congress, I 
have always opposed their schemes, and I always expect to do so, 

This I regard as a subject of that character. I do not care, however, 
togointo that. Idonot want tohave any controversy now in theclosing 
days of the session in regard to my ideas of trade or commerce. There 
is no time for it; I do not want to take up the time of the Senate to do 
it, but I will say to the Senator from Maine that whenever he brings 
any proposition before the Senate that in my judgment will be a benefit 
to our trade or to our commerce he will find no man who will go fur- 
ther than I shall. I would give our people raw material free; I would 
give them everything I could that would enlarge and extend their 
markets abroad and enable them to buy as cheaply as possible and to 
sell as profitably to foreign nations as they can, and thus enable them 
to compete with every other people on the open high seas of the world. 
That is what I seek to do. 

Iam properly charged with being an advocate of free ships. The 
main reason why I have demanded free ships for our people is because 
we have by treaty with England, France, Prussia, Russia, with all the 
nations of the world except Spain, given them a right to trade to and 
from our ports and to carry our goods upon exactly the same terms as 
our own ships can carry them, prohibiting Congress as long as those 
treaties remain in force from giving our ships any advantage over them 
by rebate or discrimination in trade and commerce. We allow them 
to trade in ships that cost them $200,000 while our people are forced 
to pay $300,000 for the same kind of ships, and they are expected to 
compete with foreigners even for our own trade upon such terms. I 
insist that it can not be done. The difference in the cost makes the 
difference between profit and loss. 

I go further and maintain that as long as we keep up a Chinese wall 
around ourselves in arder to pee’ if you please, what you call Amer- 
ican industry the wall is as high on the one side as it is on the other, 


and our trade is crippled, yes, ruined by it. Germany is crying trichina 


against our pork; France, pleuro-pneumonia against our cattle; Eng- 
land is s ling to get her supplies from other countries; we are only 
crippling and ruining our own exporters and the laborers in the land 
by building up a wall that prohibits them from swapping their prod- 
ucts and fabrics with other people. But, as I said, I am not going into 
these questions now. : 

It is because in my opinion the policy it is now to pursue 
is merely for the benefit of a few people, to the detriment of the whole 
country, that I am opposed to it; and believing that it is general legis- 
lation on an appropriation bill and is in itself impolitic, especially as 
it does not enable all American citizens to compete for the subsidy 
given, because it limits it only to the few people who have ships upon 
certain lines now, and there can be no competition before the fiscal 
runs out by any man in yet unbuilt American ships, that I Seagate 
legislation in itself as vicious even if it is in order. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I did not say anything at all about the 
merits of the amendment, and I did not suppose that any Senator would 
discuss the merits of the amendment on the question of order. The 
Senator from Kentucky has seen fit to devote most of his time in this 
direction, therefore it is necessary for me to make a few words of reply. 

First, as to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company getting all of this 
appropriation, I do not believe if George Washington was in the United 
States Senate to-day and a question affecting the interests of our great 
merchant marine, which is dying and almost dead, was before the Sen- 
ate he would attempt to frighten his colleagues with any cry about 
Pacific Mail Steamship or subsidy; and I do know that the Senator 
from Kentucky never fails in making the attempt. I suppose when a 
two-horse stage travels down through the blue-grass regions of Ken- 
tucky away off to sdme little hamlet in the mountains carrying a half- 
dozen letters and is paid $500 a year, more than a dollar apiece for every 
letter it carries, it is no subsidy and does not smack of it. I suppose 
when Kentucky is supported in her mail system and her post-office con- 
veniences by the rest of the countyy and does not pay for such accom- 
modations within $500,000, the $500,000 is not a subsidy. I suppose 
when the Senator consents and allows it to remain a law on the statute- 
book,under which every inland steamer plying up the rivers—the Mis- 
sissippi, the Missouri, or other great rivers, on the lakes, on the coast, 
protected by law, too, against any interference by any other nation on 
the earth, by the navigation laws, a double protection—received last 
year 66 cents a mile for all the mails carried by them, that that is no 
subsidy. But when a Senator proposes to pay a vessel to-day carrying 
the American flag on the ocean 50 cents a mile at the outside limit, sub- 
sidy is the ghost that issummoned to kill it. Mr. President, no coun- 
try on the face of this earth ever treated its commercial marine so 
unjustly, so outrageously, as the United States of America has treated 
its under the lead of such gentlemen as the Senator from Kentucky. 

The Senator alludes to section 4009 as the section under which they 
shall receive their pay if contracted with. Let me call his attention to 
the history of that legislation. When that section was put on the 
statute-book how much does the Senator think there was permitted to 
be paid under it for a letter carried by an American steamship? Does 
the Senator know? Under that section, when it became a law, you 
could pay 40 cents a letter to half the foreign ports, 25 cents a letter to 
China and Japan, 30 cents a letter to Australia. Liberal pay for car- 
rying United States mails when section 4009 was put onto the statute- 
book. How comes it now cut down to 3 or 4 or 5 cents a letter—a 
beggarly pittance? The great nations of the earth met at Paris and at 
Berne, and for the good of the whole world they agreed upon certain 
panl regulations and upon certain postages that should be paid upon 

etters and papers, and they cut it down to the sea and inland pos 
of to-day, about 5 cents. What did they do? They immediately 
doubled their mail pay to every steamer they had in their service. 

Every country that met with the United States of America there at 
Berne has given heavy mail pay from that day down to now to every 
steamship carrying its mails. England last year paid $3,000,000, She 
has paid as high as $6,000,000 in a single year. She paid last year 
$1,800,000 for carrying the mail to China, Japan, and Australia, and 
you paid the beggarly pittance of $11,000. England paid last year 
$400,000 for carrying her mails to the West Indies, you paid the 
miserable pittance of $3,600. Oh, your country was imous at 
Berne and Paris when it cut down the pay for carrying mails from 40 
and 30 and 25 cents to 5 cents and charged it to men who carried the 
American flag on the ocean. Italy did not do it, Spain did not do it, 
Mexico did not do it, Peru did not, France did not, Germany did not, 
no other country on the face of the earth did it. The United States 
alone, for the good of the general country and the whole world, was 

imous and cut the carrying price down to 5 cents, and then 
compelled her own steamships to carry the whole burden of her munifi- 
cence. 

Ay, more and worse—infinitely more and infinitely worse. When 
your American vessels found they could not carry the United States 
mails for the sea and inland postage and they refused to, you went and 
put section 3976 upon the statute-book. It is a law which provides in 
terms thatany American steamship may be seized by the Postmaster- 
General, may be detained at her wharf, at a demurrage costing her 
from $100 to $150 a day, until the United States mails are ready, and 
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then shall be compelled to take them, shall carry them to the port of 
destination, shall them in the post-office, and shall receive 2 cents 
a letter in full pay therefor. Another section, 4204, contains a pro- 
vision almost exactly like it, that when your vessels are abroad, and 
coming home they could be detained by the United States consuls in 
foreign ports exposed to that enormous demurrage, compelled to wait 
for the consul to get his letters ready, and then bring them to the 
United States for 2 cents a letter; and to-day every American steam- 
ship ing the United States mail is carrying it for 2 cents a letter. 

Mr. CONGER. It can not get a clearance. 

Mr. FRYE. It can not get a clearance, as the Senator from Michi- 
gan suggests to me, until it has taken the mails, no matter if it has not 
a dozen letters. 

Mr. BECK. It will get it after the Ist of April, I believe. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; and why? 

Congress at the last session proposed, believing as I do, and as the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], one of the best econsitutional 
lawyers in this body or anywhere else, declared in a speech, that those 
laws were unconstitutional, that the United States in its grasping proc- 
ess had gone beyond its rights under the Constitution to punish Ameri- 
can steamships carrying the American flag, to repeal those two sections 
to take effect the Ist day of April next; and after the 1st day of April 

ext there is no power in the United States Government to compel an 
American 9 to carry a mail. There is no provision for carrying 
United States mails anywhere on American bottoms. The necessity is 
upon to make some provision. 

You paid last year for the transporting of your mails to Mexico, to 
the West Indies, to the Central American States about $10,000. Mex- 
ico paid tentimes that amount. You paid last year $325,000 forcarry- 
ing all your foreign mails all over the world. Italy paid $2,000,000 
the same year, France paid $4,500,000, England over $3,000,000. The 
United States made last year $1,200,000 or $1,500,000 out of her foreign 
mails. Did I say out of her foreign mails? Out of American steam- 
ships her foreign mails at 2 cents a letter. The great over- 
land mail for the Australian colonies going across our country by the 
Pacific railroads, for which the United States receives 5 cents a letter, is 
landed under that law on one of the Pacific Mail steamships, carried 
to Australia, and the United States pays 2 cents a letter. It is on rail 
six days, on steamer twenty-six. The Government makes a net profit 
of 3 cents a letter, which she puts into her Treasury, and then boasts 
through her Congressmen about the Post-Office Department being nearly 
self-sustaining. Every year for your star lines, your one-horse SUAS; 
your two-horse coaches, your boy mounted on horseback with saddle- 
bags carrying your mails across the plains, wifh a hamlet once in fifteen 
or twenty miles, it may be, the Government pays millions upon millions 
of dollars; and theSenator from Kentucky sees nosubsidyin that. Two 
years ago she paid $50,000 for one year forcarrying the mails from Gal- 
veston to Brazoria in the same State—more than she paid last year for 
all the mails carried in all the American bottoms over the whole world; 
and there is no subsidy in that. I contend there is no such thing as a 
subsidy in paying a fair price for services rendered. 

But the Senator from Kentucky says that the Pacific Mail Steamship 
Company is the bugaboo in this matter. The Pacific Mail Steamship 
-Company, forsooth, called up to frighten children with. What harm 
is it doing? Within ten years, let me tell the Senator from Kentucky, 
that same Pacific Mail Steamship Company has built eighteen iron-clad 
steamships from 2,500 to 5,000 tons burden apiece, and to-day your flag 
is kept on the ocean almost alone by that company. In ten years the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company has paid out $10,000,000 for ships 
built in American ship-yards, not in British ship-yards where the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky wants so much to build them—nine millions of it 
going to the hard-handed men of the United States of America, not to 
the toilers on the Clyde, where the Senator from Kentucky longs for 
it to go. 

How does the Pacifie Mail Steamship Company get entire control of 
these contracts? Has she no competitors? Does the Senator from 
Kentucky know that she is the only competitor, for instance, from San 
Francisco to China? Let me tell the Senator that the Occidental and 
Oriental Company has one 4,000-ton iron steamship, I think the best 
one ever built in the United States, built by Cramp of Philadelphia, 
sailing directly to China and competing for the mail with the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company and the same company has ordered another 
4,000-ton American-built ship. Is there to be no competition here? 

Again, from San Francisco to the Sandwich Islands there are some 
of the finest iron steamships on the ocean to- da the American 
flag, and they are in competition with the Pacific Steamship Com- 
pany for the United States mails. Again, between here and Aspinwall, 

ere and Mexico, here and the West Indies, there are ships to-day ready 
to compete with the Pacific Mail e Porgy cand for the carrying 
of the mails; and yet, forsooth, the Pacific Mail Steamship Company is 
to be brought up here as a great criminal. 

Sir, if you had a war to-day you would take every single iron ship 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company has for your Navy in less than 
thirty days; you would take Spreckel’s two great ships from San Fran- 
cisco, and you would take the Occidental and Oriental ships, and if 


you could not take them you would be powerless to transport your 
Is there no benefit to the country in this? 

Last year under the influence of the legi there was a steamer 
built to run on a line between New York and the River Platte, a thou- 
sand-ton iron steamer. An order was given for two more. These are 
American ships. When it was found that the legislation was defeated 
the order for the two more was countermanded; but if this measure 

the Senate to-day and becomes a law a contract in Jess than thirty 
days will be made for three more steamers to run between New York 
and the River Platte, carrying the American flag and bearing the prod- 
uets of the American loom to that country. 

Again, last year there was a steamer of a thousand tons built for 
Hayti, to run between Boston and that port. Let this measure become 
a law, and a line will be established between Boston and Hayti, and 
we . have another opportunity to send our goods under the Amer- 
ican flag. 

Dom Pedro agreed to pay $120,000 a year for carrying the mail from 
Brazil to the United States direct if the Congress of the United States 
would pay something for carrying the mail from the United States there. 
Congress refused to do it, and Dom Pedro finally withdrew his offer; 
and to-day you can not send a bale of from the United States to 
Rio Janeiro unless you send it first to Liverpool and let it lie there on 
the dock, it may be a month, for transshipment to Brazil. 

Mr. President, any decently liberel policy toward these steamships 
will establish lines between hereand the South American ports, the Cen- 
tral American ports, and the West Indies; and there is only where I wish 
to go. Those are the countries we must look to for opportunities to ex- 

rt our fabrics. We can not export them to France, nor Germany, nor 

land. They can beat us in making them; they have more than 
they want; but these other countries can not manufacture and they will 
not for a good many years. We want regularly established lines so as 
to enable our manufacturers when there is a glut in the home market 
to ship their goods into South American and Central American States. 
You can have them if you will deal with one-half the liberality that 
France or England or Germany, or even Italy, deals with her steamship 
lines; and they do not call them subsidies either. 
amendment only provides for one year. It only appropriates 
$400,000. It is not subsidy enough to frighten anybody. But if I 
could have my way I would prefer not $400,000 but $4,000,000 this 
very year, and I would see to it that once more the American should 
be seen in the ports of the world on other than naval ships. I would 
see to it that once more instead of carrying only 15 per cent. we should, 
as we used to, do 80 per cent. of our carrying trade under our own flag. 
I would not care whether the Senator from Kentucky called it subsidy 
or not. No country without a ship on the sea can be a great country, 
and in two or three years more America will be in that condition if the 
present policy is pursued. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to say a word about the merits of 
the amendment. I confined myself entirely to the question of order 
and only felt compelled to reply briefly to the remarks made by the 
Senator from Kentucky on the merits. I still insist that the amend- 
ment is not open to the point of order; that it ought to be placed onto 
the appropriation bill and made a law. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I think it must be apparent to the Sen- 
ate that the proposed amendment is of a legislative ¢ from the 
1 of the Senator from Maine. It will be observed that he com- 
plained of the laws of the United States, ing to section 4009 and 
to other sections of the Revised Statutes, and telling what a miserable 
policy had been pursued and how oppressive the laws of the United 
States are upon the ships sailing under our flag. He proposes to change 
these laws now. Ido not know how to change a general law except by 
general legislation. The whole burden of that portion of his speech 
admits the proposition which I make, that the laws as they now exist 
(which he says are very bad, and I may be willing to admit they are 
just as bad as he says they are) are now to be changed by an amend- 
ment on an appropriation bill that is general legislation. That is the 
issue between us. I insist that under the rules of the Senate we can 
not by an amendment to an appropriation bill change the general laws 
of the United States, no matter how bad they maybe. He insists that 
we can; that is the issue. The argument which he made showing that 
he was seeking to change bad laws gives up his case, as I understand 


it. 

The object of a Post- Office appropriation bill is to provide for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the next fiscal year. That is what 
we propose to do; that is the title of this bill, to make ‘‘ appropriations 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the year ending 
June 30, 1886. The Senator is now seeking to get clear of bad laws that 
limit commerce, as he contends, and prevent us from carrying, as he 
says, our manufactured goods to Rio and to South and Central Amer- 
ican ports. He does not complain of the mails; they go fast and cheap 
enough. The private man does not care how his mail goes, nor who 
carries it, so that he gets his mail cheaply and quickly. The Post- 
Office Department does not care so it goes promptly, and the spending 
of $400,000 or $800,000 or any sum, not to carry the mails, but under 


some other hidden pretense to aid commerce or build ships, is not 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2021 


making provision for the Post-Office Department for the next fiscal 
ear. ` 

3 The Senator from Maine asked me, with an air of triumph, why should 
we give a large sum of money to carry the mails from one little village 
in Kentucky to another? And why do we carry the mails at great cost 
down the Mississippi or the Ohio River, or any other stream? My 
answer is, every one of those mail-routes is let to the lowest bidder. 
Whether the carrier has a gray or white horse, a Mexican, a Canadian, 
or an American animal, the Post-Office Department does not care; the 
object is to get the mails from place to place as cheaply as possible. It 
is open to all competitors. They do not ask him whether he is an Amer- 
ican citizen or where his wagon was built; whether it was built in Lon- 
don or Paris or Berlin or Louisville or anywhere else. The object is to 
carry the mails, to get the work done. 

That is not this proposition. No one now complains that the work 
is not done; no one complains that it is not well done or that it is not 
cheaply done; but by indirection we are asked to do something else and 
call it mail service. 

The little boat that down the Mississippi, the Ohio River, or 
other streams has to call, whether she has business or not, at every 
landing where there is a post-office. The landing, the starting, the 
carrying the mail to the post-oflice is the element that makes up most 
of the cost. So with the different star routes, as we call them, over the 
country, which are let tothe lowestbidder. We have to carry the mail 
to our own people. 

But the Senator says we pay very little for ocean postage; that Eng- 
land pays enormous sums. Of course she does, but we pay more than 
three times as much for postal service in the aggregate as England pays. 
We do not pay it to steamships; we pay it to railroads, to steamboats 
cn the rivers and lakes; we pay it to the star routes. Why? Because 
we occupy a great continent and our people are scattered all over it; 
we undertake to supply them with the mails whether the particular 
State in which they live pays as much as some other State does or not. 

The Senator from Maine says that Kentucky does not pay as much 


as she receives for her mails. I tell him that Kentucky pays more into | p 


the Federal Treasury in one year than Maine has paid in the last half 
century. We pay into the Federal Treasury from our taxes more every 
year than Maine has paid in the last fifty years, if I mistake not. But 
that is no argument on this point—does not amount to anything how 
much Maine or Kentucky pays each—and the citizens of each are en- 
titled to good mail service, and they get it. The men in the far North- 
west do not pay for the mails in the form of revenues; they pay 
it in other forms, They send their to New York to go to Liver- 
pool; they send their cattle, their their vast surplus products; 
they furnish cbs ner which b back needed supplies not produced 
here, in part at least, and make the balance of trade which we boast of, 
£o far as we are allowed to trade at all. 

Scotland, and Ireland combined are very little more than 
one- they are nothing like half, as large as the State of Texas, yet 
England has 200,000,000 of people in India that she has to supply with 

that has to be done by ocean transit. She has her dominions in 
Canada; she has her naval stations the world over; she has over ten 
thousand. commercial ports to which-her ships run, and she has to send 
by vessels what we send by railroad, the mails that her le require, 
and she pays it in one form while we pay it in another. Senator 
from Maine complains because she pays in the form that he now desires 
to subsidize for doing nothing large amounts. She pays her ship-own- 
ers for doing a great deal, therefore he asserts that we are niggardly 
and she is liberal becanse we do not pay ours for doing nothing. 

The difference in the conditions of the ee to be supplied with 
mails makes the differences in the means of transportation. England 
can not reach the East Indies by a railway nor by a star route. She 
can not reach Canada except by the ocean. She can not reach her great 
trading ports all over the world except by her ships, and she pays the 
sea-going service for doing it. We can reach our people by railways, 
by star routes, by steamboats on lakes and rivers, and we pay the serv- 
jce for doing that, because that is the best way to reach the people. 
That is all t is in those 5 5 

I shall not attempt to reply to suggestion that I amalwaysstrag- 
giing to have ships built on the Clyde or somewhere else than here. 

y views on these snhjects are well known and the reasons for them. 
I want the ships that compete with other people furnished as cheaply 
to the American citizens who ron them as their competitors get their 
ships for. That is all I ask. I do not want the e of this country 
to be taxed in order to give double prices to the American ship-builder, 
who does not run the ship, nor compete for the foreign trade. 

The Senator from Maine says he would pay $4,000,000 a year instead 
of $400,000. Where would he exact those $4,000,000 from? He could 
only get it by piling taxation, already mountain high. Tariff taxation, 
that has already broken up our trade—he would make it still higher to 
raise the additional $4,000,000 to give to a few people under 
that they were carrying mails when, very likely, they had not a letter 
on their ships. > j 

He makes tbe humiliating confession that we have only 15 per cent. 
of onr carrying trade when we once had 80. 


Why have we only 15 per cent. of the carrying trade now when we 
had £0 per cent. in times gone by? When we had 80 per cent. there 
was a Democratic administration of the Government and a low tariff, 
an average of less than 20 per cent.; then our sailors and our ships and 
our commerce were encouraged to go allover the world. Now we have 
built up tariff taxation mountain high, until we are paying an average 
of 42 per cent., and we have been crushed in all our maritime enter- 
prises and in all our commercial relations with foreign countries until 
we have 15 per cent. of the carrying trade now instead of the 80 per 
cent. we had in days gone by, when a more liberal policy prevailed. 

The Senator may thank the administration of his party for their ex- 
elusive and prohibitory laws for being reduced down from 80 per cent. 
to 15 per cent of the carrying trade. And will he tell an intelligent 
people that England cares where our ships are built? She is buildi 
the ships of the world now. She is building for France, for Germany, 
for Italy, for everybody who is doing our carrying trade. The money 
of the Frenchman, the money of the German, the money of the Italian, 
is as good to her as the money of the American. It requires just so many 
ships to do the carrying trade of the world. Sixty per cent. of that car- 
Ah trade is in her own hands, and she furnishes the ships to do nearly 

the balance of it. Is she interested in building up American ship- 
owners? Will any intelligent man say so? We pay her to-day over 
$100,000,000 a year to do our carrying trade. We feed and clothe and 
maintain for her 100,000 trained sailors who will be our worst enemies 
whenever she orders them to be. As the Senator from Maine said once 
before, I think eighteen months ago, 80 per cent. of our own sailors were 
American citizens. We had 90,000 of them in 1859 and 1860, when the 
Democratic party under a low tariff and liberal provisions for commerce 
ruled this country. Now, as he confessed himself, we have hardly any 
left, and 95 per cent. of those we have are foreigners of such an indiffer- 
ent character that they could not get employment on the great ships of 
their own nationalities. 

What brought all that about? Protection, subsidy, crippling com- 
merce, taxing the people to build upa few pets, just as this amendment 
todo. You might subsidize them as much asyou pleased and 
start your ship, laden with the goods that he is going to send to Rio, side 
by side with an English ship, and when you get the goods to Rio the 

le there have no money. The Englishman does not want money. 
¢ takes their copper, he takes their wool, he takes their everything, 
and he swaps what he has got for what they have, and he carries it 
home and tells the men at home to pull off their coats and go to work 
and manufacture it again. We take our products there ind we can not 
take anything but money in return, and that in exchange upon Lon- 
don, because we can not land any of the things our people want at home 
until 50 per cent. has been paid for the privilege of landing it. 

But, as I said, I am not going to argue these questions. Lassert here 
and now, that while this $400,000 may be given to a few people it will 
not build up our ships, it will not permanently aid our commerce; our 

facilities and service do not need it, the rules of the Senate, 


in my j t, prevent us from asserting it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it is not my pu to waste any time, 
for I consider it a waste of time, in discussing rule of the Senate as 
to general or new legislation on appropriation bills. My experience in 


the Senate for six years has been that whenever the Senate saw fit to 
enact any legislation on an appropriation bill it was enacted, and the 
rules were swept away if those rules came in antagonism to the wish 
of the Senate. The question then is simply presented now, under the 
guise of a discussion of the rules, as to the adoption of an amendment 
whi to give $400,000 in the shape of ocean mail pay to ships 
in the foreign trade carrying the American flag. 

Let there be no mistake about this matter. Let us understand dis- 
tinctly and clearly what is the meaning of this proposition. It is pro- 
posed here for the purpose of encouraging the building of ships by 
Americans, the running of ships by Americans, the placing of ships 
under the flag of the United States, If any one thing is certain, in my 
judgment, in regard to the carrying trade of the United States, it is that 
no legislation by Congress can ever build up the carrying trade under 
the present conditions of commerce and production in the United States. 
We might as well attempt to chain the winds or the waves of the ocean, 
to alter the laws of nature, as to attempt by legislation to change the 
press current of production, of interest, of commerce which now regu- 

tes the carrying trade as it regulates everything else in the shape of 
commerce upon this continent and elsewhere. 

We were told here—the Committee on Commerce of which I have 
the honor to be a member were told at our session in New York, and 
told again after our return to Washington, and I read upen this floor 
at the last session a letter from Mr. Griscom, of Philadelphia, one of 
the most intelligent ship-owners in the United States, at the head of 
the Red Star Line, that the reason why American ships can not com- 
pete with other ships in foreign trade is because of the difference in 
the expense of running the ships, and he said to the committee of 
the Senate: Take off that provision of your shipping laws which re- 
quires us to ship a new crew as soon as we touch American soil, and 
we shall be enabled to compete with the ships of Great Britain and 
France and the other maritime powers of the world. We repealed 
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that clause, and has it done an Since that time the four vessels 
that carried the American flag have taken it down, and are now navigat- 
ing under the flag of Great Britain. 

There is to-day, and that is the salient point in this whole question, 
but one single steamship line which was under the American flag, the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, and every dollar of this $400,000 will 
go into the pockets of the stockholders of that company. There will 
be no competition; there will be no bidding. It is a naked, plain do- 
nation of ,000 to that company. It is that and nothing else. 

The letters carried between the Atlanticand Pacific seaboard are car- 
ried by rail. Nobody pretends that this appropriation is necessary for 
mail service. It is a subsidy. I do not mention the word in order to 
terrify any one, for I do not propose to be frightened by it myself, but 
it is a subsidy naked, pure, and simple. 

The experience of the world shows that subsidies will not build up 
commerce under unfavorable conditions. The reason why our com- 
merce has declined is because it does not pay to own American ships. 
The reason why it has gone down has been because mines and railroads 
and stock-jobbing and agriculture pay better than the ocean. When 
New Englanders found that ships paid, New landers went to sea. 
When New Englanders found that it paid to go to the West and that 
the waves of the ie were scenes of successful commercial venture, 
and not the waves of the ocean, then the young men of Massachusetts. 
New Hampshire, Vermont, and all New d went to the West 
instead of going to the ocean. So it will be, in spite of our laws, until 
the conditions change and until Americans find that it pays better to 
go upon the ocean than upon the land. The man who does not know 
this has not read the history e e eee 

Up to 1854 the shipping trade of the United States steadily and per- 
sistently gained upon the carrying trade of Great Britain. Until 1855, 
when there was a discovery that iron could be used in the manufacture 
of sea-going vessels, the clipper-built ships of the United States dom- 
: inated the ocean and were superior to those of Great Britain, notwith- 

the difference in age of the two countries. Duringall of that 
time—and I challenge contradiction from my friend from Maine— 
England was paying out millions of dollars in the shape of ocean post- 
age, really as subsidies, and the United States was paying less than 
$300,000. Notwi ing the enormous subsidies, for they were 
nothing else, paid by Great Britain, we gained upon her steadily and 
rapidly till about 1855 they commenced the manufacture of iron ships, 
and then with changed conditions our commerce and our shipping trade 
began to e, and England commenced running in advance, and 
has remained so to this time. 

In my judgment this $400,000, so far as building up e Sate 
is concerned, might as well be thrown into the yeasty waves o! 
itself. With that opinion I can not vote for this amendment. It is 
useless to attempt to fight against laws which are beyond the control of 
Sage D7 a07, aach puaa legislation as this. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I regret to differ with Senators on this 
side whose lead I usually follow, but I can seea great deal of good that 
may possibly be accomplished, allowing them all that they claim upon 
their argument, by an appropriation of an amount equal if not greater 
than the entire sum received from our foreign for the encour- 
agement of the construction of American ships and the payment of 
American labor engaged in ship-building. Accepting in their utmost 
latitude the theories of my distinguished friends from Missouri and Ken- 
tucky as to the propriety of free trade in ships, it still remains true that 
there may be an encouragement to American ships by a proper appro- 
priation of the public money. There is no conflict between the two 
propositions. 

Americans might buy ships anywhere in the world, and still it might 
be judicious to appropriate the public money for the encouragement of 
the construction of American ships and American labor in that 
pursuit. I have great sympathy with the economie theoriesof the dis- 
tinguished Senators from Missouri and Kentucky which would indicate 
a different policy by which the resources of the country could be ex- 
ported to foreign countries and engage in competition with the trade of 
other lands, but they are not pertinent to this question, they have noth- 
ing to do with it. 

We have some American ships; we have some American artisans; we 
have American enterprise engaged in the construction of ships; and de- 
pressed as may be the condition of that industry, why should not the 
entire amount received from forei im postage be appropriated to test the 
experiment and see whether it will not increase the number of Ameri- 
can ships upon the ocean ? 

I see nothing in the theories which have been propounded to conflict 
with the propriety of adopting the amendment; nor do I see anything 
against it ina proper construction of the rule of the Senate. The words 

general legislation“ have no intelligible meaning. The definition 
which the President gave of legislation which is permanent being gen- 
eral and which does not exhaust itself with the provision is not, I think, 
acorrect interpretation of the term general legislation.“ If that beso, 


you might change the entire judicial organization of the country, you 
might change the entire salaries of its marshals, its attorneys, and if you 
limited it*to a period of years—one, two, three, or five years—the legis- 
lation would be general or not general according to the limitation. There 


is no intelligible meaning to that. Every act of appropriation of money 
which concerns the permanent departments of the Government is gen- 
eral legislation, and you must limit it in its construction under the rule 
of the Senate to those things which relate tothe ordinary conduct of the 
public service. 

This amendment certainly does that. It is a provision for the appro- 
priation of public money for the postal service, domestic and foreign, 
and it simply proposes to appropriate a portion of the receipts which 
come from the foreign service to the payment of American ships en- 
gaged in the transportation of the mails. It is a discretionary matter 
with the Postmaster-General, whoever he may be. He is not to be 
allowed to make a contract for the appropriation of the money where 
there is no necessity for it, nor is he allowed to contract with lines that 
do no work and have no mails to carry. The amendment does not pro- 
poe that; it proposes to allow him in the exercise of a wise discretion 

— a reasonable sum of money for a proper payment of Ameri- 
: engaged in carrying the foreign mails, and as such I shall vote 

or it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I presume that the discussion on the point of order 
will perhaps exhaust the whole question, as it seems to have become 
a discussion on the merits of this proposition. I have before me the 
report of the Postmaster-General, and at page 30 he discusses this ques- 
tion and expresses the opinion that some embarrassment will accrue to 
the De tif some power is not given the Postmaster-General to 
pay a greater sum than he is permitted to pay under the existing law. 
On page 643 of that volume the Superintendent of Foreign Mails 
makes a very decided recommendation that some ehange in existing 
law is necessary in order that this portion of the mail service of the 
United States may be carried on without interruption. 

I am not going to enter into the general question of the revival of the 
American merchant marine in this discussion, nor do I think that is 
so and important a factor in this proposition as that the incom- 
ing of the Democratic administration s! be wholly relied upon to 
bring about a reversal of that which we mourn so much—the departure 
from the sea of American commerce in American bottoms. In fact I 
am rather fearful that American bottoms under a Democratic adminis- 
tration will mean ships purchased with American money but made by 
British workmen. 

It does seem to me that there ought to be no objection whatever to 
paying to the ships which carry our mails, which carry the American flag, 
a reasonable price for that service. I have no doubt it will be said, as 
I think perhaps it has been said already in this debate, that many of 
these steamers and perhaps all of them are already running between 
home ports and foreign ports; that they are under a certain constraint 
VVV 
compel them to carry the mails ſor a less price than the actual value of 
the transportation, because they are thus running to and from the ports 
between which we desire to have our mails carried. 

If that is an argument, why do we not apply it in regard to our in- 
ternal transportation? There is not a 
States to-day that is not under 


carried. Why? Simply use no railroad company practically would 
dare to refuse to carry the mails. It is such an incidgnt to con- 
venience and to the comfort and to the business of the people along the 
line of its road that it would not under any consideration whatever fail 
to deliver those mails on every train on which the mails were 
to be carried, no matter whether it got more or less than it is getting 
now. Therefore, why do we not impose ourselves upon the interna 
transportation of this country to the extent of saying, We have got 
you by the throat; we have got you where you can not get away; we 
are in a condition to impose upon you, and we intend to do it; we do 
not care what the service is worth, we will give you exactly what we 
please, and reduce the amount to the lowest possible figure in order 
that thereby the Government of the United States may make some 
profit ont of private en ndd 

All I insist is that when we come to deal with this question with ref- 
erence to the t: tion of mails on the high seas we shall adopt the 
same rule that we do with reference to the transportation of mails on 
the railroads, paying a reasonable price. Saying nothing about any 
incidental building up of our merchant marine, ought we as a matter 
of fairness to say to any man sailing an American ship, made in an 
American ship-yard, employing American seamen, that we shall require 
of him to carry the mails at less than a fair price? Why may we not 
look to the American citizen on business who is living in Rio, in 
Yucatan, in Guatemala, in any other place in South America, or in any 
other foreign country, and why ought we not to look to him with as 
much interest as affecting the question of the growth and development 
of American commerce and business as we do to the man who goes into 
the secret and far recesses of the Rocky Mountains where, the moment 
he gets there, he calls upon us with a call which is never in vain to 
supply him with postal facilities? 

I do not know as to all the elements of this problem. I do not know 
how much or how little may be necessary in order to accomplish this 
result. Ido not know absolutely with reference to all these lines how 
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much would bea fair price, but in the absence of a rule which is fair, un- 
der a condition of things in which confessedly we are requiring service 
which we do not pay for, I am willing to say to the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, and one not of my political faith, Iwill give you discretion for 
this year, because this amendment of the Senator from Maine only 
applies to this year. It is a current appropriation. It begins with 
the Ist day of July next and ends in a year from that time. I am 
willing to say to the incoming Democratic Postmaster-General or to any 
Postmaster-General that for the purpose of correcting an acknowledged 
evil, for the purpose of supplying what is confessedly a lack, and in 
order that justice may be done, you shall, during these twelve months 
of time, exercise a reasonable discretion as to what is proper for the 
service to be rendered. 

All at once, of course, here comes in the Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 
pany, and I observe that in another place where this matter was under 
consideration a list of the officers of the company was read, and it was 
much to my edification, because I did not before know them. When 
the names were read upon which persons delight to dwell when they 
want to bring before the American people something that is especially 
odious and to be avoided and to get up some kind of a scare, I wonder 
that some one did not move to amend the bill at that time by saying 
that no railroad company in which those men-or either of them were 
stockholders should have any mail-pay for the carrying of the mails of 
the United States upon the land. 

Mr. President, I hope to live to see the time when ships owned by 
citizens of the United States may be prospered in their business. I 
hope to live to see the time when the carrying trade of the United States 
shall be so prosperous that men who now shun it as they shun a plague 
will go into it, employing not only the existing ship-yards and the ship- 
buil mechanics, and laborers at existing ship-yards, but that the 
number of the ship-yards may be multiplied tenfold because of the 
profit of the business, for I know of no way whereby a people can be- 
come rich, prosperous, and powerful unless the individual members of 
the commonwealth are themselves rich and prosperous, because na- 
tional wealth, if I know it, is not in the possessions of the Government, 
it is not in the savings and pinchings whereby the Government imposes 
itself upon its people and thereby saves to its revenues, but it is in the 
aggregation of the wealth of individuals. 

If any man has made or is making or hopes to make money out of 
the plying of an American ship in foreign waters or elsewhere, I for 
one am willing to give him a decent chance, and to say that if our Gov- 
ernment wants anything of him from the carrying of an officer of the 

_ Navy to a letter or a newspaper, we will give him whatever that serv- 
ice is worth, and we will not reflect upon him, nor bear upon him 
harder, nor deal with him more unjustly or ungenerously than we 
would if he were a foreigner. 

In fact we deal in all our relations more justly and more generously 
with foreigners than we do with home people. We pursue a policy 
that builds up ships on the Clyde; we pursue a policy that makes Brit- 
ish manufacturers and French Manufacturers rich; we pursue a policy 


that enables Great Britain to extend her commerce into all the seas of | Cockrell 


the world, and we rejoice in that. But the very moment it is sug- 
gested that we should do something to enable our people to do that, 
then the cry is to hold back; the cry is that we shall make somebody 
rich, that we shall add something to the wealth of the United States 
by means of the individual fortunes to be built up in this kind of busi- 
ness. We draw back and say, Oh, no; we prefer to make Great Brit- 
ain rich; we prefer that she shall send her ships into all the seas and 
all the ports rather than that we shall send ours there;“ and we thus 
contribute to build up, to maintain, and strengthen the commerce of one 
nation which, above all other nations in the world, is to be our rival if 
we are ever seriously to enter upon a contest for supremacy on the 
seas. 

This is an issue which does not concern merely the people who live 
upon the coast; it is a question which concerns every man who raises 
corn or wheat in the interior of this country. He is interested in all 
the questions that build up not only the manufacturing interests of our 
country, but enable our commerce to be carried in American ships into 
those sections of the world where we must inevitably look for markets 
if we are to continue to grow more than we use at home. 

As I said, however, that is merely incidental to this question. I 
look upon the proposition now before us as simply this: Shall we give 
to the Postmaster-General the right during the next twelve months to 
make such an agreement with the owners of American ships for the 
transportation of mails as shall result in giving to them a compensation 
which is fair as between man and man, nothing more and nothing less? 
We give it to the railroad companies because we say they earnit. We 
do not bear down upon them with a heavy hand, as we can; but our 
own people as they are, we are ashamed to look them in the face and 
say that we exercise a power which we ought not to exercise. We 
give them prices we do not need to give. We can take $7,000,000, we 
can take $10,000,000 away from the railways of this country that we 
now pay for carrying the mails, but to do so would be dishonorable, 
and we do not doit. But whenever we come to touch the question of 


transportation in American ships we do not scruple to say that we will 
exact of them a service which ought to be rendered and require them 


to render it for a price which is totally inadequate to the duties im- 
posed upon them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is whether the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] is in order. 

Mr. FRYE. ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out lines 174, 175, and 
176, and to insert: 

For transportation of foreign mails, including railway transit across the Isth- 
mus of Panama, $800,000. And the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized to 
enter into contracts for the transportation of any part of said foreign mails, after 
legal advertisement, with the lowest responsible bidder, ata rate not exceeding 
50 cents a nautical mile on the trip, each way, acti y traveled between the ter- 
minal points: ed, That the mails so contracted shall be carried on Amer- 
ican steamships, and that the te of such contracts shall not exceed one- 
half of the sum hereby appropriat 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. - 

Mr. WALKER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] or I should vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. DAWES. I desire to announce that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] is pa with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 
The Senator Iowa would vote yea“ and the Senator from Mis- 
souri would vote nay.” 

Mr. PIKE (after having voted in the affirmative). I desire to with- 
draw my vote. I forgot at the moment that I am paired with the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Farr]. 

Mr. SABIN. I wish to state that I am paired on general subjects 
with the Senator fron West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], but as I have no 
3 to believe that the pair should be observed on this vote, I have 
voted. 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 20; as-follows: 


YEAS—33, 
. 
r. 5 
Bowen, Edm Manderson, Sabin, 
Brown, y Miller of N. V., Sawyer, 
Call, Hale, Mitchell, well, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Morgan, Wilson. 
Chace, Hawley, Morrill, 
v Hoar, Palmer, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Piatt, 
NAYS—20. 
Bayard, Garland, Jackson, Vi 5 
k, Groome, Jonas, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Ha Maxey, t, 
Coke. Ha Saulsbury, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Hill, Sherman, illiams. 
ABSENT—23. 
Allison, Frye, Lamar, Pike, 
Butler, Gibson, Lapham, Ransom, 
Cameron of Pa., Gorman, n, Riddleberger, 
; Ingalls, McPherson, Slater, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal, Walker, 
Farley, Kenna, Pendleton, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is held to be in 
order. The question recurs upon the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I did not say anything on the question of order 
that was raised on the very textof the rule with reference to legislation 
upon appropriation bills. I have observed that the construction placed 
upon that rule is that we generally vote for that legislation of which 
we are in favor, and antagonize that to which we are opposed whenever 
a question of order comes up under that rule. 

In reference to the merits of this proposition of amendment, the Sen- 
ator from Maine simply proposes to vest in the Postmaster-General dis- 
cretion to enter into contracts to pay the owners of American ships for 
carrying foreign mails such amount as he may deem proper, and the 
Senator from has very eloquently urged the propriety of our in- 
vesting the Postmaster-General with that discretion. For my part, 
while I have no doubt that I shall- have very great confidence in the 
next Postmaster-General, I am not willing to give to him any such dis- 
cretion. I havelearned by my experience in the Senate that it is under 
the discretionary powers given to executive officers of this Government 
that much of wrong has taken place. 

I remember that under the discretionary power which was given to 
the Postmaster-General to expedite post-routes and to multiply the 
number of trips that could be made upon any post-route in the coun- 
try we were called upon here, a few years ago, to make an appropriation 
of $1,800,000 because of the exercise of that discretion vested in the 
Postmaster-General, and we actually did appropriate $1,100,000, which 
we were compelled to appropriate to prevent the sto of the carry- 
ing of the mails because of the manner in which that discretion had 
been exercised by the Postmaster-General. While I say I shall have, 
T have no doubt, the highest respect for and the patat confidence in 
the next Postmaster-General, I am not willing to clothe him or any 
other executive officer with a discretion that may take out of the Treas- 
ury of the United States money that ought not to be taken out. 

Now, in reference to the merits of this amendment, who are to be the 
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beneficiaries under it? What steamship lines have we? It is said that it 
is not asubsidy; but who are the persons that are owning the American 
steamship lines to-day? The Pacifice Mail Company and Mr. John Roach 
and nobody else so faras I know. I do not know of a single Amer- 
ican steamship that is running to-day in foreign trade but what is 
owned and run either by the Pacitic Mail Steamship Company, which, I 
believe, has some twenty-odd steamships upon the Pacific and one or 
two npon the Atlantic, and another gentleman who has been clamor- 
ons for subsidies in one form or another ever since I have been a mem- 
ber of this body. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not know that Mr. John Roach ownsa single steam- 
ship that will receive benefit from this. I think he does not. His 
ships are withdrawn from the Brazilian line. I do know that there is 
a large steamship company which is running ships under the Ameri- 
can flag from California to China and Japanand the Australian colonies, 
outside of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. I do know that there 
is a steamship company running lines to other ports. I do know that 
there is a steamship company running a steamship from New York to 
the River Platte; I do know that there is a steamship company run- 
ning American steamers from Boston to Hayti. I do know that there 
are steamers running from Boston to the West Indies carrying the 
American flag. So, then, the Senator’s knowledge is without much 
limit. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I confess that the Senator is possessed of infor- 
mation on the subject of steamship lines that I did not possess. I did 
know that there was another on the Pacific coast, but I had forgotten 
it for the time. I was not aware that there was a steamship line from 
Boston to Hayti, and I confess that the Senator from Maine possesses 
information on that subject which I did not possess. But the revela- 
tion which the Senator from Maine makes to us here is an argument 
against his amendment. If independent lines are springing up all 
over this country from Boston and from other places without the sub- 
sidies proposed by hisamendment, wherefore the necessity of his amend- 
ment? The very information which he volunteers here to correct an 
error into which I had fallen, establishes conclusively that there is no 
necessity for the amendment which he has offered. Therefore I think 
that it is a voluntary contribution out of the public Treasury for the 
benefit of somebody, that is not demanded by any serviee to be per- 
formed to the Post-Office Department. 

These drains upon the Post-Office Department are defended as not 
being subsidies; but has the Government ever had any trouble to get 
the mails of the country carried for the ocean postages? When did we 
first hear that there was any complaint about our not being able to carry 
the mails upon the ocean? I remember a few years ago that I read in 
the Senate a letter from the Poctmaster-General in which he stated that 
he had no difficulty in getting the ocean mails transported, and there 
is none to-day. Every letter and every that we see pox to send 
across the ocean will go, especially the letters will go, without any sub- 
sidy to any line or without any appropriation as proposed in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maine. Disguise it as you may, treat it as 
you may, it is nothing less than a p ition to take out of the public 
Treasury $800,900 and place it at the discretion of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral te appropriate as he pleases or as he sees proper to such lines as 
he in his judgment thinks it is necessary to appropriate it to to carry 
the mails. To that I am op; 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator pardon me again ? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. It is not $800,000. It is only half as much. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The first printed copy I saw was $800,000. 

Mr. FRYE. That is the whole appropriation for carrying the mail 
on foreign ships as well as our own. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Last year there was a proposition here to take 
what money was realized from the Atlantic steamship lines that did 
not cost all that the e was and to appropriate that to the same 
lines that are to be the recipients of this beneficence on the part of the 
Senator from Maine, and from the time that I have had connection with 
the Senate in one form or another there has been a proposition to take 
money out of the public Treasury, not for the benefit of the public 
service but for the benefit of some private parties—parties, I mean, in- 
terested in steamship companies. 

If there was any necessity for it, if the business of the country could 
not be carried on with foreign ports through the mails without this ap- 
propriation, I should be willing to vote for it as I do for the transpor- 
tation of the mails by star route and by railroad. Every star- route line 
is subject to lively competition; advertisements are placed in the news- 
papers and competing parties bid for the service; but here we may say 
what we please about the Postmaster-General advertising for the carry- 
ing of the mails in ocean steamships, we all know that there are but 
very few parties who can compete for the service, because there are very 
few parties interested in ocean pa igation. 

I am opposed to this proposition, as I have always 
sidy that bas been proposed to further the interests 
at the expense of the public Treasury. 


every sub- 
private parties 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment 
to the amendment to be added at the end of it: 

Provided, That no part of the money hereby appropriated shall be paid in par- 
sunnce of any such contract to any steamship company now established aud 
which has been paying dividends, K 

I suppose the amendment of the Senator from Maine is to have the 
effect which is attributed to protection generally; that is it is to protect 
infant industry; and therefore it is if this proposition to expend $400, h 
in the manner proposed is to benefit, is to encourage the putting on ef 
new steamship lines, it is well that the greater part of it should notge 
to a steamship company which has been, I suppose for thirty years, 
paying dividends—I mean the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 

Disguise it as you may, this proposition is substantially to benefit 
that steamship company, because as I say the greater part of this money 
proposed to be expended is to be paid into the treasury of the steamship 
company thus long established. Does the Senator from Maine suppese 
that he will induce any steamship company to organize and establish 
a line of vessels upon the proposition of giving them the pittance leftef 
this $400,000, and only the assurance of that for one year? Yet we are 
called upon to make this appropriation to benefit our feeble, perishing 
commerce, aud the most of it as I have said is to be bestowed liberally 
on this steamship company. If there be citizens of America in Japam 
and China and Australia needing mail facilities, they are served to-day, 
they are served by the service which this wealthy corporation is enabled 
to give them. That is all that: is desired in those waters, I presume.“ 

Why make this subsidy to this steamship company which needs it 
not? For years they have been reaching those ports; for years they 
have been amassing sufficient money in the carrying of commerce to 
declare liberal dividends, The Senator from Maine says that the 
Oriental and the Occidental lines run on the Pacific. Certainly; but 
the Oriental and the Occidental lines to-day are controlled by the same 
infinences that control the Pacific Mail. All these great organizations 
are controlled by the same master spirits. They are in the interest of 
the Pacific railroad lines that cross our continent; and when the three 
stenmships owned by the Oriental and Occidental companies were placed 
between California and Japan and China, it was done by Huntington 
and his crowd in order that they might force the Pacific Mail to obedi- 
ence to their behests and demands. Huntington, that charming his- 
torian of American politics and American legislation, says so. He says 
so in those epistles which he wrote so elegantly to his friend Colton. 
Now listen for a moment and see if this was not so: . 

New YORK, December 3, 1874. 

FRIEND CoLTON: Yours of the 23d of November is received. I notice what 
you say of O. and O. S. S. Co.— 

The Oriental and Occidental Steamship Company— 
also of P. M.— 

Pacific Mail— 

nre could make just the right arrangement with the P. M. it would be 
we P 
Listen to these words: If we could make just the right arrange- 
ment with the Pacific Mail it would be well“ 
but I think the best time for us to make an 5 will be when we 
have in the Pacific say three first-class steamers. They will be good tools to 
make P. M. do as they ; but I would suggest that when we do trade we do 
our own trading. I send with this copy of contract that I propose to make be- 
tween railroads and O. and O. S. S. Co. 

Then in another letter, a few days before the one I have just read, he 
says to his friend Colton: 


But with those three we can make the prices for the old line, and I think 
three is eno to break them witb, unless the managers of that company are 
changed, and then we most likely can get their steamers. 


There is theinspiration, the motive, the spirit which placed the three 
steamships of the Oriental and Occidental Company on the Pacific—to 
break down the Pacific Mail, to use them as tools, to force the Pacific 
Mail tocomply with Huntington's demands and exactions. It is barely 
possible that that influence which dictated these letters, that influence 
which stalks into the halls of legislation whenever it desires, has the 
impudence to come and ask that their particular pet schemes may be 

ized and fostered and fed from money which we extract from the 
pockets of the people and put in the T. of the United States. 
That controlling spirit may account forit all, and then force the Pacific 
Mail to do as they agreed; and one portion of that ment was that 
they would keep up the rates of freight and transportation; that they 
would break down competition; that they, having this great Govern- 
ment under their control, would pay nearly a million dollars a year to 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Rone on dew order to control a certain por- 
tion of their road so as to regulate freights and tariffs. 

The object was to prevent competition between the Atlantic and 
Pacific. Here was the Pacific Mail occupying both oceans, and the 
enormous railroad corporations reaching from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean were determined that that competition should be 
checked. These organizations paid a million dollars and more ly; 


they subsidized the Pacific Mail; they subsidized it more li y 
than your Government can do; they subsidized it by taking a million 
dollars a year from their treasury, and the Pacific Mail surrendered. 
Huntington said that, in order to have a hold upon these men, they 
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must have three steamships on the Pacific, and the Occidental and the 
Oriental lines put them there; and thus the Pacific Mail was found to 
be one of their instruments in fettering commerce, binding it to these 


three or four men who control our transcontinental trade, who seek the 


control of what little we have left in the Atlantie and Pacific 

and they come here to have $300,000 stolen from the Treasury to give 
to this wealthy corporation. If it is only for one year it will en- 
courage no commerce, it will build no steamships, it will open no new 
lines. The only object is to take still more to place in the pockets of 
those who have overburdened this people and our commerce with tax- 
ation too grievous to be borne. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair), The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN 
Taa] to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I understand the money appropriated by 
this amendment will go almost entirely, if not entirely, to the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company. I hold in my hand a manual of railroad 
statistics, to which I desire to refer fora moment. It shows that this 
company last year made a profit of $1,393,000; that it is paying 6 per 
cent, dividends on $20,000,000, of which probably one-half is watered 
stock; that the company receives a *‘ traffic guarantee, whatever that 
may mean, of the Pacifie railroad companies of $5,000 per month; that 
it has no debt; and also receives foreign subsidies to the amount of 
$291,000. ; 

I am unable to see why Congress should appropriate money to pay 
this Pacific Mail Steamship Company a subsidy for carrying the mails 
under these circumstances. For that reason I am opposed to the amend- 
ment and shall vote against it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] to the amendment of 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. COKE called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Lam paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. Jones]. Not knowing how he would 
vote upon this question, I abstain from voting. Were I permitted to 
vote I should vote ‘‘ yea.” - 

Mr. VAN WYCK (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Rbode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. Heisin favor of this 
proposition and I am op to it. 

r. WALKER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER]; otherwise I should vote 
‘ 77 


The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CHACE. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. If he were here my colleague 
would vote yea. 

Mr. CALL. My colleague [Mr. Jones, of Florida] is detained at 
home by illness. He is paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON]. I do not know how my colleague would vote on this 
question. 

Mr. MITCHELL. My colleague [Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania 
is absent on account of illness. If he were present I believe he woul 


vote yea. He is paired with the Senator from California [Mr. FAR- 
LEY]. í 

The result was announced—yeas 30, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—30. 
Blair, Doiph, Lapham, Piatt, 
Bewen,~ - Frye, MeMillin, Phumb, 
Brown, Male. Mahone. Pugh, 
Call, Harrison, Miller of Cal. Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Chace, - on oe, Wilson. 
Conger, D s, Morgan, 
Callom, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, 
NAYS—16, 
Bayard, George, Jonas, Vest. 
Beck, Groome, ey, Voorhees, 
Coke, Hampton, Pendleton Wilthams, 
Colquitt, Harris, Saulsbury 
Garland. Hil), Slater, 
NOT VOTING—23, 

Aldrieh, Edmunds, Kenna, Ransom, 
Allison, Fair, Lamar, Riddleberrer, 
Butler, Farley, 1 f Sabin, 
Camden, Gibson, McPherson, Sherman 
Cameron of Pa, Gorman, Manderson, Vance, 
Cockrell, Jackson, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Pike, Walker, 


So the amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. MAXEY. I call the attention of the Senator in charge of the 
bill to the amendment which I now offer. I think no possible point 
of order can apply to it, being in the exact line of that voted to be in 
order. In line 50, 3, I move tostrike out the word lease *? and 


insert apply part thereof to the purpose of leasing; at the end of the 
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same line to strikeout the word and; and aſter the word ‘“‘ second,” 

in line 51, to insert and third; so as to read: 
That the Postmaster-General may, in the disbursement of this appropriation, 
post-offices of 


apply part thereof to the purpose of leasing premises for use for 
the first, second, and third classes, at a reasonable annual rental. 


This does not increase the appropriation a farthing. It simply gives 
the Postmaster-General the discretion where in his ju ent the inter- 
ests of the public service require that a part of it should be applied to 
the rental of third-class offices to do so, and is in the exact line of the 
vote the Senate has taken. 

I ask the Secretary to read the first part of the clause to make the 
connection. The amount of $490,000 is appropriated, and I use the 
words ‘‘in the disbursement of this appropriation ” so as to show the 
connection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


For rent, light, and fuel, $490,000, That the Postmaster-General max. in the 
disbursement of this appropriation, apply part thereof to the purpose of leasing 
premises for use for post-oftices of the first, second, and third classes, ata reason- 
able annual rental, Ke. 


Mr. PLUMB. I feel constrained to raise the point of order if the 
point of order will lie against the amendment. ‘This provision in its 
succeeding terms provides for a lease of six years, which of course would 
outrun the appropriation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order to the Senate. 

Mr. MAXEY. On precisely a like proposition the Senator from Kan- 
sas voted *‘yea,’’ on the proposition of the Senator from Maine that 
where an amendment regulated the disbursement of an a iation 
made in the bill the point of order would not lie, and N a 

that in a ic- 
for rent of third-class 


The Chair will submit the point of 


large vote sustained that view. It is simply pro 
ular disbursement the appropriation may be 
offices. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Is the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas in order ? . 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is declared to be in 
order, The question is on agreeing to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Senate as in Committee of th 
Whole has made sundry amendments to the bill. The question now is 
on concurring in the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 
If there be no objection the question will be taken on all the amend- 

ments together. The Chair hears none. 

The amendments were concurred in. 3 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to state that in lines 73 and 74, under the title 
of “‘ Office of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General,’’ there has been 
heretofore a provision for the payment of a certain sum of money for 
the rtation of mails across the Saint Louis bridge. That is not 
repeated in this bill upon the theory that the provision of the former 
bill was a continuing one; in other w was general legislation and 
did not need to be repeated. In order to show that that was in con- 
‘templation in leaving out the clause I make this statement that the 
committee believe that the provision of last year was a continuing one, 
and that therefore it did not need to be repeated in this bill. 

Mr. MAHONE. Under the instructions of the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, I move to amend the bill on page 7, at the end 
of line 138, after the word ‘‘ postage, by inserting: 


And that reports of State boards of education, State superintendents of public 
institutions, and other books, circulars, forms, and blanks relating to educa- 
8 emt out by such shal! be charged at the rates herein prescribed for second- 
0 matter. 


Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas makes the 
point that this amendment is notin order. The Chair will submit the 
question to the Senate. Senators who are of opinion that this amend- 
ment is in order will say ‘‘ay;’’ those of the con opinion will 
say no.“ [Putting the question.] The Senate decides that the 
amendment is not in order. : 

Mr. BROWN. This morning we struck out, I think as one amend- 
ment, from line 129 to line 138, inclusive, on pages 6 and 7. I think 
the latter portion of that clause ought to have been retained. Iam not 
quite sure whether I can have a vote taken on the latter portion, or 
move that it be reinstated, or vote against the amendment a the Sen- 
ate, or whether I may offer that portion of it as an amendment in the 

nate. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate has agreed to the amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. The words referred to by 
ie gas tor from Georgia are therefore in the bill now as before the 

nate, : 

Mr. BROWN. Then I propose to offer that portion that I referred 
to, the latter pee of it, asa separate amendment in the Senate. 

The ENT pro tempore. Will the Senator name the lines he 
wishes inserted? 

Mr. BROWN. The portion I desire to have inserted in the bill as it 
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came from the House is that found in lines 136, 137, and 138, as fol- 
lows: 


And any article or item in any newspaper or other publication may be 
marked for observation, except by written or printed words, without increase 


of postage. 

That is done every day, and it is a great convenience when we get a 
newspaper that there shall be a mark on it to put the eye on the sub- 
ject-matter to be read. I will reserve that if I can do so, and offer it 
as a separate amendment in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been reported to the 
Senate and the amendments have been to. The Senator can 
now move any amendment he desires to have inserted. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I move that those three lines, commencing at 
the word and“ in line 136, and ending with the word postage in 
line 138, be inserted as an amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia proposes 
an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 6, line 128, after the word law,” it 
is proposed to insert: s ; 

And any article or item in any newspaper or other publication may be marked 
for observation, except by written or printed words, without increase of postage. 

Mr. PLUMB. This matter was discussed at some length at a pre- 
vious session of the Senate and the Senate struck out the clause, as I 
thought upon a fully-defined principle applicable to this bill, that it 
would not enter upon legislation other than that which simply affected 
the rate of postage now existing and would not introduce new elements. 
I therefore feel constrained to make the point of order on the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the point of 
order to the Senate. 

Mr. BROWN. Thisisa Legere of the bill rate neg from ers House 
of resentatives, language that was passed by the House o re- 
eee 1 think it is a wise provision. I think nine-tenths of the 
people of the United States understand now that they have the right 
to draw a pencil mark at the head of an article so as to attract the eye 
lid ee to whom it is sent. I do not see any harm whatever in 
it; and as all of us know, who receive ne pers containing articles to 
which our attention is desired, it is quite convenient. It saves us from 
looking through the newspaper, because the eye catches at the object 
of the friend who sends it; and if there is nothing printed or written 
I see no good reason why the simple pencil mark should not be made. 

Mr. MAXEY. I think the Senator from Georgia was not in this 
morning when the subject came up. This is now the law: 

And the sender of any article of the third cfass of mail matter may write his or 
her name or address therein, or on the outside thereof, with the word from” 
above or preceding the same, or may write briefly or print on any package the 
number and names of the articles inolosed. 

That is the law and has been. 

Mr. BROWN. On the outside of the package. 

Mr. MAXEY. And mark the article itself. 

Mr. BROWN. I did not understand the reading ; correctly then. 
What I desire to get at is the privilege to draw a pencil mark at the 
head of an editorial or communication or anything a friend sending a 

desires one to read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Is the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Georgia in order? 8 

Mr. HARRISON. I Should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. . 

Mr. BROWN. It is simply in the! of the bill as it came from 
the House, retaining the provision about the mark at the head of an ar- 


ticle. 
Mr. HARRISON, Is there not also a question of order about that, 
arising under Rule XVI? In Committee of the Whole these words were 


stricken out of this section, and the Senate has agreed to that amend- 
ment. Is it in order to move to insert them again? 

Mr. BROWN. That was not stricken out asa te amendment. 
The clause that was stricken out commenced on line 129, with the 
words Provided, however, &c. 

Mr. HARRISON. There was a separate vote upon these particular 
words in Committee of the Whole. The whole clause was divided 
upon my demand, and the Senate has agreed with the Committee of 
the Whole in striking out these words. Now I inquire whether it is 
competent after that action to move to insert the same words? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair submitted the whole 
question of order to the Senate; not only the point made by the Senator 
from Kansas, that it is legislation, but also every other point that can 
be raised on the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. I rose to a parliamentary inquiry in order to get 
the opinion of the Chair whether the point I stated was not well taken. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair submits that point to the 
Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Indiana 
if he is sure that the question of striking out the particular words now 


offered as an amendment by the Senator from was 


ay th Georgia 
separately. My understanding is—but I am not confident that Iam 


correct—that they in connection with many other words appearing prior 
to them in the bill were stricken out. 

Mr. HARRISON. I am perfectly sure that the question was taken 
separately, because the division was made on my own suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the ques- 
tion was taken separately on these identical words. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I quite concur with the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. If that be so they can not now be offered in order. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I move a reconsideration of the vote by which 
they were stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thatis not now in order, the Senate 
haying agreed to the action of the Committee of the Whole. Thesim- 
he question now is whether the amendment proposed by the Senator 

m Georgia isin order. The Chair will put that question. 

The question being put, it was decided in the negative. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate decides that the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. HILL. I offer the following amendment to be inserted after 
line 128—— ; 

Mr. BROWN. I will inquire now 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado has the 
floor and offers anamendment which will be read, after which the Chair 
will recognize the Senator from Georgia. 

The Cuter CLERK. After line 128 it is proposed to insert: 

That Sunday-school publications shall be entitled to free transportation 
through the mails. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to say just a word in regard to this amendment. 
There is no other one agency that is productive of so much as the 
Sunday-school, and as we have now agreed in this bill to transmit 
through the mails at 1 cent a pound such publications as the Police 
Gazette, the organs of socialists and infidels, and all other kinds of in- 
jurious publications, I think we may afford to transmit Sunday-school 
publications free. - 

Mr. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Benator from Colorado has of- 
fered an amendment. The question is on agreeing to it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the attention of the Senator in charge of 
the bill should be called to the fact—— 

Mr. PLUMB. The amendment, I understood, was to the same effect 
as that of the Senator from Virginia, which was ruled out. I make 
the point of order that it is general legislation. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Kansas submits a 
point of order that this amendment is notin order. The Chair will 
submit the question to the Senate. Senators who are of opinion that 
the amendment is in order will say ay,“ those of the contrary opin- 
ion will say no.“ [Putting the question.] : 

The question was decided in the negative. 

Mr. HILL. I will now offer one other amendment, which I hope the 
Senator from Kansas will not object to, allowing these publications to 

through the mails at the same rate as newspapers. At the end of 

ine 128, I move to insert: 

That Sunday-school publications shall be entitled to transmission through the 
mails at 1 cent per pound, to be prepaid by ordinary stamps affixed thereto. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make the point of order on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas makes the 
point of order that this is in violation of the rules of the Senate. The 
question is, Is this amendment in order? 

The ganon being put, it was decided in the negative. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is not in order. 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not know that I correctly understood the de- 
cision of the Chair, and I simply make the inquiry. I understood the 
Chair to say that I was not now in order in moving to reconsider the 
action of the Senate by which the three lines I have referred to already 
were stricken out of the bill as it came from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pra tempore. The Chair did not make any such 
ruling. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I misunderstood the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order for the Senator to move 
to reconsider the vote of the Senate agreeing to the amendments made 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I move to reconsider the vote of the Senate by 
which the following language was stricken out of the House bill: And 
any article or item in any newspaper or other publication may be 
marked for observation, except by written or printed words, without 
increase of postage.“ : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the Senator must 
submit his motion to reconsider the vote asitwas taken. Itwas taken 
in gross. He must move to reconsider all the amendments, and not a 


part. 

Mr. BROWN. It is necessary then, as I understand the Chair to rule, 
although this was a distinct vote as the Chair stated 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was nota distinct vote on agreeing 
to this amendment made as in Committee of the Whole; but there was 
one distinct vote on agreeing to the amendments made as in Committee 


taken.| of the Whole. 


Mr. BROWN. Did I misunderstand the Chair a while ago to state 
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that this was stricken out of the bill by a distinct vote on these very | The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 19, nays 


words ? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That was in Committee of the Whole. 
When the bill was reported to the Senate. the Senate took a vote on all 
the amendments agreed to as in Committee of the Whole together. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I move to reconsider that vote that I may get 
at this question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate agreed to the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole. The question is on agreeing to 
that motion. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr, SHERMAN. It has always been customary in the Senate when 
a question has been taken by inadvertence, and a Senator says that, to 
grant him a reconsideration as a matter of courtesy. I hope, therefore, 
the Senate will do it in this case. 

I do not know what the question is that the Senator from Georgia 
desires to present, but it has always been done. I have been caught in 
this way several times. I hope, therefore, the Senate will not deny to 
the Senator from Georgia that which has always been conceded, that 
the vote may be reconsidered as a matter of form. 7 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair 
will put the question again on the motion of the Senator from Georgia. 
The Chair hears no objection. The question is on reconsidering the 
vote agreeing to the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The question being put, a division was called for, 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Kansas that 
if this vote is reconsidered, the particular language that the Senator from 
Georgia wants to retain in the bill having been stricken out as a dis- 
tinctive proposition, the result will be that the Senator from Georgia 

will then demand a separate vote upon that particular clause, and that 
is the end of it. 

Mr. BROWN. That is all. 

Mr. HARRIS. He certainly is entitled to that 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will ask for that I 
to giving unanimous consent to having that done. 

Mr. BROWN. That is all I desire. 

Mr. PLUMB. But I do not wish to go to work and go over all the 
subjects we have had under consideration. I have some responsibility 
as in of the bill. 

Mr. IS. I beg to assure the Senator that it involves no such 
consequence. The Senator from Georgia will simply demand a sepa- 
rate vote on that particular language, and when that vote is taken there 
is the end of the matter. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us have unanimous consent that the vote may 
be taken on the -proposition desired by the Senator from Georgia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the question be taken now separately on agreeing 
to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole striking out 
the words in lines 136, 137, and 138 that have been read. Is there 
objection? The Chair hearsnone. The question now is on agreeing to 
r made as in Committee of the Whole striking out those 
wo 

Mr. BROWN. A negative vote retains the words in the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A negative vote retains the words 
in the bill. The question is on concurring in the recommendation of 
the Committee of the Whole that the words be stricken out of the bill. 

goan being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 21. 
. PLUMB called for the yeas and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senate, as I supposed, struck out that clause 
according to the recommendation of the committee, because that was 
a change of the law separate and distinct and entirely apart from the 
changes involved in the other provisions of this legislation inserted 
by the House. This changes the general run of the post-office law; it 
authorizes certain matter to be transmitted in a way that is not now 
permitted. The other legislation simply affected the weight of letters 
and the on newspapers, and was a plain proposition. I care 
nothing about it except to preserve as far as I can the consistency of the 
Senate in to the question of legislation on appropriation bills, 

Mr. I can not see why a black mark should not be per- 
mitted to be drawn at the head of an article in a newspapet without the 
paper being subjected to additional postage, for it is a great relief to us 
as every member of the Senate must know. With the large number of 
papers sent to us from every section of the country, drawing our atten- 
tion to particular articles in the papers, it saves us a vast amount of 
trouble in hunting through the entire papers to have marks drawn 
around the articles to which our attention is desired. It is not only an 
advantage to the editors but a great convenience to the reading public. 

Mr. PLUMB. The thing can be done now, only this changes the 
rate of postage. 

Mr, BROWN. It is no more a change of the law than many other 
provisions we have retained in the bill. There are several there that 
change the law quite as much as this. 

As I understand, to vote yen strikes this out, and to vote nay” 
retains it in the bill. [. Ves.“ - 


rute vote. 
ve no objection 


The 
Mr. 


38; as follows: 


YEAS—19, 
Aldrich, Dawes, . McMillan, Plumb, 
Allison, Edmunds, Miller of Cal., Sabin, 
Blair, Hale, Miller of N. V., Sewell, 
Bowen, nc fag Mitchell, Wilson. 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Platt, 

NAYS—338. 
Bayard Dolph, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Beck Frye, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Brown George, Lapham, erman, 
Call, Gorman, Mahone, T, 
Camden Groome, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Chace, rris, Morrill, N 
Cockrell, Harrison Palmer, Voorhees, 
Coke. Hoar, Pendleton, Williams. 
Colquitt, Ingalls, Pike, 
Conger, Jackson, 

ABSENT—19. 

Butler, Garland, Lamar, Ransom, 
Cameron of Pa., Gibson, 1 n, Riddleberger, 
Cul Hill, McPherson, Vance, 
Fair, Jones of Fla., Manderson, Walker. 
Farley, Kenna, Maxey, 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read ~ 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
PETITION. 


Mr. BLAIR. I present the petition of S. M. Davis and others, of 
Washington, D. C., praying for legislation to ponas means of taking 
testimony at public expense on applications for pardons for criminal 
offenses. The petition goes on to set forth that one John W. Langston 
is confined in the United States jail in Washington, D. C., awaiting 
execution on sentence of death, having been convicted of murder; that 
there is strong evidence that there was in fact a mistrial and that this 
man, who is to be executed within a month, is innocent. The parties 
set forth that they find great difficulty in obtaining the evidence, and it 
will be attended with much expense, and they wish the attention of the 
Committee on the Judiciary to be turned to this subject to see if the 
general law does not need some rectification, and if there may not be 

ons from some source that will lead to justice in that tion. 
e petition was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2154) to prevent the acquisition of real property by 
aliens, and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported two amendments intended to be proposed to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT. 


Mr. MAHONE. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the amendment of the House 
of Representatives to fhe bill (S. 1609) to provide for the purchase of 
a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., 
to move that the Senate non-concur in the amendment and ask for a 
conference on the disagreeing votes. 

The motion was to. x 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MAHONE, Mr. 
CAMERON of Wisconsin, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2657) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near the city of Alton, 
in the State of Illinois, and for ether purposes; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 132) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to establish a sub-port of entry and a 
port of call at Port Angeles, Wash.; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the accompa- 
nying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be porong by 

erred to tho 


him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was re 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HAMPTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him te the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be pro by him 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which waa 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. DAWES and Mr. VEST submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them respectively to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill; which 3 were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to make a statement. 

pose to-day —— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will proceed with his statement. The Chairs hears 
no objection. 2 

Mr. MITCHELL. It was my intention to-day to ask the Senate to 
consider private pension bills; but the day has been consumed by the 
consideration of the Post-Office appropriation bill. Now, my purpose 
is to ask the Senate to consider those bills to-morrow immediately after 
the formal business of the morning hour is concluded, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from aie [Mr. INGALLS], that the Senate 
now proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and thirty-four minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 7 o’clock 
P. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


It wes my pur- 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 23, 1885. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Jony S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8256) very te gene for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes; which was sad pig Lait yore second time, referred to the Com- 
anittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points of order 
upon that bill. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 

DUTIES ON AMERICAN IMPORTATIONS—GERMANY. 

Mr. LE FEVRE, by unanimous consent, offered the following reso- 

Intion; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, In view of = continued proscription of American pork by Germany, 
the recent imposition of additionalduty on wheat and rye imported from the 


“United States, and prat e es measures now threatened hostile to American petro- 
eum, that the Committee on 5 me it eee instructed to in- 


quire into and whether the of the U 
of discriminating measures against buch princi 
pm the German Empire as are grown or manufactu 
WASHINGTON’S HEADQUARTERS, MORRISTOWN, 

The SPEAKER. The hour set apart for motions 3 a special 
yale of the House begins at nine minutes past 11 o’clock. The gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN] has a motion pending upon which 
the time for debate, except one minute, has been exhausted. 

Mr. KEAN. I yield that minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN] 
yields the remaining minute of his time, and the Clerk will report the 
title of the bill. 

The Clerk read the title, as follows: 

Joint 88 (H. =<. 197) authorizing the Secretary of War to assist in 


8 2 and wn a the grounds and collections 
of Washington's 8 3 — N. J., and 
ground in which to 


in securing suitable 
the remains of the — soldiers there buried 
and in erecting a monument over the same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr.WELLER. Mr. Speaker, has the time for debate been exhausted? 

The SPEAKER. It has been, except one minute. 

Mr. WELLER. Well, I object. 

The question was taken; andeighteen gentlemen 5 than 
a sufficient number under the rule. 

So the joint resolution was not considered. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, MACON, GA. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. er, I ask consent, under the rule, for the 
present winger sarap of a bill ‘s. 1117) for the erection of a public 
building at Macon, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beitenacted, dc., 7 be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized directed to A ——— a suit- 


nited States do not demand 
larticles im- 
in the United 


and to purchase a 
able building, with 8 —— for the accommodation of the United 7 


States circuit and district courts, post-office, and other Government offices, at the 
city of Macon,Ga. The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said bui! 

shall be p Jy made and approved according to law, and shall not e; 

for the site and building complete the sum of $125,000: Provided, That the site 
shall leave the building unexposed to r from fire in adjacent buildings by 
an open space of not less than Torty feet, 8 streets and alleys; and no 
money a printed for this purpose : shall be available until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Georgia shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, 

for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and 
the service of civil process therein, 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule, ten minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, of which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] is entitled 
to five 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, for the present I shall content myself 
with a mere statement of the facts. There is a Federal court held at 
Macon. The population of the city isa little over-26,000, as shown 
by the enumerationof last year. The accommodations and facilities are 
very inadequate, and have been permitted to remain so up to this time 
by reason of the fact that the matter of erecting bd 7 building there 
has been reported upon by several Congresses the Department of 
Justice has not seen fit to make any 5 or to attempt to 
better the existing accommodations, believing that a public building 
ought to be erected. The amount proposed to be appropriated is less 
than we have paid for our own local court-house, and I think thisis one 
of the most moderate bills of this character that has been at any time 
reported to this House. 

Mr. STORM. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This isa Senate bill. I believe there are several 
reports on this subject. I reserve the residue of my time. 

The report (by Mr. YouNG) on House bill 162 was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 162) for the erection of a public building at Macon, Ga., having consid- 
ered the same, respectfully report: 

That United States courts are held at Macon, Ga., and are located on the third 
floor, in a badly heated and poorly ventilated room, which is reached by noisy 
flights of iron Stairs, there being no elevator in the building. For these uncom- 
fortable and ‘inadequate accommodations the Government is paying $1,000 a 
year. 

That the post-office, for its 19.000 citizens, is equally discreditably located, being 
in a room entirely too small, although rented at a cost of $900a year. There are 
also leased, for internal-revenue offices, rooms at a cost of $100 a year, ae 
the total annual outlay of the Government for rent at Macon, 

In view of these representations, satisfactorily verified, your commitice 
spectfully recommend the passage of a bill providing for the erection of luee re 
building in said city, to meet the demands of its present wants and commensu- 
rate with its importance asa thriving and rapidly growing center, We accord- 
ingly submit herewith a substitute, limiting the amount to $100,000, 


Mr. STORM. I observe that this report names as the amount of 
the appropriation $100,000. 
Mr. BLOUNT. 


I think that must be a typographica error, At any 
rate the report just read relates to a House bill of similar 3 
the Senate bill which I have called up. I believe $125, = 
amount which has uniformly been reported in us Con 

trust that the House will see fit to the Senate bill ap ting 
this sum which has been previously recommended, and which, as 
have stated, is less than we have paid for our own court building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Would the gentleman from 5 to an 
amendment providing that the Secretary of the Treasury shall not ap- 
prove any plan which will involve an expenditure for this building of 
a greater 2 than the residue of this appropriation aſter the site has 
been paid ſor? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I appreciate the purpose of the gentleman in limit- 
ing the cost of public buildings to the amount of the appropriation; 
and I would have no objection to such an amendment but for the fact 
that we are now almost at the close of this session, and if this bill should 
be returned to the Senate with an amendment it might be difficult to 
get it taken up for concurrence. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a Senate bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not press the amendment. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
2 bill; which was taken from the Speaker's table, read three times, 


Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COLORADO INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. BELFORD. Lask to take from the Speaker’s table for present 
consideration the bill (S. 1695) relating to lands in Colorado lately oc- 
cupied by the Uncompahgre and White River Ute Indians. 

The hill was read, as follows: 


Ec it enacted, &. That actual settlers on lands White Kiv 8588 under 
e River Ute Indian reser- 


the 


Public land of the ‘United States without said reservation, nor on the ground 


that 1 — may have removed from his own land elsewhere within the State of 
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settle uem land in said reservation: And * do That 

itancy and improvement of the land for not than one 
year shall be made to the satisfacti the i 
regulations as the of the Interior may prescribe. 
Sec. Z. That the 2 ay for these lands may be made in three installments, 
as follows, to wit: mty-five cents per acre at the date of entry, dnd 50 cents 
per acre, respectively, in one and two years from such date. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules ten minutes are now allowed for 
debate—five minutes in support of this motion and five minutes in 
opposition. [A pause.] If no ee desires to aay tf the time—— 

Nr. McMILLIN, ore objections are asked for, let us have the 
report read or some statement made, so that we may understand how 
we ought to vote on this question. It would appear that this bill pro- 
poses to the law as to how these lands shall be paid for and who 
are to get the benefits of the sale. The House ought certainly to know 
why this aniy is to be made. 

Mr. BELFORD; Mr. Speaker, if I can be heard I will try toexplain 
the provisions of this bill. Some years ago we 
sion of the rules, a bill 


ion of and the receiver, under 


ing up what is called the Ute reservation— 
a tract of territory eq in area New Hampshire, Connecticut, and 
Rhode Island. After that bill was a number of re 

ting thousands, went upon that Ute reservation and took up their 
3 That bill provided that when the land was pre-empted the 
money should go to the Indians. This bill makes no change whatever 
in that respect; it simply allows these people to pay their money into 
the Treasury; and this money is to go to the support and maintenance 
of these Indians. 

If we do not pass this bill a large class of people occupying home- 
steads in the Ute reservation are practically left without any title what- 
ever. Many of these men have had pre-emption rights in other States 
and have now forfeited them, having gone to these reservation lands to 
seek a new home, This thing of forfeiting pre-emption rights is not 
exceptional, I have once myself been obliged to abandon such a right 
because I found I was not able to bring water upon the ground. So it 
is with thousands of other people. I ean state truthfully and candidly 
that there is no steal in this measure. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask the gentleman, if I may, whether 
the provisions of this bill are confined entirely to homestead or pre- 
emption settlers ? 

r. BELFORD. The bill is confined absolutely to those who bave 
their homes there. 

Mr. WELLER, Is the bill in its terms confined to that class? 

Mr. BELFORD. It is confined to that class, because under the 
original bill nobody can take any tract of land except by pre-emption. 
The bill is designed to protect the people who bave their homes on this 
vast tract of land. 

Mr. WELLER. And that alone? 

Mr. BELFORD. And that alone. The bill passed the Senate with- 
ont objection. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to ask the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
BELFORD] whether this bill has been considered by any committee of 
this House? 

Mr. BELFORD. No; but it has been considered by a Senate com- 
mittee, and passed by the Senate without objection. It has not been 
considered by a committee of the House because during the early part 
of the session I was not here to ask its reference to a committee. Now 
is my only chance for salvation in getting it through. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill ? 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Members objecting to the consideration of this bill 
will rise and be counted. 

Thirteen members objected. 

So the bill was not considered. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT RICHMOND, VA. 


Mr. GEORGE S. WISE. I desire to call up from the Speaker’s 
table for present consideration the bill (S. 1473) to enlarge the United 
States custom-house at Richmond, Va. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is 83 
priated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise . „for the 
enlargement of the United States custom-house at Richmond, Va. 

Sxc.2. That said sum shall be expended upon the order of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and under his direction, upon plans, specifications, and estimates 
previously made and approved according to law. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule ten ininutes are allowed for de- 
bate—five minutes on each side. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in reference 
to this bill that it makes the small appropriation of $100,000 to enlarge 
the custom-house at Richmond, Va. Both the United States circuit 
and district courts are held in that city. I need not say to the House 
that it is the capital of the State. The necessity for the ent 
will be apparent when I tell the members of the House that the pres- 
ent building was erected when the city contained a population of only 
about 25,000. Many of the records of our courts are kept in a lumber- 
room entirely unfit seca fh A ana There are no rooms for grand or 
traverse juries, and no sui accommodations for the judges. 

Since the erection of this building the number of employés of the 


passed, under a suspen- | 


post-office has been increased from eight to sixty. And we have in 
addition to that the offices of collector of customs and of internal reve- 
nue. I will state also that some $1,700,000 was collected in this in- 
ternal-revenue district at Richmond city alone during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883. The gross receipts from the post-office during 
the same period were nearly $120,000, and over $2,000,000 are handled 
and counted annually by the clerks engaged in the money-order de- 
ent. 

Mr. COOK. What was the cost of the original building? 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I can not say as to that, but it was built 
in 1850 when the city had a population of only about 25,000. 

I ais also a letter from the Postmaster-General 3 he recom- 
men e enlargement of this building as necessary for the accommo- 
dation of the post-office at thatcity. I hope there will be no objection 
to this Senate bill. 

Mr. NICHOLLS. What is the present population of Richmond? 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Over 80,000 i itants. 

Mr. COOK. The committee of the House recommended $79,000. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. One hundred thousand dollars is appro- 
priated in the Senate bill. The Architect of the Treasury was asked 
to make an estimate, and he recommended that sum as necessary. 

Mr. COOK. But the committee of the House only recommend 


$79,000. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I know that. This Senate bill is in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the Architect of the Treasury 
Department. I took the pains to have the estimate made by the Archi- 
tect of the Treasury Department. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. STORM. I understand the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds recommend only $79,000. I should like to have the report of 
the committee read. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Here it is. 

Mr. STORM. Will the Clerk read it? 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. YounG), as follows: 


The Committee on Public 3 Grounds, to whom was referred the 
i (H. R. ary to 3 rg SD cot — =e 8 eee and 

provement oſ the pu milding at mond, Va., respectfully report: 

After a full examination of the facts submitted, the committee believe that the 
proposed enlargement and improvement of the public building at Richmond is 
necessary and demanded by the requirements of the public service. 

Richmond is the largest and most Soraning city in the State, and its com- 
merce and business are extensive and rapidly increasing. The present public 
building there was constructed in 1852-54, when pre popu aen of the city was 
but little over 27,000, and when the business tran: in the Federal offices 
there was comparatively small. The population is now 71,000, and the growth 
of the business of the offices of the Government been so rapid as to make 
additional accommodation for its proper transaction a necessity. In brief, since 
the erection of the present building,the population of Richmond has po 
trebled, its business and commerce bas been more than trebled, and the * 
ness of its post-office more than quadrupled. In this small building accommo- 
dation has to be provided for the post-office, the officers for the collection of the 
internal revenue, the collector of customs and his assistants, and for the United 
States district and circuitcourts. For these various purposes it is wholly insuf- 
ficient. The district and circuit courts of the United States are held here twice 
yearly, and there are frequently two a ene terms of these courts in each year. 

In the language of the clerk of the circuit court— / 

The judges’ rooms are mere closets, with no conveniences for consultation, no 

to hear r properly in chambers, The clerks 
eir records in an old lumber-room, entirely unfit for the 


pu * ‘ 
There is not, besides, sufficient room for the accommodation of the marshal; 
and the grand and traverse juries which attend these courts, and none whatever 
for witnesses. The collector of internal revenue hasnow employed in his office 
there eleven persons, as deputy collectors, clerks, tobacco rs, and gau- 
gors, and they are confined toan area entirely too small for comfort and the rapid 
tch of the public business. During the year 1883 there were entered in this 
division of his district for export over and one-half millions of pounds of 
tobacco and nearly thirty-five millions of cigarettes. During the same period 
nearly one and one-half million dollars were realized from the sale of tobacco, 


cigar, and cigarette e 

e amount of internal revenue collected at Richmond during the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1883, was $1,699,837.33. The collector states that double the space 
now occupied is required for the say and proper transaction of the business of 
his office. The gross receipts from the ce during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1883, were $117,397, and over $2,000,000 are handled and counted annually, 
by theclerks e in the money-order department. The number of clerks 
9 is twenty-one, letter-carriers twenty, and money- order clerks three, 
making in àll forty-one. In addition to this force, the Government has in its 
employment, on the seven railroads terminating here, forty-three clerks,’ 
for whom space to be provided in the post-office at Richmond, it being im- 
possible to obtain suitable accommodation elsewhere. At least on of 
these postal clerks are frequently in the office at the same time, making, with 
the regular force, an aggregate of over sixty persons. When the present build- 
ing was erected, there were employed in this office an average of only eight 
persons in every branch of its business, 

For the convenience of the collector of customs and his assistants, twelve in 
number, the present accommodations are also wholly inadequate. e = 

eneral, in a letter in reply to one addressed to him upon this subject; 
says that in his opinion— 

The Government building at Richmond is not large enough, and that thero 
should be such an enlargement of or addition to it as will meet the necessities of 
business and the public convenience.” * 

These brief statements serve the pu of showing the magnitude of tho 
business done in the various offices of the Government in this city and the no- 

ity for more space for its transaction. Your committee, re, recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying as a substitute for bill H. R. 1609, 


Mr. WELLER. I rise to a question of order. The confusion is so 
great that we can not hear what is going on in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made an ineffectual attempt to pre- 
serve order in the House. The t-at-Arms will ask members to 


library-room, and not s] 
have to keep many of 


resume their seats and stop conversation. 


2030 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 23, 


Mr. STORM. What is the amount recommended by the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The report specifies no amount, but simpl¥ recom- 
mends the passage of the bill. 

Mr. STORM. What is the amount recommended by the House bill? 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Seventy-five thousand dollars is recom- 
mended by the House bill. 

Mr. STORM. Your bill calls for $100,000. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I will state to my friend that that amount 
is absolutely required, and it is recommended by the Architect of the 
Treasury aller ing a careful estimate of what would be required. 

Mr. STORM. All I desire to say, in the short time left, is, that this 
has been considered by a committee of this House and the amount rec- 
ommended was $75,000. The Senate bills have not only been consid- 
ered extravagant in the number of private buildings provided for, but 
in the amount provided and in the extension of limits heretofore pro- 
posed. As I have said, the committee of this House, having considered 
the bill, recommends $75,000 as sufficient; and I do think we ought not 
to be asked now to say we will give $25,000 more than the committee 
of this House has recommended, sey 3 ber — 55 a Penata bill. I 
am sorry to op it, but I think I am in duty to do so. 

Mr. WELLER. I think I could make a suggestion which will ob- 
viate all objection. 

The SPEAKER. The time has expired. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to offer an amendment. 

5 Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Is there not more time leſt in favor of the 
ill? 
The SPEAKER. Two minutes remain in favor of the bill. 
Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I will yield then two minutes to my col- 


league. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Iam instructed, Mr. Speaker, to say that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Storm] withdraws his objection. 

Now, in regard to this bill the estimates and the report of the Archi- 
tect were fully discussed in the Senate, and the action taken there was 
one of deliberate judgment that $100,000 was necessary to carry out 
the measure. I never had the opportunity such as I desired before the 
House committee to discuss the necessity of $100,000. I believe 
whereas $100,000 will accomplish the purpose, $75,000 will be insuf- 
ficient and bring them back here before the work is completed. I hope 

-the House will adopt the bill as it the Senate because we might 
as well complete the job at once instead of taking two bites of a cherry 
as is often done. I call for a vote. 

There was no objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. As the bill is before the House I move the follow- 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

n 
. TTT 
pense of the Government to the locality proposed for the disbursement of this 
appropriation. 

Mr. WELLER. Would it be in order to ask unanimous consent to 
discuss the merits of that amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks under this special rule, which 
expressly provides the limitation of debate, it would not be in order to 
extend that time. 

Mr. KEAN. I offer an amendment to the amendment. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the remaining due Hon. Lumas H. WELLER, of Iowa, as 


a Representative from Iowa for the Forty-eighth Congress, be paid in standard 
silver dollars, [Laughter.] 


Mr. WELLER. Idesire to accept that amendment, and I trust that 
the House will honor me by voting for it. Ido acceptit. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

The question being taken on the adoption of Mr. WELLER’s amend- 
ment, the House divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 95. 

So the amendment was not to. 

The bill was ordered to be read the third time; and being read the 
third time, was passed. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UMATILLA INDIAN RESERVATION, OREGON. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask now to call up Senate bill 66, 

providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing 

upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting 
patents therefor, and for other purposes, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 
time, the second reading being at length, as follows: 

An act providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon 
the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting patents there- 
for, and for other purposes. 

Whereas the confederated bands of Cayuse, Walla Walla, and Umatilla In- 
dians, mesiding upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of O n, have ex- 
pressed a willingness to settle upon lands in severalty on their said reservation, 
and to have the residue of their lands not needed for such allotment sold for. 
their benefit: Therefore, 


FT... United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States cause 
lands to be allotted to the confederated bands of Cayuse, Walla Walla, and 
Umatilla Indians, oars: upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Orc- 
gon, as follows, of 7 — tural lands: 
To each head of a ily, one bundred and sixty acres; to each single 
of 18 years, eighty acres; to each orphan child being under 14 years 
cighty acres; and to each child under 18 years of age not otherwise pro- 
vided for, forty acres. 
Allotments to heads of families and to children under 18 years of age 8 
mily ; 


allotments to persons over 18 
— upon the selection of such persons; and allotments to orphans shall be 


and school six hundred and forty acres of agricultural lands, Before any allot- 
ments are made, a commission of three disinterested persons to be appointed 
by the President shall go upon said reservation and ascertain as near as may be 
the number of Indians who will remain on said reservation, and who 

entitled to take lands in’severalty thereon, and the amount of land to 
make the allotments; and thereupon said commission shall determine and set 
apart so much of said reservation as shall be necessary to supply agricultural 
lands for allotments in severalty, r with suficient pasture and timber 
lands for their use, and 640 acres for an industrial farm and school, not exceed- 
ing 120,000 acres in the aggregate for all purposes; and the same shall be in as 
compacta form as possible. Said commission shall report to the Secretary of 
the Interior the number and classes of persons entitled to allotments, as near as 
Gey may be able to, the metes and bounds of the tract by them selected forsaid 
Indians,and designate eee tract selected for an industrial farm and 
school; and if the same l be approved, the said tract shall thereafter oonsti- 
tute the reservation for said Ind 


President shall cause patents 
to issue to all persons to whom allotments of lands shall be made under 4 
visions of this act, which shall be of the! effect, and declare that the United 
States does and will hold the land thus allotted, for the period of twenty-five 
years, in trust for the sole use and benefit of the Indian to whom such allotment 
shall have been made, or in case of his decease, of his heirs according tothe laws 
of the State of Oregon, and that at the eg acm of said period the United States 
will convey the same by patent to said Indian, or his heirs as aforesaid, in fee, 
discha: of said trust and free of all charge or incaumbrance whatsoever: Pro- 
vided, T the law of alienation and descent in force in the State of Oregon 
shall apply thereto after patents have been executed, except as herein otherwise 
provided: Provided That any Indian or Indians residing upon said res- 
ervation who may desire to remove to orsettle upon any other reservation shall 
be permitted to do so, and shall retain their right to share their equal propor- 
tion of benefits to be derived from any fund that may arise from the sale of any 
of the lands of said Umatilla reservation, and in addition the equitable yalue of 
the right to take lands in severalty on said reservation, to be determined by the 
Secretary of the Interior and taken out of said fund; and the same shall be ex- 
ishing themin their new 


to the new 


paratoy appraised, and if the same belon 
Indian shall be reimbursed the value of such improvements in money or in other 
impro’ ents 
but no lands 
surveyed and app: shall be sold at the proper land office of the 
States by the register thereof, at public sale, to the highest bidder at a price not 
less than the appraised value thereof. such sale to be advertised in such manner 
as the Secretary of the Interior shall direct. Each purchaser of any of said lands 
at such sale shall be entitled to purchase orne hundred and sixty acres of untim- 
bered lands and an additional tract of forty acres of timbered lands, and no more. 
He shall pay one-third of the puro rice of untimbered lands at the time of 
p , one-third in one year, and one-third in two years, with interest on 
the deferred payments at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, and shall pay the 
full purchase-price of timbered lands at the timeof purchase. And where there 
are improvements upon the lands purchased which shall have been separately 
parang the purchaser shall pay the appraised value of such improvements at 
oe of purchase, in addition to the amounts hereinbefore required to be 
paid. 
Each purchaser shall, at the time of making his purchase, make and subscribe 
an oath or affirmation that he is purchasing said lands for his own use and oc- 
eupation, and not for or on account of or at the solicitation of any other, and 
that he made no contract whereby the title thereto shall, directly or in- 
directly, inure to the benefit of another. And if any conveyance is made of the 
lands set apart and allotted as herein provided, or any contract made touching 
the same, or any lien thereon created before the issuing of the patent herein 
provided, such conveyance, contract, or lien shall be absolutely null and void. 
And before a patent shall issue for untimbered lands the purchaser shall make 
satisfactory proof that he has resided upon the lands purchased at least one year 
and has reduced at least twenty-five acres to cultivation. No patent shall issue 
until all payment shall have been ie; and on failure of any purchaser to 
make any payment when the same becomes due, the Secretary of the Interior 
shall cause said land to be again offered at public or private sale, after notice to 
the delinquent; and if said land shall sell for more than the balance due thereon, 
the surplus, after deducting expenses, shall be paid over to the first purchaser : 
Provided, That persons who settle upon or acquire title under the pre-emption 
or homestead laws of the United States to fractional subdivisions of lands - 
cent to the lines of said reservation, as now and heretofore existing, and at t 
time of the sale herein provided for are residing on such fractions, and have 
been unable to secure the full benefit of such laws by reason that the lands set- 
Ned upon were made fractional by the boundary line of said reservation cross- 
ing such subdivision, shall have a right, at any time after advertisement and 
ore sale at public auction, to purchase, at their appraised value, so much of 
said lands as 1, with the fractional lands alread 
aggregate one hundred and sixt 
rodun of such settler, but he s 
r 


settled upon, make in the 

acres; and no itional residence shall be 

ll take and subscribe the 
: Provided 


years. 


re- 
emption laws: Provided also, That the State of Oregon shall be entitled to select 
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from the public lands ofthe United States in said State lands in lieu of the six- 
teenth and thirty-sixth sections contained in said Umatilla reservation as now 
set apart and established. 3 

Sec. 3. That the funds arising from the sale of said reservation lands, after 


paying the expenses of survey, appraisement, and sale, and arene any In- 
dian or Indians for the value of any improvements belonging to such Indian or 
Indians, and the equitable share of any Indian to the funda arising from the 
sale of said reservation lands as herein provided, and ‘reimbursing the United 
States for improvements made by the Government and under the provisions 
herein, shall be placed in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of said 
Indians, and the same shall draw such rate of interest as is now or may be here- 
after provided by law. Twenty per cent. of the principal of said funds may be 
used. under the direction of the Presiden in ing said Indians to establish 
themselves upon their several allotments, in such manner as he shall direct, and 
$20,000 of the residue thereof shall be devoted to the establishment and support 
of an industrial farm and school for the training and education of the chil 
of said Indians in the arts and methods of civilized life,and the increase from 


said industrial farm and 
school, and to such other be: 


purposes asin the judgment of the 
of the Interior may be for the best interest of said Indians: Provided, That the 
said Indians shall p 


ledge themselves to com their children, male and female, 
between the of 7 and 15 years, to attend said school. 

Sec. 4. That for the — 5 of carrying into effect the provisions of this act the 
sum of $40,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, . 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, whi d sum 
shall be reimbursed to the Treasury out of the sales of said lands; and $10,000 of 

establishing said industrial 


said sum so appropriated shall be expended toward 
farm and school herein provided for. 

Sec. 5. That before this act shall be executed in any part, the consent of said 
Indians shall be obtained to the disposition of their lands as provided herein, 
which consent shall be expressed in Poon aoa signed by a majority of the 
maa adats upon said reservation, and shall be filed with the Secretary of the 

nterior. 

Sec. 6, That the Secretary of the Interior shall have power to make needful 
rules and regulations to 3 into effect the provisions of this and shall 
have power to determine all disputesand . arising between Indians re- 

ng their allotments, and shall fix the compensation to be allowed to the 
commissioners provided for in section 2. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule ten minutes are allowed for de- 
bate—five minutes for and five against the bill. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to know if it will not be proper, under the 
rules of the House, to move that this bill be laid over until to-morrow 
in order that it may be printed in the Recorp for the information of 
the House. 

The SPEAKER, The bill is not yet before the House. 

Mr. GEORGE. This bill, I will state, has been already printed in 
full in the RECORD. 

I do not desire to detain the House at length in regard to this mat- 
ter. I know that it is a long bill and that it is difficult for each indi- 
vidual member of the House to thoroughly understand from hearing it 
read in this manner, but I wish to state that it has been passed twice 
by the Senate and has been favorably reported unanimously by the com- 
mittees of two Houses, the House and the House of Representa- 
tives of the Forty-seventh It has the earnest approval of the 
Indians themselves, who are very desirous for the ofthebill. It 
is for their welfare and for the welfare of the people of that State gener- 
ally. All are desirous that such a bill shall be as will provide 
for the welfare of the Indians, who are a part and parcel of their com- 
munity. 

In brief the bill proposes to allot to the Indians such lands as they 
may need for their use, and then the remainder of the reservation be 
sold in small tracts and at not less than its appraised value to the 
highest bidder in cash with time payments, the money to be appro- 
priated to the present and future welfare and benefit of the Indians. 

Mr. PERKINS. And purchasers are limited to one hundred and sixty 
acres of the land as the amount they may acquire. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, they are limited to one hundred and sixty acres 
with a small amount of timbered land in addition. I reserve the re- 
mainder of my time. 

Mr. COBB. I would like to ask the gentleman from m a ques- 
tion. As I understand this bill—I have never read it, and have heard 
it now for the first time I understand that after the expiration of three 
years it is provided that the lands shall be sold and the proceeds paid 
over to the Indians. Is that the purport of the bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. Les, with reference to such lands as they do not need 
for allotment. It is provided that the residue shall be sold and the 

be appropriated to their benefit. 

Mr. COBB. How do you provide that these lands shall be sold—by 
auction, at so much per acre, or at private sale after appraisement? 

Mr. GEORGE. They are first to be appraised and the price fixed 
upon them, afterward to besold at public auction to the highest bidder 
at not less than the appraised value, and only to the actual settlers upon 
the land and in quantities not to exceed one hundred and sixty acres 
to each, with forty acres of timbered land. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does it not provide that these lands shall be sold 
for cash? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. As this is to be a fund for the benefit of the In- 
dians, would these lands not bring better prices if sold for part cash 
and a part on time? 

Mr. GEORGE. That is the provision of the bill; in order that poor 
men can avail themselves of the opportunity of purchasing the lands and 
have time in which to pay for them. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I understood the gentleman from Oregon to state, . 
and also from hearing the bill read—for no man can understand so long 
a bill in all of its details from hearing it once read—that it provided for 
a cash sale. 3 

Mr. GEORGE. Cash sale, but timę payment of the greater portion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman from and myself have a 
very different conception of what cash sales and time sales mean. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Does this bill limit the amount to 
which each person may become entitled under its provisions? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes, sir; one hundred and sixty acres, and forty 
acres of timber land in addition. 

Mr. WELLER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Oregon 
if in so far as he is concerned he will not consent that this shall go over 
until to-morrow, in order that we may have the opportunity of reading 
the bill and the report in the interim. 

Mr. 1 I ask for the reading of the report in connection with 
the bill. 

Mr. STEVENS addressed the Chair. % . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana was recognized to 
demand the reading of the report. This seems to be a Senate bill and 
there is no report accompanying it. 

Mr. GEORGE. I will furnish a Senate report which I have here. 

Mr. COBB. Itis difficult to understand so long a bill, and I do not 
think it ought to be passed without time for its consideration. 

Mr. GEORGE. Although this bill has been printed in the RECORD 
once, I will suggest that its consideration go over until to-morrow and 
that it be printed in the RECORD, and also the reports of the Senate 
and House committees, so that members may have a full opportunity 
of seeing what it is that is proposed. 

The SPEAKER. Four minutes only of the hour under the special 
rule now remain. The gentleman from Oregon asks that the hour be 
now terminated and that this bill go over until to-morrow and be 
printed together with the report in the RECORD. Which report? Of 
the House or of the Senate? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senate report as it is a Senate bill and the 
House report, for that matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COBB. I shall have to object; the bill is so long. 

e CASSIDY. The bill goes into the RECORD anyhow, having been 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana object? 

Mr. COBB. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed to read the report. 

TheClerk commenced the reading of the report (made by Mr. DAWEs, 
from the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs), as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 66) entitled 
A bill providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing 
the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, and gran patents therefor, 
—— ſor other purposes, have had the same under considerat n, and report as 

follows : ‘ 

This bill was reported from the Senate Committee on Indian Affairs during 
last after very careful consideration, and passed the Senate, and was 
repo upon favorably by the House Committee on Indian Affairs. The nay oid 
of the Senate Committee of last Congress very fully sets forth all the 
and reasons relating to said subject, and is therefore adopted for convenience as 
the report of your committee; which report is as follows: 

“The Umatilla reservation was created by treaty with the Walla Walla, Cay- 
use, and Umatilla tribes and bands of Indians, occupying lands y in Wash- 
ington Territory and partly in Oregon, which treaty was promulgated — il, 
1859. The reservation contains 268,800 acres of land, of w 150,000 is : 
the residue is pasture and timber lands. 

The Indians upon this reservation have for the most since their location 
peaceable and friendly toward the whites; have made some 
rogress toward civilization; cultivated in 1881,as shown by the agent’s 3 

000 acres, broke during the year 2,000 acres new land, 8 10,000 els 
of wheat, 2,000 bushels of corn, 6,000 bushels of oats and barley, 6,000 bushels of 
y les, cut 900 tons of hay, 75,000 feet of lumber, 1,000 cords of wood, and 
built 10,000 rodsof fence. They have 10,000 head of horses, 50 head of mules, 400 
head of cattle, 5 head of swine, and 3,000 head of sheep. They earn by laborin 
civilized pursuits 65 per cent. of their subsistence and support, procure 12 per 
—_ by hunting and fishing, and receive in rations from the Government 23 per 
cen 

“The number of Indians on this reservation, as shown by the report of the 

nt for 1881, is 751—males 330, ſemales 421. Of the whole number 504 are wholly 

in citizen's d and 123 A radad Two hundred and fifty-two families are 
reported as engaged in agriculture, and 162 male Indians undertake manual 
labor in civilized pursuits. , È 

“These Indians for some years have in various ways manifested their desire 
to take lands in severalty, and secure titles to homes for themselves and chil- 
8 In n meee of 3 — epee headmen visited W. ingt 

confer with the ce in respect to making a permanent settlementon 
their reservation, or, in lieu of such settlement, to remove to some other local- 
ity. The matter was to be left to the Indians upon their return to their reserva- 
tion, which was determined by them the following November in favor of re- 
maining upon their present reservation and taking lands in severalty.” 


When the Clerk had read so much of the report as is printed above, 

The SPEAKER said: The hour under the special rule has 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask unanimous consent that the House and Senate 
reports be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is equiva- 
lent to an objection. 


COURT-HOUSE AND JAIL IN ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Attorney-General, inclosing a letter from the United States 


on the same, 
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marshal for Alaska, and asking an appropriation for court-house and 
jail in that Territory; which was ee to the Committee on Appro- 
Priations, and ordered to be printed. 


INSANE PERSONS IN ALASKA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, referring to a letter from the marshal of Alaska, in which 
inquiry is made as to his authority to remove persons adjudged insane 
to asylums; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


INFANTRY BRANCH OF THE ARMY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmi communications from officers of the Army in 
regard to the passage of Senate bill (S. 2442) to increase the efficiency 
of the infantry branch of the Army; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the consideration of the business of 
the Committee for the District of Columbia be with to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The first business to-day is the call of States ed 
Territories for the introduction of bills and joint resolutions, &c. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not want to interfere with that. 


TEXAS PACIFIC RAILROAD LAND GRANT. 


Mr. PAYSON. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table, forthe gg ad of moving concurrence in the Senate amendments, 
the bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of land grant to the Texas 
Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


Page 1, line 6, strike out the word that.” 
Page 1, line 6, strike out the word “be.” 
Page l line 7, strike out sale and settlement” and insert “ disposal.” 
Tad 1, line 7, strike out the word eer and insert the words the gen- 
e 


Page I, at the oe of line 7, insert as thou thad never been made: 
That the price of the lands so forfeit e restored shall be the same 
as heretofore fixed lor the even sections within said grant. 
Strike out section 
At the end of the bin add the following: 
“Sec, 2. That the act of 3. 1875, 3 An act for the relief of settlers 
within railroad limits,’ is hereby repealed 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request made by the gen- 
Ueman from Illinois [Mr. Payson]? The Chair hears none. 

Mr, PAYSON. I move that the te amendments be concurred in. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. PAYSON moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also moved 
that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


IMPORTATION AND IMMIGRATION OF ALIENS. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 


table for the purpose of g of the Senate amendments the bill 
(H. R. 2550) to prohibit the . and i tion of fo ers 
and aliens under contract or ent to perform labor in the United 


States, its Territories, and the ict of Columbia. 
The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 


Page 1, lines 7 and §, strike out to perform service or labor.” 
PRI mags 1, lines 14 and 15, strike out and doing 2 within the United 


ies 1, line 16, after the word 8 insert “or having reference to the 
performance of labor or service by any person.” 

Page 1, line 16, strike out the words of any kind.” 

Page 1. line 18, strike out — = . and insert the person 


„ 4 115 13, and insert "the proceeds to be 

after the end of line 15, ineers and it an be the duty of the district 
* — of the proper to prosecute every such suit at the expense of the 
nited 


Page 2, line 27, after the word citizen,“ insert “or S ye 25 


Page 3, lins e i, after “ singers, insert nor di —.— employed strictly as 
personal or domestic servants.” 

Page 3, line 13, after “ relative,” insert “ or personal friends. 

Page 3, line 14, after United States,” — “for the purpose of settlement 
bere.” 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, is it proposed to concur in these amend- 
ments? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know what motion the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. HOPKINS] proposes to make. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Horxms] whether he proposes that the House shall concur in these 
Senate amendments? 


Mr. HOPKINS. That is my motion, Mr. Speaker—to concur in the 
amendments of the Senate. are ‘mostly verbal amendments. 
Mr. KEIFER. I think are pretty important. 


Ir. MILLS. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
HorkIxs] whether this bill proposes to prohibit the introduction of 


agricultural laborers ? 
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Mr. HOPKINS. It prohibits the importation under contract of all 
classes with the exceptions named in the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I am opposed to the bill. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendments were concurred in; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CORRECTION OF MILITARY RECORDS. 

Mr, STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to * at 
this time, from the Committee on Military Affairs, a bill in li ; 
various bills that have been referred to that committee. It is a bill 
(H. R. 8257) to correct the record of certain soldiers of the late war. 

The SPEAKER. Does it name the soldiers? 

Mr. STEELE. It does not name the soldiers, but it is in lieu of 
various bills that do name soldiers. 

The SPEAKER, In the absence of objection the bill will herefiared 
to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. $ er, I ask unanimous consent that that 
bill and report may be printed in the RECORD. - 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill and report are as follows: 

A bill to correct the record of certain soldiers of the late war. 
eee cote na kh use of Rep 
ngress assembled, That the Secretary 
and I airecked to remove the cha: 


id not re, 
the soldier was — 


—— 


SUBSTITUTE FOR VARIOUS HOUSE BILLS. 
Mr. hh from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the follow- 


in, 
Tue Con ‘Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were referred 
The bill (H. R. 7897) for the relief of David Harrington; 
The bill (H. R. 7758) for the relief of Daniel Morris; 
The bill (H. R. 7741) for the relief of John Connell; 
The bill (H. R. 7527) for the relief of Melvin M. Davis; : 
for the relief of William Pormann; 
for the relief of Joseph Moor; 
for the relief of James W. Dotson; 
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The bill (H. R. 7528) for the relief of David Ward; 

The bili H. R. 7479) for the relief of Thomas Cummings; 
The bill (H. R. 7406) for the relief of George Leeman ; 
The bill (H. R. 7381) for the relief of James Roach; 

The bill (H. R. 7009) for the relief of John Knocklemann ; 
The bill (H. R. 6977) for the relief of A. L. Willi M.D. 
The bill eS R. 1974) for the relief of Francis M. MeDonatd ; 3 
The bill (H. R. 7020) for the relief of Charles H. L. Poock; 
The bill (H. R. 6778) for the relief of Thomas Wood; 

The bill (H. R. 6719) for the relief of Wellington Doddridge; 
The bill (H. R. 6718) for the relief of Phillip Ellbuff; 

The bill (H. R. 6717) for the relief of J. Sutton; 
The bill (H. R. 6654) for relief of John P. Stewart; 
The bill (H. R. 6618) for the relief of George H. Melay; 
The bill (H. R. 6605) for the relief of William C. Elliott; 
The bill (H. R. 6523) for the relief of Edward W. Casley ; 
The bill (H. R. 6500) for the relief of Frank Singerist ; 

The bill (H. R. 6482) for the relief of Enoch Hunt; 

The bill (H. R. 6356) for the relief 2 uen C. Jones; 
The bill (H. R. 6268) for the relief o! uel II. Watson; 
The bill 1. R. 6172) for the relief 91 W Willian Munion, jr.; 
The bill (H. R. 6001) for the relief of Fredorline Rentz; 
The bill (H. R. 1775) for the relief of Edmond Williams; 
The bill (H. R. 5912) for the relief of Jose N Sexton; 

The bill (H. R. 5129) for the relief of Zoath Hammond; 
The bill EE for the relief of Elihu Robinson; 
The bill (H. R. 5842) for the relief of Jeremiah Fritts; 

The bill (HI. K. 5840) for the relief of John W. Robinson 
The bill (H. R. 5826) for the nua of pe Rm mp ode L. Schermerhorn ; ; 
The bill (H. R. 5804) for the rel 

The bill (H. R. 5665) for the delle 5 Walter D. arg 
The bill (H. R. 5600) for the relief of Marcellus Martin; 
The bill (H. R. 5382) for the relief of George W. Harbaugh; 
The bill (H. R. 5320) for the relief of Anderson B. Gose; 
The bill (H. R. 5223) for the relief of Charles J. Lahue; 
The bill (H. R. 5193) for the relief of William A. J 5 
The bill (H. R. 5163) for the relief of John G. Brown 

The bill (H. R. 5142) for the relief of Seymour F. Arnald; 
The bill (H. R.5113) for the relief of Peter Hudnut; 

The bill (H. R.5093) for the relief of George W. Revere; 
The bill (H. R.5033) for the relief of Moses Soard ; 

The bill (H. R. 5012) for the relief of Thomas Brown; t 
The bill (H. R. 4996) for the relief — sona W. Claiborn ; 
The bill (H. R. 4995) for the relief of Pierce; 
The bill (H. R. 4861) for the relief of Joh Butler; 

The bill (II. R. 4860) for the relief of Ivans Huse; 

The bill (H. R. 4772) for the relief of Newton Whems; 
The bill (H. R. 4753) for the relief of yon B. Philips; 
The bill (H. R. 4580) for the relief of J. H. Davis; 

The bill (H. R. 4566) for the relief of Miles Dunning; 

The bill HS R. 4540) for the relief of George Barlow ; 

The bill (H. R. 4455) for the relief of David A. Hawk; 

The bill (H. R. 4418) for the relief of Robert Newman; 
The bill (H. R.4345) for the relief of Green B. Ledford 
The bill (H. R. 4339) for the relief of Absolom Roberts; 
The bill (H. R. 4306) for the relief of Frank Greenwood; 
The bill R. 4231) for the relief of Dennis Forbes; 

The bill (H. R. 4218) for the relief of Philip Brodbeck; 
The bill (H. R. 4104) for the relief of Asa M. Frye; 

The bill (H. R. 4106) for the relief of George Hobbes 

The bill (H. R. 4038) for the relief of George H 
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The bin (H. R. 4030) for the relief of Charles B. Pease; 

The bill (H. R. 4011) Or the relief of C. Copeland; 

The bill (H. R. 3974) for the relief of William Prewitt and others: 
The bill (H. R. 2177) for the relief of Jobn Sims; 

The bill (H. R. 1624) for the relief of William G. Windom; 

‘The bill (H. R. 769) for the relief of William R. Boag; 

The bill (H. R. 2548) for the relief of Charles Doenhart; 

The bill (H, R. 9%) for the relief of J. J. Gideon; 

‘The bill (H. E 2731) for the relief of John Davis; 

The bill (H. R. 


ian for the relief of William W. Armstrong; 
H. R. 1434) for the relief of John W. Gummo; 
H. R. 417) for the relief of William H. Hamlet; 
The bill (H. R. 2443) for the relief of John Driscoll ; 
The bill (H. R. 3946) for the relief of Samson Goliah ; 
The bill (H. R. 1639) for the relief of Pierre Pernot; 
The bill (H. R. ion for the relief of Susan R. Gassaway; and 
‘The bill (H. R. 2638) for the relief of Isaac R. Moulton— 
and the petitions as follows, namely: 
Petition for the relief of Andrew W. Barton; 
Petition for the relief of Andrew ale 
Petition for the relief of George W. Monteith ; 
Petition for the relief of Robert P. Moore; 
Petition for the relief of John Schlick ; 
Petition for the relief of John Cole; 
Petition for the relief of John Erickson; 
Petition for the relief of John G. wn; 
Petition ſor the relſef of Andrew Meadows; 
Petition ſor the relief of Milton Bunch; 
Petition for the relief of Abraham Brown; 
Petition for the relief of Frank Gardner; 
Petition for the relief of Moses Lord; 
Petition for the relief of Geo: 
Petition for the relief of 
Petition for the relief of G. W. Smith; 
Petition for the relief of John Condon ; 
Petition for the relief of Charles Davis; and 
e . the petition of various citizens of Stuart, Iowa, asking the passage of a 


report the same back and recommend that they lay on the table without preju- 
dice; and recommend the of the accompanying bill as a substitute, be- 
lieving it, together with the act of July 5, 1884, herewith, will cover nearly, if 
not quite, all meritorious cases. 


[Pvsiic—No. 98. 
An act to relieve certain soldiers from the charge of desertion. 


Be it cuacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of 
America in Congress assembled, That the charge of desertion now standing onthe 
and records in the Office of the Adjutant-General of the United States 
against any soldier who served in the late war in the volunteer service shall be 
removed in all cases where it shall be made to appear to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of War, from such rolls and records, or from other satisfactory testi- 
mony, any such soldier served faithfully until the expiration of his term of 
enlistment, or until the Ist day of May, A. D. 1865, having previously served six 
months or more, or was prevented from completing his term of service by reason 
of wounds received or — contracted in the line of duty, but who, by reason 
of absence from his command at the time the same was mustered out, failed to 
be mustered out and to receive an honorable discharge: Provided, That no sol- 
dier shall be relieved under this section who, not being sick or wounded, left 
hia command without proper authority while the same was in the presence of 

e enemy. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to remove the charge 
of desertion from the records of any soldier in the late war upon proper applica- 
tion therefor and satisfactory proof in the following cases: 

First, That such soldier, after such charge of desertion was made, and within 
a reasonable time thereafter, voluntarily returned to his command and served 
faithfully to the end of bis term of service. 

Second. That such soldier absented himself without proper authority from 

ital, or from furlough given from hospital, while suffering from wounds, 
injuries, or disease received or contracted in the service in the line of duty, and, 
on recovery, voluntarily returned to his command and served faithfully until 
dise zor died from such wounds, injury, or disease while so absent and 
before the date of the muster-out of his command. 

Third, That such soldier absented himself without proper authority from fur- 
Jough given by proper authority, and while so absent died from wounds, injury, 
or disease received or contracted in the service jn the line of duty before the 
muster-out of his command, 

Sec, 3, That in all cases where the charge of desertion shall be removed un- 
der the provisions of this act from the record of any soldier who has not received 
a certificate of discharge, it shall be the duty of the Adjutant-General of the 
United States to issue to such soldier, or, in case of his death, to his heirs or Jegal 

resentatives, a certificate of discharge. 

EC, 4. That when the charge of desertion shall be removed under the provis- 
jons of this act from the record of any soldier, such soldier, or, in case of his 
death, the heirs or legal representatives of such soldier, shall receive the pay and 
bounty due to such soldier: Provided, however, That this act shall not be so con- 

as to give to any such soldier, or,in case of his death, to the heirs or legal 
representatives of any such soldier, any pay, bounty, or allowance for any period 
of time during which such soldier was absent from his command without proper 
authority, nor shall it be so construed as to give any pay, bounty, or allowance 
to any soldier, his heirs or legal representatives, who served in the Armya period 
of less than six months. 

Sec, 5, That all ps fees for relief under this act shall be made to and filed 
with the Secret of War within the period of five years from and after its pas- 
sage, and all applications not so made and filed within said term of five years 
thal) be forever and shall not be received or considered. 

Sec. 6. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
net are hereby repealed. 

Approved July 5, 1881. = 


REPORTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to take up the Senate joint resolution providing for the printing of the 
annual reports of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order at this time. The special 

rule under which the House is now acting provides that so long as that 

rule remains in operation it shall not be in order for the Chair to en- 

tertain a request to take up for consideration any bill embraced by 
that rule except Senate amendments to House bills. 
POST-OFFICE SITE, WASHINGTON, D. ©. 

On motion of Mr. STOCKSLAGER, by nnanimous consent, the bill 
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(S. 2617) to authorize the acquisition of certain parcels of real estate 


embraced in square No. 406 of the city of Washington, for the en- 
largement of the Post-Office Department building and to provide at- 
commodations for the city post-office, was taken from the Speaker’s 


table, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order is called for, and this being Mon- 
day, the regular order is the call of the States and Territories for the 
introduction of billsand joint resolutions. Under this call resolutions 
of inquiry addressed to the heads of Departments, and joint and con- 
currentresolutions and memorials of State and Territorial Legislatures, 
are also in order for reference only. 

REMOVAL OF CAUSES TO FEDERAL COURTS. 

Mr. CRAIG introduced a bill (H. R. S258) to protect the rights of cit- 
izens of the United States in State courts, and providing for the removal 
of civil and criminal causes from State to Federal courtsin certain cases; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


SELMA, ALA. 


Mr. CRAIG introduced a bill (H. R. 8259) to constitute Selma, in the 
State of Alabama, a port of entry; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

TOBACCO DEALERS. 

Mr. CRAIG introduced a bill (H. R. 8260) exempting from special 
tax dealers in manufactured and leaf tobacco whose annual sales do 
not exceed $1,000; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


EMPLOYES OF NAVY DEPARTMENT. 

Mr, ROSECRANS introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 343) relative 
to certain employés of the Navy Department; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

OKLAHOMA LANDS. 


Mr. PAYSON submitted a joint resolution of the Legislature of Nli- 
nois relative to the opening of the Oklahoma lands to homestead settle- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


JOHN E. MGAUGHEY. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R, 8261) granting 
a pension to John E. McGaughey; which was read a first Ft second 
time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. x 
BENJAMIN FYE. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, introduced a bill (H. R. 8262) granting 
a pension to Benjamin Fye; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed. 
NANCY J. NIX. 
Mr. ENGLISH introduced a bill (H. R. 8263) for the relief of N. 
J. Nix, late widow of William F. Perry, late a private in Company 4 
Fortieth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers; which was read afirst 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed. 


OPENING INDIAN COUNTRY TO SETTLEMENT. 


Mr. PEKKINS introduced a bill (H. R. 8264) to enable the Presi- 
dent to negotiate for the purchase of portions of certain Indian reserva- 
tions and to open the Oklahoma Indian country to homestead settle- 
ment; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. PERKINS. Task the reference of this bill to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that a bill relating to this 
subject was just referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. PAYSON. I submit that a bill providing for the disposition of 
these lands after they shall be public lands ought in any event to go to 
the Committee on Publie Lands. 

The SPEAKER. This bill, however, seems to provide for purchase 
of the land from the Indian tribes. 

Mr. PERKINS. It authorizes the President to enter into vegotia- 
tions with the Indians tor opening that country to settlement. I think 
it should go to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is the 
under the rules. 

Mr. PAYSON. I am not strenuous on the point. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. 

RESURVEYS OF PUBLIC LANDS IN KANSAS. 


Mr. PETERS presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Kansas, in favor of an appropriation for resurveys of certain 
public lands in Kansas; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 


proper reference 
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. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. MoCoox, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the amendment of the House to the bill 
(S. 194) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey land in 
Providence, R. I., for highway purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 483) for the erection of a public building 
at Keokuk, Iowa. 

BRIDGE OVER MISSISSIPPI AT ALTON, ILL. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, introduced a bill (H. R. 8265) to author- 
ize the construction of a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near 
Alton, III., and for other purposes; which was a first and second 
time, referred to the Committeeon Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

GENERAL U. 8. GRANT. 


Mr. STEVENS presented a concurrent resolution of the Legislature 
of the State of New York, in favor of the passage by the House of the 
Senate bill ‘‘to authorize an additional appointment on the retired-list 
of the Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

H. T. BRINEGAR. 


Mr. YORK (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8266) for the relief 


of H. T. Brinegar; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
MEXICAN WAR PENSION BILL. 

Mr. EVERHART presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Pennsylvania, urging the the Mexican war pen- 
sion bill with Senate amendments; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

PAYMENT TO VIRGINIA OF PUBLIC LANDS FUNDS, 

Mr. BARBOUR (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 8267) to pay 
to the State of Virginia moneys received from the sale of public lands 
by the United States Government under the act of September 4, 1841; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

WADDY T. JAMES AND OTHERS. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE introduced a bill (H. R. 8268) to pay Waddy 
T. James and others for horses killed in the service of the United States; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

SYLVIA ROBINSON. 

Mr. LIBBEY introduced a bill (H. R. 8269) for the relief of Sylvia 
Robinson; which was read a first and second time, referred to * Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

REPEAL OF DESERT-LAND ACT. 

Mr. SINGISER presented a memorial of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of Idaho, against the repeal of the desert-land act; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


TRANSFER OF TERRITORY FROM IDAHO TO WASHINGTON. 

Mr. SINGISER also presented a memorial of the Legislative Assem- 
bly of the Territory of Idaho, in favor of attaching the northern coun; 
ties of that Territory to Washington; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. . 

The SPEAKER. The call of States and Territories has now been 
concluded; but if there be no objection the Chair will recognize, for the 
introduction of bills and resolutions, gentlemen who were not in their 
seats when their States were called. 

There was no objection. 

PORTAGE LAKE IMPROVEMENT COMPANY. 


Mr. DUNHAM presented a joint resolution of the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois, relative to the Portage Lake Improvement Company; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

GENERAL v. s. GRANT. 

Mr. MILLIKEN presented resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Maine, in favor of restoring General U. S. Grant to his rank of Gen- 
eral of the Army on the retired-list; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

JOSEPH M. DENNIS. 

Mr. MILLIKEN also introduced a bill (H. R. 8270) granting a pen- 
sion to Joseph M. Dennis; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 

DOBB, BROWN & CO. 

Mr. BROADHEAD introduced a bill (H. R. 8271) for the relief of 
Dobb, Brown & Co., of Saint Louis, Mo.; which was read a first and 
cocoan, time, referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

BRIDGES BETWEEN NEW JERSEY AND NEW YORK. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York, presented a resolution of the Legisla- 


| consideration o 


ture of New York, in regard to bridges between New Jersey and New 
York; which was referred to the Committee on Corfimerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE OVER CUMBERLAND AND CANEY FORK RIVERS. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported, as a substitute for H. R. 8102, a bill (H. R. 8272) 
to give the assent of Congress to the construction of a . 
by the East and Middle Tennessee Railroad Com 
berland and Caney Fork Rivers; which was 
time, referred to the House Calender, and, with the * accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


` Mr. GLascock, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence 
for the balance of the day, on account of sickness in his famil 


y. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to dispense for to-day with the rule of the 
House requiri 7. soos Spates to the 
reports coming from the Committee on the District of 

Columbia. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I understand the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to be to di with the regular order, which is the 
consideration of the District of Columbia business. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the effect of my motion. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I hope the House will not take from the District 
of Columbia Committee this day for the consideration of its business. 
Under the rules of the House two days in each month have been set 
apart for the consideration of that business. The District Committee 
has only used one in the month of December; one in the month of Jan- ` 
uary; and the second Monday of February was taken from the com- 
mittee for the consideration of its business. Under the circumstances 
we have really had but two days at this session for the consideration of 
the District of Columbia business. I hope, therefore, it will be the 
pleasure of the House to give us this day, as this is the last day which 
we can have under the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is with reluctance that I make this motion, and 
yet I think it is right to say that the public business in my judgment 
requires this motion should prevail. ; 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask the gentleman whether he will not allow 
reports from committees to be brought in this morning? I have somo 
to submit from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Take to-morrow ak 

Mr. RANDALL. I must meet all the difficulties as they are pre- 
sented. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's motion now is to dispense with 
the business of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is that the next business? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour is the next business. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I move to dispense with the morning hour 
for to-day. 

Mr. WILLIS. With the consent of the gentleman from Virginia, I 
will make asuggestion, which I think will solve the difficulty; and that 
is, to ask that to-night from 8 to 10 o’clock be set apart for the consid- 
eration of the District of Columbia business. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair finds he is mistaken. Upon the exam- 
ination of the order made by the House, the business of the District of 
Columbia comes next. 

Mr. RANDALL. I so supposed. 

The SPEAKER. What suggestion does the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky make? 

Mr. WILLIS. That by unanimous consent from 8 to 10 o’clock this 
evening be set apart for the consideration of the District of Columbia 
business. I do that at the request of the gentleman from Virginia him- 
self. 


Mr. RANDALL. If no one else objects I will not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky, in order to enable 
the House to proceed with its business to-day, asks a recess be taken 
this evening 

Mr. RANDALL. From 6. 

Mr. WILLIS. Les; from 6 until 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. And that the evening session be devoted to the 
business presented by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PRICE. pad from 5 to 7. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend by saying that it be 
devoted to the Mexican pension bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is not amendable. The gentleman asks unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for a vote on my motion to dispense witk 
the District of Columbia business for to-day. 

The motion was to. 


Mr. RANDALL, I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to consider 
general appropriation bills. 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask that the request for unanimous 


consent be stated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], at 
the request of the chairman of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, asks that there be an evening session from 6 to 8 this evening 
to be devoted to the consideration of the business coming from that 
committee, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to that, but I want 
it understood that the Committee on the District of Columbia is to pro- 
ceed to-day. 

The SPEAKER, The business of the District of Columbia for 
5 has been already dispensed with by unanimous consent of the 

ouse. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask to make a brief statement. 
Mr. RANDALL. I ask to have the privilege for a reply if I deem it 


necessary. 8 
Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. I am instructed by the Committee on 


Rivers and Harbors to press the consideration of that bill this morning Barr 


to its conclusion. I regret very much some arrangement could not be 


e. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Regular order. 

Mr. WILLIS. Wait a moment. 

Mr.HEPBURN. That is what I am not going to do. 
Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WILLIS. But wait a moment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. _I objected to unanimous consent. 

Mr. WILLIS. You were too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman understood at 
least that he had unanimons consent to make a brief statement. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania was disposed to interpose objection, but 
simply insisted upon an understanding that he might also make a brief 
reply. That arrangement was acquiesced in by the House and, as the 
Chair understands, no objection was made. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I renew the objection. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Kentucky had proceeded 
under the consent of the House and is entitled to continue. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kentucky 
ought to be permitted to proceed under the arrangement. 

Mr. WILLIS. I think it my duty to ask the sense of the House 
apon the question 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the regular order? 5 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimo 
consent to make a brief statement. Thegentleman from P. lvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] stated that he would not object provided he was al- 

lowed the same privilege. 

No other gentleman interposing an objection, the gentleman from 
Kentucky was proceeding to make a statement, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I objected as soon as I knew what was the purport 
of the request of the gentleman. 

TheSPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman so states the Chair will, of course, 

ize the objection. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I had no knowledge of any private arrangement 
between the gentleman from Kentucky and the gentleman from Penn- 

Ivania, but as soon as I knew what the request was I interposed an 
objection. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman states that he rose to make ob- 
jection in time, the Chair will of course recognize his right to do so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ‘The gentleman does not so state. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think I ought to have an opportunity to reply 
to what the gentleman has already said. [Laughter. 

Renewed laugh- 


WILLIS. I withdraw all that I have said. 
ter. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will suspend all public business until 
order is restored upon the floor. 

The Se t-at-Arms will see that gentlemen are seated. 

Mr. DALL. I now move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the pur- 
pose of 1 general appropriation bills. k 

Mr, WILLIS. I now as a parliamentary question ask 

55 RANDALL. Now, then, I must be allowed a parliamentary 
reply. 

Me, WILLIS, I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his parliamentary in- 


uiry. 

3 Mr. WILLIS. If that motion be voted down will it not then be in 
order to move to go into Committee of the Whole to consider any other 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. RANDALL. Willit be parliamentary to say that the Honse 
must now choose between the safe road as to the general appropriation 
bills or the dan th in that particular? 

. Mr. MCMILLIN. It would not, : 


Regular order, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 98, 
noes 84. 

Mr. WILLIS demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 54 members voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. HARDEMAN. Give us the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BEACH. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 57 members rising in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 127, not 
voting 63; as follows: 


YEAS—134. 
Aiken, ery, Lamb, Skinner, T. G. 
Alexander, Dorsheimer, Lanham, Smalls, 
orson, Eaton. Le Fevre, Smith, A. Herr 
Arnot, Eldredge, Long, Spooner, 
„ Elliott, Lowry, Spriggs, 
Bayne, is, Lyman, Steele, 
i cAdoo, y es 
Belmont, Ermentrout, McComas, Stewart, J. W. 
Bingham, vans, McCormick, r, 
Blount, Everhart, atson, Storm, 
Bowen, Ferrell, Millard, Strait, 
Brainerd. Follett, Mitchell, Sumner, D. H. 
Brewer, F. B Morse, wope, 
Brewer, J. H. Graves, Mutchler. Townshend, 
Brown, W. W. Green, O'Neil, Charles Tullex, 
Browne, T, M. Hammond, Paige, Turner, H.G. 
Buchanan, Patton, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Buckner, Hardeman, Phelps, Valentine, 
Burnes, Hardy, Van Alstyne, 
Campbell, J. M. Harmer, Post. Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. E. Hatch, W. H. Randall, Wait, 
Cannon, Haynes, Ranney, Wakefield, 
Cassidy, Hepburn, Ray, Ossian Warner, A. J. 
Clay, Hewitt, A. S. Reed, T. B. Warner, Richard 
Cobb. HM, Reid, J. W. Washburn, 
Collins, Hiscock, Reese, White, J. D 
Connolly, Holman, Rockwell, White, Milo 
. Bha Hopkins, J. H. Whiting, 
Covington, Jones, B. W. Rogers, W. F. Wilkins, 
Crisp.” kas oy — Winans, Joba 
trisp, ean, we ns, Jo 
Deuster, Keifer, Russell, York. 
Dingley, Kelley, Seney, 
Dixon, Ketcham, Seymour, 
NAYS—12. 
Adams, G. E. Dowd, Kleiner, Rigas, 
ey, Dunham, Lacey, Robertson, 
entine, Dunn, Lawrence, Robinson, W. E. 
Barbour, Ellwood, Lewis, Shively, 

e, Findlay, Libbey, Singleton. 
Bennett, Finerty, M d, $ 
Bisbee, Foran, McMillin, Smith, H. Y. 
Blanchard, Forney, May x Stephenson, 
Bland, Funston, Miller, J. F. Stevens, 
Bratton Garrison, ler, S. H. Stone, 

Breck in George, ey, ble, 
Breitung, Gibson, Morrill, Talbott, 
Broadhead, Greenleaf, Muldrow, Taylor, J. D. 
Budd, Guethner, urphy, Taylor, J. M. 
Burleigh, Halsell, cece, Thomas, - 
Cabell, Hanback, Nelson, Thompson, 
Caldwell, Hatch, H. H. Nicholis, Tillman, 
Campbell, Felix Hemphill, Nutting, Tucker, 
Carleton, lenderson, tes. Vance. 
Clardy, Henley, Ochiltree, Van Eaton, 
Clements, Herbert, O'Ferrall, 
Cook, Hewitt, G. W. O'Hara, Weaver, 
Culberson, D. B. Hitt, Payne, Wellborn, 
Culbertson, W. W. Hoblitzell, yson, Weller, 
Cullen, Holmes, Peel, Williams, 
Dargan, ouk, Peters, Willis, 
Davidson, Houseman, Pettibone, Wilson, James 
Davis, G. R. Hunt, ree, Wolford, 
Davis, L.H. Jeffords, 4 Woodward, 
Davis, R.T, Jones, J. H. Pryor, Worthington, 
Dibble, Jones, J. T. v. Yaple. 
Dibrell, King, Reagan, 
NOT VOTING—463. 

Adams, J. J. Glascock, Lovering, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Goff, Milliken, Shaw, 

iford, Hart, Mills, Skinner, C. R. 
Blackburn, Henderson, D. B. Morgan, Snyder, 
Boutelle, ton, 0 nger, 

yle, Hooper, Moulton, Sumner. C. A. 
Brumm, Horr, Muller, Taylor, E. B. 
Candler, Howey, — 8 0 Throckmorton, 

ra, urd, O'Neill, J.J. Ward. 
Converse, Hutchins, Parker, Wempile, 
Cox, S. S. James. Perkins, Wilson, W. L. 
Craig, J Potter, Wise, G. D. 
Curtin, Jordan, Rankin, Wise, J. S. 
Cutcheon, Kellogg, Ray, G. W. ‘ood, 
Fiedler, rd, Rice, Young, 
Robinson, J. S. 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object for the present. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 


Mr. HARDEMAN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr, 
CANDLER] is absent to-day on account of sickness. 
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The following gentlemen were announced as being paired on all 
political questions, until further notice: 
Mr. MoRRISON with Mr. JoHN S. WISE. 
Mr. SHAW with Mr. LAIRD. 
Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLOGG. 
Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 
Mr. JORDAN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
Mr. Herp with Mr. RICE. 
4 The following gentlemen were announced as being paired for the 
ay: 
. SNYDER with Mr. JOHNSON. 
. GLASCOCK with Mr. BRUMM. 
. CANDLER with Mr. JAMES. 
. MULLER with Mr. Gorr. 
. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. CHALMERS, 
. FIEDLER with Mr. Hooper. 
. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. CRAIG. 
. RYAN with Mr. PERKINS, on this vote. 
. GEDDES with Mr. Horton, for to-day. 
. BLACKBURN with Mr. MILLIKIN, on this vote. 
Mr. Woop with Mr. BOWEN. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. WELLBORN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
naval appropriation bill, and the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lone] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. LONG. Mr, Chairman, we all know what verdict history will 
render in this case. History, in my judgment, will not stop to ask 
which was the more at fault, a Republican Administration on the one 
hand, or on the other a Democratic House of Representatives, which 
had in its hand and under its control the machinery of legislation and 
the purse-strings of the Treasury. I believe history will say that after 
the war, with a navy of all sorts left upon our hands, and in a transition 
time of naval architecture, we did the best we could to repair and make 
useful what we had; and that we did it, as the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Kerrer] has well said, at less cost than that incurred by other 
nations during the same time. 

But, sir, history will not hold us guiltless if now, when that transi- 
tion time has passed, when twenty years have gone by since the war 
ended, when the era of wooden ships has closed, and when the new age 
of iron and steel and turret and tower and mighty ordnance has come 
history will not hold us guiltless if now we fail to put our country 
alongside with England, with Italy, with Brazil, with Chili, and other 
nations in the matter of our war ships and our harbor defenses. I ex- 
aggerate no danger. I apprehend no war. I deprecate its invocation. 
I rely, as the American people rely, and as this Congress should rely, 
upon the healthful blood and muscle of peace. But I know as every 
other man knows that preparation for war, the possession and appear- 
ance of power, and the ability to strike back are the best guarantees of 


Ladmit that modern invention runs so fast that the equipment of 
to-day is very likely to be behind the times to-morrow. But that is a 
truth which applies to all nations equally with ours; and I want tosee 
our country at least as close on the heels of advance as any other. 

Nor do I believe in a great expenditure of money; but I do believe 
we ought to expend enough to take a step forward and to make a new 
departure—no, I will not say a new departure; let me rather say that 
this Forty-eighth Congress should put a silver lining upon the cloud 
of its utter inefliciency hitherto and at least carry forward the work 
which the Forty-seventh Congress well began for the rehabilitation and 
increase of our Navy, and the credit for which should be ized 
and proclaimed. Publie sentiment, in my judgment, demands and will 
justify a liberal policy in this regard. 

I ean speak only for myself, but I think I speak substantially for 
this side of the House when I say wé are ready to promote such a pol- 
icy, even though the party of which we are loyal members is no longer to 
be in administration of the Government and will not reap the glory of 
restoring our Navy to its former prestige and glory. We might as parti- 
sans be glad to see the new administration hampered and belittled in 
this matter; but it goes without saying that the interest of the country 
is of far more moment than that of any party, and that there is no Rep- 
resentative on this floor who will consent that his country shall stoop 
among the nations of the earth too proud to swallow an insult, yet too 
powerless to resent it or to have made it impossible. 

Those are preliminaries in which we all agree. Now, what is this 
section of the bill before us? What does it pro ? I sum it up in 
one sentence: If you pass this bill, amending it if you please, correcting 
its details, but putting its main feature into law, the result is as sure 
as the rising of the sun, to wit, four new war ships of the best modern 
type and design, and the foundation laid for the further increase of our 
Navy in acco ce with the demands of modern naval architecture. If 
there be any man here who does not want to see this increase of the 
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Navy, let him vote against this section. If there be any man here who 
desires an increase of the Navy but does not want itif it shall take place 
under the administration of a party to which he does not belong, then 
let him vote against this section. But if any man does desire the increase 
of the Navy, and that is his single aim, let him vote for the principle 
embodied in this bill; and if the details do not in all respects commend 
themselves to his judgment, do what he can to modify them. 

What are the provisions of this section? It is easy to ridicule or to 
criticise or to cavil at any p measure; it is easy to exaggerate 
faults of detail. But look at the main provisions. First, a board is 
established, a board of seven persons, the Secretary of the Navy at the 
head of it. With him are associated a representative of the Depart- 
ment of Construction, a representative of the equally important branch 
of steam. eering, a representative of the line of the Navy, and 
then three civilians skilled in naval architecture. 

I would prefer, Mr. Chairman, that we should put upon that board 
the present head of the Bureau of Construction, Commodore Wilson; 
the present head of the Bureau of Steam-Engineering, Commodore 
Loring; the present head of the Bureau of Ordnance, Commodore 
Sicard, each of these officers thoroughly competent and familiar with 
the science of his department. I doubt also—I say it frankly—if you 
can find in this country three civilians skilled in naval architecture 
who would or could serve as members of the board, for such are very 
likely to be bidders for the contract for building the proposed new 
ships. But to the Secretary of the Navy and to the three representa- 
tives of the experience and skill of the departments I have referred to, 
it is . well to add what is called“ new blood from civil life, 
as I am informed is the rule in the British admiralty, in France, and 
other countries. 

If you put in three sensible business men and pay them a better per 
diem than is now provided in the bill, I believe you will make a good 
board. Whatdoes that board do? It is to meet and invite plans from 
all the world—certainly a democratic arrangement. Of course that 
provision can be ridiculed; if you please, you may speak of the ‘‘ cranks’? 
who will send in their dreams; but the board will probably have sense 
enough to throw into the waste-basket whatever is unworthy of con- 
sideration. ý j 

After receiving suggestions and plans the board is to offer a reward 
for the best designs for four types of new war ships. Anybody in the 
world may compete for thataward. When those designs are 2 
the board is to determine which are the best for each of the four types 
of war vessels and award a reasonable price to the successful competitors. 
What happens then? I had the honor to t, and it is embodied 
in the bill, that this board, having completed its work, goes out of ex- 
istence on making its report in December next. It will have finished 
its work and exist no longer to become a fungus upon the healthy 
growth of the body-politic. It will go out of existence, and the work 
of constructing these ships will begin at once by force of law. 

Criticism has been made upon this part of the bill on the ground 
that the board ought to be required to report to Congress, and that then, 
and not till then, shall the ships be built, Congress determining the 
plans and details of construction. This is a fair question between us, 
whether it is better that the board, having made up its mind as to the, 
best types of vessels, shall make a report to Congress, and Congress 
shall take up the matter anew, or whether, the best types having been 
selected by the board, the Secretary of War shall go on to construct the 
ships. There is no politics in that question; it is a pure business ques- 
tion, and I put it to every business man, what does common sense sug- 
gest? Under this bill we at once get plans and designs the best that 
can be had, and the ships will then at once be constructed. But if we 
take the other course and require the board to report to the next Con- 
gress, and Congress then to arrange details of construction, we shall 
simply go back again to the beginning, and find ourselves just where 
we are to-day. Then will come the many minds of the three hundred 
and twenty-five members of this House and the difficulties of bringing 
them to an agreement. One gentleman will have one plan and another 
another; one will listen to one inventor and another to another, and 
the probability is that a succeeding Congress will escape the whole dif- 
ficulty by resorting to the creation of still a new board. 

Reverting to the details of the bill, the Secretary of the Navy is re- 
quired to construct these ships. One vessel of each class is to be built, 
which insures four vessels of the highest and best possible modern types. 
They are to be built of American material, they are to be built in the 
United States, and they are to be built by contract, which I believe 
is the right system. So far as that system has any political bearing, it 
destroys the opportunity for making our navy- yards a part of the polit- 
ical machinery of the country. It encourages ship-building among 
our own people; and it selects men to perform the labor, not through 
political influences but through the ordinary channels of business em- 
ployment, for their skill and fitness for the work. 

Let me again suggest, Mr. Chairman, that as to the civilian members 
of the board, if we are to get the best business abilities they should be 
paid a larger diem than 510. And let me earnestly one other 
question which the committee fairly throw open to the House, and that 
is, whether the appropriation for this work should be indefinite or lim- 


ited. For myself I shall be ready to amend the bill so as to provide 
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for a limited appropriation, because I believe it is better for Co 

as a matter of general principle, to retain the control of the public ex- 
penditures rather than to leave them unlimited and indefinite. That 
is opening the door altogether too wide. I can not consent to it. 

T are the provisions of the bill, open to suggestion or amendment; 
but amend as much as you please, perfect the details as you will, the 
general fact remains, that if yon pass it you insure at least the begin- 
ning of the construction of an adequate navy. 

Mr. RANDALL. Inow yield to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
DORSHEIMER]. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Chairman, I have sought for an oppor- 
tunity to take part in this discussion and to state my reasons for sup- 
porting the provision in this bill which proposes an increase of the 
Navy, principally because during the last session I differed with the 
committee as to the propriety of the action which it then proposed to 
the House. I am glad now to be able to support the bill as it has been 
presented to us by the Committee on Appropriations. But before en- 
tering upon the subject of the bill as it stands I wish to say a word 
upon a topic which was introduced into the debate last Thursday after- 
noon. 

At that time the question before the committee being as to whether 
the wooden ship New York should be finished, I ventured upon an 
observation which was challenged by my distinguished colleague [Mr. 
HEWITT, of New York] that all the other countries were now building 
wooden vesseis. In compliance with my promise to furnish the au- 
thority upon which I made this observation, I addressed the appro- 
priate bureau of the Navy Department, and have received a reply in 
which is stated precisely what other governments are doing with ref- 
erence to the construction of wooden vessels. 

In England there are at present no vessels now building entirely of 
wood, but a number of what are called composite vessels are in course 
of eonstruction in the navy-yards of that country. A composite vessel 
is a vessel the frame of which is either of steel or iron, but the plank- 
ing, the bulwarks, and the decks of which are of wood. England has 
built of that class four in 1884, of about 1,420 tons each, and there are 
seven small gun-vessels of this description now in course of construction. 

In France one large wooden cruiser was launched in the month of 
December, 1884, a vessel of 3,355 tons. Two small composite gun-ves- 
sels were built during the same year. There are also a number of small 
gunboats built of wood, and several composite vessels which were laid 
down in 1882 but not yet completed. Five small wooden gunboats of 
155 tons are in course of construction, and two wooden dispatch trans- 
ports of 1,580 tons each. So that it appears France is now buil 
quite a fleet of either wooden vessels or vessels partly of wood an 
partly of metal. on i 

Germany; Italy, Austria, and Russia have not built any wooden ves- 
sels recently. In Spain three wooden vessels of 3,090 tons each are now 
on the stoc In Japan two new wooden vessels were built in 1882 
and 1883. China, Turkey, Portugal, Chili, and the Argentine Republic 
have not bnilt any wooden vessels recently. In Brazil two wooden 
vessels were built in 1883 and 1884, one of 1,960 tons and another of 
726 tons. So it will appear that while I am required to make some 
qualification in the general observation which I made, yet wooden ves- 
sels have not been so absolutely rejected by foreign countries as to be 
considered an obsolete type. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will my colleague allow me to ask 
him whether he finds a single wooden vessel of 5,000 tons burden on 
the stocks anywhere? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I do not know that I do. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That was the proposition. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. That is a very vessel, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. That is the size of the New York, 
which is proposed in this bill to be finished. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. That is a very large ship. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to lay before the committee some 
facts which have come to my knowledge by reason of an inquiry which 
I was led to make, comparing the vessels now in course of construction 
in our navy- yards with a very remarkable vessel which has lately been 
built upon an order given by the Chilian Government, and which is 
now in the naval service of Chili. I refer to the Esmeralda. And it 
is a fact worthy of note by this committee that the principal features 
of the Boston and the Atlanta, the two new vessels most criticised, have 
been—I will not say copied, but have been reproduced toa remarkable 
extent in this very successful ship built in England for the Republic of 
Chili. The Esmeralda is of the precise length of the Boston—two 
hundred and seventy feet; she is of the precise width of the Boston— 
forty-two feet; and she is (this is the only difference in her dimensions) 
one foot deeper than the American ship. All the peculiarities of con- 
struction—the light hull, built of steel, divided into a great number of 
water-tight compartments, and the strengthened deck coyering the en- 
ginery of the yessel—all those features and others are in the Esmeralda 
as they are in the Boston, and without any essential points of differ- 
ence whatever. 

Now whatdifference exists between this vessel, the last product of the 
mechanical naval ingenuity of England, and the two vessels of which I 

havespoken? The Esmeralda was built upon a contract that sheshould 


have a speed of seventeen knots an hour; and she actually has made over 
the measured mile in smooth water a speed of eighteen and a quarter 
knots an hour. The report of the Esmeralda’s voyage from England 
to Chili was received within a few weeks at the Navy Department, and 
I have been able to read it. EP that vessel re- 
ports that on several occasions during his voyage he obtained a speed 
of eighteen and one-half knots an hour. That speed in the Esmeralda 
is obtained upon a consumption of one hundred and ninety tons of coal 
in twenty-fours—a consumption of coal so great that it is clear the 
capacity of the vessel, which is only for six hundred tons of coal, will 
not permit the speed to be maintained for any great length of time. 

As to the speed of the Boston and the Atlanta, it is to be observed 
that they are as yet unfinished vessels, but the contract speed is fifteen 
knots an hour, two knotsan hour less than the contract of the 
Esmeralda; and the officers of our naval seryice have a confident belief 
that when the ships shall be tried they will be found to have a rate of 
speed under favorable circumstances considerably than the con- 
tract requires. But I am ready to suppose that the Esmeralda has a 
re * speed of three knots an hour greater than the Boston or Atlanta 
W ve. 

Now what other point of superiority has the ish vessel? The Eng- 
lish vessel has a heavier armament. The b ide fire of the Esme- 
ralda has a weight of 1,140 pounds. The broadside fire of the Boston 
has a weight of 800 pounds. 

The superiority of the Esmeralda, however, comes out of the circum- 
stance that her two pivot-guns, both of which can be placed in broad- 
side, are 10-inch guns, while the two pivot-guns of the Boston are 8-inch 
guns. The broadside guns proper of the Boston are heavier than those 
of the Esmeralda. The three broadside guns of the Boston each throw 
a shot of one hundred pounds’ weight, while the three broadside 
of the Esmeralda each throw a shot of eighty pounds’ weight. the 
vessels were st end-on, as the phrase is, and the Boston were able 


to use her bow-fire, she would throw from her bow three hundred and 
fifty pounds from two while the Esmeralda would throw four hun- 
dred and fifty pounds from one gun. It will depend very much on the 


circumstances in which the vessel is situated whether it is better to have 
this weight of metal from a single gun or to have it distributed between 
two guns. 

Mr HEWITT, of New York. Will my coll e be good enough to 
tell the House how much greater the range of the 10-inch guns of the 
Esmeralda are than the 8-inch guns of the Boston? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. It is said that the pivot-guns of the Boston 
are of a pattern later than those furnished to the Esmeralda, and that 
the initial velocity of. the 8-inch gun of the Boston is greater than the 
initial velocity of the 10-inch gunof the Esmeralda. But as I will have 
occasion to show, in a fighting sense, the question of my distinguished 
colleague has no relation to this subject whatever. The stern-fire of the 
two vessels is just the same as the bow-fire. 

Now, I am supposing these two vessels at sea and coming er. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I ask my colleague the question, would they 
come together if one had a longer range ? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I will come to all that. Now, this weight of 
metal would be a matter of some consequence as inst ironelads or 
against a fort; but of what consequence is it or it be st a 
vessel so lightly built that the lightest gun on either of the vessels would 
search out every part of the opposing ship? There is no part of the 
Boston above the water line which the lightest gun upon the Esme- 
ralda will not break through as if it were a sheet of paper, nor is there 
any part of the Esmeralda which the lightest gan upon the Boston will 
not break through in the same way. The vessels are built upon the 
principle of letting the shots through and not keeping them out. And 
it is a curious circumstance that Sir William Armstrong, who waged 
one side of this long conflict between the gun and the target, when he 
furnishes a vessel toa foreign country makes no effort whatever to keep 
the shots out, but builds his vessel of steel only five-eighths of an inch 
thick. : 

I am supposing that the two ships, both having the same number of 
guns and both strong enough to search out every part of the opposing 
vessel, are coming together, and one ship is manned and officered by 
Americans from the North and the other manned and officered by Ameri- 
cans from the South, is there any member of the House of Representa- 
tives who will have any doubt what the issue of that battle would be? 
We have won naval victories against greater odds and a more formidable 
foe. These pivot-guns of the Esmeralda are of enormous dimensions; 
they are to be manipulated by machinery, loaded by machinery, and 
whenever they are fired the gun is dipped into a hood and there a hy- 
draulie engine on the lower deck reloads the gun. 

Now these two ships are in action. It is not a question which bas 
the biggest gun, but it isa question of the brains and nerve and man- 
hood of the men who work and look along the barrels of the guns. 
And that is what I meant when I said the other day that finally the 
defense of States is not to be obtained by defensive armor but must rest 
within the fiery hearts of those who man the ships and fight the guns. 

I have put the question to officers of our Navy and have been re- 
ceived with smiles, I have put the question as to whether any Ameri- 
can naval officer would decline a conflict with the Esmeralda if he bad 
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the Boston under his command. And I venture to say here that such 
a combat could not be declined by the of the Boston without 
subjecting him to a court-martial and the probable loss of his commis- 
sion. = 


Let me venture here the prediction that when the Esmeralda meets | p 


the Boston at sea, if she ever does, she will have no need of her speed 
of eighteen knots an hour; she will catch the Boston at a much lower 
rate of speed than that. si greets Do not let us place too much reli- 
ance upon the speed of a fighting ship; it is not a fighting quality at 
all. 

It is a valuable thing to have, for it will ge ty to run away 
when you want to run away, and undoubtedly it enable you to 
overtake an adversary; but you win a considerable victory when you 
have made your adversary fly from you, and you can well take the 
chances of not running away from another ship if you have a good fight- 
ing ship under your feet. 

ow my friends on the other E of Si — are very e troubled 
about the long-range guns. y, either of these guns, pivot-guns, 
r n ips of war are 
three or four miles apart from each other, how much would 
there be in that sort of a combat? On the sea—and my di ished 
colleague from New York is not unacquainted with the sea, and knows 
what an unstable element it is—on the sea, the ordinary basis of cal- 
culation, the result of experiment and close observation, is, that but 
one cannon-ball out of twenty strikes; and I will submit it to my friend 
from Maine, who has been distingui in the naval service of his 
country, whether there would be any reason to call the crew 
to quarters because of an encounter with an adversary who remained 

three or four miles distant? 

On the other hand, I think it would be an entirely safe thing for the 
crew of the Boston, with the Esmeralda three or four miles away and 
out of range of her guns, to go about their ordinary duties in the work- 


ing of their vessel. è 

So much, sir, it has given me much pleasure to have had àn oppor- 
tunity to say with reference to this astonishing vessel, which I think 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], if I understood him, a day or 
two ago, apprehended as likely in case of war to spread terror upon our 
coast tos the capes of Florida to the Maine boundary. 

Mr. KEIFER. I said on the Pacific coast. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Well, with reference to that part of the coast, 
when the time comes we must have something like the Boston there. 

Mr. KEIFER. I was speaking of the present time. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Now as to the bill before us. There is a feat- 
ure in the bill to which I do not so much object, but I desire to call 
the attention of the committee to it, which will prohibit the construc- 
tion of any ironclad at present. I mean by the term ironclad a heavily 
armored vessel; because the bill provides that the ships authorized by 
it shall be built of American material. But nosteel 8 sufficiently 
thick to enter into the construction of an ironclad can at present be pro- 
duced in this country. 8 i 

Mr. TALBOTT. Let me interrupt the gentleman from New Yorka 
moment. Idesire to say to him that he is entirely mistaken about that. 
It has been thoroughly investigated by a committee of this House, and 
we can manufacture steel in any quantity and quality necessary for the 
construction of war vessels of any size which may be demanded. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But not at present. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Yes, sir; we can do it now. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I have no doubt if the plant is obtained that 

roper plates can be made in this country. That I do not dispute. 
BAET ean this woe fart within FTT Kinch that there is 
now needed about $1,200,000 worth of steel plates to the moni- 
tors, and that no contractor can be found in the United States willing 
to provide the plant which would be necessary for constructing that 
quantity of steel plates. 

There is another description of plates most useful in the construction 
of the best ships, known as compound steel and iron plates, with steel 
surfaces and iron backings and which late ene ee apt 
ments tend to prove are the best form in which metal can be p. for 
the p of resisting shot. So I say, as I have indicated before in 
the course of this debate, I am not icularly anxious to build iron- 
clad ships. I believe the ship of the future will be a ship so divided 
into water-tight compartments as to make the sinking of her very diffi- 
cult, and which will have high speed and great offensive power. She 
will be built upon the principle on which the Esmeralda and the Bos- 
ton are built, which will allow the shots to pass through and not attempt 
to stop them at all. And so I will be patient with the bill as it stands, 
for I care little about the construction of iron-clad ships; but I wish 
the committee to understand that if the bill passes in its present form 
no ironclads can be built in this country in the present state of our 
machinery and the art. i 

The distinguished member of the committee from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Lone] has criticised that provision in the bill which makes what 
in substance is an unlimited appropriation. Weall recognize the force 
of the criticism which he has made; but there is one reason, which I 
venture to su t to him, why perhaps we may be willing to make an 
exception in this case. You can not obtain the best terms from the con- 
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tractors unless the Government has all the money in hand. I have had 
myself, as chairman of a commission in the State of New York, con- 
structing a great public building, occasion to know how much more a 
public work costs when the contractor has to run his risk of future ap- 
over what it would cost if the contractor knew that the 
money was all at the disposal of the Government. In the building of 
which I speak, in my judgment, and I say it advisedly and after an ex- 
perience of five years, at least 30 per cent. has been expended more than 
would have been necessary if the State had provided the funds so as to 
carry on the work without interruption. . S 

Therefore I think we should ean exception in this case. Let 
us find how well the Department can do without any restriction as to 
money. Let us find how cheaply we can build these vessels when the 
contractors know there is no necessity whatever of the Department go- 


to Congress for any further a iation. 

5 9 have trespassed upon the patience of the committee 
3 it desirable, and I will conclude with a single ob- 
serva I congratulate both sides of this House on the fact that all 

es are now united in the policy of the rehabilitation of the Amer- 
ican Navy, which I hope will be the beginning of the re-establishment 
of our greatness upon the sea. And I am glad during my short service 
in this House to have had an opportunity to see both the great political 
parties united in this work of patriotic endeavor and of patriotic neces- 
sity. 
The CHAIRMAN. Eight minutes of the time of the gentleman 
from New York remains. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CANNON. As I und there are still two hours for gen- 
F600. a full hour in advocacy of 
the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois will be recognized 
if he desires. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I yield a few minutes to my colleague from 
New York [Mr. Hewrrr]. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New Tork. My colleague is good enough to yield 
to me two or three minutes, which I think is all I require for one single 
para by his remarks. He has stated that the Esmeralda 

pivot-guns of 10-inch caliber, and that the Boston has 8-inch pivot- 
guns; and it follows as a matter of course that the range of the 10-inch 
guns on the Esmeralda will be greater than the range of the 8-inch 
guns of the Boston. That range may be taken approximatively at 
about 25 per cent. greater on the Esmeralda than on the Boston. As 
the range of a 10-inch gun may be safely set down at about five miles, 
this give a superiority of range to the Esmeralda of one mile at 
least over the Boston. In other words, the Esmeralda coming within 
the range of the Boston will have a of a mile within which shot 
and shell from her 10-inch guns will hit the Boston and where the shot 
and shell from the Boston’s 8-inch can not reach the Esmeralda. 

Then it is also admitted the of the Esmeralda is three knots an 
hour greater than the speed of Boston. Hence it follows that the 
Esmeralda can plant herself at a point where she can shell the Boston 
and by her greater speed keep herself in that position until the Boston 
has gone to the bottom. 

Now, then, I do not know how brave the American heart is; I have 
never had occasion to find out; my friend knows more about it than I do. 
I donot know how cowardly the South American heart is; I have never 
tried it. But I take it human nature is pretty much the same in North 
and in South America. But brave as the one may be and deficient in 
bravery as the other may be, I say the ship with the smaller guns will go 
to the bottom by the superior range of her adversary’s guns; and neither 
the bravery nor the cowardice of the sailors or of the officers can avert 
the catastrophe. x 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that all these propośitions which look 
to getting any but the best ships, and the further proposition that 
ships are to be built to be pen: proceed entirely from ignorance 
of the true position of the case—I say it with all due deference tomy 
colleague, ships do not always fire solid shot; they fire shell, and more 
frequently shell than shot; and when a shell is driven through the 
sides of the Boston, fired from the Esmeralda with its superior range, 
and the shell is exploded inside the Boston, she will go to the bottom 
like a shot. That is the difficulty with the propositions laid down by 
my eloquent but erring colleague. 

ow I ask my colleague also one crucial question. He undertook to 
defend his statement that modern nations were still building wooden 
ships. The matter in issue was whether a wooden frigate of 5,000 tons 
should be finished or not; and I took the ground that no nation in the 
world building to-day a cruising ship for fighting purposes builds a 
wooden ship. Their wooden ships are small gunboats or small trans- 
ports, and they have nothing to do with the question of armored ships 
or of unarmored cruisers. 

As to unarmored cruisers there are two fundamental conditions: First, 
that they be faster than any other ships with which they come in con- 
tact, so they may overtake and destroy or else may run away and save 
themselves; second, that their weight of metal which they carry 
shall be superior to the adversary. It is in that respect that the Es- 
meralda is to-day the best of her type, and that the Chicago and the 
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Boston are failures in view of the existence of such ships as the Es- 
meralda and the Riachuelo. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I come down to this bill. I did not intend to 
take any part in this discussion, for I did not expect to be allowed any 
time.. I am heartily in favor of this bill, because I want to get a navy. 
It is time that we should build a navy. I do not think it is necessary, 
however, to open the in the manner in which this bill pro- 

I trust the committee will bring in a recommendation limit- 
the expenditure to some specified amount. I do not care whether 
it is ten millions or fifteen millions or twenty millions or thirty mill- 
ions. I am ready to-day, as an American tative, to do what 
was done at its last session by the Parliament of Great Britain. That 
Parliament voted six million pounds sterling, $30,000,000, for the im- 
rovement of the British navy, and I am ready here to-day to vote 
$30,000,000 for the restoration of the American Navy. Itis a sum 
that we are bound to expend upon our Navy within the next five 
years, and I am willing to give the pledge to-day that the American 
Congress has the patriotism and the intelligence to appropriate what- 
ever sum may be found necessary to accomplish this great result so 
dear to the national heart. 

Mr. CANNON. Lask the Chair to rap me down at the expiration of 
fifteen minutes if I do not sit down before. 

It is with considerable diffidence, after listening to both the distin- 
guished gentlemen from New York [Mr. Dons kinn and Mr. HEW- 
ITT] and to my colleague upon the committee [Mr. Lona], as well as 
to various other gentlemen who are skilled in naval architecture [laugh- 
ter], that I venture to address this committee forafew moments. Ido 
not know much about naval architecture; and in what little I shall say 
about this bill shall come as near as I can to discussing it from a busi- 
ness standpoint. It is admitted that we are without a navy, and that 
we ought tohave one. We can all stand upon that ground at last. It 
is true, it has been only within the last few days that we have all been 
able to get upon that platform. 

I recollect that even within the last six weeks it was contended upon 
the other side of the House, notably by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, the chairman of the Committeé on Appropriations [Mr. RAN- 
DALL], that we did not know what to build, and that there was not 
much hurry about it any way; but he has been as suddenly converted 
on the subject of the Navy as Paul was when he was traveling to Da- 
mascus and was striken down at midday by that great light. 

Mr. RANNEY. But not by the same means. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Not by the same means, the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts suggests. Now, while I want a navy, there is a proper and 
orderly way of proceeding to take measures to get it. In the first place, 
time out of mind we have expended from four to five million dollars a 
yearin salaries to educate men and make them skilled in these mat 
and I undertake ‘to say, notwithstanding the abuse that has been 
out on the officers of the Navy, that to-day, outside of perhaps a few 
skilled ship-builders whose services you can not secure under the pro- 
visions of this bill, those officers have more knowledge touching the 
proper method of constructing a navy than any other people upon this 
continent. 

The last Congress wisely provided to take a long step forward toward 
the construction of anavy. They constituted a board of five skilled 
naval officers and brought in as fresh blood two civilians. I do not 
know the politics of those five naval officers, nor do I care. I believe 
that those officers represent the best skill inthe Navy. Under the pro- 
visions of that bill this board of seven members organized, advertised, 
not once but twice, for plans and suggestions from wise men and igno- 
rant men, from level-headed men and from cranks, and they got them. 
Then they considered the plans, and by and by a recommendation was 
made to Congress, and we authorized the building of four vessels, one 
dispatch-ship and three cruisers, which are now approaching comple- 
tion. ‘The officers of the Navy Department had then in the Depart- 
ment or have procured since exact plans of all the war ships that have 
been built in modern times. Do gentlemen know what that means? 

Since 1869 Great Britain has spent upon her navy $800,000,000; 
France has spent on hers $630,000,000; Russia has spent on hers $345,- 
000,000. Not one of the war ships of a new type has been constructed 
anywhere within the last twenty years but what complete plans and 
drawings of the ship, the armor, the guns, and the machinery are to 
be found in our Navy Department. The advisory board made areport 
to Congress recommending the construction of certain other vessels— 
cruisers and armored vessels. We have received from them, boiled 
down, abstracted, the substance of the combined wisdom and experi- 
ence of the world in this matter of the construction of warships. _Now 
then, if you want to build a navy, make your appropriation, not in- 
definite, but so much for an armored vessel, so much for a cruiser, 80 
much fora torpedo-boat, so much for machinery and armor. You have 
already got all the information that the best skill and knowledge on 
this subject on this round earth has been able to produce, and you have 
it ready at five minutes’ call, yet we find gentlemen coming in here and 
proposing by this bill to do what? To constitute a board to consist of 
three naval officers, three civilians, and the Secretary of the Navy. I 
asked one of the most noted ship-builders in this country, from the 
gentleman’s [Mr. RANDALL’s] own city of Philadelphia, what kind of 


a board that would give us. He replied that there was not a naval 
architect or constructor upon this continent whose opinions and views 
were worth anything but what he would pay him double on treble the 

here provided. So that you will get for your board three civil- 
ians who do not know anything about this question, plus the Secre- 
tary of the Navy—upon whom I will not pass judgment until I learn 
who he is to be. 

What next do they do? Advertise for plans. What plons? Do you 
propose to pay them for partial or complete drawings of what is already 
in the Navy Department? Or do you propose to take the plans of every 
enthusiast, every one-idead man in the country? And there are plenty 
ol them. Iguessthatisaboutthesizeofit. And when you get the plans, 
what then? You pay in round numbers 860,000 —that is to say, 
$15,000 for the first and second premium for each class. What next? 
From those plans, remember—not from what you find in the Navy De- 
partment; not from what we know from the experience of the whole 
world—but from these plans you select the four classes. What shall 
they be? Great armored ships like the Lepanto and the Dreadnaught? 
Is that what you are going to have? 

I call on the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say, Is this scheme of 
yours to produce a great armored vessel? I get no answer. Is it to 
produce a cruiser, wood or steel? I get no answer. What will it pro- 
duee? It will prodace ships, kind not known, ata cost to the Treasury 
of—the Lord only knows what! Now, I want a navy. I am just as 
ardent in that direction as my colleague on the committee, the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. I want a navy; but I do not 
see any means of getting it through this process. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] amused me during 
his remarks. Eloquent and able as he is, while he proposes to support 
this measure he turns round and criticises it, and apologizes for it. 
Well, I can not accept his apology, nor that of the eminent gentleman 
from New York. He is not pleased with it either. Both of them think 
it may be amended. Yes, it is possible, I grant you, by amendment 
to mature proper legislation here which will give us a navy, and will 
commence at once. But who supposes there can be any amendment in 
Committee of the Whole, any fair discussion of this bill at this time of 
the session? When it is recollected thatthe gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is in charge of this bill, that it is a child of his mind, that it 
sprang full-armed from his brain as Minerva sprang from the brain of 
Jupiter, it can at once be understood that it is not to be amended but 
is to go through substantially as reported from the committee or it is 
to die. And my impression is that until the gentleman himself is en- 
abled to follow the recommendations of those skilled in naval architect- 
ure, is enabled to give definite and fixed 8 enabled to 
say What classes of ships shall be built, and how much they shall cost, 
and who shall superintend their construction—until that time it is 
better that all measures of this kind should die in their birth. 

In conclusion I want gentlemen to look at this measure. It in part 
organizes a new Navy Department. It sets aside the present advisory 
board and throws away its work. It dispenses with experience and 
skill and bids for ignorance and inefliciency. It unlocks the doors of 
the Treasury and places a sum of money without limit in the hands of 
the Executive, to spend at his discretion, he not even being required to 
report the details to Congress of expenditure. — 

Now, we are soon to have a change of administration. No man on 
either side of the House desires more entirely and sincerely than my- 
self that the incoming administration should be successful, for the best 
interests of the country. While I am not a member of the political 
party which elected Mr. Cleveland, yet when inaugurated he becomes 
my President. If I had anything him I could not more per- 
sistently and effectively urge it than to place in his hands by law. the 

of the United States, subject only to the limitations contained in 
this bill, for the construction of a navy upon his discretion, as he may 
be advised by a board—the board yet to be created, the plans yet to be 
evolved, the President yet to be inaugurated. í 

If this bill should be enacted into law it will be well for us polit- 
ically on our side, because in my opinion it can not be successfully ex- 
ecuted. If enacted into law it must breed disorders and corruption in 
administration. Not that I say the new President is to be corrupt, or 
that gentlemen here intend corruption should exist. But this loose 
method of obtaining plans and determining the classes of vessels, this 
loose method of making unlimited indefinite appropriations for con- 
struction, if followed, would wreck any administration and debauch 
any service. j 

I sig yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOL- 
MAN]. j 

Mr. HOLMAN addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] { 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield for ten minutes to my colleague [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND]. i 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I am ready to respond to the 
demand of the people for the rebuilding of the American Navy. Iam 
as anxious as any one to see our flag float ahove an American navy as 
formidable on the sea as when it floats over our Army upon the land. 
But I can not understand why the Democratic party in this House should 
become so quickly panic-stricken, and leap from the conservative policy, 
which we have followed for so many years, into the opposite extreme, 
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Therefore I shall, when the proper point is reached in the bill, offer an 
amendment to limit the amount appropriated for the rebuilding of the 
Navy to $9,000,000, which will be lags a sum as can properly be 
expended during the next fiscal year for this purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, this proposition, submitted by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] on behalf of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, takes the control of the construction of the 
Navy out of the hands of the next President and the Secretary of the 
Navy, where it was lodged by the fathers, and places it under the con- 
trol of a board, three of which will be unknown to the Navy. Allof 
them are unknown to this Congress. That board will have power to 
control the construction of the Navy, to prescribe the models and plans 
to be adopted for building the new war ships. If this proposition is 
ingrafted on this bill it will be regarded as a vote of want of confidence 
in the future President to whom the country has intrusted the destiny 
of the country for the next four years. For that and other reasons I 
shall oppose the proposition. 

The other day when there was a proposition pending before this House 
to place under the control of the Postmaster-General $600,000, to be used 
at his discretion in compensating American steamers for carrying our 
mails into foreign countries, it was assailed on the ground that it was a 
subsidy for the purpose of enabling John Roach or somebody else to 
rebnild the merchant marine. It was by such ments I was in- 
fluenced in the Committee on Appropriations and in this House to vote 
against that proposition. It was on such arguments, sir, that the prop- 
osition was voted down in this House and such a power was denied to 
the future Postmaster-General. 

Now, sir, what have we before us? A proposition which puts it into 
the power of a board, as I have said, the personnel of which is entirely 
unknown to us, at discretion to open the vaults of the Treasury and 
pay out to John Roach its one hundred and fifty millions of surplus to 
rebuild a navy. ‘ 

Sir, if it is unwise and evil to subsidize John Roach or anybody else 
to rebuild our merchant marine, is it not also unwise and evil to sub- 
sidize him or anybody else to rebuild the Navy ? > 

Ihave no doubt, nor can any one else doubt, that if this proposition 
prevails John Roach will obtain the bulk of the appropriations covered 
by this bill. Can any one who knows the condition of ship-building in 
this country doubt that fact ? , 

When bids are invited for building the ships proposed in this bill 
there will be but three great ship-bnilding firms in the country able to 
compete for the contract, and John Roach, having superior facilities in 
his ship-yards, will be enabled to obtain the contracts. Sir, I would 
inguire why it is proposed to take this work from ournavy-yards, which 
have cost us from fifty to sixty millions of dollars and which, with- 
outa very large expenditure, can be put in asufiicient state of efficiency 
to build these ships, and give this largest of all subsidies ever granted 
to privateship-yards? It is in reality a scheme to demolish our navy- 
yards and rebuild private ship-yards at public expense. : 

I do not want to take any unnecessary time upon this question. I 
know that time is precious at this stage of the session. I would have 
said nothing had I not been a member of this committee and differed 
with my colleagues on this question. The argumentsin which some of 
those now-supporting this measure so eloquently and potently urged 
against the mail subsidy applies with a hundred-fold more force against 
granting this bonanza subsidy to John Roach or other ship-builders. 
‘Those who raised the specter of the old Pacific Mail scandal the other 
day to defeat the increased foreign-mail pay should remember, what I 
have been taught to believe, that a dark specter also hangs over the 
recen vast history of the Navy. If it be unsafe for such a reason to 
trust the Postmaster-General with discretion over $600,000 for foreign- 
mail pay, it is far more dangerous to trust an indefinite and unlimited 
appropriation to such 4 board as is provided in this bill. 

Bat, sir, I do not wish to subject the incoming administration to the 
danger of such scandals growing up under its naval administration as 
those which have have occurred in recent years. 

This proposition, sir, as I have said, deprives the President and Sec- 
retary of the Navy of their legitimate powers, and transfers them to a 
board of persons now unknown to us. It reduces, so far as the con- 
struction of the Navy is concerned, the President and Secretary of the 
Navy to the office of simply becoming the paymasters and determining 
whether they will approve or not the plans and recommendations 
submitted by the board. 

In other words, sir, the whole power of rebuilding our Navy is to be 
lodged in the hands of a board unknown to us and unknown to our 
present system. I for one am not willing to vote such a want of con- 
fidence in the next administration or to tie the hands of the Executive 
and place him in this respect under the control of a board yet to be 
appointed. I will say no more until the proposition is under consid- 
eration by sections. 

Mr. CANNON. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr, Chairman, if I understood aright the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], he said that all those gentlemen 
opposed to the construction of a navy, or opposed to the construction of 
a navy by the Democratic party, would oppose this provision of this 
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bill. If he meant that none others than those belonging to those two 
classes would oppose it I say to him he is entirely mistaken. I believe, 
sir, I have the right to say I am in favor of the building ofa navy. I 
had the honor to preside as the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations when it initiated the policy of building a new navy and when 
it initiated those reforms in the Navy Department which have saved to 
the Government, or will save to the Government, enough to give us a 
good, first-class navy. Friendly as I am to the building up of a navy, 
I am opposed to these provisions which we are now discussing, and I 
Shall oppose them with all of the ability of which I am possessed. 

Why, I can not forget, Mr. Chairman, that it was buta little more than 
twenty-five years ago that we had the live-oak contracts that scandal- 
ized the United States, when a contract was made previous to election 
that certain contracts should be given to furnish the money to carry 
an election, and that contract was carried out by an administration. 
I can not forget the frands in the management of the navy-yards; and 
when I see my distinguished friends from New York here advocating 
the completion of this old frigate in the navy-yard I felt it would be 
my duty to call attention to the correspondence that occurred twenty- 
five or twenty-seven years ago on the part of members of Congress from 
wers that controlled the navy-yard 
at that time; and I will comme N it to them. 

I read from the report of the Committee on ditures in the Navy 
Department, made in the first session of the Thirty-sixth Congress: 

New Yorx, June 14, 1857. 

Mr. Comase: Mr. Cullen tells me that you are to take men on on Tuesday. 
Now I ask you to take him on and the pot drs I have asked you to take on, I 
will have my proportion of men under you. If you do not give them I will lodge 
charges against you. You have turned away all the men but one from my. 
trict 2 18 Of this I have complained to the , and now, unless you 
rectify this injustice I will make application that you be turned out. The bearer 
will bring me an answer, 

Yours, &., 

That was written by a then Democratic Representative in Congress 

from the State of New York. 
Mr. DORSHEIMER. Who was it? 
Mr. HISCOCK. And he is a Democrat now. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. What is his name? 
Mr. HISCOCK. I read now from the report: 

In another case Lewis W. Berry, the master painter, discharged a man for 
habitual drunkenness, who had been septs upon the recommendation of 
Hon. Mr. requested the man be taken on again. Berry 
thus describes what took place at that interview: 
nad drat eee ws a Saeed ty departament, he “=~ alae 
could not help that, but that the man must goto work again. I told him Teould 
not employ him again. Said he, ‘You may set it down asa fact that I will have 
you removed if I can if you do not put that man on ev ty 

Within two or three months Berry was removed, V asked if he had been 
removed for this cause he said: 

I can not say of my own knowledge; I only know what was said. I sup- 
he was as as his word, as he said he would get me turned out. When 


— on to Washington afterward I thanked him for being as good as his 
word. 


Here is another letter: 


WASHINGTON City, March 23, 1888. 


u in, 
fer with you at all times. 
Yours, respectfully, 


He represented, I think, Brooklyn. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Can you not name him? 

Mr. COBB. Why does the gentleman not name him? 

Mr. HISCOCK. You can look at the reportand get their names. I 
do not want to publish their names to the world. 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, April 7, 1858. 


DEAR Sin: I understand that, asa of the peer mim before your ap- 
pointment, you were to retain Mr, Fitzgerald as your foreman. You promised 
to do so; and that is Mr. Searing's understanding. Iam now informed t that you 
intend to dismiss him and appoint some one in his place from New York. 
is not right, and you ought not to think of it. Ifyou do, I trust that the original 
understanding will be carried out. I have just conversed with Mr. Searing, and 
this is his view of the matter, and it was s view when you were 
appointed. In your turn you will, of course, do the best to equalize matters 
mag the various mem 

ours, respectfully, 
I have just shown this letter to Mr. Searing. 
WILLIAM TURNER, Esq., Master Painter. 


WASHINGTON CrTy, April 13, 1858. 
Sin; Your favor has been received. I will be much obliged for a list of the 
men under you, when I will write to indicate those I am especially interested in. 
I want only a fair pro on of the men. s 
In reference to Mr. Fitzgerald, it was expressly understood between Mr. Sear- 
ing and myself that Fitzgerald should remain, and promised this yourself. Ido 
not know what Mr. has to do with this matter, but I shall be pleased to 
see him so far as it is pro 

Fit: 's dismissal; and now 
will do what I can to correct it, an: 


r, but I can not, and will not, submit to Mr. 
ve you notice that if you do remove him I 
y if you suffer you must not blame me. I de- 
sire to sustain eo and to make zo position pleasant, This I desire on your 
account as well as in res to Mr. ng; but, sir, I will not stand by and see 
my friends struck down by you or ahy other master, 
Yours, uly, 


WILLIAM TURNER, Esq. 
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New York, July 27, 1858. 
master joiner of the org t 


yard, to give employment to a few men, workmen and worthy perso: 
my distr Although he has one hundred and thirty men or thereabouts in his 
he has not done so. 


I have only sent one letter of recommendation to him, but no attention has 


My Dear Sim: I have applied to Mr. Fra 


been paid to it beyond the answer that when he put an additional number of 

men to work he would then see what he could do. 

= appeal to yon to vindicate my district from this unjust and partial discrimi- 
on. 

Mr, Fraganza admits he has not one man in his shop from my district. If I 
have not misunderstood your views, it is your wish that the master should se- 
lect from the different districts adjacent to the yard in equal proportions, upon 
the Sar igre of members, the workmen employed in the shops, Xe. 

Y, yours, 


Hon. Isaac Tovcey, 
Secretary of the Navy, Washington. 
ig beac by another distinguished Democrat; and this is indorsed by 
the tary of the Navy: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, August 2, 1858. 
Sm: The De ment has addressed the commandant of the nayy-yard at 
New York on the subject of your letter of the 27th ultimo, 
Very lly, your obedient servont, 
ISAAC TOUCEY. 


Hon. 


New York. 
And again the Secretary of the Navy says: 


= The rtment desires that a fair and liberal course be pursued toward 
— s district, and wishes you to inquire into and report upon this mat- 
r. 
I am, respectfully, your obedient servant, 


ISAAC TOUCEY. 
Commodore L. KEARNEY, 
Commandant Nary-Yard, New York. 
The report says: 
A master workman testified that the 


whom can not obtain employment from private employers.” Men from the 
laborers’ , who knew nothing about 

painters (Fitzgerald), others as blacksmiths, ; and so in the different de- 
partments. Laborers were employed to act as clerks and to work as carpenters. 


I have not time to read all this correspondence. This book is filled 
with it. And when we saw this bill come in here to complete this old 
wooden ship—this 5,000-ton frigate—no ship of the kind to-day being 
constructed anywhere in the world, even though I am subject to the 
criticism of the ished gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. Lone ] 
for my vote, I can not support this policy of building a new navy. 

I have no time to discuss the proposition as to the building of the four 
ships. I desire to call the attention of this committee, however, to one 
fact: This board is toreport to Congress next December. A Democratic 
House will then be here with forty majority. Why, I ask you, not allow 
this report to be made to the House then? The work will not be de- 
layed—not an hour. Bring in the plans and models for your ships. 
Bring in provisions of law like those contained in the appropriation bills 
at the two sessions of the Forty-seventh Congress. Suhject them to the 
criticisms of the House, subject them to thecriticisms of the world, sub- 
jectthem to the criticisms of ship-builders every where, and I say I believe 
there will not be a man on this side of the House but will unite in the 
policy of building a new navy, amending those plans if need be—but 
there will be no vote on this side of the House, in my opinion, in the 
direction of the obstruction of this great work. ; 

But here you propose to strike down the limit. For the first time 
almost, in thehistory of Congress for thirty years, you come in here with 
an indefinite oo nig ar How much these ships are to cost noone 
knows. On what model they are to be built no one knows. Who the 
men are to be who are to make the models no one knows. But weare 
to open the door of the Treasury to the incoming administration. 

The gentleman from Illinois has said that he does not desire to vote a 
vote of censure upon the next administration for this bill. 


I say tothe 
gentleman from Illinois I do not care to subject the next e sere 


tion or any administration to the temptation that it will be subjected 
to if this bill shall 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. How much time have E remaining? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman has seventeen ——— remaining. 

Mr, CANNON. I yield the remainder of my time to my colleague 
[Mr. Troms]. d 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield seven minutes of the time to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I confess my surprise that after all this in- 
cubation on the part of the Democratic party, extending over a period 
of twenty-five years, there should be produced such an egg and such a 
bird as is contained in the second section of this bill. For years they 
have stood out against appropriations for the Navy, and at last they 
present themselves with an abundance, which at once shocks and hor- 
rifies my friend, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. And 
well it may, for both in manner and in matter the proposition is of a 
most astonishing character. 

It proposes as to its manner to indict and convict the next adminis- 
tration of incompetency before it is formed. It proposes to put the 


Government into commission as far asa navy is concerned. And in 
defense of the details of its matter my friend the en nine be m Massa- 
chusetts has succeeded in evoking not praise from hi but blame. 
He says that of the three civilian members it will be impossible to ob- 
tain one at the price, and of the nayal members that they ought to be 
the heads of bureaus, which is not in the bill. Consequently there is 
left with the smile of his approval only the Secretary of the Navy 
that is to be. Then this board is to call for plans, and then they are to 
decide upon four different kinds of ships; and then, to use the eloquent 
language of my friend from Massachusetts, they are to cease to be a 
“ fungus upon the body-politic.”’ 

Why, Mr. i , look at the genius of the Democratic pene 
Here it finds itself, thanks to its own neglect in times past, with the 
business on its hands of building a navy, and the very first thing it does 
is to declare that the regularly constituted authorities of this country 
that are to be, and that are to be appointed under its auspices, are unfit 
to do the work! For my part, I desire to repudiate this business of non- 
responsibility. It is the curse of this country. It comes to us under 
the pleasant guise of non-partisanship, and we have one striking ex- 
ample in this country of the result of that soft method of doing busi- 
ness. If there is any State ee that is cursed with perpetual 
charges of corruption it is the great State where almost all the Govern- 
ment is carried on by means of non-partisan boards. The result is that 
such boards are exempt from all criticism. The Republican news- 
papers do notattack them because there are Republicans on the boards; 
the Democratic newspapers refrain from attack because they would hit 
their friends; and under such a system corruption has runriot. I say 
further, establish this board, give it this non- ble character, and 
add to that an unlimited appropriation—the doors of the Treasury 
swung open for the handsof this board to reach in—and what will be the 
result? Why, just look at one interesting little item in the bill. The 
board are to give prizes—a first prize $10,000—what for? For a vessel 
we are going to build. A second prize $5,000—what for? For a ves- 
sel we are not going to build! [ hter]. 

Well, sir, that is consistent with the history and the practice of the 
OATS it is always giving a chromo for incompetency. [Re- 
newed laughter] Why, look at it, Mr. Chairman. What is the ob- 
ject and purpose of this bill? Is it business? No; itis porra It is 
for the purpose of having an unlimited sum to spend; and that purpose 
is shpwn outside of this section of the bill. Here is a wooden 
that has been long resting in the Brooklyn navy-yard; the of 
nineteen summers and winters have blown through her timbers unhin- 
dered, and all this time our economical Democratic friends have never 

t of taking that frame and erecting it into a vessel; but the mo- 
ment their own frigid frames have been revivified by the advance gleams 
of the coming sun they begin to look around to find methods of spend- 
ing money which they have rejected during all these long years. 

SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
has expired. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee rose informally; and Mr. BAGLEy having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. Mc- 
Cook, its Secretary, informed the House that the Senate had passed a 
bill (S. 1886) to quiet the title of „settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; in which the con- 
currence of the House was requested. . 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, during my comparatively short term 
of service in the American Congress I have urged, in season-and out of 
season, the rebuilding of the American Navy. Iam proud of the fact 
that I was a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs which reported 
that section of the law which authorized the construction of the Chi- 
cago, the Boston, the Atlanta, and the Dolphin. I am proud to have 
been a member of a nea cp that had the nerve to take hold of this 
question of rebuilding the American Navy according to modern ideas 
and of modern materials, and crystallizing it into law. 

I opposed the appropriation of $400,000 for the completion of the old 
New York, which has stood in the Brooklyn navy-yard for nineteen 
years past. I did so because of the fuct that the building and repair- 
ing of wooden vessels in years gone by have given anything but satis- 
factory results. Wooden vessels—I have but to name them—in many 
instances have cost for repairs twice or thrice the amount of their orig- 
inal cost. Take, for instance, the Tennessee, the Powhatan, and the 
Lancaster—and I call especial attention to the last named. Its orig- 
inal cost was $670,087. It has been repaired and rebuilt. It was 
built, it is true, in 1850, but it has recently been rebuilt at a cost of 
$1,657,110. e the Kearsarge, if you please, which cost in 1861 
$286,918, and which has cost for repairs $1,123,415.75. And, sir, we 
shall have that experience repeated over and over again so long as we 
continue to build wooden vessels. 

Look now at the case of an iron vessel—the Michigan—built in 1844, 
the first iron vessel ever built in the world. She is to-day as goed as 


she was the day she was built, and has cost less for repairs than any 
other vessel which has heen afloat five years. These are the reasons, 
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sir, that induced the Committee on Naval Affairs of the Forty-seventh 
Congress to embark in the enterprise of building steel cruisers instead 
of wooden vessels, But now we find that the Democratic party make 
a grand outcry about our Navy. Their hearts are swelling with pride 
and burning with love for the American Navy. They come i 
upon the scene bearing with them the glorious American Navy in the 
form of the raft so eloquently descri by my friend from Tennessee 
[Mr. MCMILLIN]; composed of two logs fastened together [laughter], 
which is to bear aloft the flag of our country and bid defiance to the 
world; or, instead of the raft, we are to have this old frame of a wooden 
ship, the New York, which has been abandoned for nineteen years, 
fixed up to bear in triumph the flag of the Republic and to defend our 
national honor. 

And these are the reformers who are to take charge of this Govern- 
ment. How do they pro to doit? They propose to introduce into 
the United States Navy for the building of ships a most heterogeneous 
mass—without and without end—a to be composed of 
men the Lord knows who, and the ships to be built of material the 
Lord knows what! And we are not even advised as to what the ves- 
sels are to cost; whether they are to be wood or iron or steel—whether 

are to be frigates, gunboats, orrams. This bill does not 
provide for the building of anything but the hulls of the vessels. It 
appropriates not one cent for guns, not one cent for armor, not one cent 
for boilers, not one cent for machinery, not one cent for the rigging. 
In respect to all these matters there is no plan and no price—nothin 
but a provision for a place for a lot of Democratic politicians, all 
naval architects, who are to be paid the enormous and extraordinary 
yoo a $3,130 per annum for furnishing plans for a navy of the United 

tes 


Why, sir, there was a naval advisory board with that illustrious 
naval officer John Rogers at its at head. It was composed of some of 
the most brilliant naval officers and naval constructors of this country. 
They sat for weeks and months; and with all the progress of the years 
that had since the close of the war before them, and with all 
the enterprise, intelligence, and scientific knowledge of the present 
hour before them, they recommended the building of certain kinds of 
ships, certain types of vessels, and certain guns to arm them with. 

this committee wanted to go forward and bnild an American navy 
why did they not tell us what kind of ships they were going to build, 
whether they were to be iron, steel, or wood, whether we were to have 
old muzzle- i or breech-loading guns, whether the vessels 
were to be shi „ bark-ri, , brig-rigged, or schooner-rigged, 
whether they were to be armored or unarmored ? 

America has always taken the lead in everything requiring inge- 
nuity, enterprise, and skill. It was America that produced the Monitor 
which revolutionized the naval architecture of the world. The world 
went wild with the idea that ships of war might be so constructed as 
to prevent the killing of men. Experience, however, demonstrated 
the fact—to use a popular phrase—that omelets can not be made with- 
out breaking eggs; that battles can not be fought without killing men; 
and as the manufucturers of guns brought forward guns which would 
pierce any ship that could be built, our people swung back to the other 
extreme and said, ‘‘ We will build vessels of the greatest possible flota- 
tion, constructed with air-tight and water-tight compartments; vessels 
which although they may be pierced as an armored ship may be, will 
in view of their greater flotation be less liable to sink than armored 
ships, more effective, and more easily handled. Other countries have 
followed in our wake; and as a consequence we see the Esmeralda. 
‘To-day we have been treated to the soul-harrowing spectacle of a bat- 
tle between the Esmeralda, now lying in the harbor of Valparaiso, and 
the unfinished Boston up here at Chester, Pa. And I must say that 
my heart stood still, my blood was frozen in my viens, as I contem- 
plated the horror of that engagement with the ships four miles apart. 


[Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. irman, I now commence the last hour of 
the debate. 


Mr. KEIFER. Before the gentleman proceeds I rise to make an in- 
duiry with reference to the time. According to my information and 
according to my recollection, there seems to be some mistake as to the 
time that I oceupied. If there is any time left to me; I suppose it 
would be fair to occupy it now. - 

Mr. RANDALL. According to my recollection of the time taken 
by the gentleman, I do not think there is any time left for the other 
side under the agreement of two hours to each side. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is the agreement; we are not differing as to 
that. But gentlemen around me state that I occupied only forty-five 
minutes, and that corresponds with the memorandum made at the 
Speaker’s table by the gentleman who was acting as Clerk at the time 
I was cut off. 

Mr. RANDALL. I never like to place my word against that of an- 
other gentleman, but it seems to be necessary on this occasion. I 
watched the clock, and I think the gentleman spoke from a half min- 
ute to a minute and a half over the hour. But Lam liable to be mis- 


taken. Yet,I am corroborated in that statement by others here who 
watched the time asI did. The gentleman commenced, if Iremember 
8 at eleven minutes of the hour and closed at eleven minutes 
ly ten minutes of the hour succeeding. 


or possi 


Mr. KEIFER. Let me say the gentleman’s recollection is no doubt 
very good; but the clerk’s memorandum shows I commenced at eleven 
minutes after the hour, instead of before; and the recollection of gen- 


tlemen about me corresponds with that. 
lection ast anybody’s on the subject. 

Mr. ELLIS. [expected to answer the gentleman from Ohio, there- 
fore I marked the clock. He commenced his speech at twelve minutes 
of 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. Yes; I will vouch for that. 

Mr. RANDALL. And the usual clerk does not state the time dif- 
ferently from what I give it. On the contrary, the clerk usually at the 
desk would, I think, if he had an opportunity, confirm my statement. 

Mr. KEIFER. Ile is the very one I quote. It was the unusual 
clerk, I believe, who got it wrong. 

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk who ordinarily the time was - 
called out upon business before the gentleman from Ohio was cut off ; 
and on the information of the other clerk, the Chair announced that 
the time of the gentleman from Ohio had expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. No doubt. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does not the gentleman who occupies the chair 
remember I sent a messenger to him to know what time the gentleman 
from Ohio had 1m? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if the present occupant was then in the chair? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state this: he has no recollec- 
tion himself in reference to the matter, but as the gentleman from Ohio 
was cut off at a particular time and no complaint was then made that 
his time had not expired, the Chair would not be willing, unless agreed 
to now, to open up that question. He could not do so. 

Mr. RANDALL. How could the gentleman be cut off unless it was 
by the expiration of his hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must assume that it was done at the 
expiration of the hour. g 

Mr. KEIFER. But the chairman would be perfectly willing to rec- 
tify any mistake made through inadvertence. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. ` ' 

Mr. KEIFER. No one claims there was any purpose to cut me off 
before the expiration of my time. If gentlemen insist on their objec- 
tions I will withdraw my request. It is obvious, for many reasons, 
we should have fifteen minutes left. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania object? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing to ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman have ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. In view of the misunderstanding in reference to 
the time, unanimous consent is requested. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, I make the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, in view of 
the misunderstanding, submits a request that the gentleman have 
unanimous consent to proceed for ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] and the House for the time. I would rather 
have heard from the tlemen on the other side, who are the respon- 
sible constructors of the scheme, if I may be allowed to call it by that 
name, for increasing the United States Navy before I said anything 
more. So far I have heard something from the distinguished gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone], who has chosen to indorse the 
plan in its general scope while repudiating all its details, He joins in 
what he has to say with the distinguished gentleman from New York 
[Mr. DORSHEIMER ] who spoke this morning in what that gentleman 
said on Thursday last, and also what he reiterates this morning, that 
we are to have a navy strong always because the American heart is 
always brave and strong. This is avery good doctrine and I would like 
to join in it, butour American seamen, our gallant officers of the Navy, 
well-selected men, will never be willing to go to sea in war with wooden 
vessels, relying alone on the bravery of their spirits. It has turned 
out that there have been brave spirits on the other side, and we have 
found it necessary to have good material of war, cannon, rifles, shot, 
shell, in short everything that went to make up good material of war, 
to put under the control and in the hands of our men of brave spirits. 
Will you take the brave men of America and put them in obsolete ves- 
sels upon the seaand say to them we rely for the glory of America upon 
your dauntless souls and spirits? That is well enough, but some of us 
at least know we must not only have spirits strong, souls strong and 
brave, but we must have men who are willing to go and shed their 
blood in opposing brave men of other countries with which we may 

to war. : 

But to the criticism of the bill. It is proposed to build four ships, 
wooden or what not, and no more. It proposes to suspend the finishing 
of five of the monitors that are now in process of construction—to wait 
two and a half years before we are to have an experimental ship under 
the present plan. Yet itis to be proclaimed to this country everywhere 
that the Democratic party is coming into power and that the first thing 
it proposes to do is to build a navy. ; 

Bat the fact is the first thing proposed is tostop building a navy and 
resort to a plan to build something or other called vessels and put them 


I do not put my own recol- 
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upon the stocks, and which we have no assurance will ever have a gun 
aboard of them. 

The plans, as I have already stated, and specifications which are to 
be reported on and advice that is to be furnished in response to cireu- 
lars of inquiry, are all with reference to the naked vessel and do not 
comprehend any report in reference to the guns or projectiles which are 
to be used. The essential features of all that go to make up a navy in 
its strength and power are entirely left out, and I think that is about 
the best feature in the proposition—that is, that the principal, essential 
matters which go to make up a navy are to be omitted from their con- 
sideration. They are not to look into the most important things; they 
are not to report in reference to armor, armament, and equipment, and 
some other thi It is possible they can make a report to dono harm, 
for there will be plenty of time to review this report of these civilians, 
for they have wisely put into the bill a provision that the board’s 
report shall be submitted to the Forty-ninth Congress. And I want 
to say that in this great rush for getting power the important thing 
always of concern to the American people is how much money is to be 
expended. No provision is made for a report on this subject. 

Neither the President of the United States nor the Secretary of the 
Navy are required to report to Congress how much money is expended 
or proposed to be spent in this matter of trying to build some vessels of 
war. They are not required to report, although for the first time in 

and so far as I know even in war, in this country the door of the 

jury is set wide ajar for the President to send by order a pay officer 

to get money without limit. The President of the United States, I 

repeat, is called upon to make no report to the Congress of the United 
States as to how much money he spends or proposes to spend. 

Now, it may be said, and will be said, that these imperfections in this 
proposition to increase the Navy may be cured by amendment, but we 
are brought here face to face with this proposition and must take it in 
all its ill proportions; and we say to you that we are against it, abso- 
lately nst it, and will be against it when it is amended if it looks to 
stopping the construction of vessels now already in process of construc- 
tion. We will be against it because it does not to give usa navy. 
These four vessels that may possibly be built under this bill of some 
class or other are not to be even types of vessels which we can repro- 
duce in future. 

We now have in process of construction more well-designed ships 
than it is proposed to build by this bill. We should at least finish them. 

Mr. RANDALL. It was not my intention to discuss this subject at 
all, for reasons which are known toall and which are manifest. But 
there are some things which have been said in the course of this debate 
which I consider myself as bound, even at a great personal inconven- 
ience, to respond to. 

The effort seems to have been made to make an impression that the 
Democratie party is hostile to the construction ofa navy. Its history 
is just the reverse. Further, the effort has been made to impress this 

House with the conviction that the Committee on Appropriations atits 
last session was hostile to the building up of the American Navy. 

How unjust that is appears when you come to examine into what 
that committee did at its last session inreference toa navy. It found 
four vessels in course of construction authorized by the previous Con- 
gress. It gave every dollar of appropriation that was required to com- 
plete those vessels, and the Democratic House has added to it a sufficient 
sum to complete the armament required for them; and to-day again 
that committee has been called upon to consider and continue in con- 
nection with these very cruisers, and as far as I know the members of 
the Committee on Appropriations will decide to give $165,000 deficiency, 
80 that these vessels may with all expedition be completed. 

It is true, sir, the committee took the position that they were un- 
willing to recommend to the House the expending of four and a quarter 
millions of dollars more upon the monitors, when it was conceded that 
the objects for which the monitors were originally authorized by law 
were not the objects for which they would now be of service. And 
only did we stop as to the rehabilitation of the Navy in regard to cruis- 
ers, upon the ground that we desired first to know the result of those 
that were in course of construction. That was wisdom, for these very 
vessels have been altered in many particulars, and the Departmentitself 
has not only asked for more money to construct them but has asked 
the Congress of the United States by appropriation to affirm changes 
in the original plans, which have been found to be necessary. It has 
also requested that the appropriations asked for one of these ships may 
if they are in excess be applied to the building of any of the others, 
thus making the appropriations for the three cruisers and the dispatch- 
boat an appropriation in common to be expended on any or all as the 
case may in the future demand. 

And further, the effort has been made to show that I occupy a posi- 
tion now upon this subject inconsistent with the position which I have 
occupied in the past. That is but of slight moment in connection with 
the great interests and pi that I think I have in view in advo- 
eating this project, which is to build up an American navy worthy of 
the American people. I beg you, then, gentlemen, who wish to ascribe 
to me hostility in the past to the Navy, in what I have done I beg that 
you will not, because I march up to-day to the demands and utterances 
of both of the great parties in the country, that you will not retrograde 


or seek to take a position which you allege that I occupied in the past, 
but whichI deny. I never occupied that position. Inother words, why 
should gentlemen on the other side of the House who have for a long 
time been asserting their wish and purpose to build up an American 
navy, simply because we have taken steps in this bill to go forward to 
comply with the demand of the people—I say why should they take 
the opposite position now to what they claim to have uniformly de- 
manded? the bill is wrong in any of its details it rests with the 
House to correct them. 

For one Ido not object to a limitation, if it be large enough to make 
certain the execution of the purposes of this bill; and I say further, yes, 
conduct as to appropriation bills 
when a great national result is to be achieved thereby and the honor 
of the nation is to be elevated. I think indeed he would be a poor 
representative of the people who would not do the same under like 


circumstances. ‘ 

Inow yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. ELLIS], who has kindly undertaken to assume charge of this 
matter in the House. 

Mr. ELLIS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. CURTIN. It seems to be the disposition of this House now on 
both sides of the aisle to build a navy. And at this late period, when 
the wooden ship is of the past as much as the bones of the pre-historic 
animals found in the frozen regions of the North, e time a navy is 
mentioned here the monitors are brought forward in this highly intel- 
lectual and cultured presence, and are subjected to the eloquence and 
‘oratory of this House. And they are of the past. There is scarcely an 
iron-clad ship of any nation abroad that could not run down in one day 
all your monitors that could be placed in the harbor of New York. 
We started the monitor and the world improved on it. Wego back 
to the monitor now, and that isa disturber to the councils of this 
House constantly intruded upon its deliberations. Let the monitor 
wallow around like a t turtle in your harbors, and let us build a 
navy commensurate with the greatness of this country and of a power 
up to the possibility of modern invention and skill. 

I do most positively differ with the distinguished gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER] who would be in favor of buying Amer- 
ican ships abroad becanse he asserts we can not make the steel in this 
country. Offer any enterprise that invites capital, and the American 
mind will evolve a construction in steel and iron equal to that of any 
people in the world. 

Mr. Chairman, you can not build a navy unless you prove to the 
world you can build it here of American material. -If wedo not build 
it of American material we are not worthy of a navy; andI will never, 
so far as I am concerned, vote for a bill to make a ship unless it is ad- 
mitted we can build it here. 

I do not, Mr. Chairman, like this political discussion. I did not like 
the speech of my friend opposite to me [Mr. THOMAS]; and I am afraid 
indeed to stand -before and attempt to say anything of the eloquent 
sarcasm of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]; I am not equal 
to his shafts and do not desire such controversy. The time for polit- 
ical speeches on this floor as the 4th of March is approaching nes pees. 
We will reserve that for next summer in the hot weather. e shall 
now confine ourselves if possible to the question before this body, and 
that is whether we shall attempt to build a navy. 

Now, my friends, you have not a navy, and I will tell you the reason. 
Under similar circumstances Parliament would have voted a want of 
confidence. There is a want of confidence in your Secretaries of the 
Navy, and it is insinuated, you know whether truly or not, that the 
Navy ent for many years past has not been managed fairly and 
with the integrity which should be exacted from a high official of that 
Department. That is all. ‘ 

You vote money for anavy, and you have not a navy, but your Navy 
is gone. You investigated yourNavy. The rulesof this House, rigid 
rules of which I know little, and that little I desire to forget [laugh- 
ter], obstructed the development of what was alleged as to the admin- 
tration of the Navy. i 8 

There is a want of confidence in the present Secretary of the Navy. 
I do not accuse him of any fraud. 
= Mr. BOUTELLE. On the part of whom is there a want of confi- 

ence? 

Mr. CURTIN. I do not know and do not accuse him; but there is 
a want of confidence—on whose part I do not know, but do say to my 
friend from Maine that when the Tallapoosa went down and he was not 
upon it the country breathed pleasure and satisfaction. [Laughter.] 

I hold in my hand an order of the Secretary of the Navy of recent 
date, and having tried to get information from a Navy officer and found 
he was reticent, I could not understand it and complained to another 
Navy officer that he did not seem disposed to give me information. And 


then to my house last night they sent me an order of the 7th of Feb- 
ruary under which no officer of the Navy, either on the active or retired 
list, can make any communication to Congress or to a member of Con- 
gress withont their passing through the Navy Department—that is, 
that no member of this House could consult an officer of the Navy as to 
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his duty unless it was filtered through the medium of the Navy De- 
t. 


en 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That has always been the tion. 

Mr. CURTIN. No, sir; this order goes beyond that. Do you im- 
agine that is proper? . 

Do you imagine for one moment that if that heroic man, Admiral 
Worden, would come upon this floor I could not consult him about the 
Navy? Have I to go to the Secretary of the Navy and ask him for leave 
to consult with a naval officer about naval matters? Where did the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DorsHEDTER] get the information which 
he has developed to the House to-day? Why, Mr. Chairman, I would 
not go to a shoemaker to learn how to make a watch, nor would I go to 
a locomotive builder to find out about the construction of a ship. IfI 
desired to build a navy I would go to the men who have been educated 
in the building and management of ships, men who have been educated 
and trained by the Government in the naval service and have thus ac- 
quired skill, learning, and knowledge about such matters. 

I say, sir, that a Secretary of the Navy who interdicts me, as a free 
representative of the free people of the State of Pennsylvania, from seek- 
ing instruction from the men who can give it to me in regard to a pub- 
lic matter like this, must have something concealed behind the subject 
under consideration than that order which is not entirely consistent 
with propriety or with the dignity of the place he occupies. I allege, 
sir, that steel can be made in this country, and I insist moreover that 
it can be made of a standard so high that English steel can not ap- 
proach it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. So do I. 

rs KELLEY. And I affirm that statement from personal obser- 
vation. 
Nr. CURTIN. Thank you, my friend. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
two friends in Pennsylvania who -understood that it was proposed to 


build ships for the Navy, and who, at their own cost and expense, 
made a plate thirteen feet long, four feet wide, and seven and a half 
inches , of three qualities of steel with a perfect weld, and defy 


the skill of the Navy Department to separate it, and that will resist 
any piece of ordnance in America to penetrate it. I put into the bill 
$25,000 to test the quality of steel, and say to you, Mr. Chairman, you 
can build a navy although you have no merchant marine to protect 
[laughter]; but that we may get in the future if we have not got it 
now. The man in all the history of Great Britain who did most to fix 
her national policy was Oliver Cromwell. 

[Here the er fell.] 

Mr. CURTIN, Oh, let me speak on that for just a few minutes 
more, [Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield a few minutes to my colleague from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Comm}. 

Mr. CURTIN (resuming). Kings had preceded him and heads were 
cut off, but he stamped upon Great Britain the policy of extending 
her dominions in order to obtain markets for her surplus products. 
That was the common sense of a man. His bones were scattered 
to the winds; no enactment or ordinance of Parliament bears his name; 
and yet his policy has made Great Britain the great and powerful na- 
tion that she remains until this day. They could give his bones to the 
winds, but he left his impress upon the policy of the nation, and that 
ittle island, which you can cover on a map of ordinary size with your 
thumb, is the source from which every country in the world borrows 
m „the bank to which every city and every corporation in the world 
is indebted. Now, then, if you intend to foreign commerce you 
must pay for it as the English have done. They encircle the globe, not 
as Webster said in his magnificent rhetoric, with the drum-beat of their 
military posts, but they encirele it far more effectually in reaching out 
to all parts of the earth to secure markets for their surplus produc- 
tions. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will my colleague permit me a question? 

Mr. CURTIN. Les. 

Mr. BAYNE. Does my friend understand that this bill contemplates 
the construction of iron or steel ships? 

Mr. CURTIN. Steel ships. 

Mr. BAYNE. My understanding is that it points more toward the 
construction of wooden ships. - 

Mr. CURTIN. Oh, the wooden ship is gone, and is a creation of the 


past. 

Mr. BAYNE. But this bill, I think, contemplates wooden ships. It 
certainly does not provide that these ships shall be constructed of iron 
or steel. 

Mr. CURTIN. There is one wooden ship in the bill. In the name 
of the honor of the country and to build a navy, if that is as 
a concession, let us have one wooden ship, so that we may construct 
aay that will be respectable in peace and formidable in war. [Laugh- 
ter, . 
Mr. BAYNE. But this bill does not provide that the other four ships 
shall be built of iron or of steel. 

Mr. CURTIN. Is that so? 

Mr. BAYNE. Why, certainly that is so, 

Several MEMBERS. That is so. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will say to my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 


CURTIN] that there is nothing in this bill which provides that there 
shall be any iron or steel used in the construction of these ships. 


Mr. CURTIN. Then I have read the bill in vain, and my speech 
goes for nothing. I do not care so much about the wooden or iron ships 
as about the loss of my speech. [Laughter.] But if that is the case 
I will not vote for the bill. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Move to amend it. 

Mr. CURTIN. At the proper time I will; of course I will. ‘The 
gentleman from New York [ Mr. DorsHemer} has given us an account 
of a ship built in England for Chili, and has compared it with the 
cruisers ordered by the last Congress. I think those ships ought to have 
been built long since; and will tell you the reason of the acy. Itis 
because they have been unable to get thearmor from abroad. Now, I 
allege. that if you determine to build ten or twenty ships for your Na 
and invite our Pennsylvania steel manufacturers to supply the — 
the capital and the plant will be provided, and Pennsylvania will pro- 
duce you steel for the construction of these ships which the English 
manufacturers cannot equal 

A MEMBER. And cheaper. 

Mr. CURTIN. And cheaper. We will produce it for $175 a ton. 
And if you want a navy you must make it popular by building it at 
home. Will any one say that after our long experience we are not 
equal to building a navy in the United States? What has occurred 
since we were a nation that we have not had an active interest in? 
Franklin out on a common in Philadelphia brought the lightning from 
the clonds; and to-day, by the use of lightning, as harnessed by Morse 
and used in mod vilization and progress, affords quick. transition 


ern ci 
of knowledge to all the world and is an active agent in human affairs. 
Go into yonder hall, and you see Fulton, who made the steamboat and 
revolutionized the commerce of the world 

Mr. KELLEY. Having borrowed the machinery from John Fitch. 

Mr. CURTIN. Yes; John Fitch propelled a boat by steam on the 
Delaware, but died before his merits as an inventor were acknowl- 
se, His statue should be in that hall instead of Fulton's. 

CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

has expired. 

Mr. CURTIN. Are you quite sure of that? 

The CHAIRMAN. Quite sure. [Laughter.] $ 

Mr. CURTIN. I have much more to say if I have time; but I yield 


“to the rigid rules of this House. 


Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, in bold contrast with the broad and 
statesmanlike views of the gentleman from Massachusetts comes the 
sharp partisan talk of other gentlemen from that side of the House. 
Gentlemen on the other side criticise the Democratic party as respon- 
sible for this measure. Now, I admit it may be a matter of specula- 
tion what navy the Democratie party will build; but it isa painful 
reality what navy the Republican party has failed to build in the last 
twenty-two years. In the matterof ships they have produced—what? 
The jpoosa! In the matter of ordnance, nothing that I know of 
save that the champagne broadsides of that celebrated vessel were said 
to be very effective upon Republican statesmen. 

Gentlemen on the other side have railed against the navy-yards. Now 
what has been the | pers of the Republican party in their attempts to 
build up, or rather destroy, the American Navy? They have both 
the nayy-yards and the contract The gentleman from Illinois 
read a list oo oe their original cost and the tremendous out- 
lay of money expended upon them in the way of repairs. That is the 
key to the situation. The Tennessee and the other vessels which had 
millions of dollars upon them under the name of repairs were 
literally rebuilt in the navy-yards in order to give patronage to enable 
the Republican party to hold its own in doubtful districts. Will the 
caustic and witty gentleman from Maine inform this House what the 
patronage of the Kittery navy-yard in his State was, and what effect 
it had upon the September elections in the gentleman’s own district ? 

The navy-yards were kept well filled with partisans, patching and 

ing and rebuilding the wooden vessels, while the contractors 
reveled in constructing marine monstrosities in the shape of alleged 
ironclads and costly and i x 
Not alone that, but they say this billis an attempt to administer the 
Government by co n. Well, I would rather have a government 
ini by commission than a government administered by con- 
tractors; and at the proper time I shall second or offer an am ent 
to this bill providing that the navy-yards of the Government be reha- 
bilitated and that work of upbuilding an American navy from 
American materials shall be done in American navy-yards. 
Mr. THOMAS rose. 


Mr. McADOO. My time is too short to allow me to yield to the gen- 
tleman. 
Sir, the great blot 


the whole Republican administration was 
the contract system. The people of this country believe, and they have 
some basis of fact for that ef, that the navy-yards were used for 
patronage, and that the contractors helped to swell the cam funds 
that carried doubtful States in Presidential elections. I it will 
be found not only wise but economic to turn loose into our navy-yards 
the talent and skilled intelligence which we have educated and allow 
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it to help upbuild the Navy in our own yards. In whatever way it is 
built the people demand a navy commensurate with the interests, the 
ag eg and the honor of this great country. 


Mr. IS. I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. EATON]: 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, in the ten minutes given me by my 
friend from Louisiana I can not be e: to discuss this question 
at any length; but I wish to sayin the outset that I believe my friend 
from Maine, my friend from Ohio, and my friend from Illinois enter- 
tain the same opinion that I entertain—that there should be an Amer- 
ican navy. 

I do not stand here to criticise for one moment the actions of past ad- 
ministrations. That matter has nothing to do with this great ques- 
tion, Ought we to have a navy? I will not say one word that might 
come to my mind with to anything that may have occurred in 
the last twenty years in reference to the maladministration of the Navy 
Department. Let that pass by like the idle wind, that we regard 
not.“ : 4 

There are two things necessary: first, a navy; second, harbor defenses. 
eee Soe own judgment, I should have put harbor defenses first 
and the Navy second. We can not in one year, or two years, or three 
years construct a navy equal to the navy of Great Britain; and every- 
body knows it. Let us, however, have the germ of a navy. 

But, said my friend from Ohio, *‘ You are giving all the power of the 
Government to the Democratic party.’’ I disliked to hear that. It 
was further. said, ‘‘ You are opening the doors of the Treasury to the 
Democratic party.“ Sir, with the gentleman from Ohio I dislike this 
limitless expenditure of money. I would be glad to see in this bill, 
I say this House ought to see in this bill, a limit. No matter who has 
the expenditure of that money, whether it be Grover Cleveland or 
Chester A. Arthur, there should be a limit. If I had the knowledge 
necessary to put a limit on this bill, I wonld draw the amendment 
myself. 

But we are here, Democrats and Republicans, seeking one great ob- 
ject; and we ought to be brethren in seeking that object; that is, to 
start the building of a proper navy. As a Democrat, I do not wish the 
representatives of the Democratic party to have the power in their 
hands to squander one, two, ten, or twenty million dollars. Let us 
know what the limit should be, and I stand ready to vote for it. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the eee permit me—— 

Mr. EATON. I have but little time; but I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I was going to ask whether this bill should not de- 
termine the character of the vessels, their quality especially, in view of 
the fact that the highest naval authority has just pronounced unsea- 
worthy the last ten ships built by the British Government ? 

Mr. EATON. Well, I will answer that question in this way: If the 
British board of admiralty has learned that the science of Great Britain 
has not been able yet to construct a proper vessel, then permit me to 
say that neither my friend from Pennsylvania, myself, nor any other 
authority in this country will be able to put on a bill of this kind a de- 
e e of what the vessels should be. [Laughter.] My friend 
ought to know that. He ought to know it. x 

Mr. KELLEY. I have simply quoted Sir Edmund Reed, the highest 
naval authority. 

Mr. EATON. I am quoting my friend as very high naval authority. 
[Laughter.] I wish to have a board of admiralty, if I may so style 
these officers and scientific men who haye this matter in charge, to select 
the proper models upon which to build our vessels. But limit the ex- 
penditure of the money. It is a farce to talk about it when we know 
that there is not an ironclad on the water that will not go down be- 
neath the force of modern projectiles. Everybody knows it. And my 
friend from New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER], whom I do not see in his 
seat, who was so strenuous to build ironclads six months ago, has 
learned at last there are no ironclads on the water that can stand be- 
fore modern projectiles. 

I rejoice the United States has not expended in the past fifteen, 
twenty, thirty, forty, or fifty millions of dollars. It would have been 
thrown away, absolutely thrown away. We haye had the advantage 
of the expenditures of other people, and now we may go to work be- 
lieving the results will warrant our desires. 

I come from a little State bounded by the ocean; I am a New Eng- 
land man, and if anybody is interested in a navy it is New England 
that is interested. If anybody is interested in a navy it is my friend 
from Maine [Mr. Reep] and my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Lone]. For let me tell you, Mr. Chairman, before twelve months 
have rolled round the fishery question will present sucha question that 
you may desire and need a navy. 

Therefore I say let us discard all talk about Democrats and Repub- 
licans. Let us stand here American citizens and begin to build up a 
navy that will be an honor to the Americanname. We have thesailors— 
New England furnishes the sailors, and the world can not produce a 
class of men like the sailors from Connecticut and Maine and Massa- 
chusetts. Give us the bottoms and we will furnish the sailors. 

Now do not let us quarrel about this matter. Let an amendment be 
offered to this bill. I desire to limit the expenditure; I do not believe 


the incoming administration to have it in its power to squander the 


money of the people. I havenosuch desire. I will give no such vote 
while I have a seat on this floor; but I want to see a navy started. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am trespassing, I know, upon my friend trom 
Louisiana. 

Mr. ELLIS. No; you are not. 

Mr. EATON. But let us forget to-day, if possible, pak Let us re- 
member we are one people and what is good for the ic party 
is good for the Republican party, and what is good for the Republican 

is good for us all. : 

If this bill needs amendments, and I believe it does, let those amend- 
ments, Mr. Chairman, be produced by one side or the other. I shall 
stand ready to vote with my friend from Maine to do what he believes 
is best to prevent the squandering of the money of the people. Ihave 
no desire the Democratic party I fought for should have any other 
power than what ought to be exercised by just and honorable men. 

We may dosomething, but little. Ido not believe the time has come— 
I am not a prophet—but yet I predict the time has not come when any 
naval board, whether composed of Englishmen, or Frenchmen, or 
Germans, or Americans, can put into the water a vessel that will stand 
the projectile power of to-day. My own opinion is we may look for 
fast-going cruisers that can make from eighteen to twenty miles an 
hour with 100-ton guns on their decks, that can sink an ironclad or 
run away from it as they please, and then let our harbors and coasts be 
propery defended, and America will be as she always has been, resist- 

ess against the powers of the world. [Applause. ] 

Mr. ELLIS addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate on this section is now terminated 
nnder the order of the House. The question before the committee is 
on the point of order raised by the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. 
THOMAS]. The Chair will now hear from that gentleman a statement 
of the grounds on which he bases his point. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, my point of order against this sec- 
tion is made under section 3 of Rule XXI, which provides that 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 


by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and ob- 
jects as are already in progress. 


The pending section of this bill provides for the organization of a 
board to be appointed by the President of the United States, to be com- 
posed of several members, some civilians and some officers of the Navy. 
It is an attempt to create new offices on a general appropriation bill, 
and to pay premiums or rewards for plans which are to be submitted 
by parties outside of the Government service. This is new legislation. 
Tt ac not provide for any public work authorized by law. More than 
that, I submit it is subject to objection under the other part of the rule, 
which provides: 

Nor shall any provision in any such bill or amendment thereto changing ex- 
isting law be in order, except such as, being germane to the subject-matter of 
the bill, shall retrench expenditures by the uction of the number and salary 
of the officers of the United States, by the reduction of the compensation of any 


person paid out of the Treasury of the United States, or by the reduction of 
amounts of money covered by the bill. 


Now, this section is admittedly germane to the bill, the purpose of the 
bill being to provide for the naval service of the United States. But 
this is an attempt to furnish plans and to provide for the building of 
ships, and it does not reduce expenditures. It is not a retrenchment 
of salaries paid to officers. On the contrary it involves increased ex- 
penditure by providing additional salaries, by providing for the payment 
of rewards to persons who may furnish plans to this board. Indeed, it 
provides for an unlimited expenditure of money, as no restriction is 
placed upon the cost of the vessels which are to be constructed. 

F do not think it necessary to elaborate this point. It must be clear 
that the provision of the bill is contrary to the third section of Rule 
XXI. I may have occasion to answer any objection which might be 
urged to this point of order; but at this time I shall offer nothing fur- 
ther upon it. 

Mr. STONE. I should like to state upon the point of order another 
objection to the section in addition to the one made by my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. THomAs]. I wish to suggest to the consideration of the 
Chair whether or not it be competent for the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to report the section now under consideration, inasmuch as clause 
120f Rule XI provides that ‘‘subjects relating tothe naval establishment 
other than the appropriations for its support shall be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. I submit that so much of this bill as re- 
fers to naval affairs and does not concern appropriations comes properly 
within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Naval Affairs, under Rule 
XI; and unless it can be shown that this subject of the establishment 
of a naval board has by some order, resolution, or bill been referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, that Committee in attempting to deal 
with the subject has exceeded its jurisdiction, e as it was sug- 
gested a day or two ago that another committee of this House, the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, had attempted to deal with a subject 
beyond its jurisdiction. 

So I submit, under a fair construction of this rule, it isnot competent 
for the Committee on 1 to deal with a subject that does 
not relate to appropriations, but which by.the rule is exclusively com- 
mitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. And the Chair will take 
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notice this section is different from some other sections—that it is not 
only inclusive but exclusive. It so distinctly declares, as I have al- 
ready stated, and I will not repeat what I have said, as I think the 
Chair understands my point. 

The CHAIRMAN, the gentleman in charge of the bill desire 
to be heard on the point of order? 


Mr. RANDALL. No; I am willing to leave it to the Chair. My 
desire is to save the time of the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN.. The ground stated by the gentleman from Mas- 


sachusetts [Mr. STONE] is new to the Chair, and his decision will turn 
upon the Therefore, without entering upon any discus- 
sion on it, the ir thinks section 2 of the bill is obnoxious to the third 
clause of Rule XXI. It is an appropriation for expenditure notauthor- 
ized by law, and that part of the section which provides for the organi- 
zation and structure of this board is new legislation. The Chair there- 
fore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask to lay aside this bill, as I believe I will find 
some hed to test the sense of the House where one objection will not 
preva’ 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would t to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania there is yet one section to bo diedas of. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I hopewhen the gentleman submits a plan it 
will be à plan that takes the responsibility as well as confers the power. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not quite understand what the gentleman 
means. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I mean this: that if we are to build a navy 
party in power having the power should also have the responsi- 

ility. : Goal = 

Mr. RANDALL. I pro; in some way, and I think I see my path 
clear, to make this proposition so that it will be acceptable to enough 
members of this House to secure its consideration on this bill. I there- 
fore to lay the bill aside for the present. 

Mr. IFER. Is it proposed to have the bill recommitted? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Section 3 is not di of. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not a material point. I ask the bill be 
laid aside and to have the committee now proceed to the consideration 
of the deficiency a: riation bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object to its being laid aside. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let them have all the time they want. 

Mr. WILLIS. What is the proposition ? 

The CHAIRMAN. To lay the naval appropriation bill aside and 
take up the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I am perfectly willing the river and harbor bill 
should be proceeded with. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection to laying this bill aside. 

Mr. STONE and other members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the reading of the third section. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Ihave an amendment to offer to come in before 
that. I send it up to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To com 
than six thousand tons displacement, and the armament „ a 
by act of Congress August 5, 1882, $1,780,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Do I understand the whole section has bee: 
ruled out? à 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Maryland. It is a modification of the law of 1883. 

Mr. TALBOTT. No, sir; there is no modification of that law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the law be exhibited. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I have sent for it. 

ove CHAIRMAN, What is the point of order the gentleman 
makes? 

Mr. HOLMAN. That this appropriation is not authorized by any 
existing law. That the act to Eick the gentleman refers, the act of 
1882, is modified by the subsequent act of 1883. That all the vessels 
authorized to be constructed are now in process of construction, while 
this amendment pro something in addition not authorized by law. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Ido not want to say a word upon the point of order, 
because this act of August 5, 1882, to which the gentleman called the 
attention of the Chair, clearly authorizes the construction, and leaves 
no room for doubt. It is absolutely existing law, and I shall submit 
the question to the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us see the law. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Ihave sent for it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It will be remembered that there were two acts, 
one of 1882 and the other of 1883, the latter modifying the former. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to see the acts. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I will say further that this vessel provided for in 
session of the 


this amendment was expressly authorized at the seco 


ote the construction of the steel cruiser, of not loss than five nor more: 
uthorized 


Forty-seventh Congress in the naval appropriation bill passed at that 
time. This vessel is provided for by law and its construction author- 
ized. I send the statute to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the section to which the 
gentleman refers as authorizing this construction. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Any portio 

ihed toned the atuotzuctien of tore sents. envision vemeie st war, whion are 

ereby authorized, at a total cost when fully completed, not to exceed the 
amount estimated by the late naval advisory board for such vessels, the same 
to be constructed of steel of domestic manufacture, having as near as may be a 
tensile strength of not less than 60,000 e to the square inch, and a duc- 
a in eight inches of not less than 25 per cent.; said vessels to be provided 
Sie ean set oor taare ase GON ines anaana ced DU Save fea he 
est attainable speed. * 

Mr. TALBOTT. The advisory board advised the construction of 
two vessels of that class, and estimated the cost at $3,560,000. The 
act of Co authorized only the construction of one—that is to say, 
a vessel of not less than 5,000 tons or more than 6,000 tons displace- 
ment. This amendment, therefore, is prepared exactly in accordance 
with the existing law and the amount is the amount fixed by the ad- 
visory board. It is, therefore, the law now, and this is a provision to 
carry it into effect. No law of Congress has changed it. No law has 
varied the law authorizing the construction of that vessel, and I now 
ask the adoption of thisamendment which authorizes this construction. 

I have heard, Mr. Chairman, a good deal of talk on the floor of this 
House about a navy, and I have heard a great deal of talk about 
wooden vessels. The Committee on Naval Affairs in the Forty-seventh 

investigated the whole subject, and inv ted it thoroughly. 
We before us all the scientific and naval men in the country who 
were within reach. We had their views, opinions, and conclusions, 
and I desire to say that from Admiral Porter down to the lieutenants 
in the Navy they all concurred in the opinion that the invention of 
gun-power was far in excess of the development of ships of war. 

In other that now gun-power, with recent improvements in 
that direction, is so great that you can not construct a vessel that will 
float capable of resistingit. The conclusion of the board and the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs on this investigation was that what we require 
is first-class steel cruisers of the highest attainable speed. Every man 
who knows anything about naval architecture knows that you can not 
have speed without displacement, because you have got to have size, 
and if you have the size so as to give you the necessary engine-room 
and machinery power you are compelled to have weight and displace- 
ment. This you must have in order to get the ability to put upon the 
vessel the power you require. You must have room capacity or stor- 
age of coal, and you must have capacity for your ART and the 
result of the labors of the committee, and after months of labor and 
earnest attention to the duties devolving upon them, was that if this 
vessel authorized by that law was constructed, with her power and guns 
aboard of her, she would easily run away from any war vessel in the 
world. She would also have gun-power to fight in a close conflict. 

Now, gentlemen talk about speed as a element. Not a single 
one has told this House one thing, and that is that there is a great deal 
of difference between the average speed and speed measured by the 
mile. You can put the vessel to its full capacity and strain the ma- 
chinery for a short distance, or a measured mile, and make a speed of 
eighteen, nineteen, or twenty knots an hour, but that is no evidence of 
speed. The of a vessel is what she will make on an average of 
running a whole day, a week, or three weeks; in other words, what she 
will make continuously and in all kinds of weather and under all cir- 
cumstances. That, I say, is a very different question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise toa question of order. Is this debate in 
order ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. bite 

The CHAIRMAN. Chair thinks the gentleman should confine 
himself to the point of order. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I am endeavoring to do so. I say again, that the 
Committee on Naval Affairs did consider this whole subject in the Forty- 
seventh Congress. I say that passed a law authorizing the 
construction of this vessel; and er, sir, that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations can not find a single word altering or limiting that act or 
the terms of that authorizationof August 5, 1882. Isubmit, therefore, 
that no point of order can lie against the amendment providing for the 
construction of this vessel authorized by the act of Congress in ques- 


tion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hold in my hand an act of the 3d March, 1883, 
which seems to be a revision of the act to which the attention of the 
Chair has been called. I will send it up to the Chair. My understand- 
ing has always been that this act of 1883 had the effect of repealing 
the provisions of the act which has already been read; but I trust some 
gentleman connected with the Appropriations Committee of last Con- 

will state how that is. 


Mr. THOMAS. We can give a perfect explanation of it. There was 
no repeal of the former act. 
The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Indiana indicate what 


m of the act he desires to have read? 
Mr. HOLMAN. That which applies to the construction of the steel 
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cruisers. But before that act is read some gentleman connected with 
the Committee on Appropriations of the Forty-seventh Congress, which 
reported both bills, will be able to explain whether this last act repeals 
the former act or not, in so far as the provisions of the one are incon- 
sistent with those of the other. My opinion has always been that this 
last act covers the whole ground. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire the act to be read? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ido. It is under this latter act that the vessels 
now in process of construction are being constructed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


invite proposals from all 
Uy equipped for building or repairing iron and steel 
hips, and constructors of marine engines, nery, and boilers; and 


Mr. HOLMAN. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
of last Congress has given me information from which I am ready to 
believe this act is not a complete substitute for the act of 1882, and 
that to the extent of one vessel it does not cover that act. Upon that 
statement of facts I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on ing to the amendment 

by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT]. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is due for me to say that so far as I know the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury has not made any estimate or recommendation on 
this subject this session. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Have any proposals been invited as provided in 
the act ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Nothing of the sort; I only want to say itseems 
to me this matter should have some investigation. This may have 
been a very good ship four years ago or two years ago, but in the light 
of the experience of the intervening years it may be that it would not 
be such a vessel as we should now build. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I desire to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] that the act authorizing the construction of this ves- 
sel covers all of that. The naval advisory board has the power under 
the act which authorizes the construction to make all the alterations 
that may be called for in consequence of new inventions. And I will 
say more than that: the armament for that vessel is only limited as 
to the minimum. The act makes the minimum 6-inch steel rifled 
guns and 8-inch guns. But as regards the maximum there is no limit; 
and the naval bureau having the charge of the armament can make 
the guns as large as they please under the act itself. 

Mr. THOMAS. The construction of this vessel was fully considered 
by the Naval Committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I make the point of order that debate is ex- 
hausted on the pending amendment. , 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I move to amend by striking out the last 
word. 

This legislation has been fully considered and matured. The plans 
and specifications and model for this vessel are on file in the Navy De- 
partment to-day. The naval advisory board are qualified to take up 
that plan and build the vessel, with all the modern improvements up 
to this hour, and to begin as soon as this appropriation is available. 

Now, if my friends on the other side of the House are in favor of 
building a navy, here is an opportunity to build a first-class American 
man-of-war that will be a source of pride to every American heart and 
a satisfaction to every American sailor. It can go as fast any naval 
vessel in the world. It will have an average of 16 knots an 
hour for six days. It is provided that it shall be armed with breech- 
loading guns of not less than 6-inch and 8-inch caliber. And the max- 
imum, as stated by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT], is 
not fixed. As large guns as are needed can be put on the vessel, and it 
will be first-class in every respect. If thé Representatives on both 
sides of this House want to build a navy, here is an opportunity afforded, 
and one that is based on common sense and the recommendation of some 
of the wisest naval architects and naval officers this country has ever 
produced. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Iam as earnestly desirous to begin 
the construction of a proper navy as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Thomas]. But this proposition simply leads us to produce another 
first-class failure. When this vessel was authorized, three years ago, 
a ship of five or six thousand tons, iron-clad, would have been a suc- 
cess, provided she achieved a speed of 16 knots an hour; but in the in- 
terval ships have been built that have achieved a speed of 18.6 knots an 
hour; and at this moment the British Government are considering a 
proposal from John Elder & Co. to build an armored ship with twenty- 
one inches of armor, of 10,500 tons, that will make a guaranteed speed 
of 214 knots an hour—no cure, no pay. 


Now, are we not to take advantage of the lapse of time and of the 
experience which has come since this provision was enacted into law ? 
What we want is a real navy and not a sham navy; and the addition 
of this ship will simply give us another failure. The money will be 
thrown away. The limitation of the existing law is for a ship of from 


five to six thousand tons. I do not know, and no man can tell, in the 
condition in which this country now finds itself, with its open ports 
undefended, whether we do not want a first-class iron ship of from ten 
to twelve thousand tons. 

Mr. THOMAS. Will the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr] 
permit me a question? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS. I want to ask the gentleman if it is not a fact that 
there are not over six vessels afloat on the ocean to-day. that can make 


over 16 knots an hour? 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. It is a fact; and I want to say to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS ] that those slow vessels are 


being abandoned and cast away. 

Mr. TALBOTT. And I will say to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hewrrr] that not a single unarmored vessel in the world has 
been discarded unless for old age. It is the armored vessels that he is 
talking about. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. This proposes to build an armored 
vessel. 

Mr. TALBOTT. No, sir; an unarmored steel cruiser. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. A 6,000-ton armored steel cruiser. 

Mr. TALBOTT and Mr. THOMAS. No, sir; an unarmored cruiser. 

Mr. HEWITT, of NewYork. Very well. Then I have this to say: 
If that vessel is to be unarmored she will be confronted by an armored 
vessel capable of making over twenty-one knots an hour. 

Mr. THOMAS. When? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Now John Elder & Co, have a prop- 
osition pending, which will no doubt be accepted by the British Gov- 
ernment, by which they guarantee to construct a 10,500-ton armored 
steel cruiser with 21-inch plate, and carrying a hundred-and-twenty- 
ee yin and when you have built this vessel which you propose 
here it meets that vessel in the open ocean yours will go down. 
Therefore, I say, this ship ought not to be built. If we build an un- 
armored cruiser, let us build one that will be at least able to run away 
from these armored cruisers. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Only last Friday the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Hewrrr] rated this House because it was pro to repair a 
wooden vessel, and called attention to the fact that every nation had 
discarded armored vessels. To- day he tells us that every nation is going 
to build armored vessels. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Every nation is building them to-day. 

Mr. TALBOTT. No nation is building them. They may talk about 
building them, but they do not do it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Great Britain is building them, France 
is ote them, Germany is building them. [Cries of Vote!“ 
t: Vote t 77 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of building this vessel 
because it is a type of what will be the modern war vessel. We have 
gone from the old fast-sailing clipper-ship to the great iron floating 
battery, and the compromise between the two extremes is the unar- 
mored, swift-sailing steel cruiser, easily maneuvered, armed with 
powerful ordnance, capable of running away when necessary, and also 
capable of catching an enemy and destroying her. I am in favor of 
every practicable measure for building up our Navy. I do not believe 
simply in discussing measures about the Navy; but when a practical 
proposition is made upon this floor to build a vessel like the one now 
proposed, leaving it to the advisory board to take advantage of every 
modern improvement and produce an American Esmeralda, my vote is 
mos ‘on I believe the American people want it. [Cries of Vote!” 

ote! 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, if there be a proposition before the 
committee, I have failed to hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has read the amendment which was 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT], and the ques- 
tion now is on agreeing to that amendment. 

Mr. BAYNE. The confusion was so great that the amendment could 
not be heard, and I ask that it be again reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert, after line 517, the following: 

“To complete the construction of the steel cruiser, of not less than 5,000 nor 
more than 6,000 tons di ent, and the armament thereof, authorized by act 
of Congress August 5, 1 $1,780,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Tie jag cr . The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
just 5 : 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. TALBOTT, it was 
agreed to; there being—ayes 91, noes 64. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend by adding to the amendment 
just adopted the words: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy shall approve of the construction of 
said vessel. 


Mr. TALBOTT. I am willing to accept that antendment. 


The question being taken onagreeing to the amendment of Mr. RAN- 
DALL, there were—ayes 140, noes none. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to amend by adding after the amendment 
just adopted the language which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the completion and armament of the iron-clad monitors Puritan, Terror, 
Monadnock, Amphitrite, and Miantom $2,204,327.31, provided such comple- 
tion shall be recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. RANDALL. The object contemplated by that amendment will 
take $4,000,000. 

Mr. THOMAS. My amendment names the exact amount which the 

of the Navy says will be required to complete these vessels. 

Mr. RANDALL. Nevertheless, I say the object stated in the amend- 
ment will require an iture of more than $4,000,000. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. i in support of this amendment I wish 
to say that these five vessels are completed as to their hulls and ma- 
chinery. One of them, the Miantonomoh, is provided with armor, and 
is now at the Brooklyn navy- yurd having its turrets constructed. The 
Monadnock is at the Mare Island navy-yard, California. The Puritan, 
the Terror, and the Amphitrite are on the Delaware River, with their 
hulls and machinery completed. Five different boards of naval offi- 
cers have examined thesé vessels and have reported in favor of their 
completion. If completed according to the plans proposed within the 
last few years, with defleetive armor, deflective turrets, and high-power 
guns, they will be the most effective coast and harbor defenses that can 
be made within the United States: Their hulls are built of the best 
American iron. They have passed muster under five several examina- 
tions made by the most critical boards, each one of which has recom- 
mended their completion. 

Our seacoast cities are defenseless to-day. We have no means of 
resisting the encroachments of any of the war vessels of the Old World. 
Any one of the vessels named in the amendment—especially the Puri- 
tan, which is to have a speed of 16 knots an hour—armed with the 
high-power guns which we are constructing here at the navy-yard to- 
day, can resist the largest war vessel that can enter the harbor of New 
York or Philadelphia or Baltimore, or any of the cities along the At- 
Jantic or Pacific coast. 

California stands to-day from the head of the Gulf of California along 
the whole coast without any defensive vessel at all. This much-talked- 
of Esmeralda belonging to the Chilian Government might come and lay 
the city of San Francisco under contribution and extort from its in- 
habitants enough in one hour to finish from the beginning a dozen 
such vessels as these. 

Here these vessels are almost completed; yet we dally day after day 
and year and year, while our country is in this helpless condition. I 
hope that the spirit mentioned by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Conrix] will animate this Congress, and will prompt members 
to come forward and vote for the completion of these vessels of war, so 
that we may be able to defend ourselves and to resent the insults which 
are constantly being put upon the flag of our country and upon our 
citizens in foreign lands. 

It has been said that these vessels can not cross the ocean. Itisa 
mistake. The Monadnock went around Cape Horn. She was under 
convoy of two wooden ships which three times had to seek the shelter 
of a port, while all the time she went bravely on, arriving in the har- 
bor of San Francisco a week before her convoys. She went across the 
Atlantic Ocean to Russia and proved herself in every way seaworthy. 
These monitors when completed can go anywhere where there are 
eighteen feet of water. They can ride the strongest sea and fight the 
most terrific battles, I hope that Congress will now, when we have a 
chance, vote money to complete them. [ Applause. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chaiman, this question is perfectly well un- 
derstood by the House. It has been discussed over and over in. 
The committee do not recommend this proposition. I content myself 
with asking a vote upon it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, I su t a verbal amendment, which I 
think my colleague [Mr. Tuomas will accept, to strike out the word 
recommended and insert approved; so as to read, approved by 
the Secretary of the Navy.“ 

Mr. THOMAS. I aver that as a modification of my amendment. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
THOMAS as modified, it was not agreed to, there being—ayes 64, noes 95. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message was received from the Senate, 
by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, which announced di ment to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 1609) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, 
Mich., asked for a conference on the di ‘ing votes of the two Ho 
and had appointed Mr. MAHONE, Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin, an 
Mr. Vest as managers of said conference on its part. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The committee resumed its session. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to amend, after the last line of the amend- 
ment, by inserting the following: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 3. That the President be, and he hereby is, authorized to return the Arc- 


tie steamer Alert toHer jesty’s ent with the thanks of the Govern- 
ment of the United States for the generous and graceful act of court in so 
promptly tendering the gift of that vessel and for the valuable service thereby 
ren to the cause of science and humanity. 

Sec. 4. That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, directed to trans- 
fer to the Treasury Department for use as a revenue-cutter in the waters of Alaska 
the Steamer Bear, of the late Greely relief expedition, and is hereby authorized to 
place the steamer Thetis for use in the Navy as surveying vessel or otherwise. 

On page 25 strike out figure ‘*3"’ and insert 3;““ so it will read 
section 5.“ 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say te the gentleman from Maine that 
the first ph, so far as I am concerned, I have no objection to, 
as I think itis proper. The second is provided for in another bill. 
The other, of course, I leave to the gentlemen of the House. 

Mr, BOUTELLE. I will state that these two sections I have offered 
as amendments are the substance of a joint resolution which I was in- 
structed unanimously by the Committee on Naval Affairs to report to 
the House for passage. 

The first section embodies the recommendation of the President of 
the United States in a special message recently sent to this House, that 
the Arctic steamer Alert, which was so opportunely tendered to us, be 
returned to the British Government, with the thanks of this Govern- 
ment. I understand the Committee on Appropriations make no objec- 
tion to that. . 

The second section provides for disposing of the other two vessels of 
the Arctic relief fleet, the Bear and the Thetis, which we purehased 
for that purpose, the act of Congress providing that on completion of 
this service these purchased vessels should be sold. : 

Mr. RANDALL. They have not been, though. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. A bill is now pending in this House providing 
for the construction of a revenue-cutter adapted for the extraordinary 
uses of the Alaskan coast. 

Mr. GEORGE. And it was favorably reported from the committee. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes; favorably reported by the committee, and 
is now on the Calendar of the House. Subsequently a bill was in- 
troduced in the Senate and a. similar one in the House for the transfer 
of one of these Arctic steamers for that purpose instead of building a 
new vessel. That bill was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and was reported favorably by the committee. The Secretary“of the 
Treasury and Secretary of the Navy were consulted in to the 
matter, and I have their responses on my desk in favor of carrying out 
this disposition. Therefore it is proposed in this second section to 
transfer the steamer Bear, as being best adapted for the purpose for 
which the revenue-cutter is desired on the Alaskan coast, to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury for that purpose. That, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania states, has been considered by his committee and is incorpo- 
rated in another bill.“ > 

Mr. RANDALL, Yes; it is in the other bill; but if the House de- 
sires to put it on this bill it will only involve striking it out of the 
other bill. 3 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would suggest also that my proposition involves 
disposing not only of the Bear but of the Thetis. 

Mr. LONG. As the amendment relates to kindred subjects, perhaps 
it is best to incorporate them on this bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. They should be included in one proposition. This 
amendment provides that the Bear shall be transferred to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and the Thetis placed in the Navy as a surveying vessel 
or otherwise. I will not make any argument, but ask that this amend- 
ment may be unanimously appended to the bill. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was then concluded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN- having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. WELLBORN reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 8239) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
7955 had directed him to report the same hack with sundry amend- 
men 

Mr. RANDALL demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Do gentlemen desire a separate vote on 
any amendment ? 

Mr. RANDALL. 
ment, 1 

By unanimous consent, the remaining amendments of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union were agreed to in gross. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question next recurs on the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


lete the construction of thesteel cruiser, of not less than 5,000 nor more 
than 0,000 tons displacement, and the armament thereof, authorized by act of 


I ask a separate vote on Mr. TALBOTT’s amend- 


August 5, 1882, $1,780,000, or so much thereofas may be necessary. 
The Honse divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 70, 
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. CABELL with Mr. KELLEY. 
Mr. eee, ee FAROE DATE: Ur. aes with Mr. WHITE, of Minnesota: „e 
The yeas and nays were ordered. NE. of Indi on the na ill. 
Tha son wae Inken; and ‘her mere—sone 111, maya 100 mot | Me. Bete wie Mr, Snow ean 
hn Foetal YEAS—11 Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. 3 
5 8 Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr. BRAINERD. 
Adams, G. E. Dorsheimer, 3 een = Mr. GRAVES with Mr. NELSON. 
Alexander, Dunham, yeaa Russell need as above recorded 
Ballentine, Ellwood, Libbey, ` The result of the vote was then annou as 5 
Barr, Everhart; e . Mr. TALBOTT moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendment 
Belvo, — . Skinner, R was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
Bisbee, Gibson, eS > sonra N the table. 
3 Hone Miler n. 8 ni The latter motion was agreed to. 2 
—.— 1 Nan coe on Mr. RANDALL. I perry 3 previous question upon the engross- 
Hatch, H. H. orrill, men third reading of the . 
Brown, W W fs ha T. J. Morse, fonar IN e eee ee ee 
Caldwell Hepbur O'Hare Strait, Mr. EBA. Lask now by consent that the vote may be taken 
. e e sere on the final passage of the bill to-day, and that the time for the recess 
„ litzell, | rea 8 be extended. The Senate Committee on Appropriations, I may be per- 
Carleton, —.— Payne, Tillman, mitted to say, are without a bill, as I understand, and it is important, 
Coline, Hore, —. — Se B therefore, that this bill should be in the hands of the Senate committee 
1 ee Pete $ early as ible. 
Gul a Pettibone, White TD Ir. KEIFER. T have no objection to the vote being taken to-night. 
, Hunt, N brag, SOP Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask unanimous consent that the calling of 
Davin K. K. meen Ran Wise, Gl D the roll may be dispensed with on this vote. 
Dibble, ` Keifer, Reed, T. B. Wolford, Mr. BELFORD. I object. i i 
Dingley, Ketchi s Rockwell, Worthington. The SPEAKER dig aco (Mr. MCMILLIN in the chair). The 
Dizon, King, = Chair will submit the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
NAYS—100, the House. 3 
Aiken, Eaton, Lovering, Steve The gentleman asks that the recess be postponed until after the vote 
8 iet Meni Stockalase e is taken upon the of this bill. 
Barksdale, Elis,” Miller, J. F. — ae Mr. ANDERSON, But that no other business is to be transacted. 
Beach, English, Mills, Sumner, D. H. The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request? 
Bennett, Ermentrout, Monog aderi vein There was no objection. - 
Blount, Follett, ates, y 7 ei Mr. REED, of Maine. I again ask unanimous consent to dispense 
Boyle, 9 Oreel, Turner, H.G. with the calling of the roll. saat 
Breckinridge, 1 b Mr. COSGROVE and others objected. ; 
2 Greenieat, Peel,” Van Baton. Mr. REED, of Maine. It can be done by consent. It is only wast- 
p Halsel), — oe ing a half hour additional time. : is 
Campbell, Felix W. II. Randall, Warner, A.G ‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection having been made, the Clerk 
Clay, Hemp. Reid, J. W. Warner, Richard will call the roll. ! 
Clements, Hewitt, A.S. pang Wellborn, Mr. DINGLEY. I renew the request of my colleague for unanimous 
Griep Hopkins, Rosecrans, Wik pa consent to dispense with the call of the roll. 
Culberson, D.B. Jones, B. WW. Seney, Williams, Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope that will be done. l 
Curtin, Jones, K Shively, Wiltis, The SPEAKER pro tempore. That request has been made and objec- 
eee ee — Wee tion interposed. [Cries of Regular order! 7] 
Doeken ome „ Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Objection was made by some gentleman 
Dockery, wis, priggs, aple, p n 
Dunn, Lore, Springer, York. who may probably be willing to withdraw the objection. _ l 
NOT VOTING—113, Mr. COSGROVE. I made the objection for one, and insist upon it. 
Adame: J, J 8 KAT, 1 The question was taken upon the passage of the bill; and there were 
* m, — ` P 
7 edler, Lara, * — — — yeas 157, nays 6, not voting 161; as follows: 
Bagley, Finerty, b, Robinson, W. E. YEAS—157. 
t, Foran, Le Fevre, Shaw, 
— — Funston, L; n, Slocur Adams, G. E. Elliott, Lo A A 
Blackburn, an, MeCoid, Smith, A. Herr Alexander, lis, McAdoo, y 
Bowen, Geddes, McCormick, Snyder, mn, Ellwood, Me St > 
Brainerd, Glascock, atson, Struble, Arnot, English, Maybury, Stevens, 
Brewer, J. H. Goff, Mitchell, Sumner, C. A Ballentine, Ermentrout, Miller, J. F. Stewart, 
Broadhead, Graves, Morgan, Swope, Barbour, Ever! Milliken, Stewart, J. W. 
Browne, T. M Hammond, Morrison, ‘Taylor, E. B. Ferrell, W. Storm, 
Brumm, Hancock, Moulton, Barr, Findlay, Neece, Strait, 
Buckner, Hardy, Muller, Throc rton, —.— Follett, Nutting. Sumner, D. H 
Cabell, Harmer, Murphy, Tully, Belford, Forney, O'Ferrall, Talbott, 
Candler, a; Murra; Valentine, Bennett, George, ‘Hara, Taylor, J. D. 
Cassidy, Henderson, D. B. Mutehler, Vance, Bingham, Gibson, O'Neill, J. J. Taylor, J. M. 
Chalmers, Herbert, ‘eece, Wadsworth Bisbee, Green, er, Thomas, 
Clardy, Hin, Nelson, Wakefield, Boutelle, Guenther, Patton, Tillman, 
Cobb, Hitt, Nicholis, Weller, Boyle, Halsell, Peel, Townshend 
Connolly, Holton Ochiltree, White, Milo Bratton, Hatch, W. H Perkins, Turner, H. G. 
verse, 11 r, Paige, Winans, John Brown, W. W Hemphill, Peters, Van Alstyne, 
k, Hurd, Phelps, Wise, J.S. Budd, Henderson, T. J. Pettibone, Van Eaton, 
Covington, Hutchins, Poland, ‘ood, Burleigh, Henley, Pierce, Wallace, 
Cox, 8.8. James, Pusey, Woodward, Caldwell te; Post, ard, 
„W. R. Johnson, Rankin, Young. Campbell, J „E. Hewitt, A. 8. Potter, Warner, A. J 
teheon, Jones, J. K Ray, G. W. Campbell, J. M. Hewitt, G. W. Price, arner, 
Davidson, Jones, J. T. Ray, Ossian Carleton Hill, Randall, Washburn, 
Davis, L. I. Jordan, Reagan, Clay, ——— — —— 
So the amendment was adopted. f n = foie ! Reta IW won 
On motion of Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent the reading of Cosgrove, Horr, White, J. D. 
the names was ps ene with. g, Houk, Rogers, J. H. White, Milo 
The following additional pairs were announced: . err eect ag Wills. 
Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. OCHILTREE, on this vote. Davis, G. R. Jeffords, Ryan, Wilson, James 
Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire, for the rest of | Dibble — sa —— we YE L. 
the day. ngley, Kean, Shively, Wise, G. D. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. Funston, for this day. —— x Keifer, Skinner, ©. R. Wolford, 
Mr. FERRELL with Mr. CUTCHEON, for the remainder of the day. Dockery, — Skinner, T. G yan, 
Mr, SUMNER, of California, with Mr. SrRUBLE, for this day. Re . pie — H. Y spt 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, with Mr. PHELPS, for to-day. Dunn, 2, Spooner, 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. Ela A Lore. Spriggs, 
e 8 ir Ne EVANS. NAYS—6. 
. DAVIDSON | . FINERTY. land ini Oa Teena, O 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. VALENTINE,-on this vote. — Miler SH, e ; 
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NOT VOTING—161. 


Adams, J. J Davis, R. T. Kellogg, Reagan, 
Aiken, $ Lacey, Reese, 
Atkinson, Dowd, Laird, Rice, 
Beach eerie —— 
Beach, Evans, Lawrence, J.S. 
Belmont, Fiedler. Le Fevre, Robinson, W. E. 
Blackburn, Finerty, Lewis. Rockwell, 
Bianchard, Foran, Libbey, Rogers, W. F. 
Blount. Funston, Long. Rowell, 
wen, Fyan, Lovering, Shaw, 
Garrison, LS wie Singleton, 
Geddes, 5 Slecum, 
Breitung, Glascock, McCormick, Smith, A. Herr 
Brewer, F. B Goff, Matson, Snyder, 
Brewer, Graves, Millard, s 
Greenleaf, Mils, Stone, 
Browne, T. M. Hammond, Mitchell, Struble, 
Boe a Hancock, Morgan 8 A 
Buckner, Hardeman, Taylor, E. B. 
Burnes, Hardy, Morrison, 
Cabell, Harmer, Morse, 
Cam Felix oulton, Tucker, 
X H. H. Muller, Tully, 
Cassidy, Haynes, Murphy, Valentine, 
Henderson, D. B. Murray, Vance, 
Clardy, Herbert, Mutehier, Wadsworth, 

ti 5 Nelson, 

Colli: Hoblitzell, Nicholls, $ Wakefeld, 
Connolly, Holton, Och s A 
Converse, ooper, ONeill, Charles Whiting, 
8 Hopkins Paige. 8 i 

Cox, S. S. Howey, Payne, Winans, John 
Cox, W. R. urd, Pa: J. S. 

s Hutchins, Phelps, ood, 
Culberson, D. B. ames, Pola Woodward, 
Culbertson, W. W. Johnson, Pryor, Worthington, 
Cullen, Jones, J. K 5 Young, 

n. Jones, J. T. 
Davidson ordan, Fay, G. W. 
Davis, L. H Kelley, 
So the bill was 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. oe ae by unanimous consent the reading of 
the names was dispensed wi 

The following additional ert were announced: 

Mr. PRYOR with Mr. HITT. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. COLLINS. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. JOHNSON. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
panel; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—FREDERICK VS. WILSON. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, by unanimous consent, submitted 
the views of the minority of the Committee on Elections in the contested- 
election case of Frederick vs. Wilson, from the fifth district of Iowa; 
which were ordered to be printed with the report of the committee. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. KEIFER. I wish to ask whether any other business is in order 
but the business for the District of Columbia at the evening session 
to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Ohio that no other business would be in order under the order of 
the House providing ſor to-night's session. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Not even to grant unanimous consent 
for to-morrow morning. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ENGLISH to print 
some remarks on House bill 2142; also, to Mr. Woop to print remarks 
on the educational bill. ; 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. STEELE, for the remainder of this day. 

To Mr. Wart, for the rest of the day, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Joxxs, of Texas, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. GARRISON, for this evening’ s session, on account of sickness. 

And then, in pursuance of the previous order of the House, the Speaker 
pro tempore (at 5 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.) declared the House to 
be in recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having one the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
to order by the Clerk, JohN B. CLARK, Jr., who directed the read - 
ing of the following letter from the Speaker: 
ps SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, February 23, 1°35. 
Hon. Jonx B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk House of Representatives: 
Hon. Bextros MCMILLIN is hereby appointed Speaker pro lempore to preside at 
the session of the House this evening. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr, MCMILLIN). The session of the 
House to-night is for the consideration of bills reported by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BARR. As the only member of that committee present, I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House with 
the view of taking up business of the committee on the Calendar, 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I think all the bills the committee desire to take 
up this evening are on the Speaker's table. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Inasmuch as the chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia is not present, but I presume will be here pres- 
ently, I move that the House take a recess for five minutes. 

The motion was agreed so. 

The House accordingly (ats o’clock and 2 minutes p. m.) took a re- 
cess for five minutes. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 0’clock and 
7 minutes p. m. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, As the Chair has already stated, the 
House is in session to-night for the purpose of considering reports by 
the Committee on the Districtof Columbia. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. BARBOUR], the chairman of that committee, is 


MELISSA G. POLAR. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 
2344) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar, with amendments by the Senate. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

Page 1, line 13, after “ Melissa G. Polar,” insert “the duplicate certificates as 
provided for in section 1.“ 

Page 1, lines 15 and 16, strike out 8 words the duplicate certificates as pro- 
vided for in section 1™ and insert the word and.“ 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. BARBOUR. This is a bill which passed the House, and has also 
passed the Senate with two amendments which are merely verbal cor- 
rections. 

The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. BARBOUR moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF HEALTH OFFICER OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up from the Speaker's table the joint 
resolution (H. Res. 288) authorizing the dee wile ee co) 
of the annual report of the health officer of the istrict of Calumhis, 
with an amendment by the Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as Silene: 

Amend the title so as to read; 


An act authorizing the printin of 2,500 extra copies of the annual report of 
the health officer of of the District of Col Colum bia." * 


The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


TAX SALES IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up from the House Calendar the bill 
(H. R. 8236) relating to sales for taxes in the District of Columbia, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it-enacted, C., That hereafter sales of real estate, after advertisement as 
We bx N by the collector of taxes for the District of Columbia, for taxes 
or assessments that have been or may be levied by the commissioners of said 
District, or by other lawful authority, shall entitle the purchaser, his heirs or 
assigns, if the property be not redeemed within two years from the date pe pee 
sale, to a deed from the commissioners of the District, which deed shall vest in 
the grantee a good and valid title, and shall be ptive evidence in all con- 
troversies in relation thereto that the property so conveyed was subject to the 
— for which the property was sold, that such taxes were not paid, and that 

was not redeemed before the execution of the deed; and such deed 
brad paces 9 evidence that the manner of levy, notice, sale, and all the 
other prerequisites of law were complied with necessary and proper to make 
such and title valid. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
with the following amendments: 

In ane d. strike out the words “that have been or may be.“ 

— line 9, after the words such sale,“ insert the words as provided by 

W.“ 

In line 14, strike out the word and“ after the words were not paid. 

a lines 15 and 16, strike out the words such deed shall be 9 evi- 
nee,” 

Mr. McCOMAS. This bill, introduced by the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. FoLLETT], has been reported by the Committee on the District of 
Columbia with amendments, and they believe that in its present form 
it will meet a want now very much felt here. It seems that in the Re- 
vised Statutes of the District of Columbia there is no later provision for 
3 title to property sold for taxes than the provision therein direct- 
ings e governor of this District to make the deed. 

e present bill authorizes the commissioners to do so. Further than 
that, it supplements the present procedure with respect to the mode of 
assessment and levy, and the manner of advertising and notice of sale, 
with the further provision—certainly mild enough in the shape in which 
it has been recommended by the committee—that the procedure inci- 
dent to an ordinary sale for default of payment of the assessment or tax 
with respect to property which hereafter may be sold in this District 


The question is on concurring in the 
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for delinquency in payment of assessment or tax shall be presumptive 
evidence of the manner of levy, notice, and sale, and also as to the de- 
scription of the property, the assessment of the particular property 
making the title good and valid with that presumption in its favor. 
Unless there be further reason for discussion, I shall reserve my time 
and will yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FoLLETT]. But in the 
first I will yield to the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Wonrmxd- 
TON |, a member of the committee. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. The amendments as read by the Clerk I do 
not think cover what the committee intended to putin there. It strikes 
out the words such deed shall be conclusive evidence, but does not 
insert anything in its place. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman from Illinois will look at the 
first page he will find at line 11 the words shall be presumptive evi- 
dence.” At the last meeting of the committee to perfect. the bill, 
the words in the fifteenth — sixteenth lines, such deed shall be 
conclusive evidence, were stricken out. The words in the eleventh 
line, ‘‘shall be presumptive evidence, I think my friend will see cover 
all that has been withdrawn. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I desire the Clerk again to read the bill as 
proposed to be amended in those lines. : 

Mr. McCOMAS. I now yield fora minute to have the bill reported 
as requested by my colleague on the committee, Mr. WORTHINGTON. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk read the 
latter part of the bill, commencing at line 15. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And that the manner of levy, notice, and sale, and all the other prereqnisites 
< Bx. were complied with necessary and proper to make such deed and title 

The CLERK. The words stricken out in the fifteenth and sixteenth 
lines are such deed shall be conclusive evidence.“ 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, I think that is correct, in connection with 
the amendment made previously. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from 
[Mr. McComas] state the object of striking out those words, shall be 
conclusive evidence?” 

Mr. McCOMAS. The committee believed that the manner of levy, 
notice, and sale and all the other p uisites of law should be held to 
be presumptive, but not conclusive, evidence. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Why not conclusive ? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brown] that while it seemed to me that the levy and sale might 
well be made conclusive evidence, yet such was not the wisdom of a 
large majority of the committee, and I think that you could not make 
a deed reciting notice conclusive by mere act of Congress, or by any 
legislative act. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. You can just as well make it con- 
clusive as mptive. 

Mr. McCOMAS. No; I think not. The manner of notice might be 
presumptive, but the fact of notice is jurisdictional and could not be 
made conclusive. : 

Mr. HUNT. Suppose no notice was given ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I shall oppose the amendment. 

i McCOMAS. I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. For- 
LETT]. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is to supply a 
want that has been felt for a long time in the collection of taxes in the 
District of Columbia. By the last report of the District commissioners 
it appears that there were arrears of taxes in this District due and un- 
paid on the 1st day of November last to the amount of $824,532.97. 

ile taxes on real estate ought to be, and generally are, collected in 
a larger per cent. than taxes upon personal property in this District, 
on the contrary, as shown by last year’s attempt at collection, 95.3 per 
cent. of the taxes upon personal property are collected and paid, and 
only 90 per cent. of the taxes upon real estate. The only means pro- 
vided by law for the collection of taxes on real estate is by the sale of 
the real estate for the taxes. At the last attempt at such sale there 
was not a bidder for any property in the District, the reason being that 
to bid in the property was simply an idle form, as nobody was author- 
ized to execute a deed upon a sale for delinquent taxes. 

What is sought to be accomplished by this bill is to supply that 
defect by vesting authority somewhere (and it is thought that the best 
place to deposit that authority is with the District commissioners) to 
execute a deed of property sold for taxes. 

There is not a State in the Union whose laws do not provide for the 
execution of a deed upon a tax sale, and the anomalous condition in 
which the District is found in this respect is due largely to the change 
in the mode of governing the District and in the laws relating to its 

vernment. From what I have learned during this term in Congress, 

have no doubt that there ought to be a general revision of the laws 
of the District of Columbia; and I trust that before the expiration of 
another Congress they will be revised. Although this District is under 
the special supervision of Congress, there is not a State in the Union 
to-day in which the laws are in such utter chaos as in the District of 
Columbia, which is governed in 
part by the old laws of Maryland, and in part—God only knows how. 


Maryland | 


part by the old laws of Virginia, in | all 


So that it is impossible for a citizen of the District to know just what 
his rights are. $ ? 
An attempt was made, I think, in the Forty-fiſth or Forty-sixth Con- 
gress to have these laws codified, so as to give the people residing in 
this District some trustworthy source of information as to the laws 
by which they are governed, but that attempt failed. A proposition 
was made this year to appropriate $5,000 to have the work of codifica- 
tion done again, but the Committee on Appropriations thought it had 
once been done, and 2 sufficient basis, perhaps, furnished for any Con- 
that might see fit to take up the matter and provide a code of laws 
or the government of the District. In this condition of things, in this 
emergency, it is absolutely necessary, if the property owners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia are to be compelled to pay any taxes, that some 
means should be provided by which those taxes could be collected. 

There is not a city in the Union so lightly taxed as the city of Wash- 
ington. One and a half per cent. is the outside limit. All the street 
improvements, all the expenses of governing the city are paid by gen- 
eral taxation, while in most of the cities t hout the country the 
rate of taxation is from 2 per cent. upward, the improvements of 
streets are made by assessments upon abutting property. So that 
nobody in the District can rightly complain of taxation. That 
true, we ought to provide that this moderate taxation shall be paid, 
supply some means by which its collection can be enforced. 

fr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. FOLLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does this bill go as far as it should go? Does it 
remedy the embarrassment that you have just mentioned as showing 
itself at the last attempted sale for taxes. In the event of no purchaser 
appearing at these tax sales, is there any 9 gf provided in this 
bill or in the law by which the property may be bid off to the District 
of Columbia or to the District commissioners? Will not this bill leave 
the law in this respect in the same anomalous condition which exists 
at the present time? The bill provides, as I understand, that where 
there is a purchaser at the tax sale and the property is not redeemed 
within two years it may be conveyed by a tax deed to the purchaser. 
But in the event that there is no bidder, then, as I understand, the de- 
fect in the existing law is not cured by this bill. Ought not the dill to 
be amended so that if there should be no bidder at the tax sale the 
property may be struck off to the commissioners of the District? 

A MEMBER. Or may be forfeited to the District. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Iam advised there is now a provision upon that 
subject in the law; so that the apparent defect in this bill does not 
exist. What is needed on this subject, and all that is needed, as I un- 
derstand, is a power somewhere to make title. At present, while the 
power of sale exists, there is no one authorized to execute deeds upou 
the sale. I believe I desire to say nothing further on this question. 

Mr. McCOMAS. After briefly mding to the inquiry of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] and the objection of my friend 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown], I shall, unless there be desire for 
further discussion, move the previous question. 

The Committee on the District of Columbia has had the honor to 
report one bill in the direction so well suggested by my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. FOLLETT], providing for a codification of the criminal laws 
of the District; and that hill, having passed this House, is now pending 
in the Senate. 

With respect to the suggestion of my friend on the right, that this 
bill does not show all the procedure with respect to a tax sale, I would 
call attention to the Revised Statutes relating to the District of Colum- 
bia and to the organic law of 1878, wherein all the procedure with re- 
spect to the sale of property for taxes is already provided. But, as has 
been already said, by reason of the change made by the organic law of 
1878, there is now no authority in this District competent to execute a 
title to property sold for taxes. Besides, there is no provision of law 
declaring what shall be presumptive and what conclusive evidence with 
respect to the proceedings culminating in a deed for property purchased 
at a tax sale. I concede that when a deed is made to a purchaser for 
property sold for taxes such deed should be presumptive evidence that 
the property so conveyed was subject to taxation for the year, that the 
taxes were not paid, that the property was ly assessed for taxes 
and the taxes regularly levied, that it was duly advertised, and that it 
was not redeemed within the time fixed by law. 

Personally I might concede that the bill should go a little further, 
and provide that the deed should be held to be conclusive evidence that 
the manner of assessment, levy, and advertisement was and 
that all the prerequisites of law had been fully complied with by all 
officers whose duty it was to take action affecting the property up to the 
stage of the sale. But the committee, knowing the great variety of 
claims with respect to assessment and taxation, has ps very wisely 
stopped short and said that ſor the present it will provide only that 
there shall be in this District a tax deed and somebody authorized to 
make it; that this deed, which now can not be made, shall be at least 
presumptive evidence of all these things as to some of which I am pre- 
pared to concede such deed might well be made conclusive evidence. 

But this bill had better pass in the present shape than not pass at 
The exigency of this District requires that this House in its legis- 
This bill in its present form has received 


lation should be practical. 
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careful 3 and is fully approved by the committee having 
charge of the subject. 

Mr. GIBSON. With the gentleman’s permission I would like to 
make an inquiry. This bill provides, I see, in line 8: 
nae = property be not redeemed within two years from the date of such 
e, 

Now, I wish to inquire what provision is made with respect to the 

cases of owners of property who are under legal disabilities—minors or 
Sasha women. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My recollection is that the existing statutes—I only 
speak generally—make the usual reservation with respect to the rights | ta 
of persons under legal disabilities. That is my impression in regard to 
the revised statutes of the District and the organic law of the District. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I understand the gentleman tosay 
that there is a provision in the Revised Statutes for the commissioners 

property where there are no bidders. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I am confident that in the act of 1878 or in the 
Revised Statutes there is provision authorizing the commissioners to bid 
in p sold for delinquent taxes. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. In a case of that kind, by whom 
would the deed be made? Could the commissioners make a deed to 
themselves? 

Mr. McCOMAS. I apprehend that by the very force of law the title 
would be in the District. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I doubt it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. At any rate the inquiry of my friend from Penn- 
sylvania would be more pertinent upon some modification of the 
tax law, and does not apply with reference to this modest ion with 
respect to the making of a deed, which is the whole of this meas- 
ure. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, unless there be further inquiry—and 
there seems to be none—I move the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the amendments reported by the Committee on the District of Colum- 


bia were adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. McCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF CERTAIN REAL PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 
7557) to provide for the sale of certain real property in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it 8 Se., That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and 
9243 “ee = 8 anthos the 5 ato Soames with thse ina the highest 

10 A 1 =] 
Soa Do) ng to and being within the the heir of Columbine ese . and 
of lots 5. 9, and 10, in square 872; sublot 30, in square 209; part of 
17,: square 1098; one acre near the junction of the 
Bridge, Tunlawn, and Loughborough roads, on north line of Pickrell's 
acre on Grant road, between Tennallytown and Brightwood, = 


" 5 
Gere lands of George W. W a lot — poe dee ee = 


Provided, That if, in the opinion of said 5 the Righest bid bid made at 

thereof, is not a fall 

rice for the same, the comm: ve the right to reject 

such bid or bids and to annul said sale or sales, and to sell and convey any or 

all of said pieces of property, or parts thereof, at private sale, at a price execed- 
ing th the bid or bids made at public auction. 

2. That the „ may in like manner sell and convey all that 

hem from J. Ford Thompson 
pees north of the center line of The north wall of the new 
being 28 feet 9 


extended. ene oupi toe pi 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to the completion ishing sai 
etation-bouse, „CCC a stable th 
Mr. WILSON, of West V. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides ſor 
the sale of certain lots and parts of lots in Washington and elsewhere 
in the District of Columbia, which in the shifting of population or for 
other reasons are no longer needed. The lots and parts of lots men- 
tioned in the first section were with one single exce pem acquired for 
school purposes, but they are no longer required for the purpose of 
their original acquisition. The other piece of is a surplus mar- 
ket site which belongs to the District, but is not needed now for the 
urpose of a market, + there being ample provision therefor If sold it 
mes at once tax-paying property, the proceeds of the sale will 
be used for the construction of school-houses. The property in the sec- 
ond section of the bill was acquired originally for a station-house in the 
sixth precinct. In order to get a desirable piece of property the com- 
missioners bought more ground than was necessary. They desire to sell 
ee e ee e of the amio for the original par- 
„ 
The p of che sale of the lots in the first section will be used 
for the erection of school buildings. 


By instruction of the Committee on the District of Columbia, I offer 
the following amendments to section 2 of this bill: 

Strike out the word the,“ in line 7, and for the word! completion?“ 
substitute the word complete; »? omit the words and „ in 
line 8, and strike out all alter the word station-house, in lines 8 and 9; 
so it will read: 

Sec. 2. That the 


abot of lot LI, in square 481 
of the center line of the north 


in like manner sell and convey all-that 
by them from J. Ford Thompson, 
of the new police 


— B rar twenty-eight feet nine inches front, more or less, and shall a 
ply the the proce or so much thereof as may be necessary, to complete 
tion-house. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest an amendment in line 31 of section 1. It 
is there provided that if, in the opinion of said commissioners, the high- 
est bid made at public sale for any or all of said pieces of property, or 
parts thereof, is not a full and fair price for the same, the said commis- 
sioners shall have the right to reject 8 bid or bids and to annul said 
sale or sales, and to sell and convey any or all of said pieces of prop- 
erty, Bad parta thereof, at private sale, at a price ex the bid or 
bids e at public hl —9 

I move to insert, in line 31 after the word a, full and fair; so it 
will read: At a full and fair price exceeding the bid or bids made at 
public auction.“ 

Mr. WILSON, of West Vi I have no objection to the gentle- 
man’s amendment, but I am not authorized to accept it. 

Mr. COBB. Irise for the purpose of asking the gentleman from West 
Virginia whether the committee have detailed information in reference 
to these lots and parts of lots which it is proposed by this bill to sell. 
I know the commissioners, when I was a member of the ommen o on 
Appropriations, desired to sell one-half of Corcoran mg 
eligible site in the city, for a high school, and it was Tesch do. ae as 
gentlemen who were in roan at that time will remember, to prevent 
the sale of that p: which afterward ‘was * a fine 
high-school building. It i 3 wn tv every one who has examined the 
premises that it is the most eligible site for a public-school building in 
the District of Colambla. 

If the committee have given this subject a careful examination and 
‘are of the opinion that the present commissioners are not to 
favor the requests of gentlemen who live in the neighborhood of these 
several lots and parts of lots and who desire to bid on them, then I will 
say thatthe recommendation may be all right; but from my experience 
I am quite sure that we should take no action for the sale of this prop- 
erty until the members of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
have made full and complete examination and can say from their own 
personal knowledge this property will not be used in the future for the 
public purposes for which it was originally purchased. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I have here a statement as to each 
piece of property, and I will answer the gentleman as to any one of 
them upon which he desires information. So far as these school sites 
are concerned, if he will turn to 13 of the Report of the School 
Trustees of the District of Columbia he will find they recommend the 
sale of these pieces of property which are not now in use or adapted to 
school purposes. So far as the other pieces are concerned, they are 
surplus property and are not required for any present or future needs 
in those localities. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to state, Mr. Speaker, that I know nothing 
myself about this property and have simply propounded a question to 
the gentleman from West Virginia having the bill in charge to ascer- 
tain whether the committee is advised fully as to the probability of 
this property being used in the future. If it ean be, and there is any 
probability it will be needed, then in my judgment it will not be sold. 
If, however, it is so located that probably it will never be needed, then 
the sale might safely take place. I wish to know whether the commit- 
tee were advised personally on that subject. 

Mr. FOLLETT. The property referred to in the second section of 
the bill is property which was purchased by the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia for the p of erecting a new station-house, 
as provided for in the District of Columbia appropriation bill of that 
year. This property contained at the time a surplus in excess of the 
land needed for their purposes, but they were able to obtain it for as 
low a price as any piece of property in the precinct where they wanted 
to erect the station-house, and where there would have been no surplus. 
This piece they acquired at 50 cents a square foot. The owner of the 
property declined to sell to them unless they took the entire tract; or 
if he did sell a portion of the property, the price asked was nearly ‘the 
amount necessary to purchase the whole lot. Therefore, as a matter of 
economy, they purchased all this lot of ground. Now they ask simply 
to sell this edie for which they have no use, and which they believe 
can be sold nearly or quite equal to about $1,500, which amount 
would be necessary to build the extension of the station- house that 
was ordered. 

Mr, ee a of West Virginia. I ask the previous question upon 


the ties the bill. : 
revious T was ordered; and under the thereof 


the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read a the thini 
time, and passed. 5 
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Mr. WILSON, of West Virginie; moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 


Sr. MARK’S P. k. CHURCH. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I move to take up from the Private Calendar the 
bill (H. R. 5828) for the relief of the St. Mark’s Protestant Episcopal 
chureh in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That from and after the passage of this act a certain piece of 
land situated in the city of Washington, D. C., known as lots 9 and 11 in square 
785 of the pias of that city, and 8 by the church known as Saint Mark’s 
Protestan and 


pal church. the e N grounds, and property ap- 
purtenant thereto and used in connection therewith, in the District of Columbia, 
shall be exempt from any and all taxes or assessments, national, municipal, or 
county; and all taxes, ther with the interest and penalties, now due and 
unpaid upon said y shall be, and they are hereby, remitted. 

Mr. COBB. I would like to inquire what amount of real estate is 
attached to this property or belongs to this church. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. It is a small lot, only such as is necessary for the 
purposes of the church. The foundation prepared upon the lot covers 
the whole of it. This bill is in all respects similar to the one passed at 
the last House. 

Mr. COBB. If there is no real estate occupied unnecessarily, I do 
not see 5 on ection to the bill. y 

Mr. SP. S. None at all. The foundation of the church covers 
the whole p The only thing is that it lay some little while 
after it was acquired for church purposes before they commenced build- 
ing, for the reason that the church was not able to proceed with the 
erection of the building. 5 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let me ask the gentleman from New York 
a question: This seems to single out, as I understand from the reading 
of the bill, this one chure es one church —exempt- 
me, Fag from taxation. How about the others? 

; S. All churches are exempted from taxation under the 
—— law. The only thing in reference to this is that the commis- 
have held, inasmuch as the property has not been occupied asa 
church, that e the church they should not be ex- 


ey from taxes. committee think differently. 
r. WARN of Ohio. This relieves the back taxes simply? 
Mr. COBB. future taxes as well. 


Mr. SPRIGGS. The taxes in future would be exempt under the gen- 
eral law. This exempts the taxes due, back taxes. Under the law 
when is and occupied for church purposes it is exempt 
from taxes. committee think that they have used and occupied 
the property for that when they purchased it for the purpose 
of erecting a church building. 

Unless some one desires to ask some other question I shall move the 
previous question. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and be- 
1 Ss it was accordingly read the third time, and ; 

. BPRIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHURCH OF THE ASCENSION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up a bill similar to 
that just passed. Irefer to House bill 7935, for the relief of the Church 
of the Ascension. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, dc., That from and after the passage of this act a certain piece 
of land in the city of Washin; D. C., known as lote 1, 2, and 3, in square 282, 
and owned and occupied by Church of the Ascension, and all the buildin, 


and groundsor pi gpa thereto and used in connection therewith, 
in the District of Columbia, shall be exempt from any and all taxes or assess- 
ments, national, municipal, or county, and all taxes and assessments, together 
with interest and penalties, now due and unpaid upon said property shall 
be, and they are hereby, remitted. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I see that this bill mentions about three 
lots, as I understand it, that are proposed to be exempt from taxes, 
What amount of ground do these three lots contain ? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. The Church of the Ascension occupies all three of 
the lots, and the only tax due upon it is from the time it was purchased 
to the completion of the building—a little less than a year, I think. 

Mr. COBB, What I want to w is whether or not there is more 
ground here than is necessary for the purposes of a church. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. No, sir. 

Mr. COBB. Iam opposed to giving to any church organization more 
ground exempt from taxation than is necessary for its building and for 


church p merely. 
Mr. SPRIGGS. This property is all covered by the church. 
Mr. COBB. If it covers all the ground, that is satisfactory. 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I would like to ask my colleague a question. 
During the time these taxes were accruing was the title in the corpora- 
tion or the individual? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. It was in the church. They purchased the property 


ſor church purposes. 


these respective parties or their interest; and upon this app 


Mr. VANALSTYNE. And the tax prior to that had been all paid? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Ves, sir. This tax refers only to the time between 
the acquisition of the property for church purposes and the completion 
of the building, as I have said; less than a year, I think. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRIGGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LUTHERAN STATUE ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. BARBOUR.’ I call up from the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 
4088) to incorporate the Lutheran Statue Association to erect and main- 
tain a monument or statue in memory of Martin Luther in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, with an amendment by the Senate. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


_ Insert at the end of the bill as follows: 


„That this act may be modified, repealed, or amended whenever 
Congress may see fit to do so,” 

Mr. McCOMAS. The amendment is with t to the exemption 
from taxation. The land itself, the angle on which the statue stands, 
was already exempt by law on account of being church property. The 
general law provides that all exemptions or any other provisions should 
be repealable, alterable, or amendable at the pleasure of Congress. 
This 3 the committee apprehend is only harmless surplusage; 
but they ask that it be concurred in. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


WATER SUPPLY IN THE DISTRICT. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I call up from the Speaker’s table the bill (S. 2551) 
to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other 


Pe bi 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the time fixed by the act entitled An act to increase 
the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other approved 
July 15, Ne which owners of or parties interested in lands condemned 
or taken under the provisions of said act may accept the appraised value made 
or to be hereafter made under said act, or owners or persons interested in such 
lands who have declined or may he r decline to accept the appraised value 
of such lands, and have el or may elect to file a petition in the Court of, 
Claims under the provisions of said act, be, and the same is hereby, extended 
for one year from the passage of this act, notwithstanding the limitation pro- 
vided by said act. 


Mr, WILSON, of West of Virginia. This is the same as a House bill 
which has been reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia 
favorably, and is now on the Calendar of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

This bill is rendered necessary under the act passed July 15, 1882, to 


į inerease the water supply of the city ef Washington, which act provided 


for the condemnation of property for the extension of the aqueduct. 
The act required that the Secretary of War should make out a map of 
the pieces of property necessary for the extension proposed. This map 
was to be filed with the Attorney-General, who was forthwith to ad- 
vertise in the papes for owners to come forward with their abstracts of 
title. Commissioners were to be appointed to appraise the yof 
ent 
being made, and satisfactory abstracts of title being presented, the At- 
torney-General was authorized to tender to them the amount of the 
appraisement. They might accept it or they might decline to accept 
it and go into the Court of Claims. 

It was found when the Attorney-General took up this work .that 
some pieces of property were so involved that the title required so much 
examination that he was unable to complete the work assigned him 
within the year. 

The original act provided that these parties must accept the amount 
tendered them or file their petition within the year, or be forever barred 
of any remedy whatever; and that the property should then vest in the 
United States. It has so an} oto that a very large part of the prop- 
erty taken had vested in the United States before it was in the power 
of the Attorney-General to complete these investigations. He there- 
fore applied to Congress last July to extend the period fully six months; 
and he has written a second communication, advising the passage of 
this bill as one of justice to those parties whose property has been taken 
and who have as yet had no opportunity to accept the appraisement, 
because the appraisement has not been made, and they have had no op- 
portunity to decline it and go into the Court of Claims. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and N 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF LIQUORS. 


Mr. BARBOUR. I now call up from the House Calendar the bill 
(H. R. 7556) to regulate the sale and manufacture of spirituous and 
malt liquors in the District of Columbia. 
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ery in the business of manufacturing brewed 
or malt liquors for Salo shall pay annually; and under their license as brew- 
ers shall be allowed to sell malt liqu 
ger Bale pe ieee een engaged in the busi f distilling ufa 
50. 3. every ness o or manufactur- 
for sale spirituous or intoxicating liquors shall pay $200 annually. 
ec. 4, That rectifiers shall pay $50 annually, in addition to the license as 
wholesale dealer, 
Seo, 5. That the proprietors of bar-rooms saai pay $150 annually. Every 
lace where distilled, malt, or fermented liquors, wines, or cordials are sold to 


drunk on the ises, or in quantities less than one pint, shall be regarded 
as a bar- room. And the on of malt, distilled, fermented, or an on 
ness o! 


pecan) liquors, with the means and appliances for carrying on the 
premises a bar-room within the 3 this act; and it shall be the duty 


ission of a majority of the persons owning real 
estate and ofa Sende ol the square 


where it is desired to loca 


of busin under the same regulations as the original license, All 
certified th 


o assessor. 

Seco. 7. That it shall be the duty of every who is ulred by the 
A The same at all times dieplayet in @ 
icuous position in his place of business, and if he has no 3 of business, 
made the 
„ ACCOM- 


to the alleged delinquent, shall promptly hear and determine the t or inno- 
af e e e 
et ve power to close 


Day a fine equal to the license tax imposed, and, 
in addition thereto, not less than five nor more dollars. 

Sec. 9, That any person having obtained a license and violating any of the 
provisions of this act shall be liable for each violation thereof to a fine not 
exceeding $—, and, in addition thereto, his license mer be revoked by the 
8 at their discretion ; and itis hereby made the special duty of the 
police departrient to promptly arrest and bring the proper officers all 


who may vio! this act. 
Sec, 10. That lice court shall, upon information duly filed by the attor- 
ney of the District, his bw ee er assistant, or upon complaint duly made 
re the j thereof for that purpose, issue a warrant against any person for 
the violation of any of the provisions of this which warrant nay be addressed 
to the majorof police and made returnable before the police court, Such judge 
issuing such warrant shall keep a docket stating the names of the persons issued 
senis the date, to whom directed, for what offense, and on w. informa- 


n. 

Sec. II. That in any case of a from the decision ot the police court to the 
criminal court of said District, in which the defendant shall, on appeal, be duly 
convicted of any violation of any of the provisions of this act, an shall fail im- 
mediately to pay such fine, penalty, or forfeiture imposed by law for such of- 
dense, such person shall be committed to the work-house till such fine or penalt 


and costs thereon be paid; but in no case, in the event of non-payment, 
such imprisonment be for a period of less than five days nor more t one hun- 
dred days for any one offense. 

Seo, 12. That provisions of this act shall take effect upon its ex- 


; and all laws and nances relating to 


cept as to the amounts for licenses 
Columbia of distilled, malt, or fermented liquors, wines, 
mfliot hereb; 


thesale inthe District 


or TE e ground: wholesale or mg yn — 9 7 9 
but no pe prosecutions for vio m of existing laws an - 
E by this act. 


Mr. GUENTHER. [ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. SPRIGGS) was read, as follows: 


Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill 

H. R. 7556) to regulate the manufacture and sale of spirituous and malt liquors 

the District of Columbia, have had the same under consideration, and report 
thereon as follows: 

The bill under consideration will materially increase the revenue of the Dis- 
trict, that the police regulations connected therewith and the rules for enforcing 
the observance of the law are greatly simplified and the effie of the service 
increased, and insures more y and certain punishment for violation of law. 

The committee report the bill back to the House, and ask that the same be 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I offer the amendment which Isend 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after section 9, as a new section, the following: 
That all laws or parts of laws im a tax, penalty, or license upon any 


commercial traveler or travelers, manufacturers, or their agents, who sell by 
sample in the District of Columbia be, and the same are hereby, repealed.” 


Mr. COOK. I wish to offer an amendment at a point in the bill 
before that. 
Mr. PRICE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PRICE. Must the amendments be offered to each section as the 
sections are read in order, or may we offer amendments to any part of 
the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those amendments which apply to 
the earlier sections of the bill should be considered first. 

Mr. PRICE. Then I desire to offer an amendment to the first sec- 
tion. y 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman will send up his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I desire to make a point of order on the amendment 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state his point of 
order. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. 
not in order. ; 

The SPEAKER pro ! „ Does the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. SKINNER] desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the disposition of this cut off amendments 
from the preceding sections? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not. The Chair will hear gen- 
tlemen on the point of order while the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
PRICE] is ing his amendment to the first section, and then the 
amendments will be considered in the order of sections to which they 


apply. 
Pet. SPRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I only want to say with regard to this 
int of order that I think the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SKINNER] is not germane, because this is a bill to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of spirituous and malt liquors in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and the gentleman’s amendment relates to an en- 
tirely different matter. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The Chairwillsu to the gentleman 
from New York tr. SPrIGGS] that he withhold his statement con- 
cerning the point of order until the preceding sections are perfected. 

Mr, PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that we read and 
consider this bill by sections, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amendment 
proposed to the first section. To what section does the amendment of 
the 3 from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] ? 

r. PRICE. I sent up an amendment, with a note at the bottom 
saying, in substance, that I desire the foregoing language to be added 
to the second section.“ SEE z 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4 strike out one“ and insert “two,” 

Mr. PRICE. Mr. Speaker, that is not my amendment. 
ment is simply to add to section 2 the following language: 

Provided, That such persons shall have complied with all the conditions and 
requirements of section 5 of this act. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. PRICE] applies to the second section. The amendments to the 
p section will be first disposed of. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

aae 3 1 8 . os “two; making it read: 

wholesale ers in k 5 
eee ist malt, or fermented liquors, wines, or cor- 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 20. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I am entirely satisfied, from the indi- 
cations I have observed, that there is going to be too much of a fight ou 
this bill to pass it to-night, and I therefore withdraw it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Can that be done? 

The SPEAKER pro cy 77 5 Does the gentleman from New York 
desire to withdraw the bill? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I do. 

The a pro tempore. That can be done only by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The Clerk will 
report the next amendment. 

Mr, SPRIGGS. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw this bill for 
the reason I have stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair put the gentleman's request 
to the House, but objection was made. 

Wet SPRIGGS. I did not understand that there was any objection 
e. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will put the question again. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Sprroas) asks 9 con- 
sent to withdraw this bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. COOK. I object. 


It is not germane to this bill, and it is therefore 


My amend- 


Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I move to lay the bill on the table. 
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Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Is that in order, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 


The question was taken on the motion to lay on the table; and on a 
division there were—ayes 25, nays 19. 

Mr. COBB. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point is made that no quorum has 
voted. The Chair will appoint tellers, and will ask the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. Cops, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. SPRIGGS, 
to take their places as tellers. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw the point. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. SKINNER, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. SPRIGGS, will 
take their places as tellers, 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, there is no disposition to prevent the pas- 
sage of this bill. Some of us think the license should be higher, but 
if we can not get it raised as high as we think it ought to be, we shall 
not therefore o the passage of the bill. 

Mr. VANCE. There is evidently not a quorum in the House. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, as to lay a bill on the 
table is virtually to kill it, I will withdraw the point of order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering District of Columbia business. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 25, noes 6. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE POTOMAC AT GEORGETOWN, 

Mr. BARBOUR. I move to take up the bill H. R. 7376, which 
was reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia as a sub- 
stitute for Senate bill 1477. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H R. 7376) to amend = act a 9 ed 9 23,1881, entitled “An act 
to authorize the construction of River at or near 
Georgetown, in the District of ETT eap oo por purposes.“ 


„ I want to raise the question of consideration on 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] ob- 


jects to the consideration of this bill; and under the rule the commit- 
tee must rise and report the objection to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union hav- 
ing reached the bill (H. R. 7376) to amend an act approved February 
23, 1881, entitled An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
actoss the Potomac River at or near Georgetown, in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and for other purposes,’’ objection had been made to the con- 
sideration of the bill, whereupon the committee rose for the purpose of 
reporting the objection to the House in accordance with the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Will the House in- 
struct the Committee of the Whole to consider this bill ? 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 20, noes 14. 

Mr. WELLER. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No quorum having voted the Chair 
appoints as tellers the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. WELLER, and the 

tleman from Virginia, Mr. BARBOUR. * 

Mr. BARBOUR. Will not the gentleman allow me to explain what 

the Committee on the District of Columbia desire with reference to this 


matter? 
Mr. WELLER. If the gentleman will withdraw this bill and goon 
with something else, it will be all right; otherwise I propose to stop 


right here until to-morrow morning, if necessary. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Will the gentleman from Iowa 
withdraw his objection if we agree that any money expended under 
this bill shall be payable in standard silver dollars? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WELLER. Bless your soul, no! It is too late to do that. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. BELFORD. If this thing is going on we had better adjourn at 
once. I make that motion. 

Mr. BARBOUR. I hope the House will not 1 ‘ 

The motion of Mr. BELFORD was not agreed to 

Mr. BARBOUR. I am willing to withdraw the proposition for the 
consideration of the bridge bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can be done by unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

MANUFACTURE AND SALE OF LIQUORS. 

Mr.SPRIGGS. Inow move to fake up again the license bill which was 
before the House a short timeago—the bill (H. R. 7556) to regulate the 
manufacture and sale of spirituous and malt liquors in the District of 
Columbia. 1 understand from gentlemen here that they do not really 
oppose the bill; they only desire to raise the fees and to take the sense 
of the House upon that question. It seems to me the House as now 


constituted will have no difficulty in acting upon the question. 


The bill to which the gentleman refers 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
has been laid on the table. 

Mr. PERKINS.’ I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was laid on the table. 

The motion of Mr. PERKINS was agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the motion to lay the bill on the tbl 
it was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is now again before the House 
for consideration. The question recurs upon the amendment offered 
by the gentlemen from Iowa [Mr. PRICE], which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 2 insert: 
Provided, That such person shall have complied with all the conditions and 
requirements of section 5 of this act," 

Mr. PRICE. If there is no objection to this amendment, I have no 
desire to make an argument in its favor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

bree SPEAKER pro tempore. The next amendment which was offered 

tleman from Iowa [Mr. PRICE] will be read. 
The Gier k read as follows: 


In rie ofsection 1, strike out the word one” and insert two.“ 


Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, I offered this amendment—— 

Mr. SPRIGGS. If the gentleman will allow me, I wish to say a 
word on this question, and will then yield to him. 

The present e array from this class of persons a license fee of 
$50. We have it to $100. This has been done after full con- 
sideration in the committee and upon consultation with the commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia, and with interested in this 
question. We thought this the best conclusion that could be reached 
with respect to this kind of a license. 

As to other license fees, in one case where the fee has been $100 we 
have increased it to $250; and in every other case I think the 223 
fee, as fixed by this bill, is double the old license fee. It was the opin. 
ion of the committee, the commissioners, and everybody in 
far as we could learn, that this measure V 
vised for the present - better than any measure fixing a sum. It 
is our belief that this measure will increase the revenues of the District 
and insure a more speedy and certain punishment for violations of law. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, Is the gentleman able to state what is the 

nt tax in this District each year on account of pauperism ? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I can not tell. 

Mr. VANALSTYNE. Can the gentleman state what itis onaccount 
of the crime? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I can not. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Can the n tell what is the number 
of wholesale dealers in liquor? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Iam not prepared to answer that question. I am 
prepared to say there are enough liquor dealers, both retail and whole- 
sale, and that there is sufficient pauperism and crime in the District of 
Columbia. I do not think, however, this bill will increase either. 

Mr. COOK. Mr. Speaker, thisamendment submitted by myself was 
offered not in hostility to the bill, but in support of it. 

It seems to me clear that something of the nature of this bill is necese 
sary to the good order and government of the District of Colum- 
bia. Iam assured of that fact, in addition to my own opinion, by the 
judgment of the commissioners of the District. It simply appears 
now that the license of $100 imposed upon wholesale dealers of intoxi- 
cating liquors is altogether too small a sum. It should be at least $200. 
I think in looking through the bill if the license sought to be exacted 
from dealers by this bill was doubled all the way through it would still 
be too small a sum. 

There is a large number of the lower order of liquor establishments 
in this District which it seems to me should be taxed out of existence 
entirely. There is no business which can afford to contribute to the 
revenues of the Government and the expenses of the Governmentas well 


as the class dealt within this bill. There is no on the part of 
those who agree with me to interpose any objection to the bill. If we 
can not secure the amendment we offer we to vote for the bill. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move to strike out the word. There is no 
mistaking the fact, Mr. Speaker, that there is a grow! sentiment 


throughout this country in favor of temperance, es y as repre- 
sented by the distinguished statesman from Kansas, Mr. St. John. 
I am casting no reflection on St. John, of Kansas, or any other St. 
John who existed there or in Palestine. (Laughter. ] But I think weall 
recognize one fact, and that is that people will eat bread, drink water, 
and drink whisky. There is not any doubt about that fact, and you 
have got to regulate the appetite. Now I will vote for any bill making 
it a felony for any man who sells one drop of adulterated liquor. 
8 ] No man has any more right to sf ese the liquor I 
esire to drink than he has to adulterate the bread that I desire to eat, 
and this is the sum and substance of the whole temperance question 
that will be considered to-day and for generations hereafter. 
Noah got drunk. Christ manufactured wine. Everybody 89 
ple will drink liquor. Now, let us get to the 8 of the whole 
question and PBI MEA openly, positively, and vigorously that any man 
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rupted or poisoned, shall be regarded as a felon and be sent to the peni- 
tentiary. {Laughter and applause. j 

A MEMBER. For a night. 

Mr. BELFORD. For all time. [Laughter.] Upon no other theory 
can you get through. It is a flimsy pretext to impose a license tax of 
$100 a year. A license for what? A license to poison and ruin thon- 
sandsof men. A license to diso ize and di millions of fami- 
lies out of the 55,000,000 of people existing in this 5 

If we are going to legislate on the temperance principle let us legis- 
late upon a theory that the practical judgment of this world will recog- 
nize and respect, and that is if a man sells liquor he shall sell pure liquor 
just as the man who sells flour shall sell unpoisoned flour. [Laughter 
and applause.] You smiling gentlemen go down to Welcker’s and 
drink twelve courses of liquors, commencing with a sup of brandy, then 
a drink of whisky, next a glass of Sauterne, after that some Johannis- 
berg, and after you have gone through all these twelve courses you 
come here with a bill of this character, in the name of righteousness 
and godliness and decency, and preach sobriety to us. 1 
Why don't you stand up with me and say that any rum-seller who sells 
wine or whisky or Sauterne or Johannisberg, or any other wine or liq- 
uor—and I have been acquainted with them all [laughter that any one 
who sells adulterated wines or liquors shall be sent to the penitentiary, 
and not quibble over a little license provision of $100 per year and kill 
100,000 men. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The question recurred on Mr. Cook's amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 16. 

Mr. GUENTHER. No quorum has voted. 

e pro tempore appointed as tellers Mr. GUENTHER and 

r. K. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I move that the House adjourn, as there is no 
quorum present. We might as well adjourn now, for you will have to 
do so unless you get a quorum here. ~ 

The House refused to adjourn. 


The question recurred on Mr. Cook's amendment. 
‘The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 17, noes 22. 
So the t was di to. 


The question next recurred on the amendment of Mr. SKINNER, of 
New York, as follows: - 

Insert after section 9 as a new section the following: 

＋ PRICE. I desire to offer an amendment before that to sec- 
tion 5. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will first read the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the following words: 

“ Provided, however, That where during the year no complaint has been made 
against a license issued under this act by a majority of the property-bolders and 
residents, such proprietor shall not be uired to file e year with his ap- 
plication for license such written permission of persons owning real estate, and 
residents; butif such complaint has been made, the proprietor of such bar-room 
eball be required to obtain anew the written consent of such owners of real 
estate, and residents, as is herein required of him. 

Mr. PRICE. Iam satisfied the purpose of the gentlemen who framed 
this bill is in the interest of good government. I think they made a 
mistake, and it needs only to call the attention of the committee to the 
amendment I have offered to secure its adoption. I, too, am in favor 
of this bill. I want it passed in as perfect a form as it can be made. 
I wish simply to say this: The existing law is that a person who wishes 
to establish a place for ‘the retail of liquor must secure the indorse- 
ment of two-thirds of the residents, the property-holders on the block. 

Now, I am willing that that law should remain as it is. But this is 
a departure—this pors to which I refer, and which I wish to strike 
out in this bill. Itis a departure in this, that it places the commu- 
nity on the defensive, and unless shall enter formal against 
the allowance of the license, then license becomes perpetual so far 
as the consent of the p ~owners is concerned. 

If, then, it is good policy to require this exercise of industry or effort 
on the part of persons who wish to sell liquors, I think it good policy 
to continue them in that — and consult on each oceasion when 
a license is required the new residents, the new occupants of adjacent 
property who may locate directly upon the block interested during the 
course of the year within which the license runs, to ascertain their wishes 
in the matter, and whether a continuance shall be had. That is my 
idea, if not the idea of the committee, who may not agree with me in 
this respect. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Let me state to my friend that this has been in- 
serted by the request of the commissioners themselves, who say that this 
renewal imposes upon them a tremendous amount of work every year. 
In case a person has obtained the permission of the residents of the 
property, and the license has been granted, and no complaint has been 
jodged against him during the course of the year, what objection can 
there be to continuing the license until the complaint is made? It is 
all under the discretion and direction of the commissioners themselves, 
and they can grant the license or not as the case may be, or revoke itif 
complaint is made. . 

Mr. PRICE. In answer to the strictures of my colleague from Wis- 


of adulterated liquor in this country, liquor cor- | consin I desire to say that perhaps I understand as much of the. work- 


ing of this machinery, after twenty-five or thirty active years in this 
fight, as the commissioners of the District of Columbia. And permit 
me to say, further, if there isno other objection that can be except 
the imposition of a little additional work upon the officers of this city, 
it does not counterbalance the importance of correcting aa far as possi- 
ble the evil influences arising from the trafic in which these persons 
are and which, if I had the power, I should stamp ont of 
existence entirely. 

Mr. GUENTHER. It imposes a great deal of unnecessary work upon 
the commissioners. 

Mr. PRICE. I say they can well afford, those who desire to carry on 
the business, to ask the consent of the people once a year whether it 
shall be tolerated or not. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, I think the safeguard that is in the 
present law ought to remain to the effect that the people living in the 
neighborhood where spirits are sold ought to have a voice in the mat- 
ter of granting the license. The liquor dealer is protected already as 
far as he can be protected by the license being granted to him, and it 
is as little as the Congress of the United States can do for people living 
in the vicinity to permit them to have a voice every year in settling 
I think it therefore proper that this proviso should be 


the matter. 
stricken out. 
Mr. YORK. I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. YORK. The hour of 10 o’clock has arrived, and,as I under- 
stand, that is the hour fixed for taking the recess until to-morrow morn- 


gs E RANDALL. There was no order fixed for taking a recess, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the hour at 
which the recess was taken in the afternoon until the night session 
commenced is shown by the Journal, but the Journal does not show 
that any hour was fixed for the House to close its session to-night. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I think this proviso ought to go out of 
the bill. No objectionable party, according to this proviso, could be 
stopped from the sale of intoxicating liquors in any place unless some 
one should go around and interest himself or herself in a com- 
plaint against him, which of necessity must be signed by a majority of 
the property-holders in that block. 

Mr. GUENTHER. The complaint of any person would be sufficient. 

Mr. PETERS. No; not as I understand this bill. It provides 

That where during the year no complaint has been made inst a license 
issued under this act by a majority of the property-holders and residents such 
pt mage shall not be required to file every year with eee ſor 

ieense such written permission of persons owning real estate residents. 

There is no comma or anything in that sentence as it appears herein 
this bill to show that less than a majority of the property-holders and 
residents can stop such traffic. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. There is a penalty fixed, if the 
gentleman will observe section 9, for a violation of the provisions of this 
act, and the license may be revoked at the discretion of the commis- 
sioners. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. For the purpose of getting along with this matter 
and making it as little objectionable as possible, I will accept the amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. GUENTHER. I can not agree to that. 

Mr. PERKINS. The amendment ought to be accepted. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I object. 

The question being taken on the adoption of the amendment, there 
were—ayes 18, noes 4. : 

Mr. GUENTHER. No quorum. Pending that, I move the House 
do now adjourn. ! 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. GUENTHER and Mr. Spricas were appointed tellers. 

The House See Se: and the tellers reported—ayes 12, noes 18. 

Mr, GUENT. . I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (no farther count being demanded) the amendment was not 


to. 

Mr. PRICE. Before calling the question of a quoram—— 

Mr. GIBSON. If the gentleman from Wisconsin will allow me to 
call his attention to section 7 of this act I am satisfied he will with- 
draw his objection. In that section it is provided that— 

The commissioners of the District shall have power to close all places where 


intoxicating liquors are sold whenever, in their opinion, the preservation of 
public order makes the exercise of such power necessary. 


I was going on to say that the commissioners can close any place on 
the complaint of anybody when the dealer is found guilty of selling con- 
trary to the license or contrary to good order and morality in that neigh- 
borhood; and I will suggest to the gentleman, therefore, and to the 
friends of what is known as the temperance cause, that it is evident this 
bill has gone as far as it can be made go to restrict the sale or traffic 
in intoxicating liquors. They must either pass the bill as it is or it 


will be all defeated; and it will leave the sale of liquorin such condition 
as not to bring to the District 20 per cent. of the amount this bill brings 
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and there will not be near the number of restrictions this bill imposes 
upon the traffic. 

Therefore any member who desires to put restrictions upon the traffic 
or to increase the license derived therefrom must either make up his 
mind to accept this bill or let it go without the restrictions this bill 
imposes. I appeal to gentlemen to let the bill go as it is. 

The SP: pro tempore. There is nothing before the House. 
The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

Mr. PRICE. I move to amend by striking o out section 6, and upon 
that I desire to be heard for a moment; and it is in the interest of har- 
mony only that I am induced to say anything further. The gentleman 
in charge of the bill and myself have come to what appeared to be a 
satisfactory conclusion. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. Whenever any member calls no quorum, and on 
u vote by tellers a quorum does not appear, should not the Chair take 
cognizance of that fact? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Michigan that the point of no quorum having voted was made; 
thereupon the Chair appointed tellers, as it was the duty of the Chair 
to do. The tellers reported the result. The point that no quorum had 
voted was not further insisted on and the Chair, therefore, could do 
nothing but announce the result of the vote. 

Mr. ELDREDGE. I submit it was the duty of the Chair to take 
cognizance of the fact that a quorum did not vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not the custom when the point of 
no quorum is not insisted on for the Chair to take cognizance of the 
fact that a quorum has not voted. It is within the power of any mem- 
der to insist upon the point if he sees fit to do so. The gentleman from 
Michigan himself could have done so if he had been so inclined. 

Mr, PRICE. I think we have come to a conclusion that is satisfac- 
eee ee I wm sae be satisfactory to all gen- 

Uemen present. The first proposition we made was that of increasing 
the license. We acquiesced in that. The next proposition we made 
was to add a condition to section 2, which gentlemen accepted. A 
third proposition was to strike out the proviso at the close of section 5 
of the bill. To this gentlemen acceded, and now that goes out by 
unanimous consent. 

Now we want tostrike out section 6. To this they object. But itis 
proposed by some of the friends of the bill to add these words: with the 
consent or under the direction of the District commissioners.” If 
that is satisfactory, I believe every objection on the part of friend and 
foe will be obviated and we will pass the bill. 
gt SMALLS. I desire to offer an amendment to come in after sec- 

n 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Section 5 — been from, and 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] moves to strike out sec- 
tion 6. 

Mr. PRICE. I withdraw the motion to strike out, understanding 
that it will be amended on the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE] by the addition of certain words. 

The SPEAKER pro tem; The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from South Carolina [ Mr. SMALLS]. 

Mr. SMALLS. I move to amend by adding after section 5 what I 
send to the desk. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I make the point of order that that has been 
Nr. SMALLS. Then I will have to move that it be added to section 
6. Task gentlemen to let the amendment be read, and I think they 


will all agree to it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That any restaurant keeper or 8 proprietors or keepers of eating- 
houses, ice-cream saloons, or acer eee where soda-water is kept for sale, or the 
keeper. or 0 of any 5 blie place ———— refusing to sell or serve to 
any well-behaved person, wi regard to race or color, shall be deemed guilty 
of am nor, and, upon cony retina, shall be fined not less than fifty nor more 
than one hundred dollars for each and every such refusal: P. „That the 
8 of this act shall be enforced by information in the police court of the 

rict of Columbia, filed on behalf thereof by its proper attorney or attorneys, 

to appeal by either to the criminal court of the District of Colum- 

bia, in the same manner as is now or may be provided for the enforce- 
ment of the District fines and penalties under the ordinances and law. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I make the point of order that that is the sub- 
stanceof a bill pending. Iam notaverse to this amendment personally, 
but it is liable to the point of order. 

Mr. SMALLS, Whether or not the amendment be the substance of 
a bill pending, I submit that we are now engaged in considering a bill 
providing for licenses in the District, and I deem that this is the proper 
place for this amendment to come in. It is for that reason I have offered 
it, and I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] will 
withdraw the point of order. If it is not withdrawn gentlemen may 
as well withdraw the bill, as I will insist on a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro . The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
GUENTHER] makes the point of order on the amendment that it is the 
substance of another bill pending before the House. That fact not 
being denied, the Chair 3 the point of order. 


Mr. WILSON, of West bey es I would say to the gentleman from 
South Carolina Mr. SMALLS] that that law already exists in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia as to every obliged to obtain a public license. 

Mr. SMALLS. That aw] I do not think exists in the District. If 
it does it is constantly violated. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has sustained the point of 


order. 

Mr. SMALLS. Then we may as well stop, as it will be necessary to 
have a quorum. 

Mr. VANCE. I move to amend by adding to section 6 these words, 
and have the sanction of the commissioners.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PRICE. It is understood the proviso to section 5 has, by order 
of the House, been eliminated? 

Mr. 5 I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. QUENTHE Is tt in order for me to withdraw the point of 
order I made to the amendment of the gentleman from South lina 
[Mr. SMALLS]? If so, I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The section has been from, 


Mr. SMALLS. Then I understand the Chair to say the point of 
order can not be withdrawn? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The section had been passed. The 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] was recognized and 
another amendment had been acted upon by the House. 

Mr. SMALLS, If that section was passed I suppose I have a right 
to put this into another section ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘Fhere is an amendment pending to 
the next section. The Clerk will read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After section 9 insert as a new section the following: 

“ That all laws, or parts of laws, imposing a tax, penalty, or license upon 
commercial traveler, or trave! or man urers or th ts, whe os sell b — 
sample in the District of Columbia, be, and the same are ne agana, wio m 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I reserved the point of order on that 
amendment. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I desire to say to the gentleman who 
has raised the point of order on this amendment that if he desires this 
bill to pass he must withdraw that tof order. This is a bill to 
raise revenue in the Districtof Columbia. It provides that by paying 
$150 into somebody’s in the District of Columbia a man may 
keep a bar-room no matter what evil he may thereby do. Now, I sa: 
that a provision to wipe from the statute-book an infamous tax whi 
has come down from old and barbarous timesis germane to such a bill— 
a tax which applies to 150,000 or more people in the United States who 
are commercial travelers, who come from every section of this Union to 
the capital of the country, and who can not come here in a fair and hon- 
orable manner to sell their machinery, or their groceries, or their manu- 
factured articles by sample, unless they pay a tax of $200 into the treas- 

of the District of F s 


manner. Many 

sachels in through the back doors and se 
certain persons who, in spite of the law, 6 
allow them to stay ſor one day by y paying $a., And what the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. FOLLETT] said in reference to the laws here to 
taxes on lands is true of several of these laws of the District, that they 
are relics of old laws of the States of Maryland and Virginia; yet we, 
as representatives of the people, have not yet had the courage to wipe 
them out, and these commissioners of the District of Columbia ane 
on with a tenacity worthy of a better cause to this particular law which 
the courts had declared unconstitutional. 

Mr. GIBSON. Will the gentleman allow me to make a suggestion? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I will. 

Mr. GIBSON. I suggest to the gentleman that without a provision 
allowing these ‘‘drummers’”’ to sell by license in this ct every 
sale they would make would be in violation of law, and they would be 
liable to a legal penalty. 3 so decided in nearly all the States 
in cases where licenses are req uired, and riled Senay Boe Basin nde 
the United States district pole in Tennessee. That decision a 
expressly to the revenue laws, the court holding that wherever a cao 
was required to carry on a business, the sale in any other place, or the 
sale by express to be paid for ‘‘C. O. D.,“ was contrary to the license 
law, and the must have a license in order to make such sales. 

Mr. SK ER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I can not now cite the 
page, but I can by a little investigation refer the gentleman to a de- 
cision of the highest court in this land, made, I believe, in relation to a 
case arising in his own State, to the effect that no State has a right to 


enforce a law of this character. 
roe Sees But that was not a case where a license was re- 
quired. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


As the point of order is the matter now 
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vp for consideration, the Chair desires to hear the gentleman from New 
ork [Mr. SKINNER] upon that, and not upon the merits of the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr, Speaker, in my opening remarks 
I referred to all that I had to say in relation to this point of order. I 
said that this was a bill to regulate the granting of licenses for the sale 
= Ugues; and for the purpose of raising revenue in the District of Co- 

umbia. 

Now, the amendment which I have offered refers to the removal of 
a tax imposed for revenue—not from the same source, perhaps, 
but going into the same treasury, and to be expended like other taxes 
for ral public purposes. The reason I have offered the amendment 
in this manner and at this time is that three years ago this month the 
same proposition was offered as an amendment to a bill which was 
then being considered. That bill went out of this Chamber, and, I be- 
lieve, has never been heard of since; so thatwe have been unable to 
yet any action. A year ago this same provision was added, with the 
consent of the gentleman now in charge of this bill, to a bill to 
the police force of this city. That bill passed this House and went 
elsewhere, but we got no relief. 

Now, I say that, as tatives of intelligent constituencies, we 
can not afford to build a Chinese wall around this capital, which we, by 
our votes, have rendered the most beautiful city in the country, if not 
in the world; we can not afford to build a Chinese wall around this 
capital city and say to our constituents who manufacture and sell dif- 
ferent articles of commerce that they shall not come here and = 
of their goods. A gentleman in my own town writes to me that he 
not come here with samples of his machinery unless he pays into the 
District treasury a tax of $200 a year, 

A MEMBER. That is the law generally. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. No, sir; it is not the law, except in 
two or three States. The States of Virginia, North Carolina, and Texas, 
and the District of Columbia are the places, as lunderstand, where such 
laws exist. Washi , D. C., and the States of Virginia, North Caro- 
lina, and Texas are represented to me by business men of my own city as 
the four which they dare not enter for the purpose of carrying on 
their business until they have taken out in advance a license fora year 
at the rate of $200. Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to omit any 
effort in my er to wipe out such a Eee from the statute- book. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. My friend and I do not differ very much on the 
merits of this question. As he has stated, he proposed at the last ses- 
sion an amendment of this kind to a bill then pending, which was ac- 
cepted substantially as offered, but in the Senate it was struck out. 

ut the point I raise here—it seems to me there can not be any doubt 
about it—is that this is a bill to regulate the manufacture and sale of 
spirituous and malt liquors—— 

Mr. F of New York. The amendment will not hurt the 
bill at 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I do not know as to that. The argument upon the 
merits of this question is not all on one side. The merchants of this 
city have to pay a license in order to carry on their business, and I am 
not quite ready to say that we would act justly toward these resident 
m ts if we permit people to come here from abroad and interfere 
with their business without paying a license. : 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Why should these commercial tray- 
elers pay a license to conduct their business in this city any more than 
in the city of New York, or Albany, or Baltimore, or Richmond, when 
we are pouring out from the Treasury of the United States millions of 
dollars annually to beautify this city and enhance the value of the 
property of people residing here and to help pay their taxes? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. But the fact is that the law exists here and these 
merchants do a license. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. There never has been the slightest 
effort on the part of the District of Columbia Committee within the 
last four years to correct these abuses. 

Mr. LONG. If we should exempt these commercial travelers from 
the payment of this license fee would it not eventually result in re- 
lieving the merchants here from the payment of a license? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I think so. z 

Mr. LONG. And would not that be a step in the right direction ? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Ihave made some effort to do that thing and have 
not succeeded. As long as this law exists with reference to merchants 
of this city it does not seem to me proper or fair that we should exempt 
others, 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. A year ago, when this bill was under 
consideration, I remarked on this floor that, whether by the conniv- 
ance or with the knowledge of those who ought to know, this law was 
evaded or violated. It is true—and I can furnish the proof—that peo- 
ple do come here to sell their goods and are put in possession of a little 
ticket, given to them by somebody around this city, which entitles 
them to the privilege of carrying on their business here for one day, 
and when that day has expired they must go. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. May I ask the gentleman a single question ? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Not until I am through. 

For that remark made by me last year some of the officials in this 
city sought to hold me responsible. The District commissioners, by a 
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letter through the chief of police, asked me to give my authority for the 
statement. I refused to do so unless I should be compelled. t Ido 
know such to be the fact, and-there are many other gentlemen on this 
floor who know it. I can furnish you with a sample of the cards which 
are supplied by people who pretend to represent the commissioners, 
allowiug that povio to be enjoyed. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I am sorry to raise this question; but it is getting 
late. The gentleman’s discussion is not germane to the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point. The 
gentleman will confine himself to the point of order. 

Mr.SPRIGGS. The question I desired to ask my friend was whether 
he knows of any city in his State where the law is not violated ? 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. No city in the State which I repre- 
sent, which is the same represented by the gentleman—— 

Mr. SERIGGS. Certainly. 

Mr. S NER, of New York. Has such an infamous law. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. That may be; I am not talking about that. But 
do you know of any law in your State which is not violated ? 

Mr. NUTTING. that any argument against the law? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. It is not any argument why the law should not be 


enforced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule on the question of 
order. [Cries of Regular order 1] =f 

Mr. B RD. I desire to ask one question. Is it not a fact that 
the Supreme Court of the United States in solemn adjudication has de- 
clared such a law as this unconstitutional? ; 

Mr. LONG. When passed by a State. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. That does not affect this District. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point that the amendment offered by his colleague is not germane 
to the bill under consideration. This is a bill to the manu- 
facture and sale of spirituous or malt liquors in the District of Columbia. 
It pertains to that subject and nothing else. It provides in a large meas- 
ure police regulations, It fixes not only what taxes shall be imposed, 
but the fees, penalties, sentences to imprisonment, &c., which are to re- 
sult from violations of the law. 

It does not attempt to touch anything but dealing in vinous and malt 
liquors. The Chair is of the opinion, however meritorious the gentle- 
man’s amendment may be, it is not e to this bill. To hold that 
it was would be to hold on this bill, which is entitled A bill to regu- 
late the manufacture and sale of spirituous and malt liquors in the 
District of Columbia,” you might repeal all the privileged taxes com- 
prised in the District statutes. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Let me make an inquiry. 

Mr. ELDREDGE (at half past 10 p. m.). I move the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was di to. 

Mr. McCOMAS, I favored the highest license in every case. Others 
favored lower ones. Now I wish to make a su ion. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Some gentlemen wanted lower licenses. 

Mr. McCOMAS. So I stated, that while I favored the highest ones 
others favored lower ones. I make the suggestion that the gentleman 
who makes the point of no quorum should be allowed, by waiving the 
point now, to have a vote on his proposition. I myself am in favor of it. 

A MEMBER. It can not be done. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Then let us take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow 
morning, when this bill which has been carefully considered may be 
passed upon by a quorum. 

A MEMBER. It can not be done. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If you do that you can make the license higher in 
the District and make a general regulation of this traffic. Otherwise 
you go back and have none. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. What was the understanding as to the 
proviso to section 5? 

Mr. GUENTHER. That was decided against striking it out. 

The Speaker announced the vote, and said the amendment of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. PRICE] was voted down, and conse- 
quently that proviso remains in the bill. 

. PRI I rise for the purpose of correcting a misunderstand- 
ing which seems to exist and a misstatement of what I said, which, of 
course, has been made innocently. I know we were beaten as to the 
proposition to raise the license. I know the next proposition we made 
was to amend section 2, and they consented to it. I know on the next 
1 which was made to strike out the proviso, we were beaten. 

know here then came in the compromise to which the chairmanof 


the committee having charge of the bill , and to which I do not 


know whether the gentleman from Wisconsin assented; that was that 
the proviso should not be stricken out and section 6 should remain in 
the bill with an amendment to be . from North 
Carolina. That is the agreement as we it, but it seems the 
gentleman from Wisconsin failed to understand it as we did that section 
6 should be stricken out and the proviso to section 5 be left in. That 
was what I said, but it seems everybody did not so understand it, 
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Mr. GUENTHER. That was not my understanding of it. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. SMALLS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. My amendment 
having been ruled out on a point of order, and that point of order hav- 
ing been withdrawn, I would like to know whether it is not proper to 
move my amendment again. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the previous question is voted down 
the gentleman can submit his amendment. 

Mr. SMALLS. But the previous question has not been ordered. 
That is the reason why I wished to get my amendment in before the 
previous question was ordered. I was endeavoring to do that. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I hope I may be permitted to withdraw my point 
of order and let the gentleman offer his amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the demand 
for the previous question. 

Ps SMALLS. You must get aquorum here before you can go any 
er. 

Mr. PRICE. What about the proviso to section 5? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair there 
ee aan aNa on the proviso to section 5, and that it is left 
in the bi 

Mr. PRICE. If that is so, will section 6 remain in the bill or not? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk also informs the Chair that 


has been no vote on striking out section 6. 
Lr. GUENTHER. I consented to strike out section 6. 

The SPEAKER pro The Clerk informs the Chair there has 
been no action striking section 6 out of the bill. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask that section 6 be eliminated from the bill, and 
on that condition I will agree to let the proviso to section 5 stand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON. I want to make a statement that might avoid delay. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. SMALLS. You have allowed a motion to be made by the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. SMALLS. Then I ask unanimous consent that my amendment 
may be added to section 5 of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Withoutobjection the amendment will 
be considered as pending. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GIBSON. I desire to state that the gentleman from South Car- 
olina wishes to make some little alteration, in the amendment. 

Mr. SMALLS. No; I offer it as it is, to come in at the end of sec- 


tion 5 of the bill. — 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
oe of the gentleman from South Carolina, which has been 
read. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I now move the previous question upon the bill. 

The e ponow question was ordered, and under the 
the bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question recurring upon the passage of the bill, there were on 
a division—ayes 29, noes 2. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. I wish to ask a parliamentary question. If the 
House adjourns now, the previous question having been ordered, will not 
this be the first business which will come up to-morrow as unfinished 
business? : : 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. That is for the House to determine when 
it meets to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIS. We had just as well understand this matter now. 
The previous question has not been ordered on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. Yes; on the bill and amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Not on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the 5 and third reading of the bill, and was exhausted 
when vote was taken upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and 
“orp third time. It has not been ordered upon the passage of the 

ill. 
_ Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was not to. 

Mr. PETERS. I move a call of the House. 

Mr. SPRIGGS. 
the bill. ; 

The motion for a call of the House was not agreed to. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I move the previous question upon the passage 
of the bill and the pending amendment. F 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. There is a question pending. I 


Sepre 35 point of order that no quorum had voted upon the passage 
t 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is correct. 

The question of a quorum having been raised, the gentleman from 
That having 


Kansas moved a call of the House, which was in order. 


ion thereof 


The previous question was ordered on | 


I move the previous question upon the passage of | 
1 


been refused, the question recurs upon the original motion, and the 
Chair appoints the gentleman from New York, Mr. SKINNER, and the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Spriacs, as tellers. The question is 
upon the passage of the bill, and the tellers will take their places. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish to ask whether this is not upon the 
previous question upon the bill? z 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But there was a demand for the previous ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That was made when the House was 
dividing upon a question, and was not then in order. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. I understand the gentleman from 
New York to make the question ofa quorum upon the vote ordering 
the bill to be engrossed and read the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itwas on the passage of the bill. The 

ntleman is in error. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I withdraw the 

Mr. SMALLS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask pe: 
word in my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only be done by unanimous 
consent. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. jj 

Mr. SMALLS. I ask then to strike out the words without regard 
to’? in the amendment and insert on account of.“ . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was passed. 

Mr. GUENTHER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. F 

The latter motion was agreed to. a 

And then, on motion of Mr. Sprices (at 10 o’clock and 50 minutes 

| p. m.), the House adjourned. 


int of a quorum. 
ion to correct a 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


| The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOT: Petition of citizens of New York and Pennsylvania, 
arta, Prager the tax on raw and manufactured tobacco, and 

other laws relating to tobacco to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

| By Mr. BAGLEY: Petition of vinegar manufacturers, relative to the 
internal-revenue law—to the same committee. 

| Also, resolutions of the Legislature of New York, relative to the con- 

struction of a railway and passenger bridge between New Jersey and 

New York across Staten Island Sound—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BARKSDALE: Petjtion of Naomi J. Fowler, of Jefferson 
| County; Miss., pointing out the injustice done her by the decision of 
| the late Southern Claims Commission, and asking relief under the 
| Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Papers relating to the claim of J. A. MeGold- 
rick, of Louisiana—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Petition of Julia A. Ware and others, in be- 

of increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of D. C. Taylor and 46 others, citizens of 
Manchester, Saint Louis County, Missouri, asking the passage of the 
educational bill—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. COOK: Petition of R. H. Louis and 20 others, in favor of an 
increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Joint resolution of the General Assembly of 
the State of Illinois, memorializing Congress for legislation to open the 
Oklahoma country to settlement—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 


Also, joint resolution of the General Assembly of the State of Illi- 

nois, memorializing Congress to acquire title and ownership of the Lake 

| Superior Canal and the Portage Lake Improved Canal for the benefit 
of commerce—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, in relation to increasing the pensions of one-armed and one-legged 
Union soldiers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of H. Riedeburg & Co. and others, manufacturers of vin- 

r, of Milwaukee, Wis., referring toa petition of the New York State 
, Cider Vinegar Association—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
| By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of George L. Snow and others, of Rock- 
| land, Me., for amendment of Constitution abolishing the Senate—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of George L. Snow and others, of Rockland, Me., for 
egislation providing for the loan of moneys in the Treasury to the 
people on security of landed property—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, petition of George L. Snow and others, of Rockland, Me., for 
the passage of a law prohibiting alien ownership of land in the States— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Resolutions of the senate and assembly of 
New York and of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, favoring the passage 
of an act authorizing the construction of bridges across Staten Island 
Sound—to the Committee on Commerce. e 
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By Mr. FORAN: Petition of E. W. Haines and others, citizens of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the immediate enactment by Congress of 
suitable legislation to suppress the evils of Mormonism—to the Com- 
mittee on the J pag 3 

By Mr. HENLEY: Petition of citizens of California, for an increase 
of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Memorial of vinegar manufacturers, against the 
sree of the act of March —, 1879—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: Papers relating to the claim of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Abraham Bazinsky, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Papers relating to claim of John J. Gardiner, of 
Louisiana—to the same committee. 

By Mr. McCOID: Paper relating to claim of Zerina Shepperd—to the 
Committee on Pensions. ’ 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Eliza S. Jones, widow of John C. 
Jones, deceased, and of Robert C. Jones and others, children and heirs 
at law of said John C. Jones, for compensation for property taken and 
destroyed by the British forces in Charles County, Maryland, during 
the year 1814—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Petition of 76 members of Bloom Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Scioto County, Ohio, for an act of Congress 
granting one hundred and sixty acres of land to the officers, soldiers, 
and sailors of the Union Army of the late civil war—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Memorial of the Legislature of Kansas, asking for 
ponent of certain public lands—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. e 

By Mr, MURPHY: Petition from Bishop Isibell, of Anamosa, Iowa, 
and 28 others, asking action on the Mormon question—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MUTC R: Petition of citizens of Easton, Pa., for a law 

inst Mormonism—to the same committee. 

By Mr. NEECE: Resolution of the General Assembly of Illinois, re- 
questing such Tegelin as will open the Oklahoma country to settle- 
‘ment under the homestead laws of Congress—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the General Assembly of Illinois, asking for an 
inquiry as to the cost of the construction of the Lake Superior Ship 
Canal and the P. Lake Improvement Company Canal—to the 
Committee on Expenditures in the War t. 

. By Mr. PARKER: Two petitions of citizens of Saint Lawrence 
County, New York, in relation to the Mormon question—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REED: Petition of John L. Emery and others, employed at 
Kittery navy-yard, to be paid for time lost by reason of the failure to 
‘pass the Navy appropriation bill—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
` By Mr. RIGGS: Recommendations of the board of commerce of 
Quincy, III., relative to the Reagan interstate-commerce bill—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

` Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of Illinois, relative to open- 
ing Oklahoma landsto settlers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the General Assembly of Illinois, relative to con- 
struction of Lake Superior Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Resolutions of the San Francisco Board of 
Trade, urging Congress to reorganize our naval powers—to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of B. B, Newman, pra: Con to the pres- 
ent pre-emption laws—to the Committee on the Public ds. 

By Mr. ROWELL: Petition of Rev. F. M. Smith and others, citi- 
zens of Chenoa, III., for the suppression of Mormonism—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: Petition of 56 citizens of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, against the reciprocity treaty with Spain—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolution of the General Assembly of Illi- 
nois, asking for an inquiry as to cost of construction of the e Su- 
perior Ship Canal and the Portage Lake Improvement Company Canal— 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

By Mr. TUCKER: Petition of Thomas R. Ware, 3 for re- 
moval of political disabilities—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr, VAN ALSTYNE: Resolution of the senate and assembly of 
the State of New York, requesting the passage of a bill to authorize an 
additional appointment on the retired-list of the Army—to the Com- 
‘mittee on Military Affairs, ` 

By Mr. VALENTINE: Petition of C. H. Marble and 60 others, citi- 
zens of Nebraska, praying for spony legislation on the Mormon ques- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of Mrs. Mary M. Lombard and 356 
others, citizens of Minnesota, for a woman-suffrage amendment—to the 
same committee. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petitions of E. J. E. March and 200 others, citi- 


zens of Marysville, Ohio; of H. G. O. Carey and 100 others, citizens of 
Zanesville, Ohio; and of James Mitchell and 90 others, citizens of Gran- 


ville, Ohio, praying for the suppression of Mormonism—to the same 
committee. Ps 

The followi itions for the of the Mexican war pension 
bill with 8 3 eee and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of Penn- 
sylvania, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Penn- 
Sylvania. 

By Mr. COOK: Of citizens of New Sharon, of Grinnell, of Lynnville, 
of Munroe, of Keota, of Albia, and of Oskaloosa, Iowa. 

By Mr. CURTIN: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
and petition of citizens of Aaronsburg, Centre County, Pa. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State 
of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Of B. Gerey and 56 others, soldiers of Wiscon- 

sin. 
By Mr. HEPBURN: Of W. H. Christie and 75 others, citizens of 
Creston, Union County, Iowa. 8 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolutions of the islature of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. LACEY: Of John S. Benham, of Union City, Mich. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of 
Pennsylvania. A od 

By Mr. T. B. REED: Of citizens of Mars Hill, of Chesterfield, of 

land, and of Jay, Me. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: Resolutions of the Legislature of the 
State of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. STORM: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. WELLER: Of J. C. Darnell and 95 others, citizens of Ran- 
dalia, Fayette County, Iowa. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 24, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the 
ture, of Wisconsin; which was read, and ordered to lie on the 


follows: 
Memorial to Congress, 
To the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United States in Congress assembled : 

Fer memorialists, the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, respectfully rep- 
resent: 

Whereas legislation is now pending before your honorable body, the 
of the United States, the object of which is to place „ 
2 Nor a of this nation, General U.S. Grant, upon the retired-list of the 

rmy; an 

Whereas, believing that gratitude and honorable appreciation is an ee 
principle in the heart of every true American citizen, especially toward those 
who have accomplished great and glorious achievements, which have placed this 
nation among the foremost of the world, and united our country as ae rece 
fraternal Commonwealth, and that the Republic he saved from disruption in his 
8 manhood should not prove ungrateful in his declining years : There- 

ore 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this Legislature that General U. S. Grant, in 
view of his distinguished services to this nation, both in peace and war, should 
be placed upon the retired-list of the Army, and we eens, est our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress to labor for the accompl ent of 


that end. 

Be it resolved (the senate concurring), That the governor be, and he is hereby, 
requested to 3 and — this memorial to the President of the United 
States, the President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
5 each of our Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the United 

s. 


STATE OP WISCONSIN, 
rtment of State, ss: 
To all to whom these presents shall come : 

I, Ernst G. Timme, secretary of state of the State of Wisconsin. 888 
certify that the foregoing has been compared by me with the o) 1 in th: 
omen, — Mas the same is a true and correct copy thereof, and of the whole of 
such o; i 

In mony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official 
seal, at the capitol, in the city of Madison, this 20th day of February, in the year 


of our Lord 1885, 
[SEAL] ERNST G. TIMME, 
Secretary of Stale. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, presented a memorial of cigar-mak- 
ers of Chippewa Falls, Wis., remonstrating against the ratification of 


1885. 
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~ Spanish reciprocity treaty; which was ordered to lie on 
e 

Mr. of New York, presented a petition of the New York 
Naval Stores and Tobacco Ex 


change, praying thaton all imported ma- 
terial manufactured in the United States and exported a drawback be 
allowed equal to the amount of duties paid in lieu of the 90 per cent. 
thereof now allowed by law; which was referred to the Committee on 


Mr. Pence ag dee. a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Lynch for the establishment of a naval station at 
Wenmone’ Van ‘wh was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BOWEN teeta a petition of the Loyal Creek Indians, pray- 
ing action of with reference to the awards made to those 
Creeks who in the Federal Army, loyal refugees, and freedmen; 
wich was referred t to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a resolution of the. Board of 
Trade of San Francisco, Cal., urging the pompt construction of a mod- 
ern navy and an approved of harbor fortifications; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SENATOR FROM IOWA. 


Mr, HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions, to whom were referred two documents purporting to be the cre- 
dentials of WILLIAM B, ALLISON, Senator-elect from the State of Iowa, 
to make a written report and to recommend that the credentials lie upon 
the table. The substance of the report is that Mr. ALLISON to 
be elected in either event, and it is not profitable to inquire at the pres- 
ent time whether the election which took place the second Tuesday after 
what is called the tem organization of the ture of that 
State or a precisely simi! a ging which took place on the second 
Tuesday after what is call — the Lapis- 
lature was the valid and rightful election under the act of. Congress.of 
the United States; and if it were necessary to determine that question 
the committee are of opinion that it should be determined by the Sen- 
ate at the next session of Con; and notat present. I suppose there 
is no doubt whatever of the election of Mr. ALLISON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts, 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to which were referred 
two sets of credentials of Mr. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, Senator-elect 
from the State of Iowa, reports back the credentials with a written re- 

port. Does the Chair understand the Senator from Massachusetts to 
ask that the credentials be laid on the table or placed on file? 

- Mr. HOAR. What is the usual custom with credentials to which no 
objection is made ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are placed on file and go to 
make up the list of Senators to be sworn in on the first day of the next 

If they be laid on the table they will not technically be 
before the Senate for action on the first day of the Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. Then the recommendation of the committee is that the 
credentials be placed on file. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the ereden- 
tials will be piacon on file. The accompanying report will be printed 
under the 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of Sarah E. Webster, 
administratrix, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted thereon: 

A bill (S. 2153) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett; 

A bill (8. 2125) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince; 

A bill (H. R. soa to increase the pension to Jacob Wiener; 

A bill ta R. 5929) for the relief of Abigail Honey; 

A bill (H. R. pln aa grant a pension to Lloyd W. Hixon; 

A bill (H. R. 6928) granting a pension to Leonard King 

A bill (H. R. 5989) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Springsteed; and 
A bill (H. R. pe for the relief of John H. Johnson. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1997) to increase the pension of Louis J. Sacriste; and 

A bill (H. R. 6399) granting a pension to John H. Ivers, alias John 
H. Wilson. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6596 ting a pension to John Hazlewood; 
lor the relief of Morris Geld; 
7373) for sting ect Sarah A. Burchfield; and 
(H. R. 4263) gran on to Elizabeth Hood. 
affection of e Committee on Pensions, to hcg 
(8. 2043) for the relief of Mrs. Maria L. S 
report it N with a minority report in favor of the passage of th 


bill. It is the case of a naval officer of long service and distinguished 
gallantry whose widow applies for a I ask that the bill be 
placed on the Calendar. I have not report quite ready yet. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be on the Cal- 
endar. The Senator from New Ham asks that the minority of the 
committee have leave to submit have printed their views. That 
order will be entered if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, oe them severally without amendment, and 
submitted 
granting a pension to Noah Caton; 


Abi (i E 
A bi granting a pension to Christiana Almier; 
A bill (H. R. 3355 ber the Selict of Mary Mulholland; i 


A bill (H. R. 1 219) granting a pension to Charles Hendrix; 
A bill H. K 4079) granting a pension to James P. 
ting a pension to James D. k. 

Mr. CULLOM, 9 the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
fred the petitica of David E. Ford, oo praying to be allowed 
a pension, submitted an adverse report th ereon, which was to; 
and the committee was discharged from the further consideration of 
the petition. 

fe also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 

bills, p e them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports 
A bin (at. «* ri A Land; 


; and 


A bill (H. R. 7869 


g bills, submitted adverse 

were 1 to; the bills were postponed i 

A b ee ting a persion to Daniel H. Hos: and 

H. R. 1 934) granti ng a pension to John C. Shacklett. 

ACKSON. em the the Cente on Pensions, to whom was re- 

e petition of Mary Sullivan, praying to be allowed a pension, 

reported adversely thereon; and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. _- 

Mr. CAMDEN; from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse thereon, which 
were to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (H. R. 5215) granting a pension to Orlando Culver; 

A bill (H. R. 1127) granting a pension to Anson B. Sams; 

A bill (H. R. 5941) bor the selief of Martha Lawson; and 

A bill (H. R. 7501) granting a pension to Hector W. Summers. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensi to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill . R. 891) granting a pension to Robert J. Ebberman; and 

A bill (H. R. 3751) granting a pension to Francis Curran. 

Mr. LAPHAM, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. ” 2212) for the relief of John R. Harrington, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6881) for the relief of the trustees 
of the Christian Brothers’ Coll of Saint Louis, Mo., to report it ad- 
versely. The committee have tofore reported adversely against a 
Senate bill of the same character, and the report in that case . 
the present House bill. I ask chat it be placed on the Calendar, as 
there are views of the minority. 

Mr. KENNA. In the same connection I desire to present the views 
of the minority. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be on the Cal- 
endar, and the views of the minority will be received and printed. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7769) to grant a pension to Joseph R. Dodds; 

A bill (H. R. 7026) granting a pension to Jeremiah P. Swatzell; 
A bi 1 im (ir R. 7002) for the relief of Harriet L. Stevens; 

A 
A 
A 


H. R. 6948 a pension to George W. Eagles; 
H. R. 4061) for the iter of William C. H. Bowman; and 
bill (H. R. 1653) granting a pension to John R. Hurlburt. 
Mr. VAN WYCK, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
the following bills, asked to be discharged from their further consider 
ation, and moved their indefinite postponement; which was 3 to: 
A bill (S. 2175) granting a pension to George W. Eagles; and 
A bill (S. 2255) for the relief of Harriet L. Stevens. 
Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. he Mleeker ret and 
of way through Mail street in New York city to the Bleecker 
Fulton Ferry Railroad Company, reported adversely thereon; and 


moved its indefinite postponement; which was agreed to. 
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REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. our Senators and Representatives in Congress be requested to use their influ- 


Mr. MANDERSON.. I am directed by the Committee on Printing | hom 
to report favorably a concurrent apes providing = went omer tg requested to have 
the report of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries year 1885, | Senator 
and I ask for its present consideration. i Adopted by th 3 


i i i . ©. SMITH, 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, J 3 
as follows: Attest: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report L. F. WATSON 
000 Fichories for ) 8 Secretary of the Senate. 


the year 1885 be ted, and that 
there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000 shail be for use of the Sen- 


ate, 6,000 for the House, 1,500 for the use of the Commissioner of Fish and Fish- Concurred in by the house of representatives, 8 16, 1835, 


eries, and 500 for sale by the Public Printer, under such regulations as the Joint NES, Speaker. 
Committee on Printing may 2 a price equal to the additional cost of Attest: 
blication and 10 per cent. thereto reon added, the illustrations to be ob- 7 R. A. D. WILBANKS, 
. mne by the Publio Printer under the direction of the Joint Committee on Clerk Hvuse af Repreagntatives. 
ting. 


Mr. CULLOM. I was about to move that the resolution be referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, but the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. DAWeEs] suggests that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. I have no objection to that reference. > 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, it may not be out of place to say a 
word at this moment. 

I get every day papers from Illinois, Kansas, and Missouri, making 
great complaint against Congress because Congress does not open that 
land to settlement. The opinion of Congress I think is pretty well set- 
tled that that land must ultimately be opened to settlement, but these 
papers represent to the public there that the title of the United States 
to the land at this moment is perfect, and that it differs in no way from 
the title of the United States to any public land. That is misl 
the people, and it is to a great extent the cause of the excitement ani 
a among those people and their disposition to press upon that 


If those papers which publish this declaration to the people and thus 
mislead. them would take the trouble to examine for a moment the 
ment of the House of Representatives, which was to strike out all after | title to that land they would agree with the Attorney-General and the 
the énacting clause and to insert: leading lawyers of the country, West as well as East, that the United 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed | States are not at liberty to open that land to public settlement, for the 
to place on the pension-roll the name of James Bedell, sr.,as dependent father | Indians still retain a title and interest in the land, and that it mever 
‘of Samuel Umstead, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. | was granted tothe United States for the purpose of settlement by home- 

The amendment was concurred in. : stead. That it may not. be wise to do it at an early period is another 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. matter, and about that I think there may be very little question. Ul- 


Mr. HARRISON. I am instructed by the Committee on Territories timately if that land is not needed for the purposes for which the United 


LIEUTENANT RAY’S ALASKA REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 335) to print 2,000 
additional copies of Lieut. P. H. Ray's report of the interna polar 
expedition to Point Barrow, Alaska, to report it favorably and without 
amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the joint 
resolution. : 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES BEDELL, SR. 


Mr. MITCHELL. The bill (S. 2327) for the relief of James Bedell, 
sr., was amended in the other Honse and was referred with the amend- 
ment to the Committee on Pensions, I am instructed by that com- 
mittee to report in favor of concurring in the House amendment, and I 
ask that it be considered at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 


report dment to the legislati ti d judici States obtained what interest they have in it, it ought under proper 
sina arog bill As that bill is being eee sae, I Rie the regulations and with proper outlet to the United States to be opened 


it iati ith- | to settlement; but to call upon the United States now, and to complain 
amendment may be referred to the Committee on Appropriations with: of Z iha eee sink ere, tt N. 


Orbe PRESIDENT protempore. It will be referred without printing, | homesteader is like calling upon them to open your land and mine to 
if there be nd objection, to the Committee on Appropriations. the homesteader. 


Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, reported an amend- | Mr. CULLOM. I should like to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
ment intended to bó proposed to the legislative, executive, and judicial | sette whether there is anything being done looking to a final opening 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- | Of those lands to settlement by the people and the extinguishment of 
priations, and ordered to be printed. | the Indian title? . 

Mr. BAYARD submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. DAWES. There has been a bill reported from the Committee 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the on Indian Affairs, and is now pending in this body, which I should like 

Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. to ask the action of the Senate upon at the earliest possible moment, au- 

Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him | thorizing the President to negotiate for the title of the Indians in that 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the accom- land for the purpose of ultimately opening it to settlement. That bill 
panying pay was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and | Contains a clause requiring people to keep off from that land until they 

i are authorized by law to enter upon it. 
ordered to be printed. 0 o ent j 
INTING OF ‘SCLENTINIC MEMOIRS Mr.CULLOM. I desire simply tosay that I hope the Senator and the 
a eric . z committee over which he presides, as they seem to have tharge of this 
Mr. MILLER, of New York, submitted the following resolutions; | subject, will as early as possible do whatever may be necessary to settle 
which were referred to the Committee on Printing: the question so that the people of the West and everywhere else in this 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That Volume I | count: not misunderstand the true legal si ion i eren 

.. Sintes Dearie ot Agrionitare bog | thea lands. ebe 
ot m ica, en ustra- ~~ 2 2 2 

Aan be rinted acute form, and that 5,000 additional copies be eee, Mr. DAWES. It is difficult to see how the actual existence of that 

which copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,800 copies for the use of | title and the character of it can be more settled than it is now. Com- 


the House, and 1,000 one the use of the Department of Agriculture. - | mittees of this body have two or three times made report to that effect. 


Hi AE 3 7 uty} 
He de L ee the Union e Department of Anrivaitne The Attorney-General of the United States has given an official opinion 


being a monograph of the Sylphidw of North America, be printed, with the | to that effect. Two Presidents of the United States have by proclama- 
pointed. Sf which 1.200 copics shall be for the use of the Senate, 2800 copies for tion declared the title actually as it exists; and the President of the 
the use of the House, and 1,000 copies for the use of the Department of Agricult- | United States has felt compelled to remove those who have unlawfully 


ure. entered upon that land. They have entered upon it, honest people, sup- 
OKLAHOMA LAND TITLES, posing that they did have a right to enter upon it as public land; and 

Mr, CULLOM.. I ask leave at this time to present a preamble and | they have been largely misled by statements like that contained in the 
joint resolution of the Legislature of Illinois. official resolution of the Legislature of Illinois now upon the table, and 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair | by influential leading public journals, West and East, who, failing to 
will receive it. The preamble and resolution will be read. look into the real title, failing to understand why it is that the United 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: States do not open it like other public land, and not giving justice to 
Preamble and joint resolution adopted by the Thirty-fourth General Assem- | the sentiment of Congress that they want to obtain fairly and honestly 
bly of Illinois. the title so that they may open it to public settlement, have led those 


Whereas there is a strife and a bitter feeling that is liable to result in a con- | people into the trouble they find themselves in. 
flict of arms between the Sapo ree and the people in ae of the Indian Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, I have not had the benefit of hearing 
country and having fenced the same into large tracts for grazing purposes on | &ll the statement of the Senator from Massachusetts, but I have heard 
“ we) Mana; aaa e people who are seeking it for settlement and homes on en of it to know the purpose which he has in mind. 

ee Ovens i i wish to remark that, whatever may be said about the Indian title 
88 eee to the United States in 3 e eee, is not a title which as.a title the Indians can ever avail themselves of. 

Be it resolved by the senate (the house of representatives concurring herein), That | It is nota title which the Government of the United States cau not with 


1885. 
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legal and moral peee take away from the Indians. Whatever in- 
terest they have is an interest which can only sum itself up in the ques- 
tion of dollarsandcents. The Indians can not resume possession of the 
land because the Government has failed to locate friendly Indians upon 
it. They can not do anything with the land. They can not sell their 
interest to anybody, and they have no interest unless it was reserved 
in the condition of the treaty of 1866, which provided that the land was 
ceded to the United States for the purpose of locating friendly Indians 
or freedmen upon it. The land is remote from the location of the In- 
dians who are claiming a residuary interest in it. They have no purpose 
in connection with it except to make use of whatever remains of that 
interest for the purpose of getting some more money out of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. 

That being the case, I hold that Co may not only legally, mor- 
ally, and Rroperly remove that condition and open the to settle- 
ment, but it seems to me manifest that it is incumbent upon Congress 


to so act. In other words, we can not sit here allowing the condition 


of things now existing, and which is going to be aggravated by time, to 
go on simply because the Indians will not (if they fail to do so) agree 
with us as to the condition on which they will relinquish the interest 
that they have in the lands. 

It is within the legal power of Congress, asI believe. As I said, that 

wer may properly be exercised to say what shall be done with the 

and then to say to the Indians, We shall submit the question, 
as to how much damage by reason of our taking the land, this condition 
to the contrary notwithstanding, to the Congress of the United. States 
itself, or to one of the courts of the United States, for the of de- 
termining what that interest is worth and how much the have 
been damaged by reason of Congress having acted contrary to a condi- 
tion named in the treaty.” ` 

I do not care to enter extensively upon this question, but I want to 

say now, I hope once for all, that that is what I think is not only the 
legal t, 8 power of Congress, but is also the bounden duty 
of to do. 

Mr. DAWES. TheSenator from Kansas will meif I say that 
itis justsuch remarks as those he has made which have brought trouble 
on the people who have gone down there. While it may be true that 
the title is so fixed between the United States and these Indians that 
the Indians themselves can not use this land for any purposes of their 
own, it is equally true that the United States can not use it for any 
other purpose but the one purpose for which they acquired an interest 
in it. So while the Indian has put his title in such a condition that 
the land can be used only for one pi „the United States have put 
themselves in isely the same condition, and it is only by a release 
by the one to the other of the remaining interest in the land that either 
of them can appropriate it to its own use. 

The idea that the United States can seize it and extinguish the title 
of the Indian in it and then pay him damages is a statement which, as 
between individuals in a court of law, would not be tolerated for a sin- 

le moment. That a trustee for a special purpose can seize what he 

lds in trust and appropriate it to any other purpose, and let the cestui 
que trust get what he can in damages, would be new in a court of jus- 
tice. The United States may have power to do it; the United States 
as between them and the Creek Indians are all powerful; but let them 
put themselves on an equality in the courts of the United States, and I 
venture to say that the doctrine announced here that either could ex- 
tinguish by force or by the judgment of a court the title which the 
other holds to this land is a doctrine that never could be enforced in a 
court of justice asit never has been yet. It is a proper subject of ne- 
gotiation, and I have no doubt that the Indians will listen to negotia- 
tion if it comes in the terms and in the spirit of fairness and justice; 
and that is the way to reach it. : 

Sir, there is more in this question than Oklahoma. Oklahoma is but 
1,200,000 acres of land, situated in the center ofa large Territory. There 
is a large territory of 6,000,000 acres between it and any of the States 
and Territories of this Union that would shut it off from all connection. 
That ought to go with it, and it is in some sense held by the United 
States by the same trust title, and it should be a part of the negotiation 
to open that vast country to homesteaders. When the people of Kansas 
and of Illinois and the western country generally understand that the 
United States are actuated by a purpose to procure and open to honest 
settlers that country upon fair terms, they will await the result; but 
when they are told that the United States can take it and appropriate 
it and are only kept back by cattle-men who are using it for their own 
purposes, they are misled and great wrong is done to them. 

Sir, if the Senate will consent I will ask them to consider the bill 
which I reported to authorize the President to negotiate for the land 
and the second section of which will keep it open for the honest and 
earnest builders of homes who desire to enter upon the public land ac- 

` cording to law and to appropriate it, as the United States generously 
promised them that they might, under the forms of law, to their own 


use. . 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I only desire to say that this discus- 
sion has shown to my mind very clearly that the islature of the 
State of Illinois and the people of the West generally, if they mistake 
the legal situation of this land, are justified in the mistake, because it 


is evident that the Senate does not agree u 


the question of whether 
this land is in that sort of condition that 


people can go upon it or 


not. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No person in the Senate has ever 
doubted the legal status of it. 

Mr. DAWES. Tue Senator from Kansas stated it openly here a few 


days ago. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is no dispute about the legal 
status of the land. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that the bill of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts will be called up and passed at the earliest possible moment, so 
that the people of this country will not remain in this sort of doubtful 
situation as to what their rights are in reference to lands that ought to 
be open to the public. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate for five min- 


utes to put the bill on its 3 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ilinois yield? 
Mr. CULLOM. Ves, sir. ‘ 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. P the motion that this reso- 
lution of the State of Illinois be referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, the Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent 

Mr. SHERMAN.. Will the bill lead to debate? 

Mr. DAWES. If it leads to debate, I shall withdraw the request; 
but I do not think it will. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the order of business? 

Mr. DAWES. I will give the number in a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the bill passed, but let it be 
passed in the regular time. ; = 

Mr. DAWES. The regular time will never come. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order on this re- 
quest. The Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous consent that 
Order of Business 1272, being the bill (S. 2648) to enable the President 
to negotiate for the purchase of portions of certain Indian reservations, 
be now considered, Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It proposes to direct the President toascertain without unnecessary 
delay, by communication with the authorities of the Creek, Seminole, 
and Cherokee Nations of Indians, in the Indian Territory, w what 
terms those nations will relinquish and convey to the United States all 
their right, title, and interest in and to all that country described in 
article 3 of the treaty made between the United States and the Creek 
Nation on June 14, 1866, as the west half of their entire domain,“ 
and the lands described in article 3 of the Seminole treaty of March 
21, 1866, and so much of the lands described in article 16 of the treaty 
made between the United States and the Cherokee Nation on July 19, 
1866, as has not been already purchased by the United States from the 
Cherokee Nation for the purpose of settling friendly Indians thereon, 
as proyided for in the treaty, and to submit the result thereof to Con- 
gress at its next regular session. 

The second section provides that every person who, without authority 
of law, enters and shall be found upon the lands described in the first 
section, with intent to occupy any such lands or reservation, or any 
part thereof, shall, for the first offense, u conviction, pay a fine of 
not more than $500, or be imprisoned at labor for not more than 
one year, or both, in the discretion of the court, and for every subse- 
quent offense shall, upon conviction, pay a fine of not more than $1,000 
and be imprisoned at hard labor for not more than two years; and the 
wagons, teams, and outfit of such person or persons so offi are to 
be seized and delivered to the proper United States officer, and be pro- 
ceeded against by libel in the per court, and forfeited, one-half to 
the informer and the other half to the United States. 

5 D. IL should like to hear the latter part of the first sec- 
tion ~ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part referred to will be read. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill say that the last section is a copy of the Re- 
vised Statutes. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading requested by the Senator 
from Arkansas will take place. 

The Chief Clerk read the first section of the bill. 

Mr. GARLAND. I move to insert at the end of the first section: 


With such suggestions and recommendations as he may see proper to make. 


Mr. DAWES. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Arkansas, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 22, section 1, it is proposed 
to add: With such suggestions and recommendations as he may see 
proper to make. 


The amendment was to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the motion to refer the resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Illinois to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Mr. CULLOM. I Su the Senator will now be content with a 
reference of that resolution to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not care where it is referred now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the resolution be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was in error. The Chair 
understood the Senator from Illinois to suggest a change of reference. 
Mr. CULLOM. I did suggest a change, but it was with relation to 
the bill we have just 
The PRESIDENT 
resolution will be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


THE HENNEPIN CANAL. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to by consent another resolution 
of the Legislature of the State of Illi which I ask to have read, and 
referred to the Committee on 


e ete The paper which the Senator sends 
to the Chair seems to be a telegram. 

Mr.CULLOM. It is a telegram from the secretary of state of Illinois. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks leave 
to present at this time a tel the nature of which he has stated. 
If there be no objection, it be received and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Several SENATORS. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT It will be read. 

The paper was and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as 


follows: 
SPRINGFIELD, ILL., February 20, 1885. 
ToS. M. COIL oN Senate : 
The Legislature has passed the following joint resolution: 
„ ennepin Canal is now pending in 
Resolved by the Senate (the House concurring herein), 7 
of the State of Illinois again expresses its approval of this measure 
TTT efforts to secure 


success, 
the of 
rr 
HENRY D. DEMENT, Secretary State. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House concurred in the amendments ot 
the Senate to the following bills and joint resolution: 

A bill (H. R. 40350 for the relief of Melissa G. Polar; 

A bill (H. R. 4088) to incorporate the Luther Statue Association to 
erect and maintain a monument or statue in memory of Martin Luther 
i Joint resolution (H. Rex. 288) authorizing ting of 
Joint resolution (H. au the prin of 2,500 
2 of the annual report of the health officer of the Distriet ot 

um 
The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
23 to e aad Ar ots act to increase the water supply of 
ty o i other purposes. 
further, returned 


The to the Senate the bill (S. 229) to au- 
thorize the of the Treasury to erect a public buildi in the 
city of Key West, with the amendments of the House of Repre- 
sentatives thereto. 

The message also announced that the House had a bill (H. 
R. 8239) making tions ſor the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1 


and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. his 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The m e further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
ap pill 08. 0 for the relief f Joseph M 

i r the relief of Jose . Cumming, Hamilton J. 
Miller, and William McRoberts; 

A bill (S. 194) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey 
Jand in Providence, R. I., for highway Japos; 

A bill (8. a granting a on to Lockhart; 

ting a pension of $50 per month, to be paid out of 
widow of Gustavus H. Stott, 
late a rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and for forty-six years in 


active service; 

A bill 8 1117) for the erection of a public building at Macon, Ga. ; 
granting a pension to Hugh O’ Neil; 
the relief of Sydney L. Skaggs; 


to enlarge the United States enstom-house at Rich- 


granting a pension to Newton J. Burris; 

granting a pension to Leonora A. den; 
granting an increase of pension to L. Dutton; 
granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 


(S. 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt; 

(8. 1915) to remove the political disabilities of James D. 
— of SORE, incurred under the fourteenth amendment of the 
Consti 2 


vo tempore. If there be no present objection, the | Stark 


A bill (S. 2272) granting a pension to Andrew Franklin, alias An- 
drew McKee; : 
A bill (8. op pana pension to Anna Ginn; 

A bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to David T. Hoover; 
A bill (S. 2570) granting an inerease of pension to Samuel M. Thomp- 


son 

A bill e 2587) granting a pension to Wiliam E E Gilley; 
A bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to Patric ong; ° 
A bill (S. 2623) to remove the political disabilities of ‘Alexander W. 


2 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the erection of a public building at Keokuk, 
Towa; 

A bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of for- 
eigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in the 
United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia; and 

A bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
Texas Pacific Railroad Company, and for other purposes. 


GEORGE E. SPENCER. 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed on 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I should like to have the resolution acted 
on immediately. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that this resolution be now considered. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. a : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and it will be 
placed on the Calendar. i 


DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALLISON.. I offer the following resolution, which relates to 
the business of the Senate: 


FFF The ꝗ m on such motion shall 
be determined without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this order? 

Mr. HOAR. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
until to-morrow. 


Objection is made, and it goes over 


LIBRARIAN’S REPORT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I present the annual report of the Librarian of 
Congress; and in connection with it submit from the Committee on the 
Library a resolution of which I ask the present consideration. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resol That the annual report of the Librarian of Con, be printed, and 
that 300 additional copies, with covers, be printed for distribution by the Libra- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request for additional copies 
uires a reference to the Committee on Printing. 
. SHERMAN. It falls 1 below the limit fixed by law. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate now 
proceed to the consideration of private on bills on the Calendar 
in the following order: Senate bills; next, House bills, as they 
ee anys upon the Calendar; and that no Senator speak more than 
once not exceeding five minutes on any bill and the amendments 
proposed thereto; also, that no bill reported adversely shall be taken 
up except on call of a Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 
13 pension bills on the Calendar, beginning and going through with 

te bills favorably reported, and that the bills adversely be 
not taken up except on the call of a Senator, and that five minutes 
debate be allowed to each Senator on any bill 

Mr. HOAR. Thesentencé the Chair just uttered was not heard here. 
The Chair made some exception. 


and that 
Senator 


five minutes’ be — to each Senator, and that 
speak only once. Is there objection? A 
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Mr. INGALLS. I ask unanimous consent to make a response to the 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
a consent to be heard on this question. The Chair hears no objec- 

ion. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— 
3 PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

r. 

Mr. HILL. I rose to offer a resolution before that order was closed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of resolutions is not yet 
closed. The Senator from Pennsylvania is asking unanimous consent; 
the Chair has stated what he asks. The Senator from Kansas now has 
leave by unanimous consent to speak upon that question, after which 
the Chair will recognize the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. INGALLS. How many of these bills are there? Will the chair- 
man of the committee advise us? ¢ 

Mr. MITCHELL. There are about two hundred bills altogether 
upon the Calendar. 

Mr. INGALLS. Pension bills? : 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. That will consume, with the greatest rapidity that 
can be employed in their consideration, four or five hours. I under- 
stand that to the majority of these bills there is no objection. There 
are other matters of great importance that should be diseussed, and that 
demand the consideration of the Senate. I therefore suggest that this 
evening or some other evening which may be convenient the Senate 
hold a session expressly for the purpose of considering ion bills. 
It appears to me that that will comport better with the dispatch of 
public business, and enable us to devote the time during the day to 
the consideration of measures of equal if not greaterimportance. Iam 
very sure the Senate would be disposed, if the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania, the chairman of the Committee on Pensions, would make the 
request, to agree that a session should be held this evening or to-morrow 
evening for the purpose of considering measures by that com- 
mittee. 

I gave notice yesterday morning that at the conclusion of morning 
business to-day I should ask the consideration of the bill reported yes- 
terday from the Judiciary Committee affecting what is known as the 
Kidwell Meadows claim, lying along the shore of the Potomac, and in- 
volving the consideration of the expenditure of a million or two of dol- 
Jars by the Government; but of course I waive that now until such 
time as the Senate may dispose of the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If I may be permitted 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to reply. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will state that down to this morning there were 
upon the Calendar one hundred and sixty-two pension bills. Of these 
forty-five were reported adversely and one hundred and seventeen favor- 
ably. Among the adverse there are eighteen fifty-dollar cases, 
those cases in which many Senators feel greatly interested, and which 
they have requested should be placed upon the Calendar for considera- 
tion. ‘There are so many of these bills reported adversely now upon 
the Calendar that I feel it my duty on the solicitation of many Senators 
to ask that the Senate consider also the cases adversely reported. Iam 
disposed to think the suggestion of the Senator from Kansas is not a 


practicable one. 
May I ask the Senator whether he is not making 


The Senator from Kansas has the 


Mr, JACKSON. 
a request, not on behalf of the committee, but of Senators? 
Mr. MITCHELL. I do not hear the remark of the Senator from 


Tennessee. 

Mr. JACKSON. I wish to suggest that the Senator is not making 
the request on behalf of the committee to take up the cases adversely 
reported, but that is a personal request of Senators. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In this I am not representing the committee, but 
only a general opinion that has come to me very strongly expressed by 
many Senators who desire to reach those bills. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if 
his request is to have the debate limited to five minutes without ac- 
companying it with the provision of the Anthony rule that one objec- 
tion takes a case from the consideration of the Senate? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; that was the way I put the request. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that I shall resist with all my might any- 
thing which contemplates the establishment of a limitation of debate in 
the te as an overthrow of the entire constitutional field of the Sen- 
ate, as I understand it. That is avoided in the Anthony rule by pro- 
viding that the whole thing goes on by unanimous consent, 
under that rule one objection will remove a case from the consideration 
of the Senate unless the Senate by majority vote take it up free from 
the rule, But I understand the Senator from Pennsylvania now to ask 
the Senate to agree that two hundred cases, some of them involving very 
important principles, shall be considered by the Senate under a rule 
which limits every Senator tospeaking but once and speaking but five 
minutes. To that I must object. 


XVI——130 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the request of 
the Senator from P. lyania. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I will modify the request in the manner 
the Senator from Massachusetts suggests, leaving all bills subject to ob- 
jection as under the Anthony rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the modified 
request of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask one question: Are these bills all private 

on bills? ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL, All private pension bills. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator from Massachusetts think that 
five minutes’ debate by any one Senator is sufficient to throw light on 
a subject of this kind? How can we ever get through with the busi- 
ness of the session if on every private pension bill unlimited debate 
such as the Senator from Massachusetts advocates is thrown in? We 
shall never get anything done. 

Mr. HOAR. The first private pension bill taken up may involve a 
principle which affects the Treasury to the amount of millions and 
millions. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Massachusetts desires to spend the 


k 1 t— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to say 
that debate is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask leave to say one word in reply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent to be heard upon the matter now pending on 
the request of the Senator from Pennsylvania. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. It is my duty to say in reply to the gibe of the Sen- 
ator from Maine that in my judgment it from a very imper- 
fect comprehension of the Constitution of his country and the consti- 
tution of the Senate. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will now state the request 
as modified by the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MITCHELL. - Allow me to state that I make the modification 
because the Senator from Massachusetts objected to the request as I 
made it originally. 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks . 
unanimous consent that the private pension bills on the Calendar, giv- 
ing Senate bills the preference in the order of disposing of them (so that 
they may go to the House as the Chair supposes), be taken up under the 
so-called Anthony rule. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent to be heard. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania will not 
insist upon his motion. We have an order now to go to the Calendar 
of House bills under Rule VIII, and under that rule we can this morn- 
ing dispose of all the House bills preceding the pension bills. Then we 
can go on with these other cases. Now, if the Senator will modify his 
motion so as to include only the Senate pension bills favorably reported, 
and then let all the House bills come under the other order, I am will- 
ing to agree to it. We can in that way dispose of the business in a 
very short time. If the Senator wants simply to act on the Senate bills 
favorably reported, so as to get them to the House, let us act upon 
them now, and then let us commence under the other rule and take up 
all the House cases favorably reported in order. We can do business 
in that way. We can dispose of all these cases without any trouble 
to-day and to-morrow. If we undertake to go on in the other way the 
Senate will find on the arrival of 1 o’clock that they have not passed 
six bills. I hope that the modification of the request will be made in 
the way I have suggested. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Missouri to object to the request as now made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object to it in its present form. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I move that the Senate now proceed to consider 
the bill (S. 544) granting an increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny, 
being Order of Business 65. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion will not be in order 
until the call for resolutions is gone through. That has not been ex- 
hausted. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. HILL] rises to offer a reso-- 
lution, the Chair understands. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If I may be allowed, I should be willing myself 
te consider bills as proposed by the Senator from Missouri; but there 
is a large number of Senate bills that ought to go to the House imme- 
diately or they can not pass that body. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado offers a 
resolution. 

ILLEGAL LAND ENTRIES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. HILL submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secre! of the Interior be directed to farnish to the Sen- 
ate copies of the reports of Special Agent of the Land eee 
Smith, with accompanying vits and papers sent to the Commissioner of 
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the General Land Office in August and September, 1 which affidavits, 
timber-land uaa and jmke . — issuance 


said entries being confined to townships 8, 9,10, II, and 12 north, range l and 
2 east, and 13 


taken by the Comm mer and Secretary of the Interior, as to the cancellation 
of the illegal timber-land entries in the above described townships, and if any 
patents have been issued by the Commi since June — under the act 
of June 3, 1878, for timber lands in the above enumerated to ps, to give the 
date of their issuance, name of entrymen, and description of land. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
go over. 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. INGALLS. I move that a session of the Senate be held to-mor- 
row evening, commencing at 8 o’clock, for the purpose of considering 
p@sion bills upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that motion is not 
in order. He can entertain it by unanimous consent. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask unanimous consent that I be permitted to 
make that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent to move at this time for consideration that the Senate 
hold a sitting to-morrow evening, commencing at 8 0’clock, for the pur- 

of consi pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think I shall object at present. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. Concurrent or 
other resolutions are now in order. If there be no further resolutions 
that order is closed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I now renew the motion that I made a few mo- 
ments ago, that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of 
Business 65, being the bill (S. 544) granting an increase of pension to 
Elijah W. Penny. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. JACKSON. In that case there is an oroe ropt : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in The ques- 
tion is on agreeing the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask for a division on the question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent to say simply a word. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks 


unanimous consent to be heard on this question. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none. 
Mr. HARRISON. This is a case of a soldier who entered the Army 


as a private early in 1861 and served until December 1865. He lostan 
arm above the elbow and was also shot in the spine. He is totally par- 
alyzed on one side, and since this adverse report he has received an in- 
crease of for loss of an arm up to $36. He was reported to be 
entitled to $12 for a wound in his side, and much of the time he requires 
an attendant. So I am sure the case has merit in it and the Senate 
ought to consider it. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask consent to say a word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from ‘Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent to be heard on this question. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JACKSON. The claimant is now pensioned at $36 a month. 
‘That was given by a special act of Congress in 1882, and he has shown 
no increased disability since that date. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to say one word. Since that time Con- 
gress has increased the for the loss of an arm to $30, and you 
are giving but $6 for the other disability. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill the title of which has been stated. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. CALL. My colleague [Mr. JoNES, of Florida] is absent on ac- 

count of illness. He is paired with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 


MANDERSON]. 
‘The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—33. 

Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Sawyer, 

Allison, Edmunds, Mahone, Seweil, 

Blair. Frye, Manderson, Sherman, 

Bowen, Hale. Mitchell. Van Wyck, 

Brown, Harrison, Morgan, Voorhees, 

Cameron of Wis., Hawiey, Morrill, Wilson. 

Chace, Hoar, Palmer, 

Conger, Jones of Nevada, Platt. 

Cullom, Lap! a, Sabin, 


The question is on the motion of the 


NATS—22. 
Bayard, Coke, Harris, Slater, 
Beck. Fair, Jack soi Vance, 
Butler, s Jones,” yi 
Call, Gorman, McPherson, W . 
Camden Groome, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—21. 
Colquitt, 2 pea Milles of Cal Riddleberge 
ny 0 r, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Miller of N. V., illiams, ” 
Farley, Kenna, ndleton, 
George, Lamar, 
Gibson, Logan, Plumb, 
So the motion was to. 


ELIJAH W. PENNY. 
The bill (S. 544) an in- 
. Penny is before the Senate. bill 
postponed, and the vote indefinitely 
ming the bill has been reconsidered; so the question now recurs 
on the motion to indefinitely postpone the bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. 5 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read, if there be 


no objection. 
The read the following report, submitted by Mr. JACKSON 
January 15, 1884: 

The C: ittee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 544, granti 
an increase of 3 Alon to Elijah W. Penny, have considered the —.——— 
u : 

That thes ania El 
and thirtieth Indiana Volunteer t, during the 
honorably disc! „rs pea 1865, being disabled by loss 
ic. 


ise 
— wound in 
on „which was allowed January 2, — 


ſor invalid pe 
sioned at 820 month from December \ 


pa * nepepet vonid ia right sae ana 3 in receipt of said pension of 
month, and for the same disabilities which induced 
relief and to raise his pension to $36in July, 1882 (see Senate Report No. 


ee Congress), The ‘claimant's case havin once 
by Con „and such relief awarded as was ed 


report: 
upper and middle third above the 
entered nch 


ne opposi rtebra, 
three inches from poins of entrance. It struck the rib, but did not 
penetrate the cavity of abdomen, We think him fully rated for 
wound of right side at $12 per month, We are unable to see any increase of 
disability. e find the disabilities as above described to entitle him to a $36 


thus full; 
Rea cry borer tire rated, car 3 recommend that the bill be not passed, 

Mr. HARRISON. I know that many Senators will probably take 
it for granted that the examination of the committee was so thorough 
that they ought not to reverse the action of the committee; but I am 
7... yeaa tara EO E So wa rig 
to me and hear facts will see that there is good reason why this 

should be reversed. 

At the time the special act was passed in 1882 fixing the pension of 
Colonel Penny at $36 a month, the regular pension rate for the loss of 
an arm above the elbow was $24 a month. lonel Penny suffered that 
injury. He lost his arm above the elbow. Since that we have in- 
creased the general pension for the loss of an arm above the elbow to 
$30 a month. There has been a general increase for that disability; 
and no one questions that under the general pension laws for that injury 
he would now be entitled to 530 a month. He is drawing under the 
special act of 1882 $36 a month; but in addition to this loss of an arm 
Colonel Penny received a wound in the side, the ball breaking one of 
his ribs and lodging against the spinal column. The result of that has 


been, as the surgeons ify, almost a total paralysis of the right sid 
leaving him at times in V 
of him is absolutely n 


ecessary. 

Mr. COCKR Let me ask the Senator if the Pension Office has 
any authority under the law to increase the ion for such absolute 
disability which he says is developed, above fse? . 

Mr. HARRISON. For what disability ? 

Mr, COCKRELL. For his disability. ` 

Mr. HARRISON. The Committee on Pensions of the Senate added 
to the $24 a month which he would have been entitled to for the loss of 
his arm when his special bill was passed $12 a month for this wound 
in the back, making his pension $36 a month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is not the point. The point I want to get 
at is whether the Pension Office under existing law can make any in- 
crease of this rate of $36 now allowed because of disability increased 
since its allowance ? 


Mr. HARRISON. I do not suppose they could, as he holds under 


this special act; he takes his pension under a special act which fixes 
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the amount of it. Here is a case where the pension 
allowed of $30 for the loss of arm above the elbow, and to it the 
$12 which the committee of the Senate gave him before for the wound 
in the back, the party would be entitled to $42 a month instead of $36; 
and this bill only proposes to make it $50 in view of the fact that he is 
totally disabled, and for months at a time requires an attendant to take 
care of him. Upon the finding of the committee giving him $12 for 
the wound in the back and the $30 the law gives him for the loss of an 
arm, he would be entitled to $42 a month; and yet the Senator from 
Tennessee is insisting that he shall be kept at $36; in other words, giv- 
ing him only $6 for this injury in the back which the committee have 
found should be compensated at least at the rate of $12. 

This is the case of a most gallant soldier receiving two wounds in the 
service of his country and having served his country faithfully, begin- 
ning as a private in 1861, cath being mustered out with his regiment 
in December, 1865, as its lieutenant-colonel. 

Mr. JACKSON. The Senator from Indiana singles me out because 
I made the report as the one attacking the pension applied for. It was 
the unanimous report of the Committee on Pensions. Now what are 
the facts? This soldier for the loss of the right arm above the elbow 
and for a wound iu the side was ioned finally at $24 per month. 
His pension was increased from time to time until it reached $24 per 
month. He applied for an increase in 1879, and the board of examin- 
ing surgeons said that he was not entitled to any increase above the 
$24. He applied for an increase again in 1880, and the board of examin- 
ing surgeons said again that he was not entitled to any increase; that 
$24 was his proper rate. He came to Congress and asked for special 
relief; and because of the two wounds Congress increased his pension 
in 1882 from $24 to $36 a month, covering all his disability. 

There was not an iota of evidence in the papers before the committee 
that his disability had increased since Congress acted upon his case 
specially in 1882. Since that time he has been examined again in 
March, 1883, by a board of examining surgeons and they say he is 
properly rated at $36, and they decline to give him a further increase. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator from Tennessee will allow me one 
moment, I ask him whether it is not apparent to him under the find- 
ings of the committee when they reported his bill before that under 
the amended law as to pension for the loss of an arm he would be en- 
titled to $42 now ? . 
Nr. JACKSON. Iam coming to that in a moment. The law ot 
1883, passed about the time that he was last examined, raised the pen- 
sion from $24 to $30 for the loss of an arm above the elbow; butitis now 
proposed tó put this man on roll at 850 a month. All the increase 
that he could possibly be entitled to would be $6. Even under the 
claim Ka the Senator from Indiana he would not be entitled to more 

But that is not the question. We are pursuing a course that is in- 
viting every rejected claim from the Pension Office to Congress; we are 
pursuing a course that leads every failure to get an increase in the Pen- 
sion Office to come to Congress; and every rejected case is coming here. 
The records of our committee show that these private pension bills are 
on the increase fearfully. We undertake to override and overrule the 
action of the examining boards of surgeons who rate these disabilities 
and give way to our sympathies and run rough-shod over the action both 
of the committee here and of the Pension Office. 

Why, sir,we reported last session from the Committee on Pensions 
four hundred and fifty cases. We have already reached eight hundred 
at this session. Eight hundred cases that had been rejected in the Pen- 
sion Office have been examined by the Committee on Pensions of this 
body since the 20th of December, 1884; 60 per cent. of them reported 
favorably, overruling the medical examinations of medical even 
on questions as to disease. The result of this course is that we are con- 
verting one committee of this body into a reviewing court for the entire 
pension business. I think there is no excuse in this case for 
this pension, and no pretense for it under the last examination made 
by a board of examining surgeons in 1883. 

Mr. HARRISON. I TTT 
may be had, and that the vote may be upon the ea Wek the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLISON in thi What is 
the request of the Senator? 

Mr. HARRISON. I understood the pending question was the recon- 
sideration of the action taken heretofore. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No; the pending question is on the 
indefinite postponement of the bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask that that may be taken by consent, and that 
we may come to a vote on the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill. 

ea Chais put the question, and declared that the noes appeared to 

val. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to take the yeas 
and nays upon a direct vote upon the bill rather than on the postpone- 

ment. 

Mr. JACKSON. Iam willing for that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was the proposition about to be voted on? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposition which 28 ust been 
voted on is the question of indefinite postponement. Now the Sena - 
tor from Indiana asks unanimous consent that the vote may be taken 


directly on the of the bill. 
Mr. COCK L. Lobject to that. I believe an amendment is in 
order now. 


Mr. HARRISON. I should think not. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not while the motion to indefinitely 


postpone is 

Mr. HAR I hope the Senator from Missouri will let this 
matter stand, as the Chair has announced that the noes have it on the 
motion to postpone. Then he can propose his amendment, and then 
we can take a vote directly on the bill. There is no use in having two 
roll-calls. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let us hear the amendment read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question again 
on the motion to indefinitely pongono the bill. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now, I should like to hear the bill read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be again read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand the amount allowed by the bill is 
$50 a month? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is now before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment, and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the word ‘‘fifty,’’ in line 7, 
and insert ‘‘ forty-two; so as to read: 


At the rate of $42 per month, 


Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. HARRISON. I will not object to that amendment. It puts it 
exactly where the committee put it before, and gives him only the 
benefit of the increase in the law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from Missouri [Mr Mr. COCKRELL]. 
he amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

Mr. SLATER. Provided there were no question in relation to the 
propriety of putting this man’s pension at $2, there is great impro- , 
priety in doing it by act of „ We have no means ordinarily 
of giving a man a P r rate of pension, and it is improper in every: 
sense of the term ingress to undertake to do this work for which 
we have all the machinery in the Pension Bureau. This man has al- 
ready been rated since the passage of the law of 1883, and the board! 
say that they have already rated him at all that he should have. We 
are setting a precedent that will return to trouble Congress from session 
to session, and we ought not toenter upon such a system of legislation. 
We have bills year after year of this eharacter, and they will multiply; 
they are multiplying. Four years ago it was seldom that a came 
to Congress asking for a rerating of pension. Now they are a very 
large tage of the bills that reach here. We ought not to pass 
any bills of the kind. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
Mr. JACKSON. On the passage of the bill I ask for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the roll is called may I inquire whether the 
case is unanimously by the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Committee on Pensions reported $36. On the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri there has been an amendment 
adopted increasing the ion to $42. The question is on $42. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I my friend’s arden. The bill proposed 850. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Pensions reported adversely 
to any increase at all. 

Mr. HARRISON. He has $36 now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I then moved to strike out fifty ’’ and insert 
“' thirty-six ™” in the original bill. 

Mr. HARRISON. No, forty-two. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘“‘ Forty-two’’ I mean. That was agreed to, but 
the bill still stands upon the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. At $42? 

Mr. COCKRELL. At $42. 

Mr. BLAIR. It stands at $42 upon a vote of the Senate adopting an 
amendment. That is the way the bill now 

Mr. COCKRELL. In lieu of $50. 

Mr. BLAIR. In lieu of $50, certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It stands now before the Senate upon the action 
of the Senate out „ fifty“ and inserting *‘ forty-two.” 

Mr. BLAIR. The question is whether the Senate will reverse itself. 

Mr. BUTLER. I inquire of the Senator from Missouri what theac- 
tion of the committee was upon the allowance of $42. Was it favor- 
able or adverse ? 
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Mr. COCKRELL. I e—not being a member of the commit- 
tee I can not speak for it—that that proposition was not considered. 

Mr. CULLOM. It was not. j 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill was reportèd adversely against any in- 
crease, and postponed indefinitely. Then there was a motion to recon- 
sider, and that prevailed as a matter of course, as is usual in such cases; 
2 eatin has not been considered by the committee at the sum of 

at all. 

1 The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of the 
bill, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 28, nays 
25; as follows: 


YEAS—238, 
Aldrich, Dolph, MeMillan, Sabin, 
Allison, Frye, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Biair, Gorman, Mitchell, Sewall, 
Brown, Hale, Morrill, Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Palmer, Van Wyck, 
Chace, Hawley, Platt, Voorhees, 
Conger, Lapham, Riddleberger, Wilson. 
NAYS—25, 
Bayard, Colquitt, Jackson Slater. 
Beck, air, Jonas, Vance, 
Butler, 5 Maxey, Vest, 
all, Gibson, Moi s Walker. 
Camden, Groome, Pendleton, 
Uockrell, Hampton, Pugh, 
Coke, s, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—23. 
Bowen, George, Kenna, Millerof N. V., 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Lamar, ike, 
Cullom; Hoar, 3 Plumb, 
Dawes, Ingalls, McPherson, — 
Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Mahone, Williams, 
Farley, Jonesof Nevada, Manderson, 
So the bill was 


Chair understands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The preamble will be read. 

The Secretary read the preamble. 

Mr. HARRISON. I hope the Senate will just disagree to the pre- 
amble. There is no oceasion for it. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
preamble. 

The preamble was rejected. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8239) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- and that is to go 


tions. 
MINA M. GWYNN. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the 
consideration of Order of Business 452, being the bill (S. 1360) giving 
a pension to Mina M. Gwynn, of Kansas City, Mo. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As these bills are being taken up, I ask unani- 
mous consent of the Senate, because this is perhaps the only day that 
can be devoted to pensions, that after this bill is disposed of the pen- 
sion bills be taken up, both Senate and House bills, in their order on 
the Calendar, those that have been reported favorably, and that after 
they are acted on all other pension bills which have been reported ad- 
versely may then come up on the motion of any Senator. 

Mr. MITCHELL. On the call of any Senator in their order? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Whether in their order or not. Let any Senator 
then move to take up any pension bill he chooses, but let us get through 
first with the unobjected cases. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that bills reported 
adversely be taken up on call in their order. There are some cases 
apparently reported adversely that are really favorable reports. They 
are merely reported adversely for the larger sum proposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We had better first dispose of the bills favorably 
reported, so that we need not be here all the time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to say a word 
before the | SRR is acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to say a word before the question is put. 

Mr. BLAIR. We have got started. The great thing in the pension 
business is to get started; and if we keep right on just as we have 
started, taking up the cases as we come to them, whether adversely or 
favorably reported, we shall get through the Calendar and 2 
will be off the Calendar by 50’clock. Now we are wasting a great 
of time in discussing how we shall do it. Most of these adversely re- 
ported cases will be settled on a single debate. There are not more than 
three or four different sorts of cases, and the disposition of any one will 
be a precedent that will control the others. If we k ight on we 
shall be through by 5 o’clock with the whole pension and 
probably before that hour. r } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks unan~ 


| mittee on Pensions. 


imous consent that after the present bill is disposed of the Calendar of 
ion cases shall be taken up, and those reported favorably shall be 
considered and then adverse reports shall be considered as sug- 

by Senators. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object. 

Mr. JACKSON. I object to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The question is 
on the motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1360) giving a pension to Mina M. Gwynn, of 
Kansas City, Mo. . 

Mr. JACKSON called for the yeas aud nays, and they were ordered. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know why the Senator passes 
over Order of Business 406? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I object. 4 

Mr. BLAIR. I can state in regard to that that the man is dead. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 24, nays 
29; as follows: k 


YEAS—24. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Allison, Frye, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, Hale, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chace, Hawley, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Hoar, Palmer, Voor! 

NAYS—29. 
Bayard, Colquitt, Harris, Slater 
Beck, Fair, Jackson, Vance, 
Brown, Garland, Jonas, Vest, 
Butler, George, MePherson, Walker, 
Call, Gibson, ey, Wilson. 

7 oo Soe 
roome, Pug! 
Coke, Hampton, Saulsbury, 
ABSENT—23. 

Bowen, Hill 1 n, Platt, 
Cameron of Pa., J M; ne, Plumb, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Manderson, Ransom, 
Dolph, Kenna, Miller of N. V., Riddleberger, 
Edmunds, Lamar, Morgan, Wiliams. 
Farley, Lapham, Pike, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 
PENSION BILLS. 


| j 
| Mr. MITCHELL. I now ask unanimous consent that the Senate 


proceed to the consideration of bills reported favorably from the Com- 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 
right on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order. 

Mr. INGALLS. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I do not rise to debate. 

Mr. SHERMAN: What is the regular order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next case on the Calendar. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I rise to make a suggestion to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to hearing the Sen- 
ator from Indiana? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Among the several suggestions made this morn- 
ing as to the best mode of considering this important branch of public 
business now on our Calendar, I think the Senator from Kansas made 
a most valuable one; and if it would be in order I would make a mo- 
tion to set aside some evening when we can take up the entire Calen- 
dar of pension business, bills reported favorably and unfavorably, and 
dispose of them, without breaking into a session so precious and impor- 
tant as the day’s session is now. Am I in order in making such a mo- 
tion, Mr. President? If I am, I will make the motion that the Sen- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not in order without 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I ask leave of the Senate to make the motion in 
order to test the sense of the Senate that the Senate shall meet to-mor- 
row evening at some hour that is agreeable, say 8 o’clock, and proceed 

to the consideration of pension business alone, and in that way clear 
the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to the suggestion as totally impracticable. 


There is only one way to do this business, 


> 


A single objection would prevent the of any bill whatever. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is called for. The 

= r m lay before the Senate the order, which is Senate bill 
0. . 


Mr. COCKRELL. I beg the Chair’s pardon. There is a rule which 
ad PN ATO DA il ee rate a RON DE wore yo House cases, as I 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that that rule 
applies to the morning hour, which has already expired. The regular 
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order is the bill (S. 15) to provide for the further protection of citizens | endar. The very next case, the one which we were in process of taking 


of the United States and others against the violation of certain rights 
secured to them by the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I submit a motion that is in order. I move that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the first bill reported 
from the Committee on Pensions favorably. I do not know what it is, 
but as soon as the Chair announces it I will insert it in my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, That motion is in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. We voted that down. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The first pension bill favorably reported is Order 
of Business 1167, the bill (S. 1877) granting an increase of pension to 
John Hall. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the — proceed to the consideration of the bill Which will be an- 
nounced, 

The Cuter CLERK. Order of Business 406, being the bill (S. 772) 
granting a pension to Erastus W. Babson. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will suggest that the man is dead and has been dead 
six or eight months. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let us take up the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Ohio moves to take up the bill, and 
I will say in regard to it that the committee are waiting for some evi- 
dence so as to substitute the name of the widow of the man who is 
dead, and the evidence is not here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate is not inorder. The Senator 
from Ohio moves to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, There is a mistake in regard to that. That bill 
has been reported adversely. 

1 MAN. Then I move to take up the first bill reported fa- 
vorably. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the Chief Olerk report the first bill reported 
favorably from the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will allow that to be done. 
Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Order of Business 1167, I think, is the first bill 
of that kind. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Is that the first favorably reported bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first bill on the Calendar favor- 
9 from the Committee on Pensions will be announced. 

e CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 1136; a bill (S. 1633) grant- 
* pension to James Bond. 
. BLAIR. Is not that reported adversely? 

Mr. CULLOM. 
sage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES BOND. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1633) granting a pension to James Bond. It p to place 
on the pension-roll the name of James Bond, who was a private in Com- 
pany B, Fifty-second Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the late 
war of the rebellion, the pension to date from November 14, 1864. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill is debatable, and I wish now to debate 
it just to the extent of saying a few words. It seems to me we are 
wasting the time that is now due and set aside for these pension bills. 
I do not care in what order they are taken up. The objection I have 
to the proposition made by the Senator from Kansas is that if we at- 
tempt to hold a night session, unless it is a prolonged session running 
into the night, we shall be here without a quorum, and a single objec- 
tion will prevent the passage of any bill. Now, I want to utilize the 
few rapidly-passing moments of the session in favor of the pénsion bills. 
I to the chairman of the Committee on Pensions that the better 
way would be to move to take up the bills favorably reported in their 
order as they stand, and we shall soon get through with those; and 
then, as we are all more or less interested in contested cases, the bills 
adversely reported can be taken up on the motion of any Senator who 
desires to call up any particular bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL, That arrangement would be agreeable to me. 

Mr. BLAIR, That arrangement would result in what the Senator 
from Ohio does not want to accomplish. There are a great many of 
these bills reported adversely which under his suggestion would fail to 
be considered at all. The committee is known to be very closely di- 
vided upon nearly all the bills which occasion serious controversy and 
they come here reported adversely. Such bills as the Senator from 
Rhode Island is interested in, the Senator from Vermont, the Senator 
from California, and the Senator from New Jersey, would all be ex- 
eluded by the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio. If he is not now 
he has been interested in hills which by his own suggestion would fail 
of consideration, 

If the Senate had proceeded as it was proceeding, in fifteen minutes 
it could have disposed of all these preliminary cases, which really do 
not require much consideration. As to the bill which occasioned the 
discussion in the first place there is no other case like that on the Cal- 


No; there are views of the minority against the pas- 


up, was one reported adversely by the same Senator, and it was reported 

t; nobody would contest it. The report shows that. There is no 
evidence upon which the bill could be passed. - As soon as it could 
have been considered it would have been put out of the way and the 
report sustained, Then came the Babson case. The man has dead 
six or eight months, and we have ee, to get testimony by 
virtue of which we could substitute the name of his widow in the same 
case, and the honorable Senator from Ohio steps in and, in utter igno- 
rance of the whole thing, wastes time enough to have passed that and 
twenty other bills like it, as though the Committee on Pensions did 
not know anything about their business at all. 

So many persons undertake to help the Committee on Pensions that 
we waste double the time necessary to dispose of all the business which 
they bring before the Senate. Very soon we should have reached the 
controverted cases which the honorable Senator’s su ion would rule 
out. All know that the committee stands four to five or five to four, 
and, with probably no debate at all, as we debated the whole thing 
over at the last session, we should have wiped all those cases out of the 
way, and they would have been passed or rejected. ‘Then comesagain 
the great mass of bills not objected to, and we ought in an hour’s work 
to of the whole of them. 

As I said before, all the ion bills on the Calendar, contested and 
uncontested, could easily be disposed of by 5 o’clock if the Pension 
Committee were allowed to take charge of its business and go along 
with it as other committees do with theirs. For the first time since 
have been in the Senate, in half a dozen years, I hope the Committee 
on Pensions will have the privilege of doing its business as other com- 
mittees do their business, without being interfered with, and that they 
will be supposed to know something about what they are engaged in 
transacting in the committee-room and about their work on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the distinguished Senator if 
he thinks the Pension Committee has the right to come in here and 
monopolize absolutely and unqualifiedly all the remainder of this ses- 
sion, and if other committees have no rights, if other Senators have no 
rights, if other interests have no me before this body ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I will reply to the honorable Senator that the Pension 
Committee has not occupied one-tenth of the amount of time in this 
bedy that any other committee has that has appreciably the same 
amount of legislation to propose to the Senate, and when it does come 
here with a matter that is contested everybody knows so much about 
its business, everybody has so many objections, everybody so under- 
takes to lead off in the direction of his own particular bill on the Cal- 


| endar of pension bills that he is interested in, that the time is frittered 


away as it has been done every time. When the Pension Committee 
comes in here near the close of the session, having neglected this busi- 
ness, if you please, until these few remaining moments, why can it not 
have this afternoon, which is to be talked away at all events? Why 
not let us have it to do our business in? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I am very much astonished at my 
good friend from New Hampshire insisting upon what has never been 
insisted. upon in this body in the last ten years. He is insisting that 
the cases adversely reported by the Committee on Pensions shall re- 
ceive the same consideration and attention from this body that the 
bills reported favorably receive. That never has been accorded to any 
committee of this body. 

There has been proposition after proposition submitted to proceed to 
the unobjected pension cases, being Senate pension bills, in order that 
they may be passed and may go to the other House for consideration 
there. There has been a proposition that we proceed to the unobjected 
House bills reported favorably so that we may economize the time and 
get them out of the way. But, no; nothing shall be done, says the 
Senator, unless the cases rted adversely are taken up in their order. 
I simply desire to say, in all kindness, that if that order is insisted 
upon, not one-half of the pension cases upon the Calendar will be passed 
by 12 o’clock meridian on the 4th day of March. It will be simply a 
physical impossibility to do it. 

We should proceed in a business way to consider these matters. If 
there are Senate pension bills that have been reported favorably and 
nobody objects to them and there is no controversy about them and 
they ought to be considered by the other House, why not take them up 
and pass them and let them go to the other House? Then, if there 
are numerous bills here which have passed the House and have been 
reported favorably by Senate committees, by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, the Committee on Claims, and other committees, why not 
take them up and let them be disposed of, and then attend to the busi- 
ness to which the Senator refers? The cases reported adversely can 
come up on the motion of the Senator and be disposed of. They are 
not precluded. We shall have simply removed away from them these 
important measures to which no one objects. But if we are compelled 
to consider every adverse report before we have disposed of the unob- 
jeeted the Senator will find at the close of the session that there 


will be many, both favorable and adverse, cases that. will not have been 
considered. 
It seems to me this is such a plain proposition that no one can gain- 
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say it or doubt it. Take up and act upon the Senate bills re- 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


pension 
ported favorably and to which no one objects. You can do it inside of | third third, and passed. 


an hour or half an hour. There are not many such Senate bills. Then 
faka np S5, Pioa gma 0 MI A9 OAA 
dispose of them, and then take u . 

to consider 


this 
as to get it out of the way; ten when ye Bt nt a ee we 
can consider the bills reported ad be- 


this 

Mr. B 
suggestion was the 
vented the desire of the commi' 
sensible thing to do is to take up the unobjected cases and run 
Se a ae in a very short time. It is not a matter 
of any importance w. we take Senate bills first and then the 
House bills, because there are so few Senate bills. Both may be in- 
cluded in the same order and we may go through the Calendar and dis- 
aig a AR AE OE phe eee 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Ask unanimous consent for that. 
Mr. BLAIR. I should be very glad to do that. That is what I 
wanted todo; but somebody outside of the committee objected. Now, 
if somebody outside of the committee will ask to have that course pur- 
sued I have no doubt unanimous consent will be gran 

Mr. L. Tank Guat engo gn n grar wes many fell 
itate the transaction of proper and legitimate business in a decent and 
orderly way. : 

Mr. VOORHEES. What is the proposition now? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I ask that we take up the unobjected pension 


cases and dispose of them. 

Mr. CULLOM. Both House and Senate bills? 

Mr. COCKREL Both House and Senate pension bills. 

Mr. CULLOM. I that will be agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Le ee ae 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator does not mean the unobjected cases. 
ee en favorably. He does not mean to put it in the 
power of a si to prevent the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. COCK AA What Í want is to proceed simply to consider the 
pension bills on the Calendar vorably; any Senator can move 
to take up a bill as a matter of course if anybody objects. 


Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. At any odsotne madeto taking up a case favor- 
ably reported, then let the tor interested in it move to take up and 
consider the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does the Senator from Missouri mean under all the 
provisions of Rule VIII? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 


chair). The Senator from Missouri asks -that unanimous consent be 
given that pension bills favorably on the Calendar be 
taken up in their order and of. Is there objection? The 


Chair hears none, and that is agreed to. The bill w. was under 
consideration when the request was made is before the Senate as in 


Committee of the and to amendment. 
Mr. JACKSON. I should like to hear the read. There are 
views of the minority in that case. It is a case provi for arrears. 


Mr. CULLOM. For the purpose ot facilitating work in this case of 
Bond, I suggest to the Senator Tennessee that so far as I am con- 
con cians providing for arrearag bill to be amended by striking out 
the clause 
Mr. JACKSON. E, ep 
Mr. COCKRELL. is righi 
Mr. BLAIR. C A die Milk to Aa 8 
en PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a bill granting a pension to James 
ma. 
Mr. CULLOM. Let the bill be amended so as to strike out the 


a 
Ir. VOORHEES. Let me call attention to the case at the bottom 
of page 26. 
Mr. CULLOM. Let us dispose of this first. 
Mr. VOORHEES. We shall have to go back to the other case. 
Mr. CULLOM. This case is up on motion. We can go back. 
Mr. COCKRELL. T more to aoaiina taille Tine B. eter the tend 
Hm by striking out the words the 14th day of November, A. D. 
1864,” and inserting ‘‘and after the passage of this act; 80 as to read: 
That the f the Interi and thorized directed 
to e e rT EA of be lied abet tio Janas Bes who 
was a n -second Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
in the war of the rebellio: pension under this act to date from and after 
the passage of this act. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, aud the amendment 
wag concurred in. 


> That is proper, 


ADALBERT STICKNEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5207) granting a pension to Adalbert Stickney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
- | pension-roll the name of Adalbert Stickney, late a private in Com- 
pany G, Eighth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteers. 

Mr. JACKSON. I ask that the views of the minority in that case 
may be read. 

e PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theviewsof the minority will be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me to make a statement, 
the basis of the minority report, as I recollect, is in the fact that there 
was a contradictory statement on the part of the 8 
ner in which he received the wound. That a in the papers. 
have corresponded with the soldier since the claim was passed upon 
the committee, and the claimant states that the agent put that state- 
ment into the papers wrongly, and the claimant afterward found it out 
and tried to get him to take it out; that the agent declined to do so 
without being paid, and he did not have an: ara, e, ey to pay him, and so 
the thing stood. He admits himself that he received the wound not 
strictly in the line of duty, but by accident in some way in the camp. 

Mr. JACKSON. That is referred to in the views of the 
minority, but that is not the t upon which the minority rest their 
objection. This soldier’s ment was furloughed and was absent at 
home. He with a detachment was left in the command of Captain 
King, and he left his camp without leave and went into the city of 
Memphis, got into a riot, a street fight, and was shot with a pistol in 
the knee in that fight. That is the proof in the case. He was not in the 
line of duty. Thatis referred to in the majority report, but the factis 
stated by the captain under whose immediate control he was at the 
time, and who says he was not entitled to a pension, and refused to 
his application for a pension, knowing the fact that he was wounded 
: quarrel in the streets of Memphis when away from camp without 

eave. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator from Tennessee makes a state- 
ment as to the fact stronger than the papers show. It may be true that 
one witness testified that he thinks it was in a street riot; but others 
contradict that statement. He himself writes to me—I received a letter 
within a few days—that he received the wound by an accidental shot 
in the camp, and some of the testimony indicates that he was inside the 
camp or very near to it at the time he was shot. 

I the honor of the report on behalf of the committee. 
eee e, served wi about three weeks, as I recollect, of the 

years, and the testimony all showed that he was a good soldier. 
I T thought an and the minority of the committee wird N in view of the 
statements in reference to the which he got the 

wound, thal. the pension ought not to be allowed. 

Mr. WILSON. While the evidence in this case, according to my 
recollection of it, discloses that a street riot was in at the time 
the wound was received, it does not establish the that the soldier 
a broil going on in 
caro some cause 


report, 
House report has adopted it. The material statement ye Captain Will- 
iams is entirely overlooked in the majority report. He says: 

My recollection is that he received the wound while in town, and not while 
in the line of duty with his company. 

Then Lieutenant Doty, his lieutenant, says: 


to the claim of A. M. Stickney for a pension, I would say that I do 

not think ‘ia ontitled to it as he was not on duty at the time and was out of 

eo t understood at the time that he got the wound ina 

ae aieia have refused several times to sign his petition for a pension on 
account, 


Captain King, who had charge of the soldier, says: 

In reply to — 1 — favor referring to claim of Adalbert M. Stickney, will say I 
have know of the affair, as he received the wound during my 
the comman: Sput I was informed upon my return that he was 

wounded in a street broil, and not while in line of uty. 

Now, it would be going entirely too far to grant a pension in that 
class of cases. 

Mr. WILSON. My recollection of the testimony is that this soldier 
was in the city of Memphis by leave of his officer, and although not 
engaged in any military duty at the time, still under a recent decision 
made by the Assistant of the Interior, if absent from camp 
by leave he was in the line of duty. As I read it in the newspapers, 


the Assistant decided that the m whose case was under 
consideration was in the line of duty at time of the accident; and 
that 8 


ee, officer, he is always on duty. He further - 
that any soldier, whether officer or private, who engages in rec- 
pon joins social gatherings, religious meetings, or innocent amuse- 
ments, and is going to or from them with the assent of his superior 
officer, does not thereby place himself out of the line of duty.“ This 
case I think comes fairly within the rule of that decisicn. 
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Mr, JACKSON. I examined the papom With gient care. Thereare 
two comrades who state that they think he had ion to leave the 
camp, but the officer immediately over him says he left the camp with- 
out permission, and was wounded in the street fight. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, and ordered 
to a third reading. 
3 PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the passage of the 

The Question being put, there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 12; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. SLATER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 31, 


nays 17; as follows: 
YEAS—31. 
Aldrich, Callom, Lapham, Sabin, 
Allison, Dolph, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Frye, Miller of Cal., Sewell, 
Bowen, Harrison, Miller of N. Y., Sherman, 
„ Hawley, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, orrill, Vorhees, 
Chace, Hoar, Palmer, Wilson. 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
NAYS—17. 

Bayard, H on, Pugh, Walker, 
Cockrell, Saulsburæ, Williams. 
Fair. Jackson, Slater, 
George. Jonas, Vance, 
Groome, McPherson, Vest, 

ABSENT—23. 
Beck, Dawes, Ingalls, , Maxey, 
Brown Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Mo 5 
Butler. Farley, Kenna, Pendleton, 
Camden, Garland, Lamar, Pike, 
Cameron of Pa., Gibson, Logan, Platt, 
Coke, Gorman, McMillan, Plumb, 
Colquitt, Hale, Mahone, Ransom. 

So the bill was passed. 
JOHN HALL. 


The bill (S. 1877) granting an increase of pension to John Hall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of John Hall, late a private in Company B, Tenth 
United States Infantry, Mexican war, at the rate of $30 per month, in 
lieu of the $8 per month heretofore allowed him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF BYRAM PITNEY. 


The bill (S. 1739) granting a pension to the widow and children of 
late Byram Pitney was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the ion-roll the names of the widow and 
kideen of Byram Pitney, late of Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. MARY J. STOTTS. 


The bill (H. R. 5069) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Stotts was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
eee the name of Mrs. Mary J. Stotts, widow of Green C. Stotts, 

captain of Company D, Seventy-sixth Missouri Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS J. BLAIR. 


The bill (H. R. 7500) to restore the name of Lewis J. Blair to the 
pension-roll, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to reinstate on the pension-roll the name of Lewis J. Blair, late 
lieutenant-colonel of the Eighty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. JULIA HARTLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Hartley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pono a the name of Mrs. Julia Hartley, widow of Capt. John Hart- 

y, late of the Twenty-second United States Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third.time, and passed. 

HARRIET A. B. CORTS. 

The bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to Harriet A. B. Corts was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Harriet A. B. Corts, widow of George 
P. Corts, late an assistant adjutant-general of volunteers, and topay 
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of the pension now 
received by her. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADOLPH WEACH. 


The bill (H. R. 2282) granting a pension to Adolph Weach was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion-roll the name of Adolph Weach, late of Company I, Eleventh Regi- 
ment Michigan Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERICK NELSON AND OTHERS. 


The bill (H. R. 1711) granting pensions to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, 
and Henry C. Sanders was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the names of Frederick Nelson, 
T. Caine, and Henry C. Sanders, of Wyoming Territory, late employés 
of the Quartermaster’s Department of the United States „ Who 
were severely wounded and disabled for life while co with 
Major Thornburgh’s ition, in the engagement with the Ute In- 
dians, September 29, 1879. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ADELINE k. CHADBOURNE. 


The bill (H. R. 7673) granting a pension to Mrs. Adeline E. Chad- 
bourne was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place the name of Mrs. Adeline E. Chadbourne, an Army nurse, on the 
pension-roll at the rate of $25 per month. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LYDIA WETHERBEE. 

The bill (H. R. 7724) granting a pension te Lydia Wetherbee was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lydia Wetherbee, dependent mother of George 
L. Wetherbee, deceased, formerly a private in Company B, Fourteenth 

iment New Hampshire Volunteers. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FREDERIC S. RICH. 


The bill (H. R. 5969) increasing the pension of Frederic S. Rich was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro; to increase the 
pension now allowed to Frederic S. Rich, late a private in Com H, 
Eighth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, from $8 per to 
$24 per month. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES BRADFORD. 


The bill (H. R. 3701) granting a pension to James Bradford was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
on-roll the name of James Bradford, late a volunteer in the United 
tes Navy. ‘ 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 8033) granting an increase of ion to George W. 
Clark was considered as in . of the Whole. It to 
increase the pension of George W. Clark, late a private in y E, 
Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, to $50 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without aniendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ‘ 

HOLDEN COOK. 


The bill (H. R. 7707) to pension Holden Cook was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the ion-roll the 
name of Holden Cook, late a private in Company A, Thirty-first United 
States Infantry. . ‘ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

POLLY YOUNG. 

The bill (S. 2443) granting an increase of pension to Polly Young 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Polly Young, widow of Jesse Young, late 
a soldier in the war of 1812, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. f’ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RACHEL SMITH. 

The bill (H. R. 5813) granting a pension to Rachel Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Rachel Smith, dependent mother of Andrew, 
M. Smith, late a private in Company E, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. “ 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAVID T. DUDLEY. 


The bill (H. R, 6965) granting a pension to David T. Dudley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of David T. Dudley, late a private in Company 
C, Fourth Regiment Michigan Volunteers. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
FREDERICK P. DEARTH. 

The bill (H. R. 7315) granting a ion to Frederick P. Dearth was 
considered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Frederick P. Dearth, d. dent father of Ed- 
win P. Dearth, late of the Fifty-second Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA ANGELL. 

The bill (H. R. 2138) granting a pension to Martha Angell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha Angell, widow of Lient. John C. An- 
gel, late of Company B, Ninth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer In- 

ntry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN k. MANCHESTER. 

The bill 2 1113) granting a pension to Ann E. Manchester was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ann E. Manchester, widow of Abel W. Man- 
chester, deceased, who was a sergeant of Company H, Seventh United 
States Infantry. 

The bill was reported. to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN LOWE. 

The bill (S. 2302) one: a pension to John Lowe was considered 

as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 


roll the name of John Lowe, late of Company G, Fifty-third Regiment | 


Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
R. D. LAWRENCE. 

The bill (H. R. 6196) granting a pension to R. D. Lawrence was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of R. D. Lawrence, late a private in Company E, 
First Regiment Michigan Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
athird reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM ROBINSON. 

The bill (H. R. 1502) granting a pension to William Robinson was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of William Robinson, late a scout in the United- 


States Army. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM GIBBONS, 


The bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to William Gibbons was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Gibbons, late of Company F, Nine- 
teenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, 

The-bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT M. M’KINLAY. 


The bill (H. R. 1984) granting a pension to Robert M. McKinlay | 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Robert M. McKinlay, late of Company 
M, Sixth Iowa Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE F. WEST. 


The bill (H. R. 7561) to allow a 2 to George F. West was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that George F. 
West, late a corporal in Company I, Fifth Regiment of Wisconsin In- 
fantry Volunteers, now on the pension-roll at the rate of $24 per month, 
shall hereafter be entitled to receive the same pension asa soldier now 
receives, or that may hereafter beallowed by law, who has lost one arm 
at or above the elbow or one leg at or above the knee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. DENHAM. 


The bill (H. R. 5798) granting a pension to John E. Denham was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, after the words ‘‘ Marine Corps,’’ in line 7, to strike out ‘‘and 
grant him a pension of $8 a month from the passage of this act;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it cnacted, C., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pensiòn-roll, su! to the provisions and 
Limitations of the pension laws, the name of John E. ham, late a sergeant 
of the United States Marine Corps, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time; and passed. 
MARGARET A. RINGWALT. 


The bill (H. R. 4266) granting a pension to Margaret A. Ringwalt 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Margaret A. Ringwalt, sister of Lewis 
Ringwalt, late of Company F, Seventeenth Pennsylvania Cavalry, and 
to pay her the pension allowed by law to the dependent relatives of 
deceased soldiers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM N. MORRIS. 

The bill (S. 2245) granting a pension to William N. Morris was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of William N. Morris, late a privatein Company 
F, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

“ WEALTHY H. SEAVEY. 

The bill (H. R. 6966) granting a pension to Wealthy H. Seavey was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 
pension-roll the name of Wealthy H. Seavey, of Erroll, N. H., as de- 

dent foster-mother of Charles W. Seavey, late a private in Company 
„Seventh Regiment Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANN LUMPHREY. 


| The bill (H. R. 5762) for the relief of Ann Lumphrey was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Ann Lumphrey, widow of Oliver Lumphrey. . 
The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CAROLINE YAN NORTON. 


The bill (H. R. 4189) granting « ion to Caroline Van Norton was 
considered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the 
msion-roll the name of Caroline Van Norton, widow of Jacob Van 
orton, late a private in Company K, One hundred and fifly-first Regi- 
ment New York Infantry Volunteers. 
The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 1 
CHARLES H. PHILLIPS. . 
The bill (H. R. 4837) granting a ion to Charles H. Phillips was 
| considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of Charles H. Phillips, late a teamster in the First Division, 
| Fifteenth Army Corps, to $15 per month, in lien of the present pension. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
| BERNARD DONOHUE. 

The bill (H, R. 6835) granting s poson to Bernard Donohue was 
| considered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the 
, pension-roll the name of Bernard Donohue, late artificer of Company 
K, First New York Volunteer Engineers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM E. AYERS. 

The bill (H. R. 7773) granting a pension to William E. Ayers was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of William E. Ayers, late of Company E, Twenty-fourth New 

York Cavalry Volunteers, on the pension- roll, under the rules and regu- 

lations of the Pension Office. + 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA M. BYERS. 

The bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pension to Eliza M. Byers was con- 

si as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Eliza M. Byers, widow of Dr. William J. 


vers, and to pay her the pension of the widow of a surgeon of volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM WEDDINGFIELD. 

The bill (H. R. 732) granting a pension to William Weddingtield 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro’ to place on 
the pension-roll the name of William Weddingfield, Jate a private in 
Company E, First Regiment Potomac Home Brigade Cavalry, Mary- 
land Volunteers. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MARY GORDON. 
The bill (S. 2437) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon was con- 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2073 


— 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
ion-roll the name of Mrs. Mary Gordon, mother of Samuel F. Gordon, 
late a private in Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELENOR STOUGH. 

The bill (H. R. 1164) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Elenor 
Stough was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to 
restore to the pension-roll the name of Elenor Stough, widow of George 
W. Stough, late major of the Eighty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 

The bill (S. 1960) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar was con- | 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, after the words at the rate of,“ in line 9, to strike out 
fifty and insert thirty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, &c., That from and passa; i Secretary 
the Interior be; and he is hereby, 3 an 8 Feed odd on the ven 
sion-roll the name of Mary Howard Farquhar, widow of the late Maj. and Bvt. 
Lieut. Col. Francis U. Farquhar, C of Engineers, United States Army, and 
daughter of the late Maj. Gen. K. S. Williams, United States Volunteers, atthe 
rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension which she now receives. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM R. MILLER. 

The bill (H. R. 3000) for the relief of William R. Miller for pension 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of William R. Miller, late a guide to scouts 
under Maj. James M. Moore, of the Fifteenth Missouri Cavalry. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE HILTON. 
The bill (H. R. 5082) granting a pension to Jane Hilton was consid- | 


read the | 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro; to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jane Hilton, widow of Ellis Hilton, deceased, late 
a private in Company E, Seventy-fourth Illinois Volunteers, and Com- 
pany B, Eleventh Veteran Reserve Corps. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 4 
SEDATE P, MARTIN. 
The bill (S. 2262) granting a pension to Sedate P. Martin was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion-roll, upon the evidence on file in the office of the Commissioner of 
Pensions, the name of Sedate P. Martin, late s pee in Company B, ' 
One hundred and forty-first ent Illinois Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the te without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MERLIN C. HARRIS. 


The bill (H. R. 2136) granting an increase of pension to Merlin C. 
Harris was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
increase the pension of Merlin C. Harris, late captain of Company C, 
Ninety-sixth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, from the amount 
now paid him as sergeant to the amount paid a first lieutenant. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to. 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. OLIVE W. PARKER, 

The bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Mrs. Olive W. Parker 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on | 
the pension-roll the name of Olive W. Parker, widow of: Stephen N. 
Parker, deceased, late of the Ninth Battery Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROBERT J. BALLORT. 

The bill (S. 2268) for the relief of Robert J. Ballort was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Robert J. Ballort, late a private in Company F, Eighth 
Bonmaen Michigan Cavalry. - 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JULIA A. CHAMBERS, 


The bill (H. R. 4317) increasing the pension of Julia A. Chambers 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 9, before the word dollars, tostrike out twenty; 
and insert twelve; so as to make the bill read: | 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and | 


| report is a statement of the 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia A. Chambers, widow of John 
Chambers, late an ordnance-sergeant in the United States Army, who died at 
Fort Monroe, January 30, 1879, and increase the pension paid to her to $12 per 


Mr. BLAIR. I should like to have the report read in that case. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLATR 
February 13, 1885: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 4317, granti 
a pension to Julia Chambers, have examined the same, and recommend- 
ing its with an amendment reducing the amount from $20 to $12. 
Mr. EADE. for the minority, opposta the amendment, and the following House 
of the case: 
[House Report No. 535, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Forty-sixth Casares recommended 
the passage of this bill. We think they were justified in so doing. é 
For the reasons set forth in their report, which is hereto annexed, and which 
we ask shall be made part hereof, we recommend the passage of the bill : 
House Report No. 173, Forty-sixth Congress, third session.] 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom the subject was referred, sub- 
mit the following report: 
Julia A. Chambers is a pensioner at the rate of $8 per month, which she asks 
Congress to increase to $20 per month, A 
“Itap that petitioner is the widow of t John Chambers, 
United States Army, who died in the United States military service at Fort Mon- 
roe, January 30, 1879, after having served in the Army nearly half a century. It 
also appears that she is the daughter of William Johnson, who was in the mili- 
tary service of the United States for a period of thirteen years, and who was dis- 
charged therefrom by reason of wounds contracted in battle with Indians. 
* * Petitioner alleges that she is 60 years of age; that the of her 
life has been spent in the Army with her husband and father. © states that 
she is infirm in addition to the disability ou so of , and that the pension 
now es, 


Berd committee 
should be granted, and they recommend that the bill here- 
with reported do pass.” i 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill passed the House granting a pension of $20., 
It is a woman whose husband served almost fifty years. He was only 
a sergeant but he rendered very meritorious service. She was with him 
during the whole time, and the Army got the benefit of her services 
largely. Her father was in the anny thirteen years. Sheis now old; 
dependent, entirely helpless, and any less amount than $20 is insufficient, 
for her support. It seemed to me at least, and to others of the commit- 


| tee, as it did to the House, that a case like this ought certainly to merit 


the consideration of the Senate when we are day increasing 
pensions of the widows of those of high rank who rendered lifelong and 
distinguished services in h stations. s 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understand the Senator from New Hampshire to 


support the bill as it came from the House. 


Mr. BLAIR. I do; giving a pension of $20 a month. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I think that is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to, because it 
a sa to reduce the amount. 

he amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 

third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS M'GILI.. 

The bill (H. R. 8133) granting a pension to Thomas McGill, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Thomas McGill, late first-class pilot on the steamer 
Sally List. à 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROBERT CARY. 

The bill (H. R. 6011)granting an increase of pension to Robert Casey 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pénsions with an 


amendment, after the word Robert,” in line 6, to strike out Casey 


and insert Cary; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert Cary, late a private in Com- 
pany I, Ninety-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at $45 per month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title of the bill was amended so as to read: An act granting 
ap increase of pension to Robert Cary.“ 


SARAH HAGUE. 


The bill (S. 1836) granting a pension to Sarah Hague was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 


roll the name of Sarah Hague, dependent mother of M. C. Hague, late 
of Company L, Sixth New York Heavy-Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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CORNELIA V. BLACKMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 7571) granting a pension to Cornelia V. Blackman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. doo reads a 
name of Cornelia V. Blackman, widow of Harvey C. Blackman, late a 
Fe in the Eighth Kansas Volunteer Infantry, on the pen- 
sion- x0 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. BALDWIN. 


The bill (H. R. 7313) granting a p n to Charles W. Baldwin was 
considered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charles W. Baldwin, late a private in Com- 
pany C, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MARY C. AXLINE. 


The bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to Mary C. Axline was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary C. Axline, widow of Jacob Axline, late 
a first lieutenant in Captain Hickman Mills’s company of Missouri 
Enrolled Militia. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HELEN M, HARRISON. 
The bill (H. R. 2325) granting a on to Helen M. Harrison was 
considered as in Committee of the e. It proposes to place on the 
-roll the name of Helen M. Harrison, widow of Alexander R. 
late a private in Company F, Tenth Regiment Minnesota Vol- 
unteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JACOB J. MORNINGSTAR. 

The bill (H. R. 3403) for the relief of Jacob J. Morningstar was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the rate 
of pension now paid Jacob J. M late a private in Company 
D, Seventy-sixth ent lrania Volunteers, from $24 per 
month to $30, as provided by the act of March 3, 1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ISAAC R. H. CALDWELL, 

The bill (H. R. 5508) granting a pension to Isaac R. H. Caldwell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to put the name 
of Isaac R. H. Caldwell, late captain of Company G, Thirteenth Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, on the pension-ro 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA MARIA RESSLER. 

The bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Anna Maria Ressler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Anna Maria Ressler, of Reading, Pa., widow 
of Lawrence Ressler, deceased, late a private in Company 64, Second 
Baltimore Veteran Reserve Corps, and of Company D, Seventh Penn- 
sylvania Reserve Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REBECCA KUPP. 


The bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension to Rebecca Kupp was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ion-roll the name of Rebecca Kupp, surviving mother of George 

upp, deceased, late a private in Company B, Fifty-third Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CORDELIA GALE. 

The bill (H. R. 4548) granting a ion to Cordelia Gale was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Cordelia Gale, widow of Ebben G. Gale, deceased, late of Company 
D, Second Regiment Michigan Cavalry, in the war of the rebellion, on 
the pension-roll as a pensioner of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills: 

A Dill (S. 2084) to amend chapter 464 of the acts of ther first session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, entitled ‘‘An act to provide for a public 
building at the city of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana;’’ and 

A bill (S. 2375) to anthorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
Commercial National Bank of Chicago. 

The m also announced that the House had passed the bill (5. 
66) providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians resid- 


ing upon the Umatilla reservation in the State of Oregon, and grantin 
patents therefor, and for other purposes, with amendments; in which 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House insisted on itsamend- 
ment to the bill (S. 1609) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the 
erection of a public building thereon, at Detroit, Mich., agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. STROTHER M. STocKS#aGER 
of Indiana, Mr. JAmes H. Horkrys of Pennsylvania, and Mr. ED- 
WARD Brerrune of Michigan managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 5828) for the relief of Saint Mark’s Protestant Episco- 
pal church in the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 7556) to regulate the manufacture and sale of spirituous 
and malt liquors in the District of Columbia; 
— bill (H. R. 7557) to provide ſor the sale of certain real property in 
of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
Se bill (H. R. 7935) for the reliefof the Church of the Ascension, in 
the District of Columbia; and 
i 9870 (H. R. 8236) relating to sales for taxes in the District of Co- 
umbia. 
The message. further announced that the House had non-concurred 
in the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8030) making an 
appropriation for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the 
Senate on the votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
potete Mr. GEORGE G. DIBRELL of Tennessee, Mr. LEWIS BEACH ae 
New York, and Mr. WILLIAM CULLEN of Illinois the managers at the 
conference on the part of the House. 


SARAH A. SCOTT. 


The bill (H. R. 2670) granting a to Sarah A. Scott was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah A. Scott, widow of John D. Scott, deceased, 
late first lieutenant of Company H, First Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE 8. EDMONDSON. 

The bill (H. R. 6205) granting a pension to Catharine S. Edmond- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Catharine S. Edmondson, de- 
pendent mother of William C. Edmondson, deceased, late a private in 
poles ea I, Eighty-second Regiment Pennsylvania "Infantry Volun- 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM L. SLOAN. 


The bill (H. R. 3681) granting a pension to William L. Sloan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William L. Sloan, late a corporal of Company 

B, Third Regiment Minnesota Volunteers. 

* The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


| ELIZABETH SMITH. 

The bill. (H. R. 7302) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Smith, foster-mother of Albert Sha- 
fer, late a private in Company B, Thirteenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
at the rate of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
| MRS. ANN E. GRIDLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Gyidley 
was consid as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the words ‘‘sum of, tostrike out “‘ twenty- 
five” and insert “twenty?” 80 as to make the bill read: 


Beit G., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on 3 the name of Ann E. Gridley, 
a volunteer nurse in the late war, pay her the sum of $20 per month from 
and after the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The youre was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third tim 

The bill yan read the third time, and passed. 


H. D. PRIOR. 


a pension to H. D. Prior was consid- 
It proposes to place on the pen- 


The bill (H. R. 3467) granting 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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sion-roll the name of H. D. Prior, late a private in Company B, Four- 
teenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. 

Mr. BLAIR. I offer the following amendment to be added as a new 
section: 


Szc. 2. That the act entitled An act to restore pensions in certain cases,” ap- 
proved June 9, 1880, shall be construed so as to include within its provisions all 
officers and enlisted men of the Army and their widows and minor children. 


That is to relievea hardship which extends to some four or five widows 
who were originally pensioned, being the widows of officers of distin- 
ished merit, at $25. By a mistake or misconstruction of the law the 
Pension Office reduced the amount to $20. An act has already been 
which relieves all widows of naval officers by restoring them to 
the old rate of $25. This is designed to reach some four or five, possi- 
bly six, of the older widows of Army officers who originally were pen- 
sioned at $25. It includes the widow of the quartermaster who took 
our Army from Vera Cruz to Mexico and some four others. There isa 
great hardship which ought to be remedied. 

Mr. WILSON. What bill is under consideration? 

dee Let the whole bill be read as it is proposed to be 
amended. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is simply a private bill to which this additional sec- 
tion is proposed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment has no connection 
with the bill, but the bill will be read with the amendment. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill and the amendment. X 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish the Senator from New Hampshire would 
explain and have read the act which is proposed to be extended. 

Mr. BLAIR. The. Senator’s attention was not attracted to what I 
said before, and perhaps I had better state the matter more fully. The 
act of June 9, 1880, provides— 

That section 3 of an act entitled An act increasing the pensions of widows 


and orphans, and for other purposes,” approved July 25, 1866, and section 13 of 
an act entitled An act rela! to pensions,” approved July 27, 1868, and section 
shall not operate rate 


reduce the of any pension 
which had actually been allowed to the commissioned or 


non. 
potty officers of the Navy or their widows or minor children, prior to the 25th 

y of July, 1866; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to restore 
all such pensions as have already been so reduced to the rate originally granted 
and allowed, to take effect from the date of such reduction. 


The amount of the reduction which had been previously ordered, by 
what was thought to be a misconstruction of the law relating to some of 
the more elderly pensioners, Wat $5 a month—from $25 to $20. That 
hardship was observed; and by the act which I have just read the hard- 
ship was relieved so far as the widows of officers of the Navy were con- 
cerned. Now there are, as I am informed, from four to six—I do not 
know the number actually, but I am informed it is not in excess of 
six—of the aged widows of these older Army officers whose pensions 
have never been restored as has been done in the case of the widows of 
Navy officers. It only puts them back to the rate at which they were 
originally pensioned in any case, 

My attention was attracted to this application by the case of the 
widow of the quartermaster of General Scott’s army. She was pen- 
sioned originally at the rate of $25. In 1873 I think it was—it may 
have been 1871—her pension was reduced to the extent of $5 a month, 
from $25 to $20 a month. She told me her story, and it was one of 
the most pitiful I have ever listened to in these cases. She is evidently 
a woman of aristocratic birth and of the very highest associations, and 
she on the $20 a month has barely existed in utter poverty and without 
sufficient means to rely upon for her living, so that the little piece of 
land she owns down in Virginia, fifteen or twenty miles out of the 
city, has become encumbered, and she is about to be turned from her 
home unless she can have some relief. She told me her case, and it is 
one of those which, if the evidence was offered, Congress would not 
hesitate a moment in pensioning the woman at $50 a month; but it is 
altogether too late to think of giving her any relief of that kind at this 
session. Meanwhile she is likely to lose her home. 

This hardship was called to the attention of the Pension Committee 
at the last pao He and in a general bill a section was inserted to re- 
lieve the case, which section is that I now move as an amendment to a 
House bill that it may be sent back to the House for concurrence, pre- 
cisely as the other day we annexed to a House bill a provision which 
increased the ions of all widows of soldiers who served in the late 
war from $8 to $12, and of all dependent parents from $8 to $12. This 
is not far-reaching; it can not affect more than five or six at the most, 
and this $5 a month during these years will save this woman’s home 
to her and enable her to live. She is now over 70, and I assure the 
Senate that Ido not think as much good can be done with so little 
effort in any other direction whatever. It seems to me gross injustice 
that the pension was reduced originally. We have restored it so far as 
the widows of naval officers are concerned, and now it seems to me we 
ought to do this slight act of justice for which this woman can not 
wait. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, aud the amendment 
was concurred in. 


2 amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
ird time, 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill giving a pension to H. 
D. Prior, and for other purposes.“ 
ROBERT SHERIDAN. 


The bill (S. 2527) granting a pension to Robert Sheridan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Robert Sheridan, late a private in Company 
D, First Rhode Island Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA J. NORRIS. 


The bill (H. R. 6235) granting a pension to Eliza J. Norris was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Who e. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Eliza J. Norris, widow of Dudley F. Norris, late 
a private in Company I, Twelfth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, 
in the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third: reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN P. LOWELL. 


The bill (H. R. 6310) granting a ion to Benjamin P. Lowell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Benjamin P. Lowell, late of Company I, First 

iment Maine Cavalry Volunteers. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JEREMIAH M’CARTY. 


The bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word ‘‘ to strike out the words 
of twenty dollars per month and 6 insert at the rate to which a 
private soldier is and shall be entitled by law for like disabilities;’ so 
that the bill as amended will read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
apie ee at ores Ces A ces See 
ands shall be entitled R for like disabilities from and after the passage of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 


| a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
HENRY RODEN BACK. 


The bill (H. R. 2894) granting a pension to Henry Rodenback was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Henry Rodenback, late a private in Com- 
pany K of the Twenty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SHERMAN C. PERRY. 


The bill (H. R.3336) for the relief of Sherman C. Perry was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Sherman C. 
Perry, late of Company B, Sixteenth New York Volunteers, a pension 
at the rate of $25 per month, in lieu of the n now paid to him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANTHONY BEYER. 


The bill (H. R. 7092) for the relief of Anthony Beyer was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Anthony Beyer, late a private in Company E, Fifth 
1 of Iowa Cavalry. 

bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD P. QUINN. 

The bill (H. R. 7732) granting an increase of pension to Edward P. 
Quinn was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for 
increasing the pension of Edward P. Quinn, of the city of Albany, late 
a lieutenant of Company D, One hundred and twenty-third New York 
Volunteers, to the sum of $40 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS L. CANADY. 


The bill (S. 2279) granting a pension to Lewis L. Canady was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion-roll the name of Lewis L. Canady, late a private in the war of 
1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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JAMES o. M’KENNA, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays are called for on 
The bill (H. R. 7175) granting a on to James O. McKenna was bert gree of the on of the amendment. 


considered as in Committee of 5 i placing i L. Nobody called for the yeas and nays; but if the 
the L e the name of 9 0. Mieke) ate cf Coane B. Chair knows how to pass a a withont a quorum, I should like to see 
Sixth Iowa Cavalry Volunteers. it done W 

The bill wia retad hi tho Senate without amendment, ordered to Mr. 3 I shall ask for the yeas and nays if it becomes nec- 
5 : e e F The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair to call 
A 27 . the Senate. 

_ The bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pension to Eliza Pigeon was con- IIr. SEW ELI. One reason why I do not want sm amendment made 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the | is that the bill will go back to the House if it is amended, and it will 
pension. roll the name of Eliza Pigeon, widow of J Ne Pp, late a | he almost im ible to get action there. 
private in Company B, Third Regiment New York Artillery Volunteers, | ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. There will be a call of the Senate. 


n the war of the rebellion, The Chief Clerk called the roll and 48 Senators answered to their 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | names. ; 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Mr. HAWLEY. I was requested by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
WILLIAM H. WHITCOMB. SHERMAN] and the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. RANSO] to say 

The bill (H. R. 5364) granting a on to William H. Witheomb | that they are necessarily absent on the committee to provide for the 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. inauguration ceremonies, and to ask for that committee leave to sit 


The bill was reported from the Committee Pensi ith during the sessions of the Senate. 8 : 
amendment, which was, in line 7, after the word “ cavalry” to strike | The PRESIDING OFFICER. pending a call of the Senate the mo- 
out the words and pay him a pension of $8 a month; so that the bill tion is not in order. Forty-eight Senators have answered totheir names. 
as amended will read: There is a quorum present. The 8 is on agreeing to the amend- 
+ That the Sec: f the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed ment reported by the Committee on Pensions. 
to placeon te penslon-roll, sub i tothe provisions Bind limitations of the pen- Mr. SEWELL. For the information of members of the Senate who 
Bion laws, the name of William H. Whitcomb, late a Private in Company M, Fifth | were not here when I made my statement, I will say that this woman 


i 2 . She has been ioned at th. 
) The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment oe 1 sona 3 House ives name heey pH AA 1 


was concurred in, | Committee on Pensions have limited it to $16. There is great danger 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read in amending a bill of this character at this late day of the session. Be- 
a third dime. sides that, I take it that a woman who has given three sons to the 


The bill was read the third time, and passed. country is entitled to $24 a month in her old age. 
MARIA G. DUNBAR. Mr. JACKSON. The general law now places a dependent mother 
Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate upon the same footing as a widow, and allows her to make her election 
indefinitely postponing the bill¥S, 993) for the relief of Maria G. Dun- as to which son she will ask a pension for. The present bill proposes 
bar be reconsidered and the bill recommitted to the Committee on Pen- | to increase that threefold. The committee recommend, in view of the 
sions. This is a case where there was an adverse report, and I have old lady’s age, that her pension be made $16. This is a special case. 
the consent of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN] who | This is to give her two dependencies; and the Senator from New Jersey 
made the report to make the motion. asks for three. The committee recommended two in view of the old 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks lady's age, and whenever you go beyond that you open the way for an 
that there may be unanimous consent to reconsider the vote by which | immense number of claims beyond the general law. Ț 
the bill indicated by him was indefinitely postponed, and that the bill | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will again put the ques- 
be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. Is there objection? | tion. The question is on the amendment reported by the Committee 


The Chair hears none, and that order is made. on Pensions. - air GEAR ; 
FREDERICK BRAUNWALD. oat question being put, a division was ca for; and there were— 


The bill (H. R. 5123) granting a pension to Frederick Braunwald R. Is it in order t rd while the Senate is divid- 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on CORT ET eee d 


ing? 
the pension-roll the name of Frederick Braunwald, late a private in Pias PRESIDING OFFICER. Not now. 


Company E, Thirty-seventh Regiment of Illinois Infantry. The division being concluded, there were in the negative 17. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to The PRESIDIN G OFFICER. There is not a quornm voting. 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. Mr. BLAIR. - I want to say a word about the question. 
MRS. ANN W. MULVEY. Mr. SEWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


i ; ; The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The bill (H. R. 2398) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ann y ys 7 x 
W. Mulvey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. gr BLAIR. e to ask the ee we ton rats Jersey a 2 

‘The bill was reported by the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 95 he ‘seems to have er know ledge e eee AN 
ment, in line 11, after the words amount 1 to sika out '‘ twenty- a is 0 y can be suppo! comfortably upon the a 
four” and insert ‘‘sixteen;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

o Mr. SEWELL. I Should think not. 
y — p 2 
reatail te place onthe peusion-tell, subject to the provisions and conditionsor | Mr. BLAIR, Has she any means of support or livelihood? 
the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Ann W. Mulvey, mother of Francis S. Mul- Mr. SEWELL. She is entirely dependent. 
bj oor of 8 eee eee, 7 —.— 9. 8 Po ned — 90 Mr. BLAIR. Iremember this case as it was discussed in committee, 
of Company D, Eleventh New Jersey Volunteers, all of whom died inthe Army, | and I favored the bill as it came from the House; but it was finally 
and pay her an increase of pension to the amount of $16 per month, in lieu of | after discussion compromised in the committee on $16. For one I 
$8 that she now receives; but nothing in this act shall entitle the said Mrs. Ann should be very glad to have the bill passed as it originally came from 
W. Mulvey to arrears of pensions. z A A 
the House, especially since the statement of the Senator, which was not 

Mr. SEWELL, I trust the amendment of the committee will notbe | before the committee, to my knowledge at least, that on account of 
adopted in this case. This woman is very old, between 70 and 80 years | her age and her dependence upon the sons she can not live comfortably 
of age, the mother of three sons who were killed in the-Army. I speak | on a less sum than $24. It seems to me that $5.334 for each boy is not 
advisedly of this, as one of them was killed in my own command at | quite enough. If you give $8 per month for each of these boys I think 
Chancellorsville. I think a woman who has given three sons to the | it will be cheap enough, and we ought to do it, ` 
Army in this way is entitled to the small pittance of $24 per month for | Mr. PLATT. 431 shall vote in favor of this amendment I would 
the remainder of her life. > like in a word to give my reason for doing so. It is one of those cases 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the | where our sympathies are appealed to and where if we do not follow 
amendment of the Committee on Pensions. our sympathies we are sup to be hard-hearted and illiberal; but 

The question being put, there were on adivision—ayes 7, noes 10; no | it looks to me like favoritism. This is not the only mother who lost 
quorum voting. more than one son in the war; she is not the only mother who has lost 

Mr, COCKRELL. I think when the Senate undertakes to overrule | three sons in the war and who is now old and poor. I know mothers 
a unanimous report of the Committee on Pensions we had better have | in my own town who have lost more than one son in the war and who 
the yeas and nays and have the report read and let us understand the | are old and very , but they receive only $8 per month. 
case. If the report of the Committee on Pensions is not to be observed Now, what I object to is the favoritism. If we are going to do any- 
and we are simply to put our hands into the pockets of the tax-payers | thing of this sort, we ought to put on this bill an amendment which 
of the United States and give to whomsoever asks, let us know. shall say that whenever a dependent mother has lost more than one 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, when a poor woman has lost her sole4.son in the war she shall be pensioned at the rate of $8 per month for 
three sons in the Army, I am ready to put my hands into the pocket of | each son that she has lost. That would be fair. There would be no 
the United States Treasury and pay her $8 a month in excess of what | unjust discrimination about that. 
the committee recommended. As I dislike in all these cases where an appeal is made to onr sym- 
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pathies to vote against that appeal, I wanted to put the reason why I 
should sustain the committee on record before my vote was cast. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, having been out of the Chamber 
while this discussion has been going on, I rise to ask if this is a ques- 
tion whether an aged and dependent woman who has given three sons 
for her country shall receive $16 or $24 per month? 

Several SENATORS. That is the question. 

Mr. INGALLS. And Iam advised that the House of Representatives 
passed a bill allowing her $24 a month, and that the Senate committee 
for some reason reduced it to $16 a month, and the question now recurs 
whether the Senate committee shall be sustained or whether we shall 
act upon the bill as it came from the House. I should like to vote so 
as to give this woman $24 a month, and if I can be instructed whether 
a vote yea“ or ‘‘nay’’ will enable me to do this I shall so vote. 

In regard to the suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut that there 
is any unjust favoritism by this action that is now invited from the Sen- 
ate against any woman who gave one, two, or three sons to the service 
of the country, I have only to say that I shall hail'with pleasure as one 
of the inestimable privileges of my life the opportunity to vote to in- 
crease the pension of any such woman to the sum of $24 or more per 
month whenever I can have that opportunity. It is no discrimination; 
it is no injustice, because these people have not applied for the increase. 
The Senator from Connecticut is not just in attempting to place upon 
those who are willing to give this poor widow this increased sum of 
money the stigma of favoritism, that we are acting in this way in favor 
of one to the exclusion of others, I believe there should be a general 
bill passed that would increase the pensions in all such cases; but no 
general bill being presented, I vote with pleasure for the act that ena- 
bles me to do justice in a private case. 

Mr. PLATT. I differ with the Senator from Kansas entirely in re- 
lation to this whole matter. I believe that this business which the 
Senate of the United States is engaged in giving to those persons who 
apply, and whose claims happen to be pressed here by influential Sen- 
ators, a larger sum of money than is given by general Jaw to persons in 
precisely the same circumstances, is all wrong, and, whatever the Sen- 
ator from Kansas may think about it, it savors to me of discrimination 
and injustice. 

I would vote, I think, fora general bill which should make a pension 
of each dependent mother $8 per month for each son she has lost; but the 
dependent mothers of this country are not instructed about the way to 
get these special acts; they have no diligent attorneys to present them 
here, and if they did their claims would be numbered not by the hun- 
dred but by the thousand. They do not know how to engage the 
sympathies of Senators to present their claims and get them through 
the Senate of the United States, and they never will be pensioned at 
any more than $8 a month unless some general bill is prepared and pre- 
sented here for that purpose. If it be not done, and Senators I think 
will agree with me that it is not likely to be done immediately, as no- 
body seems to have as much consideration for the whole number of de- 
pendent mothers of this country who have lost one or more sons as Sen- 
ators have for some particular individual mother of this country, we 
shall have just this state of affairs, that one mother who has lost three 
sons in the Army is pensioned at the rate of $24 per month, and that hun- 
dreds of mothers (for there are hundreds of mothers in this country who 
have lost three sons in the war, all their sons in the war, and who are 
now old and dependent) will be pensioned at $8 per month. If that is 
not favoritism and discrimination I do not know what it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Pensions, on which thé yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 21, nays 
30; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Camden, Gibson, Mitehell, Walker, 
Cockrell Gorman, Piatt, Williams, 
Coke, Hampton, Pugh, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Fair, Jackson, Slater, 
George, Maxey, Vance, 
NAYS—30. 

Bayard, Dolph, Lapham, Pike, 
Blair, Edmunds, MeMillan, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Frye, Manderson, in, 
Brown, Harrison, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Call, oar, Miller of N. V., Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Chace, onas, Morrill, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 

ABSENT—25. 
Aldrich, Farley, Kenna, Ransom, 
Allison, Garland, Lamar, Sherman, 
Beck, Groome, è Van Wyck, 
Butler, Hale, McPherson, . 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Mahone, 
Cullom, ill, Pendleton, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 


Se the amendment was rejected. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROBERT PATTERSON. 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Robert Patterson, late a private in Company F, 
Thirty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAVISA HETH. 

The bill (H. R. 7524) for the relief of Lavisa Heth was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Lavisa 
Heth, widow of Wilford S. Heth, late a private in Company F, Forty- 
ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE LEWIS. 


The bill (H. R. 6663) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Caro- 
line Lewis was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to restore to the pension-roll the name of Caroline Lewis, widow of John 
Lewis, late of the United States colored troops (certificate numbered 
140665), who was killed near Louisville, Ky., about the 6th day of 
November, 1864, in the line of duty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL M. BARTLETT. 


The bill (H. R. 7094) granting a pension to Samuel M. Bartlett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel M. Bartlett, latea private in Company 
K, Thirty-fourth Regiment Ilinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELBERT HEWITT, 


The bill (H. R. 7672) granting an increase of pensien to Elbert Hew- 
itt was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension heretofore allowed to Elbert Hewitt, late a private 
in Company C, Sixth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, from $24 to $40 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALMIRA K. PARKER. 


The bill (H. R. 7722) granting a pension to Almira K. Parker was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-xoll the name of Almira K. Parker, dependent mother of Ira J. 
Adams, deceased, formerly a private in Company A, Third Regiment 
of New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID FRIED. 


The bill (H. R. 7308) for the relief of David Fried was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of David 
Fried, late a private in Company F, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE s. HAWLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 8104) granting an increase of pension to George S. 
Hawley was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It declares 
that George S. Hawley, late a first lieutenant in the Twenty-third Regi 
ment United States Colored Troops, now on the pension-roll at the rate 
of $24 per month, shall hereafter be entitled to receive a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. WHITE, 


The bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Sarah A. White was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah A. White, of Abington, Mass., widow of 
Ebenezer White, late a lieutenant in the Kansas Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amehdment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES FRAZIER, 


The bill (H. R. 5555) granting a pension to James Frazier was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Frazier, late a private in Company B, Fif- 
teenth Ohio Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES H. REID. 


The bill (H. R. 2068) gavina p pioi to James H. Reid was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the e. It proposes to place un the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James H. Reid, of Dorsey’s regiment of Tllinois 
volunteers in the Black Hawk war, at the rate of $8 per month: 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


The bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Robert Patterson was con- ! a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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: ELIZABETH FOWLER. 

The bill (H. R. 2284) gran 8 eee 

considered as in Committee of e 

on-rall the name of Elizabeth Fowler, the of Philo Fowler, 
ate of Company A, Second , Seventeenth United States In- 
fantry Volunteers of Maine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JASPER J. HENRY. 

The bill (H. R. 3074) to 3 pension to Jasper J. Henry on ac- 
count of wounds received acting as guide for the First Arkansas 
Cavalry Volunteers in the war of the rebellion was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides that the name of Jasper J. 
Henry shall be placed on the pension-roll of invalid on account 
of wounds received while acting as guide and pilot for the First Arkan- 
sas Cavalry Volunteers, in the war of the rebelli 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BRYSON R. 8 


The bill (S. 1612) granting a pension to 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. tone 
porem the name of Bryson R. McCartney, pose ORT K, 
inth ent Illinois Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JULIA A. MARCUM. 


The bill (H. R. 5938) to pension Julia A. Marcum was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


* CORDELIA BRAINERD THOMAS. 
The bill (S. 2316) a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd 
Thomas was consid: 3 ittee of the Whole. 
The bill was from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 11, after the word of,“ to fill the blank by inserting 
“‘fifty;’? so as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he authorized to place 
on the pension-roll, suraos tothe the provisions and and lim: Sod of the pension — 
the name of Cordelia Brainerd Thomas, widow of the late Rev. E. 

whe wan: was killed by the Modoc Indians in 1873, while acting 6 


commission sent by the United States Government to 
* m and after the 3 act, during her wid - 
owhood, the sum of $50 a month. 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported 5 as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HARRIET M. BAILY. 

The bill (H. R. 7602) to grant a pension to Harriet M. Baily was oon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
sion-roll the name of Harriet M. Baily, widow of William P. Baily, 

a colonel in the service of the United States, of the Second Regiment of 
Delaware Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LOIS B. SMITH. 


e a pension to Lois B. Smith was con- 
dere as in Committee of the Whole. 
pension- roll the name of Lois B. Smith, 
son, late of Company K, Thirteenth New York Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
nen read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM BOLWORK. 
The bill (H. R. 3749) granting a pension to William Bolwork was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to on the 
nsion-roll the name of William Bolwork, late a private in Company 
k Thirteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HUGH RYAN. 
The bill (H. R. 2537) genii 
sidered as in Committee of the 
n. roll the name of H 


N ent of Ken 
to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
3 Sted thik ioe DAN aed some 
GEORGE W. KISER. 
The bill (H. R. 2539) granting a to - 
as in Committee of the It to 
-roll the name of George W, Kiser, late a private 
A, Teenie Sith Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MART A. GRIFFIN, 
The bill (H. R. 1046) granting a pension to Mary A. Griffin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to the name 


poses 
of Mrs. Mary A. Griffin, mother of William D. Griffin. late a private in 
Company F, One hundred and fifty-first Regiment New York Volun- 
teers, on the pension-roll. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
T. A. MORTON. 


The bill (H. R. 7336) granting a pension to T. A. Morton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
Ben 5. the name of T. A. Morton, late of Company E, Sixteenth 

t New Lork Cavalry. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHLOE A. WHIPPLE. 


The bill (H. R. 7338) . pension to Chloe A. Whipple was 
as in Commi Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Chloe A. Whipple, of Batavia, N. Y., mother 
of Charles A. Whipple, late of Company L, Eighth New York Heavy 
the | Artillery. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELMINA P. SPENCER, 


The bill (H. R. 7262) increasing the pension of Elmina P. Spencer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Mrs. Elmina P. Spencer to $20 per month. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third. sending, read the third time, and passed. 


ee P. MAHAN, 


The bill (H. R. 3728) gran a pension to Charles P. Mahan was 

considered as in Committee ue the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

ion-roll the name of Charles P. Mahan, late of Company G, One 
undred and forty-sixth Regiment, New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA SLUSS, 

The bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to Eliza Sluss was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for ing on the 
pension-roll the name of Eliza Sluss, widow of John M. Plus. cap- 
tain of Company A, Third Indiana Volunteers in the war with Mexico. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN A. VANDERHOFY. 


The bill (H. R. 7256) granting a pension = John A. Vanderhoff was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 3 for placing on 
the pension- roll the name of John A. Vanderhoff, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Eighth Regiment United States Infantry 

The bill was reported to the Senate without A ordered to 
a Giek readin. read the third time, and passed. 


MARK SPENCER VAN LOAN. 


The bill (H. R. 7822) granting a pension to Mark Spencer Van Loan 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on 
Y., lato private in Company K, Eighteth Ney of Catskill, N. 

hogs in Company K, Eightieth New York V olunteers. 
ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
e read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE TAPP. 


The bill (H. R. 6018) increasing the pension of George Tapp was con- 
sidered as inCommittee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of Tapp, late a lieutenant of Company B, Eleventh Regiment 
Pennsylvania I ntry Volunteers, to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LOUISA A. ESTES. 


The bill (H. R. 7709) eet pnmon to Louisa A. Estes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Louisa A. Estes, 5 ot John Estes, late of 
Company E, Seventy-third Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUISA EARLE. 


The bill (H. R. 4833) granting a pension to Louisa Earle was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion-roll the name of Louisa Earle, widow of Harry B. Earle, late of 
Company K, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WARREN SAMS. 
The bill (H. R. 3352) to restore the name of Warren Sams to the pen- 
It proposes to 


sion-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
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restore the name of Warren Sams, late a private in Company K, First 
Regiment North Carolina Volunteers, in the war with Mexico, to the 
pension-roll, to take effect from the time the soldier was dropped from 
the rolls, on the 16th of May, 1877. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL Z. COOPER. 


The bill (H. R. 5124) granting to Samuel Z. Cooper was 
considered asin Gommitice of the V le. Te propone roposes to 32 
-roll the name o u Cooper, late a private in Company 
E Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry. 
"The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAJOR THORNBURGH’S WIDOW. 


The bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the widow 
of Maj. Thomas T. Thornb late of the United States Army, was 
considered as in Committee e Whole. It to place on the 


F... tng raid EREE. idow of Maj. Thomas 
‘ late of the Fourth Regiment of Infantry, United States 
Army, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
` The PRESIDING OFFICER. Order of Business 1328, being the bill 
— 2043) for the relief of Maria L. Strong, has not yet been returned 

m the Printer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has Order of Business 1321, being the bill (H. 
R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the widow of Thomas T. 
Thornburgh, late of the United States Army, been acted on by the com- 
mittee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not appear from the Calendar. 

Mr. JACKSON. ‘There was an adverse report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What action has been taken in that case? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been passed, House bill 


7655. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was certainly a misunderstanding. I move 
to reconsider the vote by which it was 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senator will yield to me, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent to proceed with the cases reported favorably to-day 
so that we can finish them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not want a bill passed that was reported ad- 
versely without attention being called to it. Let it be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, there will be 
a reconsideration of the vote by which the last bill was passed. 

Mr, MANDERSON. We are not able to hear on this side of the 
Chamber what action was taken on Order of Business 1331. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without anybody knowing it, that bill was 

„ and I simply ask that it may be placed where it was before. 
it will be up for reconsideration. 

Mr. MANDE N. The Senator from Missouri asks for the recon- 
sideration of the vote by which the bill was passed ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I Ei no objection to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There was really no vote taken upon it. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I have no objection to that, but I desire to move 
after the unobjected cases are disposed of that the Senate consider the 
House bill which is Order of Business 1331, being the same matter that 

Business 1283, bong t = bill (S. 
to Eliza Willson Th 
I propose at time to move to substitute the Howe bill for 
the Senate bill and ask for its consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There Basten, no objection, the voie 
by which Order of Business 1331, being House bill 7655, was declared 

is reconsidered and the bill is in the position that it was 
fore action was taken upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now I have no objection to the request of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa. I think it is proper and just. 


MARIA L. STEONG. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent to proceed with the cases 

favorably to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is one bill that was passed over 
which is now in the hands of the Secretary. If there be no objection, 
that will be considered. 

The bill (S. 2043) for the relief of Maria L. Strong was read. It 

rovides for the payment, out of the Navy pension fund, to Maria L. 
Btrong, widow of the late Rear-Admiral James H. Strong, of the United 
States ay: of $50 per month during her widowhood, in lieu of her 


present pension. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report on this bill it seems was 
adverse, so that the Calendar of unobjected cases is disposed of. 

Mr. WILSON. Now I renew the request that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bills reported favorably to-day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks that 
unanimous consent be given to proceed to the consideration of i 
bills reported favorably to-day. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and those bills will be proceeded with. 


BENJAMIN F. BROCKETT. 

The bill (S. 2453) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. Itp to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Benjamin F. Brockett, late a captain of Com- 
pany I, Eighty-seventh Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed ſor a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH JANE PRINCE, 


The bill (S. 2125) granting a pension to Sarah Jane prie was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pi sis peed place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sarah Jane Prince, ow of ab st late Capt. 
Albert Prince, of the Fifteenth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
eee read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB WIENER. 


The bill (H. R. 7292) to increase the pension of Jacob Wiener was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It-proposes to increase the 
ion of Jacob Wiener, late a private in Company I, Forty-first Reg- 
iment of New York Volunteers, to $40 per month. 
The bill was to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABIGAIL HONEY. 


The bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of Abigail Honey was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Abigail Honey, widow of Joseph W. Honey; late a 
private in Company H, Twenty-sixth Regiment Iowa Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LLOYD W. HIXON, 


The bill (H. R. 6798) to grant a pension to Lloyd W. Hixon was con- 
sidered aş in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lloyd W. Hixon, late an assistant surgeon in 
the service of the United States, of the Thirteenth Regiment of Massa- 
chusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEONARD KING. 

The bill (H. R. 6928) granting a pension to Leonard King was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Leonard King, of Farmington, Van Buren County, Iowa, upon the 
pension-roll, as dependent father of Miles King, late of Company B, 
Third Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, in the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH A. SPRINGSTEED. 


The bill (H. R. 5989) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Springsteed was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth A. Springsteed, widow of David A. 
Springsteed, of Albany, N. Y., late a private in Company B, Seventh 
Heavy Artillery, New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. JOHNSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6287) for the relief of John H. Johnson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John H. Johnson, late a private in Company 
E, Fourteenth Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN HAZLEWOOD. 


The bill (H. R. 6596) granting a pension to John Hazlewood was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ee the name of John Hazlewood. late a private in Company 

F, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Cavalry 

The bill was reported to the te 22 amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MORRIS GELD. 


The bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief of Morris Geld was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs that Morris Geld, late of the 
general mounted service, United States Army, be placed on the pension- 
roll of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH A. BURCHFIELD. 
The bill (H. R. 7373) for the relief of Sarah A. Burchfield was con- 
8 in Committee of the Whole. It provides for adjudi 
claim of Sarah A. Burchfield, wien of Robert L. D. Burch- 
geld who was a lieutenant of Company D, Third North Carolina 
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Mounted Infantry, as though he had been 
service of the United States at the time of his 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH HOOD. 


The bill (H. R. 4263) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hood was con- 


rly mustered into the 
wounded. 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth Hood, mother of Rowland J. Hood tate 
a private in Company — , Eighty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volun- 
teers, and of Morebird Bradley Hood, late of the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NOAH CATON. 


The bill (H. R. 2627) granting a pension to Noah Caton was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Noah Caton, late of Company H, Eighty-fifth 

iment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHRISTIANA ALMIER. 

The bill (H. R. 2538) granting mn to Christiana Almier was 
considered as in Committee of the le. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Christiana Almier, mother of Frederick Al- 
mier, deceased, late a member of Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The Dill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY MULHOLLAND. 


The bill (H. R. 3355) for the relief of Mary Mulholland was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It to restore to the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary Mulholland, under certificate numbered 
193403. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES HENDRIX. 

The bill (H. R. 1219) granting a pension to Charles Hendrix was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 

nsion-roll the name of Charles Hendrix, late a private in Company 

, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteers, and Company B, same regi- 
ment, the restoration to commence from the date when his name was 
dropped from the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHILLIP WIGGINS, 


The bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Phillip Wiggins, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of eee Wiggins, late a private in Company F, 
Thirty-fifth United States Colored Troops, and wounded at the battle 
of Olustee, on the 20th of February, 1864. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES D. KIRK. 


The bill (H. R. 4079) grantin 1 to James D. Kirk was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Who It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James D. Kirk, of Inez, Martin County, late of 
Company B, One hundred and sixty-seventh Regiment West Virginia 
Militia, at the rate allowed by law to private soldiers for disabilities 
incurred while in the service of the United States in the late war of the 
rebellion, for wounds and injuries sustained by Kirk while in the line 
of his duty. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. LAND, 

The bill (H. R. 256) granting a ion to Mary A. Land was con- 
sidered as eg Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. Land, widow of Reason M. Land, 
deceased, late a private in the First Illinois Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMELINE L. FITCH. 


The bill (H. R. 7869) granting ion to Emeline L. Fitch was 
considered 4e in Comaiitiee of the W. ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Emeline L. Fitch, widow of John T. Fitch, 
Jate of Company D, Seventh Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HARRIET ee 


The bill (H. R. 1898) gran Harriet Armstrong was 
as in Nase af aes le. 5 


considered 
pension-roll the name of Harriet Armstrong, widow of Levi Armstrong, 


late a private in Company E, One hundred and third Indiana Volun- 
teers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PRISCILLA J. SMALL, 


The bill (H. R. 2540) granting a pension to Priscilla J. Small was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to 
the pension-roll the name of Priscilla J. Small, widow of Andrew L. 
Small, late a lieutenant of Company H, First Regiment Ohio Volun- 
teer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS D. FITCH. 


The bill (H. R. 7696) granting a pension to Thomas D. Fitch was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas D. Fitch, late surgeon of the Forty- 
second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third 8 read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. _Is that all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - There are more, but they are not at 
the desk at this moment. They will be here soon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Are they sending for them? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have been sent for. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to make a statement and appeal to the 
Senate. There are two House bills of a general nature, very opiny 
about which I think there will be no controversy, the passage 
will be a relief to all the Senators and a relief to fto Congress, T think 
they can be passed inside of ten minutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What are they? 

Mr, COCKRELL. One of them is Order of Business 976, which was 
2417 ben from the Committee on Military Affairs unanimously by my- 

f, being the bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the 
claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private p 
erty destroyed in the military service of the United States, which will 
take out.of Congress twenty or thirty cases and prevent them bother- 
ing us hereafter. The other is Order of Business 1045, reported b. Ky 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, now the Presiding Officer 
CAMERON, of Wisconsin], being the pill Gl. R. 5849) limiting the ti 
for the presentation and payment of claims against the United States. 

They are both very short bills, and I am sure they can be disposed of 
in a very few minutes. I hope they will be taken up and disposed of. 
I think no one can object to them. I ask that the Bst one be taken 
up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pension bills are now in the hands 
of the Secretary. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will wait a few minutes I think he 
will have an oorun y of getting his bills before the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask {o call up— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thereare pension bills on the table 
reported to-day, and they will be proceeded with in their order. 


HARRIET L. STEVENS. 


The bill (H. R. 7002) for the relief of Harriet L. Stevens was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the pen- 
sion-rol], at the same rate of pension received by her prior to having 
been dropped, the name of Harriet L. Stevens, widow of George H. 
Stevens, a lientenant-colonel of the Second Wisconsin Volunteer In- 
fantry, in the military service of the United States in the war of the 
rebellion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JEREMIAH P. SWATZELL. 


The bill (H. R. 7026) granting a ion to Jeremiah P. Swatzell was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jeremiah P. Swatzell, late first sergeant of 
Company I, Seventeenth iment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH R. DODDS. 


The bill (H. R. 7769) to grant a pension to Joseph R. Rode Wes bees 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to plaee on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Joseph R. Dodds, late a private in Company K, 
Seventh Regiment of Iowa Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET A. BERRY. 
granting a pension to Margaret A. Berry 


The bill (H. R. 5925) was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
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pension-roll the name of Margaret A. ; widow of William M. 
Berry, late private in Company I, Tenth Indiana Ca A 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN R. HURLBURT. 


The bill (H. R. 1653) granting a pension to John R. Hurlburt was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John R. Hurlburt, late a private in Company 
G, Twenty-fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, and Company G, 
Fourteenth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM STRICKLAND, . 


The bill (H. R. 3994) granting a pension to William Strickland was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William Strickland, Jate second lieutenant of 
Company G, Third Regiment Illinois Volunteers, in the Mexican war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REUBEN J. EBBERMAN. 


The bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Reuben J. Ebberman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Reuben J. Ebberman, of Macon, Mo., late col- 
onel of the Sixty-second Missouri Regiment Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS CURRAN, 

The bill (H. R. 3751) granting a pension to Francis Curran was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Francis Curran, late a sergeant of Company E, 
‘Thirteenth Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE W. EAGLES. 

The bill (H. R. 6948) granting a pension to George W. Eagles was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of George W. Eagles, late a private in Company 
D, Eightieth Regiment Ilinois Volunteer Infantry. * 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C. H. BOWMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 4061) granting a pension to William C. H. Bowman 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of William C. H. Bowman, late a private in 
Company D, Second Regiment Missouri Cayalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordcred to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does that conclude the pension bills ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pension bills reported to-day are 
concluded. à 

LOSSES OF PROPERTY BY TROOPS. 

Mr. CULLOM. Now I 3 the Senator from Missouri will have an 
opportunity to pass the two bills he has referred to, with the under- 
standing that we go back to the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that, but these are two 
public measures which ought to be passed. I ask that Order of Busi- 
ness 976 be taken up. Let it be read. It will explain itself. 
only what we have been doing for the last fifty years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill indicated by the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears 
none, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the claims of officers 
and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property destroyed in 
the military service of the United States. f 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendments of the committee be acted 
on as they are reached in the reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course will be pursued if there 
be no objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
was, in line 6, after the word “ officers,’’ to insert the word and,“ 
and in the same line, after the word ‘“‘ men,” to strike out and duly 
authorized laundresses; so as to read: 


That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to examine into, ascertain, and determine the value of 
the private property belonging to officers and enlisted men in the military serv- 
ice of the United States which has been, or may hereafter be, lost or destroyed 
in the military service under the following circumstances, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, iu line 27, after the word war,“ to insert 
or hostilities with Indians;’’ so as to read: 


And provided reha That this act shall not apply to losses sustained in time 
of war or hostilities with Indians, we 


It is 
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Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the attention of the Senator from Missouri. 
Of course it is perfectly correct. The committee ordered that amend- 


ment; but I have some doubt about the wisdom of it. I have no rec- 
ollection of acting on it. 

Mr. COCK L. The amendment was expressly agreed on and 
has always been the universal rule of Congress in all such cases. The 
committee simply made the bill conform to what has been the rule of 
nares in to compensation for such losses, 

r. HAWLEY. I know compensation is not allowed in war be- 
tween this country and a foreign country, but we have not treated hos- 
tilities with Indians as war. à 

Mr. COCKRELL. We have not considered hostilities with Indians 
as war, so far as giving brevets is concerned, but we have never paid 
for such losses in troubles with the Indians. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will simply make a remark on the equity of the 
ease and leave it. I think if an officer and his squad of men are sud- 
denly ordered to march against Indians and they lose their clothing and 
arms, compensation to them is quite as reasonable as it is in the case of 
an officer who properly enough stores his trunk ina railway station and 
has it burned up journeying in New York State. I think the equity 
is rather with the man who has lost private property fighting the In- 
dians. I donot like that amendment myself. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to 
say that it has never been the policy of the Government to pay for 
losses incurred in Indian wars? 

Mr, COCKRELL. In Indian wars or in any other wars. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I understood the Senator to draw the line on In- 
dian wars. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; it is not done in any war. This bill 
simply conforms, and the Senate Committee on Military Affairs made 
it conform, to what has been the uniform rule adopted by Congress in 
allowing compensation in these cases. 

Mr. DOLPH. Before Iwote on the bill, as I have not had time to 
examine it, I should like to knovysomething more about it. I inquire 
of the Senator from Missouri if I understand the provision of the bill 
to be that in all cases where property of officers or enlisted men in the 
service of the United States is accidentally destroyed, as in the case of 
an accidental fire, while they are in service, the claim may be pre- 
sented to the War Department, allowed, and paid? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be read as proposen and the 
bill with it, and then the Senator will get the idea. As I stated, there 
is no new principleinthis. It is simply to take out of Congress a large 
number of cases that are pending here every year and that always pass 
when reached. It establishes no new principle of liability at all, and 
the Senator will discover exactly whatit is if he listens to its being read 
as proposed to be amended. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The whole bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The part in regard to liability. 

Mr. DOLPH. I thought I caught the reading of the bill. I should 
like the Senator from Missouri to inform me if it is proposed by this 
bill, which is certainly new, although it may be a general Jaw in con- 
formity to the practice of the committee, to provide that any officer or 
cnlisted man who has lost property by an accidental fire without his 
negligence may present his claim to the War Department and have it 
allowed and paid? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Under certain conditions therein stated. 

Mr. DOLPH. It seems to me that it is based on a wrong principle. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question has been debated fifty times in the 
Senate, and always decided one way; and the committee, in order to 
get rid of the personal investigation of all these. cases, reported this 
general bill which has been passed by the House, and we limited it, 
did not make it as wide as it was when it passed the House. We re- 
stricted it more narrowly than the House bill. 

Mr. FRYE. And the payment in case of a loss by fire is limited, is 
it not? 

Mr. COCKRELL, It is. 

Mr. FRYE. Where an officer or soldier in taking charge of Govern- 
ment property sacrifices his own. 

Mr. SEWELL. The limitation extends to the articles necessary for 
the position of the officers or men, not to watches, trinkets, or any- 
thing of that kind, but to the necessary equipment of the soldier or 
officer. s 

Mr, COCKRELL. The bill as proposed to be amended reads: 


That the opar accounting officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to examine into, ascertain, and determine the value of 
the private 8 e nc to officers and enlisted men in the military serv- 
ice of the United States which has been, or may hereafter be, lost or destroyed 
in the military service under the following circumstances: 

First. When such fault or destruction was without fault or negligence on the 


part of the claimant. 
Second, Where the 3 so lost or destroyed was shipped on board 
by order of any officer authorized to give such order or 


an unseaworthy 
direct such shipment, 

Third, Where it appears that the loss or destruction of the private property of 
the claimant was in consequence of his having given his attention to the saving, 
ofthe property belonging to the United States which was in danger at the same, 
time and under similar circumstances. And the amount of such loss so ascer- 
tained and determined shall be paid out of vet money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, and shall be in full for all such loss or damage: é 
That any claim which shall be presented and acted on under authority of this 
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act shall be held as finally determined, and shall never thereafter be reopened 
or considered: And provi That this act shall not apply to losses sus- 
tained in time of wur or h ities with Indians: And y Further, That the 
liability of the Government under this act shall be limited to such article of per- 
sonal property as the Secretary of War, in his discretion, shall decide to be 
reasonable, useful, necessary, and proper for such officer or soldier while in 
quarters, engaged in the public service, in the line of duty. 


Mr. DOLPH. Now I think I understand the bill. In the first place 
it proposes to pay for the loss of all property of persons in the military 
service of the United States where the property was lost without the 
fault of the party losing the property. In the second place it proposes 
to pay for the loss of all property shipped on unseaworthy vessels b; 
order of the Government. In the next place it proposes to pay for the 
loss of y of the claimant, 9 he may be negligent 
himself, if his negligence arose from the fact that he was engaged at 
the time in saving Government property instead of saving his own. 
The very first provision there is that the United States invites claims 
for payment for all property lost while in the military service except 
in time of war and during hostilities, without the fault or 22 
of the party losing the property. I think that isa very broad and very 
important measure to be brought up on the spur of the moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have a reasonable period of limi- 
tation provided so that these claims shall not be allowed to slumber, 
but that all claims made under this act shall be presented within three 
years from the time of the loss. 2 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. I have no objection to that, and 
I suggest the amendment in this form: 

Provided further, That all claims under this act shall be presented within three 
years from and after the passage of this act, or from and after the occurrence of 
the loss in cases hereafter occurring. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think the rule of three years ought to apply to 
the past cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Isay three years ought to apply to all past claims, 
and three years to all future claims. That is the amendment I pro- 


Mr. SHERMAN. Allright. =. 
Mr. COCKRELL. This does not cover anything in the shape of car- 
or pianos, or gold watches, or silk dresses, or things of that kind. 

he committee has never allowed compensation for them, and this is 
the most restrictive language ever proposed. I propose the amendment, 
as follows: 

further, 1l claims heretofo 

eee 3 ere of S Seer 
ter arising shall be presented within two years of their occurrence, 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator whether he proposes to 
give three years from the passage of the act for claims already in ex- 
istence and only two for those hereafter occurring? 

Mr. COCKRELL. A good many of these claims of officers have been 
scattered around, and they may not know about the passage of the bill. 
I will move to make it two years for each. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very well; that will do. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I will put it in this form: 

That all such claims now tis shall be presented within two years 
from bowed cane veh this act, aud all such claims hereafter arising shall be pre- 
sented within two years from the occurrence of the loss or destruction. 

Mr. CONGER. Isuggest to the Senator from Missouri that that lan- 
guage is no limitation on the presentation or consideration of claims by 
the Secretary of War. It should be provided that the Department have 
no authority to consider any claim unless presented within a certain time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add: 


And led further, That all such claims now existing shall be presented 
within two years fromthe paren ot this act, and all such claims hereafter aris- 
ing — — be presented within two years from the occurrence of the loss or de- 
struction. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That will be sufficient. 
will not act on any claim after that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. At what point in the bill is this pro- 
viso to be inserted ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Atthe endof the bill, after the provisos already in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment already pend- 
ing not disposed of. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 30, after the word ' reasonable, the 
Committee on Military Affairs proposed to insert useful, necessary, 
and proper for such officer or soldier while in quarters, engaged in public 
service, in the line of duty; so as to read: 

Ant eres further, That the liability of the Government under this act shall 
be 1 to such articles of personal property as the Secretary of War, in his 
discretion, shall decide to be reasonable, useful, necessary, and proper for such 
8 or soldier while in quarters, engaged in the public service, in the line of 

uty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAXEY. The first proviso of the Senator from Missouri pro- 
viding for claims within two years should say, and not afterward.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas proposes to 
amend the amendment of the Senator from Missouri so as to read: 


And provided further, That all such claims now existing shall be presented 
within two years from the passage of this act,and not after; and all such claims 


The Secretary of War 


Y | and the words not after ’’ are superfluous, it seems to me. 
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hereafter arising shall be presented within two years, and not after, from the 
occurrence of the loss or destruction. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. x 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It occurs to me that there is some unnecessary 
verbiage. ‘‘ Within two years from the occurrence of the loss or de- 
struction is sufficient. *‘‘ Within two years, and not after, from the 
occurrence of the loss or destraction,’’ is not a very elegant sentence, 
Within 
two years after the occurrence of the loss or destruction,” I submit, is 
sufficient. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The addition of those words can not hurt; and 
the Senator from Texas thinks it better. I have no objection to it, 
though I do not think it makes it stronger. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not object, only on general principles. I like 
our bills to read as well as possible. 

Mr. MAXEY. I say that those words in my view of the law are 
necessary to prevent the presentation of a claim after the time limited. 
The Senator from Connecticut, having a very much better knowledge 
of language than I have, I am perfectly willing to withdraw it if he 
insists on my doing so. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. : 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the bill be printed as amended by 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to 3 ex- 
ecutive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was refe to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE and Mr. HOAR submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them respectively to the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
r r and ordered to be printed. 

. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr.CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the following en- 
rolled bills; which were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill G peat to r act to increase the 
water supply of the city of i n, r other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar; ; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 288) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copiator the annual report of the health officer of the District of Colum- 

ia: 

A bill (H. R. 4088) to incorporate the Luther Statue Association to 
erect and maintain a monument or statue in memory of Martin Luther 
in the District of Columbia. $ 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFEREED, 
On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Maria G. Dunbar, now on the fles of 
the Senate, be wit wn and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8030) making an appropriation for the Agricultural Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, and 
asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

„Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
agree to the conference asked for by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
PLEMB, and Mr. CALL were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 5828) for the relief of Saint Mark’s Protestant Episco- 
pal church in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7556) to regulate the manufacture and sale of spirituous 
and malt liquors in the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 7557) to provide for the sale of certain real property in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7935) for the relief of the Church of the Ascension, in 
the District of Columbia; and 
i 8 (H. R. 8236) relating to sales ſor taxes in the District of Co- 

umbia. 


1885. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT KEY WEST. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
8 the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 229) to authorize the 


i fs the Treasury to erect a public building in the City of Key 
West, F. 


The amendments of the House were read, as follows: 

In line 2 of the bill strike out all following the word “ directed.“ down to and 
including the word necessa: 8 in line 4, and insert the words “to select, of 
building inion by the United States in the city of Key West, Fla., a suitable 

In line 8, strike out the words “including the purchase of land.” 

In line 10, strike out the word fifty” and insert the word “ forty.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments proposed by the 
House of Representatives are ae the Senate for its action. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the amendments will be concurred in. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
proposed by the House of Representatives to the bill. 

The amendments were concurred in. ; 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had, on 
the 20th ‘instant, approved and signed the following acts: e 

An act (S. 1365) granting an increase of ion to e O’Sulli- 
van, late a sergeant of Company K, Eighteenth Missouri Volunteer 


try; 

An act (8. seat} granting a pension to James McCallen; 

An act 8. 2547) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Frances L. 
Thomas, widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas; 


An act (S. 2549 ting a pension to Isabella Higgins; 

An act (S. 2246) to provide for the purchase of additional land for the 
uses of the public building in the city of New Bedford, State of Massa- 
chusetts; and 


An act (8. 2594) to change the name of the Manufacturers’ National 
Bank of New York to the Manufacturers’ National Bank of Brooklyn, 
N. Y. 


CONFIRMATION OF LAND TITLES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now I ask the Senate to take up Order of Busi- 
ness 1045, being House bill 5849. 

Mr. CONGER. Will not the Senator give way until I give a notice? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I want to pass another general bill that is much 
shorter than the one just passed, and to which there is no amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. I only want to give a notice, as I am going away. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

Mr. CONGER. I give notice that to-morrow, after the ordinary 
morning business, I shall desire to call up Order of Business 1026, be- 
ing the bill (S. 2509) to confirm titles to lands in certain cases, for the 
purpose of making some remarks thereon. 


LIMITATION OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Now I call for Order of Business 1045. It isa 
very important measure reported by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CAMERON]. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5849) Hanne the time for the presentation and payment 
of claims against the United States. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I offer an amendment to the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). The 
Senator from Wisconsin offers an amendment which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to add to the bill: 

Nor to extend the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims to any claim or class of 
claims over which it has not already jurisdiction, nor to authorize the account- 

officers of the Treasury to der and pass upon any claim or class of 
— nn they are not already empowered to consider and adjust by exist- 

Mr. McMILLAN. I should like to inquire in regard to this bill 
whether it expressly or impliedly removes the bar of the statute of 
limitations from any claim against. which the statute now runs, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. ‘The understanding of the commit- 
tee was that it does not, but to guard against any possibility of its do- 
ing so I have proposed the amendment which I have just sent up and 
which has been read by the Secretary. 

Mr. INGALLS. Let us hear the amendment read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Wherever a provision of law recognizes the ex- 
istence of any class of claims, whether barred by the statute of limita- 
tions or not, they are all as existing claims, and unless the 

proposed statute expressly prohibits the of the statute of limita- 
tions as to those claims, it would be impliedly repealed. I want to 
. so that it will guard all classes of that kind, 
as if it were: 


8 That it shall not remove the bar of the statute of limitations where 
the statute of limitations now runs. 


Mr. . That is in now. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I did not hear it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Minnesota will 
hear one provision of the bill read 

Mr. McMILLAN. I want to hear it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Thisis a bill of great importance, and I should 
like to have it read over again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The bill will be again read for infor- 
mation. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment poroen by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make an inquiry of the Senator from 
Missouri: Claims for back pay and bounty are barred, as I understand, 
bya wie of desertion standing on the record. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not bar any claim. 

Mr, PLATT. The officers will not settle the claim of a soldier where 
the of desertion stands on the record. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not for bounty. 

Mr. PLATT. Not for bounty or back pay. Now, we are contin- 
ually removing by degrees, passing statutes to remove, the charge of 
desertion, and the charge of desertion under those statutes is re- 
moved from time to time. The inquiry I want to make is this: Sup- 
pose that some soldier who is entitled to have the charge of desertion 
removed should not accomplish that within three years from the 
of this bill, when would the statute of limitations begin to run in that 
case? From the passage of the bill, or from the time when he got the 
charge of desertion removed ? 

a COCKRELL. I do not think there would be any doubt about 


Mr. BLAIR. There is another class that has not been s 
There is not one bounty as yet paid where there are ten due to the col- 
ored soldiers of the country. As I understand this bill, unless er 
claims are presented within three years they are barred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My understanding is that nearly all those e 
have been presented, but they have not been acted on because the proof 
has not been furnished. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand that to be so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think so. 

Mr. BLAIR. Great numbers of them as yet are unpresented. 

Mr. COCKRELL. They will have three years to present them. 

Mr. BLAIR. It has been more than three years since their service, 

and they may find their rights out after a while. I do not see any ob- 
ject in presenting any statute of limitations against this class of claims 
or any other class, indeed, as long as the United States is careful not to 
allow the statute to run against itself. It seems to me that the entire 
bill is one that will be likely to provoke a great deal of discussion if it 
were properly considered. 
Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, this bill is an absolute innovation 
upon the long-existing practices of the Government, and it involves very 
momentous and far-reaching consequences. It is a bill that deserves, 
I think, a t deal more consideration than it will be apt to get in the 
way in which it appears before the Senate in the temporary hiatus that 
is invited in the discussion of other bills. 

I observe by casual examination that it not only applies the statute 
of limitations to all existing claims, but in one section provides that it 
shall exist against all claims that may originate hereafter. I believe I 
am correct. Upon all claims hereafter originating the limitation of six 
years is prescribed by this bill—that is to say, no man hereafter shall 
have any right to prefer his demand against the Government if he per- 
mits six years to elapse from the time of its initiation. 

There is an old saying that what is sauce for the is sauce for 
the gander, an ornithological maxim that perhaps might be properly 
applied to national affairs. Time does not run against the king. 

ieve the Government of the United States does not permit the stat- 
ute of limitations ever to operate against any demand it may have 
against any of its citizens, no matter when the default or deficit of the 
surety upon an undertaking occurs. It may enforce it whenever the 
fact is discovered. I doubt very much whether it is wise for us to 
permit an unlimited time to the Government in which to enforce its 
claim against the citizen, and say that the citizen shall be debarred by 
an absolute period of six years from interposing any claim againes tho 
Government. 

I suppose this is intended asa relief to the committees of both Houses 
of Congress. The chairman of the committee says it is not. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Of course it is not, because we can 
not by any statute of limitations prevent a citizen from presenting his 
claim to Congress. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is what I was about to say. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is not intended for that at all. 


Mr. INGALLS. If it was not intended for that, for what can it have 
been intended? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. For the relief of the accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury and the other accounting officers of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. INGALLS. That is isely what I was about tos The 
Senator from Wisconsin — is intended to relieve — — 
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officers of the Government. Why should we be itted to relieve 
the accounting officers of the Government by refusing to pay our hon- 
est debts? It certainly would be a novel principle to apply in private 
affairs that because it was annoying and vexatious to a ci to have 
any account taken of his estate or of his obligation, therefore he should 
be eee to go scot-free. This will not in any way whatever in- 
terfere with the enforcement of claims against the Government except 
in this, that it will relieve the accounting officers of the Treasury and 
will precipitate every claim that is declared by them to be barred by 
prescription, upon the committees in both Houses of Congress. 
I doubt the wisdom or the propriety of that species of legislation. I 
doubt very much whether we ought to consider a matter of this gravity 
and of this moment without further deliberation. In most statutes of 
limitations or repose there are saving clauses for minors, for women 
under coverture, for persons non compotes. The Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. Harris] whispers to me that the same saving clause exists in this 
bill. I regret that I did not hear the clause when it was read. If it 
is there, it escaped my attention and some of the neighboring Senators 
who sit by me. One of them says to me 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator let me read the sentence? 

Mr. INGALLS. I shall be glad to hear it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It reads: 

In computing the years of limitation herein fixed no time shall be included 
when the person entitled to present the claim shall be a lunatic, a minor, or 
under any other legal disability. 

Mr. INGALLS. Then I am relieved in that particular, but until 
this moment, although I casually read the bill, I did not know that 
was admitted. The Senator from Minnesota had called attention to 
another provision that he did not know was in this bill. I am not 
complaining that the bill does not contain proper provision, but that 
we are not advised and can not be advised ina question of this gravity 
and importance whether or not all particulars have been properly 
guarded. 

Of course if the Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from Mis- 

souri insist upon the discussion of this bill and its consideration now, 
I have no right to object; but inasmuch as it involves a complete inno- 
vation upon our practice, I submit that it ought to be subjected to de- 
liberate discussion. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to say to my friend from Kansas that this 
js no innovation, A large number of claims are now barred. For ex- 
ample, under the act of 1849 compensation was allowed to those who 
lost their horses in the Mexican war and to civilians whose rty was 
impressed by the Army. After a while there was a limitation put upon 
the soldiers who lost their horses in the war of the rebellion, but no 
limitation upon those in the Mexican war or on private citizens. We 
removed that limitation once, and still it left no limitation upon the 
others. Some years ago a bill was passed providing a bar to all that 
class of claims originating in any war prior to the passage of that act. 
So all claims of that character are now barred. 

There are about 54,000 claims for quartermaster’s stores and supplies 
under the act of July 4, 1864, which were filed with the Quartermas- 
ter-General and the Commissary-General. They were allowed to be 
filed from year to year. In 1878 or 1879 we passed a limitation on 
them requiring all those claims to be filed prior to the 1st day of Janu- 
ary, 1880. A large number of my constituents are barred because they 
did not get their claims in prior to the Ist day of January, 1880. 
There is an immense number of claims there. They are barred. 

So you find it has been the policy from year to year to place limita- 
tions upon claims, and there is nosafety to the tax-payers of this country 
outside of some limitation. You let the persons who transacted this 
business with the Government pass from the stage of action. Their 
books are gone; their accounts are gone; the persons who 
the business can not be found, and the individual comes and presents 
his claim with an ex parte affidavit. You have nothing to rebutit, and 
it is allowed. 

It only illustrates an instance that the senior Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. LOGAN] related to me some years ago. A claim was presented 
to the Committee on Military Affairs for allowance. He examined 
the papers. The claim was established beyond any reasonable doubt. 
It was so clearly proved that it created a suspicion. He referred it to 
the proper Department and there could get no information against its 
justice or correctness. He finally went to the Department, and in ex- 
amining among some old papers he happened to find a bundle of un- 
marked, unbriefed papers, and on examining them found that they 
were the original papers in that claim which had been presented to 
the War Department and paid at the time of the occurrence of the 
claim. And then on further examination he found that aprevious bill 
had passed Congress, and it had been paid the second time, and itwas 
then pending for the third time. 

I say that we must have a limitation upon the presentation of claims 
in the Departments here. They are flooded. Pies are liable to be 
called up at any time. Only last night I wrote to the Third Auditor 
to know what he was doing with a claim for a horse lost in the Mex- 
ican warin 1848. The claims are still pending and until we pass a 
law they are liable to be presented at any time. It is not just to the 


tax-payers of this country, who are the Government, that opportunities 
of robbing them in such a way should be allowed. 

This bill was fully discussed in the other House. It was discussed 
by the leading members on both sides of the Chamber there. It was 
amended, and it was passed in the form in which it has come here. 
The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] shakeshishead. Ido not know 
whether he does so with reference to what I have been saying or not. 
If he will look at the RECORD he will see that I state the truth, because 
I was noticing the bill, having been in favor of such a measure for a 
long time. 

r. INGALLS. I was merely thinking of the fact that we have 
been frequently admonished that allusions to what occurred in the other 
House are not in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not say that it was at this session. It may 
have been at a former session. It was discussed very fully, however. 
I think the provisions of the bill are just and proper. I have taken 
some pains in examining it, although not a member of the committee, 
and I noted the fact that it had been reported. I think it is only such 
a limitation as is absolutely necessary for the protection of the Govern- 
ment against fraudulent claims. 5 

Mr, INGALLS. ‘“‘ A new way to pay old debts.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SH AN. I offer an amendment to come in as an additional 
section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one amendment now 


pending. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iask to have mine read. I think no one will ob- 
ject to it. It was probably omitted by mistake. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the pending question the 
Senator from Ohio presents an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the bill. It will be read for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add as a new section: 

Sec. —. This act shall not apply to the bonds or other public securities of the 
United States, or coupons or interest thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. [‘‘No!’? “No!” 

Mr. ALLISON and others. Let us finish this bill first. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gorges is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Oregon that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

The motion was not to. p 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
words: 

Nor to extend the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims to any claims or classe: 
of claims over which it has not already jurisdiction, nor to authorize the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to consider and pass upon any claims or classes 
of claims which they are not already empowered to consider and adjust by ex - 
isting law. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I was informed that there are cer- 
tain classes of claims which are not now and never have been cogniza- 
ble either before the Court-of Claims or before the accounting officers 
of the Treasury, and it was feared that without some provision similar 
to the one just reported those claims might be presented to the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury. Itis for the purpose of guarding 
against that danger that I have proposed the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Where, then, would the Senator have those claims 
presented, if there is no tribunal for them now? - 

They can 


It is proposed to add to the bill the following 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is no tribunal. 
come to Congress after the passage of this bill as they always have done 
heretofore. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I ask the question simply because I intend, if I re- 
member it, always to record my protest on appropriate occasions, and 
this seems to be one, against the conduct of this Government in rela- 
tion to private citizens. It is the only civilized government that does 
not permit itself to be sued. It stands here and compels private citi- 
zens by the thousand and the ten thousand to come to Congress for one, 
five, ten, fifteen, twenty, and in a late famous case nearly eighty years, 
and present their claims at our doors, and we provide no tribunal to 
hear them, and refuse to hear them ourselves. 

The conduct of this Government is not creditable to an enlightened 

le. 

We are here barring men after three years or sir rear ee eee. 
entation of claims when the accounting officers of the Treasury have 
not yet completed the statement of account. I say we are now here 

ing private citizens against the presentation of their claims to such 


limited tribunals as they have when at the same time our accounting 


officers have not yet made a statement of account between the Govern- 
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ment and officers of the Army and Navy who were in the war, and in- 
deed quartermasters, contractors, and others. 

It is within x short time that a citizen of my State had a suit brought 
against him, or against his bondsmen, when it was sixteen or seventeen 
years after he had closed his accounts and filed his papers and resigned 
his office before he had the statement of account upon which there was 
an alleged balance against him, when I firmly believe he could clearly 
have shown the account had he been notified within a reasonable time. 
The Government attempted to locate the balance against him in a par- 
ticular place in the account, and he showed that it was utterly impos- 
sible there. Gentlemen familiar with this question know that suits 
are brought against bondsmen ten, fifteen, twenty years after the al- 
leged occurrence of the liability. All these things are wrong. 

I have no special sympathy with a bill of this kind while we are so 
guilty ourselves. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill is evidently one that requires a great deal 
of careful consideration. Senators are thinking of a new point every 
moment, and an important one, and new amendments are now being 
suggested touching the securities of the United States. No Senator 
knows what might be thought of if a little time and attention were 
given to the bill. I find in reading the very first portion of it that it 
discriminates against the soldiers and the officers who have defended 
our institutions in war. For instance, it says that they shall be cut off 
by a limitation of only three years, while all other claimants whatever, 
no matter whether the claim may have originated from the foundation 
of the Government, are entitled to six years from the passage of the 
bill within which to present their claims, whatever they may be. 

The bill in the first clause, which applies to the officers and soldiers of 
the country, is, I think, very unjust and very dangerous. It will cut off 
a great many honest claims. Only afew days ago I received a letter 
from my own State, from a New Hampshire soldier, an intelligent man, 
and it turned out that he never had even presented his claim for bounty 
to the present time. That is not an unusual thingat all. It is twenty- 
odd years since the war. Such claims are likely to arise from time to 
time for the next fifteen or twenty years. 

It is a matter that every one is informed of that the colored soldiers 
of the country, some 200,000 in number, have neither in the matter of 
pensions nor of bounty received anything like their rights up to the 
present time. They are ignorant, but they are gradually becoming in- 
formed, and their claims are coming in from time to time, and it is only 
fair to suppose that in future a great many more of those claims will 
be presented against the Government than ever have been as yet. But 
the bill proposes to take those peoplé and discriminate against them; 
to give them only half as much time in which to present their claims 
as the ordinary claimant who has nothing but a civil source of claim 

t the country. I think that that is reprehensible and discredit- 
able, and it is ashame to find it in a bill before the American Congress. 
Day should not they stand as well as anybody else? 

r. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, rose. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is all very true, as the Senator is about to say, prob- 
ably, that they can come to Congress, but there is trouble enough with 
claims in Congress to-day. This bill came in here under the assurance 
that it would not cause.any debate; that it was a thing everybody 
would agree to, and was all right and nobody could object to it, and 
two bills were to be passed in ten minutes; and now for over an hour 
men are here talking against the bill when there is a stress upon us to 
get the pension bills before Congress, which perhaps will not be con- 
sidered unless they are considered to-day, 

I believe this is a bad bill, a wicked bill, and it ought not to be here 
for discussion under the circumstances. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now offer the amendment of which I gave notice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add a new section, as follows: 

Sec. —. This act shall not apply to the bonds or other public securities of the 
United States, or coupons or interest thereon. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the amendment by adding the words 
dor to the claim of any State.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the amendment the fol- 
lowing words: or to the claim of any State; so as to read: 

‘This act shall not apply to the bonds or other public securities of the United 
States, or coupons or interest thereon, or to the claim of any State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. HOAR. The mover accepts it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move to amend the bill by inserting, after the 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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word ‘‘construed,”’ in line 23, the words to remove any limitation 
now existing against the presentation of any claim, nor;’’ so as to read: 


Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be construed to remove any 
limitation now 5 the presentation of any claim, nor to revive any 
statut 


claim now barred by e of limitations. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have no objection to that amend- 
ment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ithought the Senator from New Hampshire made 
a very convincing argument to the Senate a few moments ago against 
the discrimination which is made in the bill against claims for bounty 
and back pay. The limitation as to such claims is for three years in 
the bill and as to all other claims it is six years. I do not think there 
is any class of claims where it is easier for the Government to meet and 
defeat a demand than these bounty and back-pay claims. The rolls of 
the regiment, all of the records make it easy for the Government. I 
therefore move to strike out three“ and insert six,“ in line 7, be- 
fore ‘‘ years,” so that the limitation shall be the same in all cases. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. All those claims have existed 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin will 
suspend. The Chair will state the question. The amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Indiana will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, before the word years,“ it is pro- 
posed to strike out three“ and insert ‘‘six;’’ so as to read: 

That all claims for back pay or bounty due to officers, soldiers, or toany other 
person for services in the late civil war, or any previous war, shall be presented 
to the accounting officers of the Treasury Department, or other proper tribunal, 
for adjustment and payment, within six years after the passage of this act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from: Indiana. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin was 

ized, but suspended until the Chair stated the question. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I yield to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I merely wish to state the reason for limiting this class 
to three years while others are generally limited to six. In to 
other cases the bill will take effect ordinarily on a future claim, oue 
arising in the future; but these are claims which from the nature of the 
case must have been existing at least twenty years, a time which un- 
der the jurisprudence of probably every State in the Union bars all 
claims whatever. So it is not necessary to add six years to claims which 
already must have existed twenty years, and in regard to claims of the 
Mexican war they would have existed nearly forty.years, and so on. 

Mr. BLAIR. But it applies to all claims which have not been pre- 
sented. There are many claims fifteen, twenty, thirty, forty years old 
which have not been presented, where the ground of the claim is simply 
a civil service, a civil debt, a civil obligation. Is there any reason 
for discrimination where the claim has not been actually presented ? 
Where claims have been presented the bill does not apply to them at 
all. The Senator’s point is no ponr because it only u ties to a claim 
which has been presented; and he says most of the Agha have been 
presented, and therefore the law does not reach them in any way 
whatever. Š 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say any such thing. 

Mr. DOLPH. I think the bill can not be disposed of to-night, and 
I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business, ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

After fifty-five minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 5 o’clock and 43 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, February 24, 1885. 


The House met at 11‘o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun S. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. RANDALL, I call for the regular order. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

8 aaen (S. 2623) to remove the political disabilities of Alexander W. 
tark; 

A bill (S. 2610) granting a pension to Patrick Furlong; 

A bill (S. 2587) granting a pension to William H. H. Gilley; 

. bill (S. 2570) granting an increase of pension to Col. Samuel F. 
jompson ; 

A bill (S. 2514) granting a pension to David T. Hoover; 
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A bill ¢ 2350) granting a pension to Anna Ginn; 

A bill 
drew McKee; ; 

A bill (S. 1915) to remove the disabilities of James D. Johnston, of 
Georgia, incurred under the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution; 

A bill (S. oat granting a pension to William Lockhart; 

A. bill (S. 526) granting a pension of $50 per month, to be paid out of 
the naval pension fund, th Julia T. Scott, widow of Gustavus H. Scott, 
late a rear-admiral in the United States Navy and for forty-six years 
in active service; / 

A bill (S. 1117) for the erection of a public building at Macon, Ga. ; 

A bill (S. 1183) granting a pension to Hugh O'Neil; ' 

A bill (S. 1268) for the relief of Sydney L. Skaggs; 

A bill (S. 1473) to enlarge the United States custom-house at Rich- 
mond, Va.; 

A bill 8 a granting a pension to Newton J. Burris; 

A bill (S. 1709) granting a pension to Leonora A. Boyden; 

A bill (8. — granting an increase of pension to Edgar L. Dutton; 

A bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 


urn; 

A bill (S. 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 70) for the relief of Joseph M. Cumming, Hamilton J. 
Miller, and William McRoberts; 

A bill (S. 194) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey 
land in Providence, R. I., for highway purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the erection of a public building at Keokuk, 
Towa. 

Mr. YAPLE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 3933) to declare a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
Texas Pacifie Railroad Company, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and migration of 
foreigners and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in 
the United States, its Territories, and the District of Columbia. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the 
eoncurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 8138) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 


- RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. By order of the House a bill, the title of which 
the Clerk will read, was withdrawn from the Senate for the purpose of 
making a correction in the enrollment. That correction has now been 
made, and if there be no objection the Clerk will return the bill to the 


Senate. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 
A bill (5. 229) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury toerect a public build- 
ing in the city of Key West, Fla. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the order will be made, 
There was no objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER, I rise to a privileged motion. I move that 
the House insist on its amendments to the bill (S. 1609) to provide for 
the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Detroit, Mich., and agree to the conference asked by the Senate on the 

i ng votes of the two Houses. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is that a report of a conference committee? 

TheSPEAKER. It is not. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STOCK- 
SLAGER] moves that the House insist on its amendments and agree to 
the erence asked by the Senate. 

Mr. PAYSON. If it requires unanimous consent to take the bill 
from the Speaker’s table, I object. 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged matter. 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
SrocksLAdER, Mr. HOPKINS, and Mr. BREITUNG. 


UMATILLA RESERVATION, OREGON. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which is the rec- 
ognition of members under the special rule. The hour begins at twenty- 
five minutes past 11 o’clock. When the hour expired yesterday there 
was pending a bill called up by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
GEORGE], the Senate bill No. 66, providing for allotment of lands in 
severalty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the 
State of Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there any time left? 

The SPEAKER. The time expired during the reading of the report. 
The bill was read yesterday. Is there objection to its consideration ? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 


Further objections being called for, three members rose—not a sufi- 


S. 2272) granting a pension to Andrew Franklin, alias An- | cient number. 


The SPEAKER, The question is on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. WELLBORN. There are some amendments to be offered. 

Mr. PAYSON. I move to amend by striking ont the provisoon page 
7 of the printed bill, in line 68 down to line 72. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 


Strike out the following proviso : 

“Provided further, That after three years from the date when such lands shall 
be declared open for settlement and subject to sule, the lands which shal! re- 
main unsold may be pure , Without setilement, at the appraised value 
thereof." 

Mr. PAYSON. I will say that is satisfactory to the gentleman from 
Oregon having the bill in charge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GEORGE. I ask the Clerk to read the amendment which I 
sent to the desk yesterday. I will state that this is part of the House 
bill which has been approved by the House committee. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

Add tosection 2 the following : 

“Provided further, That the water-right across a portion of said reservation 
through the town of Pendleton, = by the Interior Department July 7, 
1870, on the application of George A. La Dow, Lot Livermore, and other citizens 
of Pendleton, for manufacturing, i ting, and other purposes, be confirmedand 
continued to W. S. Byers & Co., their successors.” 


Mr. GEORGE. This matter has been investigated by the Depart- 
ment. It is all right. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 79, noes 4. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS. I offer the amendments which I send to the desk. 
I will state that when a similar bill was before the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs these amendments were recommended by the committee. 
There are several amendments. 

The Clerk read the first amendment, as follows: 

At the end of line 43, in section 1, insert the words by the Secretary of the 


Interior. 

The SPEAKER. Does the amendment apply to the line 43 of the 
priuted bill? The House is acting not upon printed bill but upon 
the en bill of the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. By reference to the printed bill it can be ascertained 
just where the amendment comes in. Let the amendments be adopted 
with reference to the printed bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The end of line 43 in the printed bill is not the 
end ofa sentence. That line ends with a comma. 

Mr. STEVENS. That is where the amendment is intended to come 
in, after the word approved.“ 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

In line 64 of section 1, after the word reservation,“ insert the words “ here- 
after provided for them.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

In line 12 of section 2, after the word “ money," strike out the words “or in 
Ane improvements upon his allotment, as shall be determined by the Depart 
ment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 

In section 4, line 2, strike out the word “forty ” and insert the word thirty.“ 

Mr, ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to know where these 
amendments are coming from. 

Mr. GEORGE. From the committee. 

Mr. ANDERSON. What committee? 

Mr, GEORGE. The Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker, ought not the bill to be read as it will 
stand when amended? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right to have the bill read 
if he desires. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask that it be read as it will stand amended. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the section of the bill as it 
will stand amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

It is pro; in section 4, line 2, to strike out the word “ forty ” and insert the 
TRET for (he. purpose Of cenrying e Of this act tt 
sum of $30,000, sii so much 8 may be epaia) Ke. i 

Mr. WELLER. ` Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if reading from the 
printed bill in this way will make the amendment conform to what it 
would be in the en bill? 

The SPEAKER. The bills are the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the next amendment, as follows: 


In section 5, line 5, after the word *' reservation,” insert the words and by a 
majority of their chiefs in council assembled for that purpose; so that the sec- 
tion will read: That before this act shall be executed in any part the consent 
of said Indians shall be obtained to the disposition of their lane as ed 
herein, which consent shall be expressed in writingand ed bya rity of 


01 
the male adults upon said reservation, and by a — fani of their Zutes te coun- 
cil assembled for that purpose,” and so on, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The question was taken on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time. 

The question was on the passage of the bill; and on a division there 
were—ayes 104, noes 11. 

So the bill was 5 

Mr: GEORGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


COMMERCIAL NATIONAL BANK, CHICAGO, 


Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (S. 2375) 
to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the Commercial Na- 
tional Bank of Chicago. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Commercial National Bank of Chicago, in the 
State of Illinois, is hereby authorized to increase its capital stock, in accordance 
with —- laws, to any sum not exceeding $2,000,000, notwithstanding the 
limit heretofore fixed in its original articles of association and determined by 
the Comptroller of the Currency ; and the Comptroller of the Currency is hereby 
authorized to fix the limit of the increase of the capital stock of the Commercial 
National Bank of Chi at the amount of $2,000,000: Provided, That two-thirds 
of the stockholders s consent thereto. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule ten minutes are allowed for de- 


te. e 

Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, I do not suppose there is any neces- 
sity for explaining this bill. Its object is to obviate the effect of an 
opinion of the Attorney-General, which was to the point that where a 
bank had originally started with a certain amount of capital stock the 
capital could not be increased except by law, the Comptroller haying 
no-power to authorize its increase. Several such bills have already 
been passed by Congress, and I trust there will be no opposition to this 


one. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what is the 
necessity for passing a law to increase the capital stock of this national 
bank, if it be true, as stated by the advocates of the national-bank sys- 
tem, that the business does not pay? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCKNER. That is a matter for the stockholders of the bank 
to consider. f 

Mr. WELLER. Well, Mr. Speaker, I rise to oppose the bill, and pre- 
sent yey ange why these national banks and their advocates are 
and have deceiving as to the profits to them and thus from the 
people—the business interest on which they feed. For they can pros- 
per by their loans, discounts, and exchange only as they so do out of 
the creations and productions of labor and business, The surplus of 
this single institution, as shown by the report of the committee, as also 
admitted by the advocates of this bill, from these sources amounts to 
avery large sum, and yet it is true that not a single thing in the matter 
of actual creation of wealth can be shown as the product of their ma- 
nipulations. They are absorbers of wealth, but never creators of wealth. 

believe it to be the bounden duty of every patriot to principle and 
justice to do what he can on all occasions to strike a death-blow At the 
national-bank system. I know that the system is not only undemo- 
ee unrepublican, but altogether inimical to the interests of the 
ple. 

Who is it that comes here seeking to pass a bill permitting an aggre- 
gation of profits achieved in this way to be put into a new deal with 
which to reap richer harvest from the same source? Why do they ask 
Congress for a permit if the only object is to enlarge their capital as a 
basis of credit? I do not understand from the statements of the gen- 
tleman having the bill in charge that there is any proposition in this 
bill to increase the capital as a basis for an increase in the volume of 
circulating notes; and, if not, then why seek in this way to secure this 
increase? It is true that this institution would have but little if any 
difficulty in organizing under the laws of the State in which this bank 

is situated, with a capital as large as they can find cash or some substi- 
tute for it to put up, or, in short, as large as they may desire. Then 
why come here if there is no underlying substratum that only will be 
developed in the future, when too late to remedy the evil hereby pro- 
posed to be created ? 

If the system does not pay; if the object is not for purposes of an 
increase of the national-bank circulating notes, then in the very nature 
of things there must be some undeveloped purpose that ought to be 
brought out fully before this bill is further considered. 

I believe there is an underlying purpose here to perpetuate the na- 
tional-bank system in so far as that object may be promoted by increas- 
ing the capital stock of this one institution. Iam radically and em- 
eee opposed to any step in that direction; and I hope there will 

not only ten but a hundred patriotic Democrats, who are. really 
statesmen, looking earnestly and wisely to the best interests of the 
people, and who will stand up with me to object to the consideration 
of this bill. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. May I ask the gentleman a question? Would 
he not be satisfied to print these remarks, and allow us to go on with 
business? 

Mr. WELLER. Not by any means. [Laughter.] L propose to call 
the attention of members and of the country to the methods employed 
to perpetuate a system that does not pay. 
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Mr. Speaker, I ask -for the reading of the report as 2 of my re- 
marks; and I do this for the reason that only yesterday I found the re- 
port, presented with the bill then under consideration, contained in it 
that which, being understood by the House, caused a large number to 
rise up in opposition to the consideration of the bill, and it was thereby 
defeated for the present at least. I think probably this report may 
show a similar state of facts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Banking and Currency, to whom was referred the bill of 
the Senate (S. 2375) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the Com- 
mercial National Bank of Chicago, haying had the same under consideration, 
report that the bill is identical with House bill (H. R.4378) reported from the 
Committee on Banking and Currency on the 20th of February, 1484, and referred 
to the House Calendar. The report accompanying said bill fully explains the 
rs ssa is herewith adopted and made a part of this report. Said report is as 

O That since the organization of this bank its business has increased so much 
as to demand an increase of its capital stock beyond the limit fixed in its origi- 
nal articles of incorporation ; that under existing laws there is no warrant for 
such increase; thatthe new limit asked for in the bill is, under all the circum- 
stances, just and reasonable, i 

“ Hence your committee find that the legislation asked for in the bill is un- 
objectio le, just, and necessary, and they therefore recommend that the bill 
pass.” 

The SPEAKER. ‘The time allowed for debate in opposition to this 
motion has expired. 

Mr. BEACH. As the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BUCKNER] has 
reserved four minutes of his time, I would like to ask him why, instead 
of asking the House to take up this special bill, he does not ask the con- 
sideration and passage of the general bill on this subject, which has 
been reported favorably by the Committee on Banking and Currency ? 
Why should we adopt this special legislation? Why not, by passing 
the general bill, cover in a single measure the numerous cases of simi- 
lar character now before the House ? | 

Mr. BUCKNER. I will state the reason. The committee thought, 
and rightly thought, the House would not have time to consider the gen- 
eral bill, inasmuch as it involves several questions in addition to that 
here presented. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentleman 
from IIlinois [Mr. DUNHAM]. { 

Mr.DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, it is unnecessary to consume any con- 
siderable time in explaining this matter. We have here a simple busi“ 
ness proposition. The Commercial National Bank of Chicago desires 
to increase its capital. A large portion of this increase is now in the 
bank in the form of surplus. In order that this surplus may become 
a part of the capital stock of the bank this bill, to which, in my judg- 
ment, there can be no objection, is ted. I hope it will be 4 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to ask the gentleman whether it is not true 
that this bank has acquired its increased capital by percentages levied! 
upon the people and business of the country to the extent of many 
thousands of dollars. In other words, is it not from profits derived 
from the people that this bank propo now to add to its capital stock, 
and thus give it ter power in the same direction? 3 

Mr. N The answer to that would bring us into a general 
discussion of the national banking system, for which the gentleman 
from Iowa is anxious, but which I do not care about; and I think the 
House is not anxious to go into that question this morning. 1 

Mr.SPRINGER. Did I understand the gentleman from Iowa tosay 
that this bank is losing money upon its business? A 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that by reason of profits there is an 
accretion of capital to the extent of many thousands of dollars, and 
that from the real business interests of the country. I do not think 
the institution should have any further advantages in that direction. 4 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WELLER, I object. 

The SPEAKER. All members cs og mi rise. [Five members 
rose.] Not a sufficient number; and the bill is before the House for 
consideration. i 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to a third reading, 
there were—ayes 119, noes 8. 

Mr. WELLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa makes the point that 
no quorum has voted. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman) 
from Iowa, Mr. WELLER, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr,’ 
BUCKNER. 

Mr. WELLER. At the solicitation of many personal friends I with 
draw the point of no quorum. 

So the bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BUCKNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORT TOWNSEND, WASH. 


Mr. BRENTS. I desire to call up for present consideration the bill 
H. R. 2949) for the erection of a public building at Port Townsend, 

ashington Territory. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a 
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suitable building, with fi vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
custom-house, bonded wa use, post-oftice, and other Government offices, at 
the city of Port Townsend, Wash. The plans, specifications, and full estimates 
for said building shall be previous! — s and approved according to law, and 
shall not exceed for the site and building complete the sum of $57,000; Provided, 
That the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adja- 
cent buildings by an open space of not less than forty feet, including streetsand 
alleys: and no money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a 
valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rule five minates are now allowed for 
debate in support of this bill and five minutes in opposition to it. 

Mr. BRENTS. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allowed me I shall 
not attempt more than a partial statement of the facts in this case. 
Port Townsend is the port of entry of the Puget Sound customs district. 
Puget Sound, with its 1,594 miles of shore line and over 2,000 square 
miles of surface, navigable throughout its whole extent for the largest 
deep-sea vessels. is one of the grandest harbors in the world. Its com- 
merce is very great and is rapidly expanding. During the last fiscal 
year a greater number of American steam vessels engaged in the foreign 
trade entered and cleared at this port than at any other port in the 
United States; and their tonnage was only exceeded by the tonnage of 
the same class of vessels that entered and cleared at the port of New 
York. The number entered was 570, with a tonnage of 264,655 tons, 
against 239 at New York, with a tonnage of 351,873 tons; 165 at San 
Francisco, with a tonnage of 239,769 tons; 149 at Boston and Charlestown, 
with a tonnage of 108,414 tons, and 123 at New Orleans, with a tonnage 
of but 55,735 tons. The number cleared was 563, with an aggregate 
tonnage of 236,751 tons, against 227 at New York, with a tonnage of 
338,815 tons; 162 at San Francisco, with a tonnage of 231,935 tons; 145 
at Boston and Charleston, with a tonnage of 105,007 tons, and only 95 
at New Orleans, with a tonnage of but 35,798 tons. 

Of American vessels, both sailing and steam, the number was only 
exceeded by the port of New York, and the tonnage by the two ports 
of New York and San Francisco. The number entered was 675, with 
a tonnage of 312,090 tons, against 1,869 at New York, with a tonnage of 
1,006,556; 654 at Boston and Charlestown, with a tonnage of 304,376 
tons; 452 at Philadelphia, with a tonnage of 222,258 tens; 416 at San 
Francisco, with a tonnage of 425,529 tons; 21¢ at New Orleans, with a 
to of 81,670 tons; 187 at Baltimore, with a tonnage of 69,557, 
and all others still less both in number and tonnage. There were 
cleared 700 of this class of vessels, with a tonnage of 333,694 tons, 
against 1,442 at New York, with a tonnage of 839,762 tons; 421 at San 
Francisco, withatonnage of 450,667 tons; 322 at Philadelphia, with a 
tonnage of 183,438 tons; 185 at Baltimore, with a tonnage of but 61,686, 
and all the others of the one hundred and thirty-one ports in the United 
States still less in number and tonnage. I grant you that this class of 
vessels predominates largely in our shipping, but when we take into 
calculation all classes of vessels, steam and sail, American and foreign, 
the numbe that entered and cleared in the foreign trade during the 
last year is only exceeded by seven other ports in the United States, 
New York, Boston and Charlestown, San Francisco, Philadelphia, New 
Orleans, Huron, and Oswego, and in tonnage by only nine other ports 
in the United States, those just named and the ports of Baltimore and 
Superior added. 

The amount of commerce has doubled for the last five or six years 
every two years. In 1880 the number of vessels entered and cleared 
was 592, with a tonnage of 305,420 tons; in 1881, 628, with a tonnage 
of 318,459 tons; in 1882, 766, with a tonnage of 457,844 tons; in 1883, 
1,062, with a tonnage of 534,824 tons; in 1884, 1,437 with a tonnage 
of 687,035 tons; and in the first half of the present year over 1,000 ves- 
sels entered and cleared at this port, with an aggregate tonnage of 
about 400,000 tons. 

Mr. STEELE. Is there a United States court held at this place? 

Mr. BRENTS. Yes; there is a United States court held there, and 
of course a large amount of admiralty and other business is transacted, 
as will be apparent from the amount of commerce there. 

Mr. WELLBORN. What is the population of Port Townsend? 

Mr. BRENTS. Perhaps about 10,000. Here, also, is the post- 
office through which all the mail to and from Alaska and to and from 
British Columbia must pass, and in which they must be examined, in- 

, and rated up, and, in large part, be distributed. 

Mr. WELLBORN. What is the revenue? 

Mr. BRENTS. The revenue in 1880 was about $18,000; in 1881, 
over $26,000; in 1882, over $45,000; in 1883, over $56,000; in 1884, 
over $67,000; and for the present fiscal year, beginning last July, the 
fees collected will amount to more than the cost of this building, and 
during the whole year, as Iam assured by the collector of the port, will 
go up to ninety or one hundred thousand dollars, while only $57,000 is 
provided for in the bill. ; 

Mr. STORM. I will ask for the reading of the report. 


The report was read, as follows: 


Mr, Reese, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, submitted 
the following report: > 
The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, having considered the bill 
(II. R. 2949) for the construction of a public building at Port Townsend, Wash., 
beg leave to report as follows : 
n its relation to commerce, Port Townsend, the port of entry of the Puget 
Sound customs district, occupies a place of considerable importance. Its loca- 
tion is snch that all vessels from sea to any and all ports on Puget Sound must 


2088 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


passsaid port; its harbor is easy of access at all times, is commodious, and large 
enough to float all the vessels of the world, with good ancho: from five to 
fifteen fathoms, free from bar, rocks, or reef. Theshipping of this district already 
exceeds that of four-fifths of all the custom districts in the United States, Dur- 
ing the quarter ending September 30, 1883, there were one hundred and ninety- 
three v is documented in this district, fifty-eight steam and ninety-five sail, 
with an aggregate tonn: of 40,565.41 tons. During the year ending June 30, 
1883, the number of vessels entered and cleared at the custom-house in this dis- 
triet was 1,314 vessels, aggregating $13,962 tons. ° 

During the last fiscal year the tonnage of American vessels in the foreign trade 
which entered and cleared at this port was exceeded by only four of all the ports 
of entry in the United States, and the tonnage of foreign vessels in that trade 
was ex ed at but sixof said ports, Only one port in the United States exceeds 
Port Townsend in American ocean steam vessels in foreign trade, and the ton- 
nage of foreign ocean steamers in said trade is exceeded by only seven of said 
ports. A large number of vessels engaged in the coasting trade are also entered 
and cleared at this port. Over 500,000,000 feet of lumber, 200,000 tons of coal, 10,- 
000,000 cans of salmon, large quantities of produce, and various domestic com- 
modities are annually exported from this district. The value of these exports 
for the last year is estimated at not less than $12,000,000. The amount of duties 
and fees collected at this port for the year 1880 was $18,448.94, and for the year of 
1883 it was $75,921.05. The amount of rents paid annually by the United States 
for custom-house is $1,800, not including the buildings used for the United States 
court-room and clerk's office or post-office. These statistics, derived from offi- 
cial sources, mark this as a port of no small importance to the commerce and 
revenues of the country. 

Constituting the entrepôt of the Moditerrrauean of the Pacific,” with its nu- 
merous bays, estuaries, and islands, with its 1.981 miles of inland shore-line, its 
unexcelled timber, its extensive fisheries, and other fast-expanding industries, 
with the e development of the mineral, agricultural, and eee in- 
dustries and resources of its adjacent country, and with the completion of the 
Northern Pacific Railroad that terminates on its shores, it has taken its rank 
among the first ports of the nation. It no is the third in importance on the Pa- 
cific coast. The ports of San Francisco, Portland, Astoria, and others have re- 
ceived munificent appropriations for the construction of public buildings, while 
this port has received none. In view of these facts your committee recommend 
the passage of bill H. R. 2949, 


Mr. BRENTS. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that this report was 
made over a year ago, during which time the commerce of the i 
and the business of the custom-house have greatly increased. The build- 
ing in which this business is done is a mere wooden shanty, wholly in- 
adequate in size, unsafe, and unfit for the purpose. The documents of 
one hundred and sixty-four -vessels—and seventy-eight of them ocean 
steam vessels—and all the valuable records of the office are deposited 
here, exposed, and liable to be destroyed at any time. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to say one thing more. Port Townsend is in a 
Territory, represented on this floor by a mere Delegate—and a lame one 
at that—an unenfranchised member in this House, and unrepresented 
in the Senate, with no political power or influence to trade upon in any. 
co-operative arrangement or log-rolling combination, had there been 
one—which I am sure there was not—to secure the passage of bills of 
this character. The bill has been favorably reported by three Commit- 
tees on Public Buildings and Grounds to three successive Con 
unanimously and on its merits alone, and now unanimously and on its 
merits alone I confidently hope to see it passed. 

There was no objection to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STEELE. I offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tn lines 11 and 12, strike out 57“ and insert 70;"" and after the word dol- 
lars,” in line 12, insert which sum is hereby appropriated out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. ™ 

Mr. BEACH. What is the effect of that amendment? 

Mr. STORM. Toincrease the appropriation from $57,000 to $70,000. 

Mr. STEELE. It is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr, STOCKSLAGER, I hope that will not be done. 

Mr. STEELE. The Secretary of the Treasury recommends it. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 22. 

Mr. STORM. I shall raise the question of a quorum if they attempt 
to raise this appropriation. 

The SPEAKER. As the pointof no quorum has been made, the 
Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. StoRM and Mr. STEELE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 140, noes 
30. : 


So the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was or- 
dered to be and read a third time; and being engrossed, it 
was acco ly read the third time, and 2 : 

Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pe and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WAYNE, IND. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I move, under the rule, to take up for present 
consideration the bill (S. 2084) to amend chapter 464 of the acts of the 
first session of the Forty-seventh Congress, entitled An act to provide 
for a public building at the city of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indi- 
ang.“ 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That in the fifteenth line of the first section of the above- 
recited act the same be, and is hereby, amended to read one hundred and sev- 
enty-five” instead of “one hundred,” so that the limitation therein contained 
will be in the sum of $175,000 instead of the sum of $100,000. 

Sec, 2. That it being necessary in order to secure the proper commencement 
and construction of a building adapted to the varied uses for which the structure 
therein contemplated is required, sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated there- 
for out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
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The SPEAKER. Ten minutes, under the rule, are allowed for de- 
hate—five minutes on either side. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I will yield my time to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Lowry]. 
Mr. LOWRY. Nr. Speaker, I now move that this bill be ordered 
and read a third time. This Senate bill is identical with 
House bill 6412. The Honse bill passed the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds unanimously after the amount in the original 
bill was reduced by them from $100,000 to $75,000. The present bill 
passed the Senate committee by a unanimous vote, and also passed the 
Senate unanimously. 
I hold in my hand, Mr. Speaker, a communication from the Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury, a communication reading as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE Or THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
February 9, 1881. 

Sın: 1 have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of yours of the 8th instant, 
asking my opinion as to the eee, or inadequacy of the limit fixed by the 
act of A 8, 1882, for the erection of a public building at Fort Wayne, Ind., 
namely, $100,000, including cost of site. 

The site for this building has already been purchased at a cost of $25,000, leav- 
ing but $75,000 for the erection of the building. which, in ay opinion, is not suf- 
ficient for the erection of a building of suitable materials for the accommoda- 
tion of all the Government officers in that city. 

In my judgment the amount specified in bill H. R. 368, extending the limit to 
$200,000, is no more necessary for the erection of a suitable building forthe 
ae for meen it is required. 

Very respectful 
7 5 AL E. BELL, 
Supervising Architect. 
Hon, ROBERT Lowry, 
House of Representatives, 


The same officer in his last annual report expresses himself on the 
same subject in these words: 
The present limit of cost is insufficient to give more than a two-story building 


without fire-proof construction, which is totally inadequate to accommodate 
the Government officials in that city. 


The following is a communication addressed at my request during 
the present session to the Secretary of the Treasury: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SUPERVISING ARCHITECT, 
January 29, 1855. 
ly to a letter of this date from Hon. ROBERT Lowry, I have the 
ou that the present amount of limit for the public building — 
— Wayne, Ind., now in process of construction, is in my oe nion quite inad 
for the erection of a building: with. fi f construction, such as the 
— of that locality and the best interests of the metres service imperatively 
demand. In order that the work may be proceeded with advantageously and 
economically the limitation sbould be in my judgment enlarged at the present 
session of Congress in the sum of at least $75,000. 
I request that this matter be called to the attention of the Senate and House 
of os, sone seer 
ery respectfully, 


Hon. Hven McCcitiocn, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


The Secretary of the Treasury thereupon addressed the Speaker of 
this House as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 29, 1885. 


Sin: I have the to transmit herewith copy of a communication of this 
date from the Su Architect of this Department recommending that the 
limit of cost of the pu ae to be erected at Fort Wayne, Ind., be in- 
to $175,000, as the present limit, $100,000, will not admit of a building 
adequate to the. needs of the public, and of fire-proof construction, 
I concur in the opinion expressed by the Supervising Architect, and in my 
— ment the limit 2 se for this building should be extended to $175,000, and 
extension should be made at the present session of Congress. 
I have already in ann cases expressed the opinion of the Dej Department as to 
the 8 5 — of — all publie buildings flre- proof. 


eid 25 II. McCULLOCH, Scerctary. 
To the SPEAKER of Ms House of 8 
Washington, D. C. 

In the bill originally passed authorizing the construction of this 
building the limitation was $100,000. Twenty-five thousand dollars 
has already been expended outside of this for a site out of amounts 
heretofore appropriated. It will be observed the architect repeatedly 
states it to be imperatively necessary, in order to accommodate the 
wants of the public and to constructa fire-proof building such as is de- 
manded there, to have an increase of the limitation. The Secretary of 
the Treasury concurs in this in strong and emphatic terms. Fort 
Wayne, sir, is the third city in population in the State of Indiana, and 
her population is only exceeded in numbers by the city second in size 
by a few hundred. 

A MEMBER. What is the population? 

Mr. LOWRY. The population by the census of 1880, in round num- 
bers, was 27,000, and according to the best available data is at this time 
35,000. 

Fort Wayne is a focal point, from which diverge railways extending 
in ten different directions, connecting with every adjacent county-seat, 
and having direct railway communication with some thirty-two county- 
seats in the same State. 

We had there for some years past three State courts of general juris- 
diction, and now have two, which, owing to the importance of the place 
and the amount of the business done, are limited in their jurisdiction 


Sr: In re 
honor to adv: 


AL E. BELL, Supervising Architect. 


to the single county. The United States courts are also located there, 
and the late Postmaster-General, subsequently the Secretary of the 
Treasury, was compelled to hold his court when on the bench in that 
State in a room not larger than the Speaker’s room of this House, for 
the accommodation of the jurors, witnesses, and all the Officials, the 
bar, and parties having business in the court. 

The post-office of this city is a distributing office. There are on an 
average some three million of pieces handled in the post-oflice per — 
num. The receipts in 1880 on money-order account were, acco 
to the tabulated statement furnished by the Post-Office . 
$334,872.79. The receipts on general postal account were $104,286, 
and the net profit that year was $24,532.94. It is estimated by the 
officials of the Post-Office Department that there has been an increase 
since that year of 25 per cent., which would make the gross receipts 
of the office $535,230.99, while the net annual profit would be $30,532.94. 

Even if the increase is but 20 per cent. the gross receipts would be 
still $513,772.97, while the net profits arising from the business would 
still be in excess of $30,000. The city of Fort Wayne has three na- 
tional and two private banks, five daily and eight weekly newspapers, 
a number of wholesale mercantile establishments, several iron found- 
ries, hub and spoke and wagon factories, farniture manufactories, man- 
ufactories of railroad cars, organs, woolen goods, steam-engines and 
boilers, electric lights, railway-car wheels, a paper-mill, four grist-mills, 
a number of large machine-shops, and the extensive man or 
repair shops of four of the railway lines centering there, including those 
of the two great trunk lines stretching through from the Southeast 
and the Northeast to the great Southwest and Northwest. 

Other salient features are, some twelve hotels, ten brick public school 
buildings, besides several sectarian and private schools; three coll 
one of which, the Concordia, is the leading Lutheran institution of that 
character in the West, another the Methodist Episcopal, and a medical 
college; also an academy of music and opera house. ere also are large 
hospitals—one Catholic and the other Protestant the ep l resi- 
dence of the Catholic bishop of the diocese of Fort Wayne, and the finest 
cathedral in the State. A crowning and conspicuons fact, which will be 
especially gratifying to the entire membership of this House, is the pres- 
ence there, as stated in Lippincott’s Gazetteer, from which I quote in 
order to avoid exaggeration, of no less than twenty-seven churches— 
one of which is of colored a with these churches, as with the 
population itself, increase is the order of the day. With all these ad- 
vantages it may be asked why no more was provided for this building 
in the first place. With similar and characteristic modesty no more 
than is absolutely needed to make the building of fire-proof construc- 
tion and meet the actual needs of the locality as to dimensions is now 
asked for by this bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise forthe purpose of asking the gentle- 
man from Indiana a question, and I may have a few words to say on 
this subject on hearing his reply. In the first place I wish to ask him 
how many officials are to be accommodated with offices in this build- 

ng? 
Mr. LOWRY. Well, Mr. Speaker, I rely upon the judgment of the 
Supervising Architect in reference to that matter. He has made his es- 
e in reference to it, and they are before the House and can be ex- 
amin 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I must confess I have very little confidence 
in the estimates and recommendations of the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury in reference to this matter; for if he thought he could get 
an appropriation of $100,000 for the construction of a panne building 
in a town containing 1,000 inhabitants I think he would recommend it. 
These architects seem to like to display their architectural talents. 

Mr. LOWRY. Theincrease is not so much sought on account of size 
as it is to make the building fire-proof. With the present appropria- 
tion it would not be suitable for the storage of records, and of course it 
is desired to extend it as far as can be permitted by the appropriation. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. If one hundred officials are to be accom- 
modated in this building, and I am satisfied that is twice as many as 
will actually be accommodated, it would still be an expenditure of 
about $1,750 per man for office-room alone. Now I venture the asser- 
tion that within one hundred miles of that place the people, those who 
pay the taxes, live in dwellings that on the average have not cost more 
than $1,000 each, and in these, their homes, they rear and educate 
their families. And yet it is proposed to 8 money out of the 
publie phar to supply room to officials of the Government at an 


annual expenditure of over $1,700 each, supposing, as I have said, that 
there are one hundred to be accommodated in this buildi , Which i is 
doubtless largely in excess of the real number who will us be ac- 


commodated. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me ask the gentleman from Ohio how many offices 
are there in your court-house ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We have been building good court-houses 
in the counties of the State of Ohio for $50,000, $75,000 to $100,000. 

Mr. STEELE. But I ask how much for each officer accommodated 
with quarters in them? 

Mr. W. of Ohio. Certainly less than the amount specified 
here. I do not o the construction of a building at this place; but I 


speak with reference to the general system of paying out money for the 
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erection of monumental buildings—monuments of folly most of them— 
all over the country, at an expenditure of four or five times as much 
for office-room for public officials as the homes of the people cost who 


must pay the taxes out of which those buil are constructed. To 
these large expenditures for buildings lam terably opposed. This 
morning hour seems to be devoted mainly to the consideration of bills 
for the construction of publie buildings. I think, indeed, it ought to be 
called the ‘‘ public-huilding rule.“ The purpose of it seems to be to 
pa ut through public buildings alone, and in fact little else is done. 

verybody seems to want apublic building. There are any number of 
other important bills on the Calendar which deserve consideration. 
Private bills 

A MEMBER. That is what we are here for. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is what we are here for! I do not 
understand we are here for the sole purpose of appropriating money for 
the erection of public buildings all over the country. I do not know 
how many of such bills have gone through already or how many will 
yet go through. The difference between appropriating money for the 
construction of a public building and the improvement of a river, mak- 
ing navigable a stream that was not before navigable, is the difference 
between an expenditure and aninvestment; between the rearing of an 
elephant and constructing a locomotive. The one is a constant source 
of expenditure, while the other is an economic force which, when con- 
structed, goes to work, becoming itself an earning power. Public build- 
ings are huge elephants that involve constantoutlay, They necessitate 
expenditures for watchmen, for maintenance and care; and the annual 
5 ſor these purposes will be larger in most cases than would 
be the rent of a suitable building. 

I shall offer an amendment when it is in order, if this bill shall be 
considered by the House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
oh La eso Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 5,000 ” in this 
bill and insert “50,000.” 

8 7 LOWRY. Twenty-five thousand has been already expended on 
the site. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Speaker stated that 
in the judgment of the Chair the noes had it. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I cali for a division. 

Thg House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 99. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is not a quorum, is it? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make the point of no quorum? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
When does the hour expire ? j 

The SPEAKER. In five minutes. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not make the point as to a quorum. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let us have a vote on that. 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was 

Mr. LOWRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
preset and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DR. W. LEIGH BURTON. 


Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I call up for consideration the bill (H. R. 
8021) authorizing the Commissioner of Patents to grant an extension 
of letters patent to Dr. W. Leigh Burton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, e., That the Commissioner of Patents be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to hear and 5 the a N ma of Dr. W. Leigh Barton, of the 
city of Richmond, in the State of Virginia. for theextension for the further term 
of seyi Sree the letters oral for the . in electro-heating, num- 
bered March 23, 1869, and anteda’ rch 12, 1869; and he is hereb 
authorized to grant the same if he deem it jast and proper to do so: Provided, 
That no one shall be held ible for infringement of said letters patent, if 
extended, between the date of expiration and date of extension. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. That bill is as near nothing as a bill could 
well be. I hope it will be passed without objection. 

Mr. COOK. If it is of so little value as that, why should we pass it? 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to make an inquiry for information. As 
the hour has almost expired, will the gentleman from Virginia allow 
his remarks to be printed for the information of the House, to save 
time? 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Wait till I make them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks the attention of the gentleman 
from Virginia. The bill seems to be still in the hands of the Commit- 

tee on Patents. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. No, sir. The bill was duly reported by the 
chairman of the Committee on Patents, the tleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE]. There is a report in the case, and the bill is 
on the Calendar. i z 


I now move to strike out 7. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The hour has expired, and the bill goes over. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Lask unanimous consent to pass a little resolu- 
tion for the distribution of books to members who are not members of 
the next House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let this be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania insists on the 
reguiar order. 

INSANE UNITED STATES PRISON AT AUBURN, N. Y. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a letter from the medical 
superintendent of the insane asylum at Auburn, N. Y. , and asking an 
appropriation for the completion of an insane United’ States prison; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] insist on the call for the regular order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to my colleague on the Committee on Ap- 
propriations [Mr. TowNsHEND], who desires to call up the Post-Office 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Task unanimous consent to take up the Post- 
Office appropriation bill, and to move that the House non-concur in the 
Senate amendments and ask for a committee of conference. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object to that. I prefer that the bill should go 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York objects, and asks 
that the bill be referred to this Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock] object ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ido. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I thought the 3 from New York 
wanted to have the appropriation bills disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] desire to have the bill referred to the Committee on Appro- 

priations ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I prefer that it shall stay where it is. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it not in order to have the bill referred to the 
Committee on toad “acre 

TheSPEAKER. It is not in order to take the bill from the Speaker's 
table except by unanimous consent, and objection is made. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Town- 
SHEND] will only persist in that objection he can force the House to 
fo to the Speaker’s table, where the first bill is the Mexican pension 

ill. If he wants to pass that bill, that is the way to do it. 


DISTRIBUTION OF DOCUMENTS. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution sent up by 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER), which the Chair 
will ask for objections, x 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That all documents and books ordered to be published by the pres- 
ent Congress and which are actually paa prior to the drst Menday of Decem- 
ber next, together with documents and books heretofore ordered printed, which 
have not been actually furnished, to which members of t Congress are or 
would have been entitled if published prior to the 4th of March next, and which 
are actually printed prior to first Monday of next December, shall be allotted as 
heretofore to members of the present Congress and transmitted to their resi- 
dences as fast as printed, unless otherwise ordered by the members themselves. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This is the usual resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DIBRELL. I desire to take from the Speaker's table the bill 
(H. R. 8030) making appropriations for the tural Department 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, and to 
move that the House non-concur in the Senate amendments and ask 
for a committee of conference. 

There was no objection, and the motion was a 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of t the House Mr. 
DIBRELL, Mr. BEACH, and Mr. CULLEN. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, my object being 
to reach the deficiency appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I suggest that the morning hour has not been dis- 


pensed with. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 
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Mr. DUNN. I hope that will not be done. 


Mr. WEMPLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WILLIS, there were— | reading of the names be dispensed with. 


ayes 151, noes 19. 

So the morning hour was dispensed with (two-thirds voting in favor 
thereof). 

Mr. RANDALL. I now renew my motion. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
moves that the House do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of general appro- 
priation bills. 

Mr. WILLIS. For the purpose of saving time I will ask at once that 
the yeas and nays be taken on that motion. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the yeas and nays be ordered by consent. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the yeas and nays will be 
considered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken; and-there were—yeas 121, nays 139, not 
voting 64; as follows: 


YEAS—121. 
Aiken, Dorsheimer, Kelley, Seymour. 
Alexander, Dowd, - Ketcham, Skinner, T. G 
Anderson, Eaton b, Spooner, 
Arn Eld h Lanham, Sp 
Atkinson, Elliot Lawrence Steele, 
Barr, ý Le Fevre A 
Bayne, Ermentrout, 1 Storm, 
Beach, Everhart, Lyman Strait, 
Belmont, Ferrell, 4 Sumner, D. H. 
Blount, Follett, McCormick, Swope, 
Boyle, Funston, Millard, Talbott, 
Brewer, F. B G 7 Mitchell, Townshend, 
Brewer, J. II Graves, Morse, Tully, 
Brown, W. W. Hammond. Moulton, Turner, Oscar 
Browne, T. M Murray, Valen 
B Tiardeman, Mutchler, Wadsworth, 
Buckner, Hardy, O'Neill, Charles Wait, 
Harmer, n, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J. E. Haynes, Poland, Warner, A. J. 
Campbell, J. M. He Post, Warner, Ri 
Cannon, Hewitt, A. 8 Potter. Washburn. 
Cassidy, Hill, Randall, White, J. D. 
Cobb, Hiscock, Ranney, Whiting, 
Collins, Holman, Ray, Ossian Wilkins, 
Connolly, Holton, Reed, T. B. W. E. B. 
Converse, N —— pahiga John 
` owey, m, 
Surtin, es, Rockwell Vork. 
Deuster, Jones, B. W. 
Dixon, ean, Russell, 
Dockery, Keifer, Seney, 
NAYS—139. 
Adams, G. E. Dunham, Lacey, Skinner, C. R. 
Bagley, Dunn, Lewis, * 
Barbour, Ellwood, Libbey, Smith, H. Y 
Bennett, Findlay, Lore, Snyder, 
Bisbee, Finerty, McCoid, nger, 
Blanchard, Foran, McMillin, Stephenson, 
land, Forney, y wart, es 
Brainerd, Garrison, Miller, S. H Stone, 
Bratton, George, Mills, ble, 
Breckinridge Gibson, Morrill, Taylor, J. M. 
Breitung, Goff, Muldrow. 
Broa a Green, Murphy, Thompson, 
Budd. Green 2 cece, Tiiman, 
Burleigh, Guenther, Nelsou, Tucker, 
Cabell, Halsell, Nicholls, Turner, H. G. 
Caldwell, fanback, - Nutting, Vance, 
Hatch, H. II © Van Eaton, 
Clardy, atch, W. H. Ochiltree, Wallace, 
Clements, Henderson, T. J. O'Ferrall, Ward, 
Cook, Henley, O'Hara, Weaver, 
Covir n, Herbert, Parker, Wellborn, 
Cox, G. S. Hewitt, G. W. Payne, Weller, 
Cox, W. R. Hitt, š Wemple, 
raig, Hoblitzell, Pierce, White, Milo 
Crisp, Holmes, Perkins, Williams, 
Culberson,D. B. Hooper, Peters, Willis, 
Culbertson, W. W. Houseman, Pettibone, Wilson, James 
Cullen, Huut, Price, Wilson, W. L. 
K Jeffords Pryor, Wise, G. D. 
Davidson, Jones, J. H Reagan, Wise, J. S. 
Davis, G. R. Jones, J. K Reid, J. W. Wolford 
Davis, L. H. Jones, J. T Rogers, J. H. Wood. 
Davis, R. T Kel Rogers, W. F. Woodward, 
Dibble, King, Shively, Yaple. 
Dibrell, Kleiner, Singleton, 
NOT VOTING—&H. 
Adams, J. J. Evans, McAdoo, Robertson, 
Ballentine, Fiedler, Matson, Robinson, J. S. 
Barksdale, Fyan, Miller, J. F. Robinson, W. E. 
Belford, Geddes, Milliken, Rowell, 
Bingham, Hart, Money, Ryan, 
Blackburn, Hemphill, Morgan, Shaw, 
Boutelle, Henderson, D. B Morrison, Slocum, 
Bowen, Torr, Muller, Smith, A. Herr 
Brumm, Houk, O'Neill, J. J. Stevens, 
Candler, Hurd, Paige, Stewart, J. W. 
Campbell, Felix Hutchins, Peel Sumner, C. A 
Chalmers, Johnson, Phelps, Taylor, E. B. 
A Jordan, Pusey, Taylor, J. 
Onteheon, Laird, Rankin, Throckmorton, 
Dingley, Lovering, Ray, G. W. Van Alstyne, 
Ellis, Lowry, Rice, Young. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


There was no objection. 

The following-named pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. Jonny S. WISE. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. Hund with Mr. RICE. 

The following were announced as paired on this vote: 
Mr. FIEDLER with Mr. BOWEN. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California, with Mr. BINGHAM, 

Mr. PAIGE with Mr. SMITH, of Pe lvania. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. MULLER with Mr. Funston. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. Horr. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. Youne with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, with Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. CurcHEON. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. ELLIS with Mr. Ryan. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: l 

A bill 2 R. 2344) for the relief of Melissa G. Polar; 

A bill (H. R. 4088) to incorporate the Luther Statue Association, to 
erect and maintain a monument or statue in memory of Martin Luther 
in the District of Columbia; and L 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 288) authorizing the printing of 2,500 extra 
copies of the annual report of the health officer of the District of Columbia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; 
and, that motion, I move that debate upon the pending appeal 
be limited to thirty-five minutes on each side. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair entertain that motion ? 

Mr. KEIFER. The provision in the rules for limiting debate dees 
not apply to an appeal. 

The SPEAKER. No point of order was made, and the Chair sup- 
posed that the motion was entertained by unanimous consent. Is the 
point of order made ? 

‘Mr, KEIFER. It is. . ` 

Mr. WILLIS. Too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks thegentleman rose in time. The 
Chair is not aware of any decision that has ever been made on this ques- 
tion. . The rule of the House seems to confine the power of the House 
in limiting debate in Committee of the Whole to amendments, to para- 
graphs, and sections of a measure pending before the committee, and 
unless the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] knows of some 
decision on the subject the Chair will be obliged to hold that the 
point of order is well taken: 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I think it quite clear, as all debate on 
this section has by a special order of the House been limited to a cer- 
tain time, which time—— 

TheSPEAKER. Thatisa different proposition entirely. The Chair 
is not called upon to rule on that. 

Mr, KEIFER. If the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] will 
permit I think I can suggest a way out of the ee & It is possi- 
ble that the presiding officer has a right to determine when debate has 
gone far enough 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the motion to limit debate on 
the appeal can not be entertained. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] that the House now re- 
pote itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee is in session for the consideration 
of the river and harbor appropriation bill, and the pending question is 
whether the opinion of the Chair ruling out the Hennepin Canal pro- 
vision was correct—an appeal having been taken. The gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] has the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I raise the question of 


consideration. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I believe I am entitled to the floor. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The motion was made that weshould go 


into Committee of the Whole, but it was not stated that we should go 
into committee for the consideration of the river and harbor bill; and 
I nowraise the question of consideration, and move that we take up the 
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appropriation bill designated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL]. 

Mr. KING. I insist upon the regular order, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point made by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHITE] is not in order. This bill is in order under a for- 
mer instruction of the House, and the House has already declined to 
take up the regular appropriation bill referred to by the gentleman from 
3 The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] has the 

oor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, it was not stated by the 
Speaker that we were going into Committee of the Whole to take up the 
river and harbor bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope that we shall have order, so that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] can be heard. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the 
Chair to this point: When the motion was made that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole it was precisely as that motion is 
usually made; there was no designation of any particular business to be 
considered in the committee. It seems to me, therefore, that it was en- 
tirely competent for the committee to choose between any of the differ- 
ent matters that may be considered in Committee of the Whole. Noth- 
ing was said to indicate that it was the will of the House that we should 
consider this icular measure; there was nothing in the nature of 
instructions to the committee as to what it should take up. I know 
there were gentlemen who refrained from voting negatively upon that 
proposition because they were under the impression that when we did 
go into Committee of the Whole the usual rule would be observed, and 
we would then have an opportunity of raising the question of consid- 
eration and determine what matter should be considered. 

Mr. WILLIS. The Chair has ruled upon this question, and there 
has been no appeal. I submit that the question has been settled by 
the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point made by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN] is identical with the one raised a few moments ago by 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE], which the Chair has de- 
cided. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] will proceed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to a parlimentary inquiry. I 
desire to know whether the gentleman from Illinois can proceed to de- 
bate without unanimous consent. I am perfectly willing, so far as I 
am concerned, that there should be unanimous consent; but as all de- 
bate on this section has been closed without making any exception with 
regard to any appeal, I submit that debate is not in order except by 
unanimous consent. 


The CHAIRMAN. All appeals are debatable. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. All debate has been closed upon this 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House limited debate on the section to one 


hour and a half and to three-minute speeches in favor of amendments. 
But the Chair expressly held that all the arguments which were had 
upon this question of order did not come out of that time. The uni- 
form practice has been that debate on questions of order shall not be 
considered as affected by any limitation placed on debate. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That is a very different question from 


an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HEWITT] 
is not in order in arguing this proposition. He propounded a parlia- 
mentary inquiry, which the Chair has answered. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then I make the point of order that 
all debate upon this section and all amendments thereto has been closed 
and debate upon this appeal can not be had except by unanimous con- 


sent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Now I appeal from that decision; and 
I ask for one moment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has just said that such ap 
are not debatable. [Laughter.] The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair upon this point of order stand as the judgment of the 
committee? Does the gentleman from Alabama desire to be heard? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. All I wish to state is this: If the de- 
cision of the Chair is correct, then there may be unlimited debate upon 
this appeal, because in Committee of the Whole no motion to lay the 
appeal on the table is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the opinion of the Chair 
on this point of order 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, I withdraw the appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] 
will proceed. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I shall endeavor to 
beas brief as possible in discussing this appeal, as I want the friends 


of this bill to understand that so far as I am concerned I have taken 
the appeal in good faith and not for the purpose of obstructing the pas- 
sage of the bill. z 

I believe the decision of the Chair to be an erroneous one; and so be- 
lieving, I have taken an appeal, and, with all due deference to the 
Chair, I desire to present my views upon the appeal. 

It is held by the Chair that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 


has no jurisdiction of the subject of the Hennepin Canal, and that there- 
fore the proposition relating to it is not properly incorporated in the 
bill. Now, in order to reach this conclusion, the Chair refers toa rule, 
which is a rule of the House—not a rule of the Committee of the 
Whole—a rule which is in no manner applicable to the Committee of 
the Whole when engaged in the consideration of a bill which has been 
committed to it by the House itself. Rule XI provides that certain 
proposed legislation relating to certain subjects 1 be referred to the 
committees respectively designated. But I desire the attention of the 
Chair and of the committee to the fact that this is a rule for the gov- 
ernment of the House in the disposition of its business as it is presented 
by members from time to time, and can not possibly be applicable to 
the Committee of the Whole. 

I claim that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had jurisdiction 
of this question first, because there were petitions on this subject pre- 
sented by a member of the House in the way provided by the House 
itself and referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The ref- 
erence of these petitions to the committee gave the committee, I con- 
tend, jurisdiction of this subject. I call attention to Rule XXII, which 
is as follows: 

Members having petitions or memorials to present may deliver them to the 
Clerk, indorsing their names and the reference or disposition to be made thereof; 
and said petitiousand memorials, except such as, in the judgment of the Speaker, 
are ofan obscene or insulting character, shall be entered on the Jonrnal, 

The language of this bill shows that these petitions and memorials 
are to come under the observationof the Speaker of the House, and if of 
a proper character—not obscene or insulting—they are to be referred; 
otherwise not. 

But the point I make is this: This rule authorizes petitions to be pre- 
sented and referred in this way, and it is the only rule of the House 
for the government of members of the House in regard to getting peti- 
tions before committees of the House; and I claim the gentleman from 
Indiana is in error when he says this isa mere clerical duty. This is 
the way the House itself has provided under the rules that we shall 
reach committees of the House by the presentation of petitions. 

J insist that the petitions were properly presented; but, admittin; 
that they were improperly presented, they were nevertheless refe 
to a committee of the House. They were so entered upon the Journal 
as having been referred to this Committee on Rivers and Harbors. Fur- 
thermore, they were printed in the RECORD as petitions referred to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. That committee, if they thought 
they were improperly presented to it, might have reported them back 
to the House for reference to some other committee. The committee, 
however, held otherwise, and believed they had jurisdiction over this 
subject, and so there was incorporated in this bill this provision in 
reference to the Hennepin Canal. 

I say with reference to these petitions in the absence of any action 
on the part of the House whatever that they conferred jurisdiction on 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and that the only way any 
member could have avoided that committee’s taking j urisdiction of the 
subject-matter of the petitions was by moving for the discharge of the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors from the consideration of these 
titions which had been referred to it by the House under the rule of 
the House. 

Mr. Chairman, I could rest this whole case, in my opinion, upon the 
position alone that these petitions, having been referred under the rule 
of the House, and therefore referred by the House itself, were before 
that committee, and that committee was authorized to take jurisdiction 
of the subject even if it had not otherwise jurisdiction under the powers 
conferred upon it. 8 

Now let me say further: The chairman has said it is claimed that 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had jurisdiction because the re- 
port of the Chief of Engineers, with accompanying papers from officers 
in of rivers and harbors, was laid before the House by the 
Speaker and referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. The 
Chair says that does not refer to this provision, because if we claim 
that it claims too much, as that construction would have given juris- 
diction to that committee over the seacoast and lake-frontier defenses, 
the surveys of the Territories, the improvement and care of public 
buildings and grounds in and around Washi n, the water supply 
of this District, the fishways at the Great F: of the Potomac, the 
control of the Washington Aqueduct, &c.; for all these things are 
covered in that report. 

In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, with all due respect to the opinion 
of the Chair, that is erroneous, for the simple reason that these sub- 
jects do not in any way relate to the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors, and would not be germane in a river and harbor bill, and under 
the ordinary parliamentary usage would be subject to the point of order 
which might be raised against it both in committee and anywhere else 
that it was not germane to the bill. The Hennepin Canal is germane 
to the bill, I claim. It does relate, in the language of Rule XI, to the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. 

I know it has been said in the discussion of this subject this canal. 
could be constructed without removing a shovelfulof earth from a river, 
but this canal will be as useless as the fifth wheel of a wagon without 
rivers. It connects rivers. You could not connect them without lift- 
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ing a shovelful, and many shovelfuls, from the beds of the rivers it con- 
nects. It is intended to improve rivers, because it gives you, instead of 
going five or six hundred miles, a short cut and connects you with the 
lakes. The commerce which comes down the Mississippi River may 
take this canal and by the Illinois River go to the lakes, and so con- 
nect with the Atlantic seaboard. Therefore it is germane, and does 
relate to the improvement of rivers and harbors in the language of 
Rule XI itself. 

I wish to give a little history, showing that everything that has been 
done in connection with this measure has been done on river and har- 
bor bills. In 1870 there was a provision inserted in the river and har- 
bor bill of that year authorizing a survey of this canal, and I have the 
statute here to show it. In 1870 there was a committee appointed on 
transportation routes to the seaboard, of which Senator Windom of 
Minnesota, Senator Conkling of New York, and Senator Beck of Ken- 
tucky, and other distinguished members of the Senate were members. 

That committee examined this Hennepin Canal in connection with 
other transportation routes and they made a favorable report, recom- 
mending that this canal should be constructed in the interest of the 
commerce of this country and to give the people of this country cheaper 
transportation, and accordingly in 1875 this very provision, word for 
word, letter for letter, except as to the amount appropriated, was in- 
corporated by the Senate of the United States in the river and harbor 
bill. It passed the Senate in that condition by a vote of 29 to 16, as I 
remember. I have the vote here, but will not stop to give it in detail, 
75 by a decided majority it was incorporated into the river and harbor 

I want to say further, Mr. Chairman, that in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress the Committee on Commerce of the Senate reported this same 
provision again, word for word, differing only in the amount of appro- 
priation, as an amendment to the river and harbor bill. Points of 
order were made against the amendment, first, because it was new 
legislation; and second, because it was not relevant or germane to the 
bill; and after long discussion both points of order were overruled on 
a yea-and-nay vote of 33 to 18 on the first objection and by a vote of 
33 to 17 on the second objection. The points of order were therefore 
overruled by a decided vote of the Senate, after an extended discus- 
sion, as any one will see by referring to the REcorD containing the 
same, 

Senator MORGAN, of Alabama, raised the points of order, which were 
discussed by Senator ALLISON, Senator CoNGER, and other Senators 
before the vote was taken; and it was held to be germane or relevant 
to a river and harbor bill. In that discussion Senator MORGAN used 
this language: ~ 


Those who framed this rule never gave to it that interpretation. On the con- 
trary, the rule was established for the purpose of excluding that interpretation. 
If the rule means anything at all, it is that whatever appropriations shall come 
in upon a general appropriation bill shall be germane to the subject of that bill. 
The subject of this bill is not commerce or commercial facilities, 


That is a great mistake. If the subject of this bill is anything at all 
it does relate to commercial facilities. Itis but carrying out in its pro- 
visions the great object we have in view in improving rivers by the ap- 
propriations provided in this bill. It is for the purpose of giving in- 
creased facilities to commerce that we are here in this bill improving 
rivers and harbors, constructing canals, and carrying on the work on 
internal improvements as far as we can. 

Senator MORGAN went on to say: 

Therefore the amendment is not germane. 

Now Mr. CoNGER said in that debate: 


Now, sir, as I say, there are propositions in this bill where the improvement 
pro consists in opening a channel from one river by a canal into another 
or into a bayou. Why, sir, we have a p ition in this bill not Sa to dig a 
canal, but to make a lock in Louisiana—if Senators will look they will find it— 
to make and construct a lock through a marsh where there is no navigation at 
all. This bill bristles all over with propositions to dig artificial channels either 
through land above water or through land under water which is unnavigable; 
it is so all over the South, and I tell the gentleman that if this point of order can 
be upon this proposition it will stop the yoga of dozens and dozens 
of works provided for in the bill at the South in the marshy region, in the bayou 
region, and all over that country. It does not affect the Hennepin Canalalone, 
but it stops with a jerk dozens of these improvements at the South. 

t is the object of this bill that you call this improvement “ general legis- 
lation on it? The whole bill is to improve the means of transportation by water, 
whether it be by building canals to connect navigable waters in one place with 
navigable watersin another, or whether it be with dredges to dig a canal where 
there has been a channel of some kind where water has flowed, Where is the 
legislation in this amendment? I do not speak to the merits of the work at all, 
but Edo say that almost half of the appropriations in this bill have been made to 
dig canals through the earth under water or over water for navigation. There 
is not one of the improvements, from New York Harbor clear around the Gulf 
to Corpus Christi, but what has for its object the making an artificial canal from 
the mouths of rivers and bays out into the ocean that are filled with earth or sand. 
The object is to provide for transportation, that vessels may go and come, that 
they may carry freight, that they may be useful to the people, 

Apply this rule,and who shall say whether the channel through a sand bank 
or through other ground is excluded under such a rule as this? Is it relevant? 
Isit relevant to the object? The object isto make communication along water- 
courses or between water-courses. Where would the Louisville Canal have 
been if this rule had been applied, or the Keokuk Canal with its eight or ten 

or twelve miles of channel dug out upon the river, outside of its banks in many 
cases, or the Sault Ste. Marie Canal, dug 8 dry ground from the bed in 
the lake below to the river above, connectin e Superior and Lake Huron? 


‘They areall canals, It isa mere question of degree whether they are longer or 
shorter, and the question of degree can not control any sueh case as this. 
This work takes the improvements which have already been made from Lake 


shortening n: on the whole distance. 
Any oan: hiak — 


ommended new cute out of harbors by a shorter passage to the ocean or to the 
lake, a canal where there was no stream at all, and Congress has approved it. 
Why? Because the object was an outlet for the navigation of those waters to 
the greater waters beyond by the shortest, most expeditious, most convenient, 
most economical route. 

Now, sir, after having investigated this subject, I will say that at one 
time jurisdiction over this subject was given to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals. That committee had jurisdiction over the improvement 
of the navigable rivers of the country; and it seems that some bills 
were reported by the Committee on Roads and Canals and some by the 
Committee on Commerce; but the Committee on Commerce has most 
generally exercised jurisdiction over the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. It has done so for many years. The Committee on Commerce 
has reported these bills not because I can find any rule imposing upon 
them the duty of doing so, but undoubtedly under the general powers 
conferred upon the committee to report matters relating to the com- 
merce of the country. - 

And, as I said before, we find we may deal with the subject in rela- 
tion to river and harbor improvements under the power to regulate 
commerce conferred by the Constitution upon Congress. It is under 
that provision that we are doing all this work, digging out channels 
where they are insufficient for rtation, enlarging them, improv- 
ing them in many ways as a means for regulating, facilitating, and im- 
proving the commerce of the country, and giving to the people cheaper 
transportation. 

I want. to say a word in regard to the decision of the gentleman from 
Texas, Mr. WELLBORN, made as chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union at the last session of , when 
these same points of order were made as to this canal provision. The 
chairman in his decision the other day sustaining the point of order 
said that the committee might not have understood the questions which 
were presented to the committee. 

I do not think it just to indulge in presumptions that members of 
the committee did not understand their duties when they were voting 
upon any question presented tothem. Ithink thepresumption should 
be that every member votes understandingly; and I do not think the 
point well taken, as was suggested, that the House may not have un- 
derstood how they were voting. But I have here the decision of the 
Chair to which I refer, and I want to read it: 

The Cuatmman. The Chair will remark simply in reference to this, that the 
ee, beer objected to is not an amendment, but is a f er of the original bill, 
soa therefore obviously not obnoxious to the clause of the rule which has just 

n read. rs 

With reference to the third ground, the want of original jurisdiction in the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, the Chair will say this: the chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union is asked to withhold from 
the consideration of the committee a particular clause in an original bill on the 

nd that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors reporting the bill to the 
Foose did not have jurisdiction over the subject-matter of the cular clause. 
In the view in which the chairman of this Committee of the Whole takes of the 
uestion it is not necessary to decide whether the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors has jurisdiction over the subject-matter of this particular clause or not. 
Whether it originally possessed that jurisdiction it is not necessary forthe Chair 
to decide in the view which he takes of this question. Hence the Chair will not 
take the time to oon opinion in reference to it. 

The view of the Chair is this: The action of the House in submitting this bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for consideration does 
not leave it within the province of the Chair to pass upon the . of original 
juri n in the Committee on Rivers and rbors. The bill has been com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consideration, and the 
chairman of this committee believes that he is but executing the order of the 
House when he decides that the bill shall be considered. The committal of the 
bill to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union the Chair 
thinks was not a submission to the committee of the question whether or not 
the bill should be considered, but an express direction to the committee to con- 
sider the bill. To hold that the chairman of the Committee of the Whole on a 

int of order could go back and inquire into asserted irregularities and errors 

n the stages of the bill which preceded its reference to the Committee of the 
Whole would be either to clothe the chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
th power to review and reverse the order of the House in the matter of the 
reference or place the House in the anomalous position of naung expressly di- 
rected the Committee of the Whole to do a particular thing and at the same 
time 25 the committee to determine whether the thing directed should be done 
or not. 

Now there is a plain declaration from the chairman in making that 
decision that in the view which he took of it it was not necessary to 
consider whether the Committee on Rivers and Harbors had jurisdic- 
tion over that subject or not; and why? I answer simply because, in 
the view which the Chair took of the question, it was not competent 
for the Committee of the Whole to inquire into the jurisdiction of 
another committee. I believe that decision will stand in the opinion of 
men who investigate it thoroughly as a sound decision; that is, that the 
House having received that bill from the hands of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and having referred it to the Committee of the 
Whole for the purpose of considering it, the Chair had no right to go 
back and inquire as to the processes of legislation by which the subject- 
matter reached the River and Harbor Committee, was acted upon by the 
River and Harbor Committee, and ultimately reported by that commit- 
tee to the House of Representatives, and by the House was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole. 
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If youadopt that rule, youinvolve the Committee of the Wholein end- 
less investigation and examination, going outsideof the legitimate duties 
of the Committee of the Whole, because the Committee of the Whole 
is a creature of the House; it is a committee of the House as well asa 

committee, as I said once before. It is a committee of a little 
higher dignity, but it has no powers except such as are conferred upon 
it by the House and by the rules of the House. And unless you can 
find some rnle which authorizes the Committee of the Whole to go back 
and iny te everything connected with a bill—whether it was prop- 
erly refi to acommittee, whether the committee properly acted upon 
it or not—you involve us in endless confusion and in the investigations 
of questions and subjects which do not come legitimately before the 
Committee of the Whole. 

What was said by the chairman [Mr. WELLBORN] about the decision 
of the Chair being based on a presumption that points of order were 
not reserved was a ick viel declaration, made after he had pro- 
nounced the decision of the Chair, in answer to an inquiry by the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. Therefore it is no part of the 
decision; it is a mere dictum outside of the decision of the Chair, and 
can not have any force whatever. 

Now let us go to the last declaration which the chairman referred 
to.. Here are the utterances of the Chair at that time, and the very 
last utterances ever made on that subject. They were quoted by the 
chairman in his opinion, and are as follows: 


‘The Chair will farther state that on y he refrained from giving ex- 
ression to his opinion touching the original jurisdiction of the Committee on 
vers and Harbors over the proposition for ae Canal, for the reason 
that the bill in its entirety having been referred by the House to the Committee 
of the Whole, it was not competent for the Committee of the Whole to go be- 
hind the reference and pass upon the question of original jurisdiction— 
In another committee, to wit— 


in the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


These, as I have said, were the last utterances of the Chair. 
Chair also said, in addition to what I have just quoted, that— 


Had the point been before the House at the proper time and in the 


presented 
po way, the Chair thinks the clause should have been stricken from the 


ili. 

The decision was then clearly based upon the ground that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole had no power to uire into the jurisdiction of 
another committee, even though points of order were reserved. 

The chairman [Mr. WELLBORN | also said in the decision last referred 
to that if the Hennepin Canal clause had been out of the bill he should 
have ruled the amendment of Mr. O'NEILL out of order, it not in that 
case being germane to the bill. 

I think in making that statement the Chair probably had not in- 
vestigated the whole subject of the river and harbor bill, because the 
Committee on Commerce, exercising the power to report bills relating 
to commerce, and therefore to the improvement of rivers and harbors, 
while it took from the Committee on Roads and Canals, which at one 
time had the power of originating bills for the improvement of naviga- 
ble rivers, began to absorb the duty of the Committee on Canals, and 
to include in river and harbor bills the construction of canals; and 
they entered on the construction of the Des Moines Rapids Canal, cost- 
ing millions of dollars, which was originally reported in a river and 
harbor bill, as will be seen by reference to volume 14 of the Statutes at 


Large, page 420. 

‘There will be found in a river and harbor bill the original provision 
to commence the construction of this Des Moines Rapids Canal. So 
with the canal around the Cascades; and so also with the Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal; it was in a river and harbor bill that the General Gov- 
ernment received that work from the State of Michigan and went on 
to enlarge and improve it. And 1 hold there is no difference for the 

urpose of this argument between canals. A canal is a canal wherever 
it is situated, whether to connect two navigable parts of the same river 
or to connect two navigable rivers; it is all in the interest of naviga- 
tion; it is all in the interest of improving rivers and harbors; it is all 
in the interest of enl the facilities of commerce for our people. 
And therefore this provision is germane to this river and harbor bill, 
as was held by the Senate by a vote of 33 to 17, and as much so as any 
other provision of the bill. 

I want to call the attention of the committee to what Cushing in his 
Law and Practice of Legislative Assemblies says as to the anthority of 
a committee of the whole house. He says: 


A committee of the whole like other committees derives its authorit 
from the resolutions and votes of the house; is in like manner confined within 
the powers delegated to it, and can not consider any other matters than those 
which have been regularly committed to it, or in any other manner than it is 


authorized by the house. 

Than it is authorized by the House. Now, if this Committee of 
the Whole has any power whatever to consider the jurisdiction of an- 
other committee of this House in its action upon any bill, I care not 
what, it must be under some rule of the House. And I say there is no 
rule of the House that justifies this committee in striking this provision 
out of the bill upon a question of order, because Rule XI, as I have 
said, only defines the jurisdiction of committees, and says all proposed 
legislation relating to certain subjects, that is, standing in some rela- 
tion, having some bearing or connection, which is the meaning of the 


— 


The 


solely 


words 
and that, as I said before, is a complete answer to everything that can 


ing to, shall be referred to such and such committees; 


be said as to that rule. It is a rule of the House for the government 

of the House itself in its reference of petitions or of bills and other sub- 

ects which are referred to committees. And the Committee of the 

7 2 repeat, had no authority to call in question proceedings under 
t rule. 

Now the Chair reſerred to the Digest and read paragraph 7 of Rule XI 
which not only defines the jurisdiction of the committee as I have stated 
it, but adds this matter of privilege to that committee. The Chair 
says Rule XXIII requires that all motions or propositions involving 
a tax or charge upon the people, all proceedings touching appropria- 
tions of money, or bills making ap iations of money or 8 
shall be first considered in a Committee of the Whole, and a point of 
order under this rule shall be good at any time before the 9 
of a bill has commenced.” 

But that, I submit to the Chair, refers to action in the House. Ifa 
bill is called up in the House for consideration and the point of order 
is made that it is a bill appropriating money or imposing a tax upon 
the people, then it has to be referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, where it must be first considered. But even in the House, if 
the discussion has been entered upon, it is then too late to make the 
point, and I can not see that that rule has any bearing whatever in 
this case. 

But the chairman goes on to say: Paragraph 8 of the same rule 
(XXIII) declares that the rules of proceeding in the House shall be ob- 
served in Committees of the Whole House so far as they are applica- 
ble.“ That is the only authority that is given to the Committee of 
the Whole to act under the rules of the House when in Committee of 
the Whole. The House itself expressly declares that the rules of pro- 
ceeding in the House shall be 8 Committee of the Whole 
not all of them, but only so far as they are applicable. In that case 
only they are binding on the Committee of the Whole. 

Now in answer to that I say: If you turn to the rules and find any 
rule there applicable to the Committee of the Whole which justifies 
the committee in striking out this provision upon a question of order, 
then I concede you may do so; but I ask gentlemen to point out the 
rule. There is no such rule from the beginning to the end. On a gen- 
eral appropriation bill I might offer an amendment, or the Committee 
on Appropriations might bring in a bill here with provisions changing 
existing law and making new appropriations from the Treasury, and 
they would be in order except for a certain rule of this House, to wit: 
Rule XXI, clause 3, which provides that no appropriation shall be in- 
cluded in a general appropriation bill which existing law, un- 
less it at the same time redué€s expenditures. 

That is a rule of the House which is applicable to the Committee of 
the Whole, and when the point of order is reserved in the House it 
means that if there should be any such eee ſound in the general 
appropriation bill a member shall have the right to take advantage of 
that rule. But you find nosuch rule relating to river and harbor bills, 


none whatever. 

Now let me read from the Digest, page 268. The Chair also alludes 
to the Digest, and says: Our Digest of Rules, when it states that the 
chairman of the Committee of the Whole can not rule a proposition in 
an appropriation bill committed to it out of order, says, ‘Of course it 
is otherwise where the point was reserved before commitment.“ Now 
I want to read what is said in the Digest, and I ask members to pay 
particular attention to it, because, instead of being an authority against 
the position I take, it is an authority directly in favor of it, as I con- 
tend by every fair construction of language. I read from the Digest, 
page 268: 

In the case of an 
in contio with Rule $XI clauso 3 snd commaitied with the bil, ii W faccanpetont 
for the Committee of the Whole, or its chairman, to rule it out of order— 

Now, let us go on 
Spee 
point was reserv: 

Where what point is reserved? Why, where the point is reserved, 
on a general appropriation bill, that the provision changes existing law 
without reducing ditures—in other words, that it is new legisla- 
tion, which, under the rules, can not be incorporated in a ede e 
propriation bill. 

But I submit that that relates only to the proceedings of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole in the discussion of general appropriation bills 
which are always to be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 
Therefore I claim that this is an authority in my favor. Suppose that 
had been left out as I read it in the first place and committed with 
the bill it is incompetent for the Committee of the Whole or its chair- 
man to rule it out of order, because, the House having committed the 
2 are presumed to have received, as in order, the report in its en- 

rety.” ; 

I say that in this case the House is presumed to have received as in, 
order this bill in its entirety. The House referred it to the Committee 


committed the bills, are presumed to have received, 
rt in its entirety; but of course it is otherwise where the 


of the Whole not to strike out its provisions upon questions of order, 
unless they were questions of order which might be legitimately raised, 
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and such as are raised in the consideration of a bill in Committee of the 
Whole upon all amendments which are not germane, upon amendments 
which are forbidden by some rule of the House that may be applicable 
toCommitteesof the Whole. Isubmit that that isan authority against 
the decision of the Chair and nst the position of the gentleman who 
took these points of order; and, in my opinion, the point of order was 
not Sip, red sustained by any fair view of the question. 

Mr. irman, how much time have I left? 

wee TURNER, of Georgia. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield 
the T? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No, sir; I do not. I want to yield 
five minutes to my colleague from Illinois (Mr. SPRINGER]. I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. HENLEY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HENLEY. I desire to know how much time the gentleman 
from Illinois has on this appeal from the decision of the chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole? My question is, whether the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON], having obtained the floor as he did 
on this appeal, is entitled to a full hour? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair knows no limit excepting an hour, 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Chairman, is there no way of limiting the de- 
bate upon this bill? 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not called upon to answer that 
question. The House can limit the debate when it sees fit. The gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of the 
committee, I can say what I have to say on this subject in less than five 
minutes. 

Mr, Chairman, I should hesitate under any circumstances to vote to 
overrule the decision of any chairman of the Committee of the Whole, 
and especially the present occupant of the chair. I was very much 
interested in the very able argument that the Chair submitted in rul- 
— this point of order; and that argument, if it had been pre- 
sented to the House at the proper time when this matter was before it, 
would have had deservedly great weight. The only error that the Chair 
committed was in assuming that a question of jurisdiction was one ad- 
dressed to the Chair as a question of order. If the honorable chairman 
had been more of a parliamentarian than he is a lawyer, he would have 
realized the fact that all questions of the jurisdiction of committees in 
this House are addressed to the House and to the committees of the 
ety and have never been determined by the Chair as questions of 
order, 

It is true that frequently, when the title of a bill presented is read, 
the Chair states that it should go to this or that committee. But that 
is merely an opinion; it is not a decision from which an appeal can be 
taken. It is merely obiter dictum. Any gentleman im the House could 
immediately rise and move a different reference; and that would be 
the course rather than to take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, use it is always in the province of the House to determine 
what reference of a matter shall be made by the House. 

These petitions which are sent to committees through the petition- 
box have indicated upon them by the person introducing them the ref- 
erence he desires. That reference is published in the RECORD the next 
m and is open to the investigation and scrutiny of every member 
of the House. Unless some member then objects to that refi 
moves to discharge the committee and bring the matter back to the 
House for proper reference, the question becomes by that reference ad- 

judicated by the House, and the reference as made is final. 

It is within the province of this House to send a bill granting a pen- 
sion to the Committee on Ways and Means; and if that committee gets 
such a bill by direction of the House it has jurisdiction of the subject- 
matter, because it has been referred to it by the House. So a tariff 
bill might, by a majority of the House, be referred to the Committee 
on Pensions; and if so referred that committee would have jurisdiction 
to pass upon the bill and rt it back. These committees are sim- 

ly agents of the House for the convenient transaction of its business. 

he House is to determine what bills shall be referred to particular 
committees; and when a committee gets a bill in that way it has to act 
upon it. 

Now the Committee of the Whole stands in the same relation as any 
other committee of the House; and when any matter is referred to it 
by the action of the House it is a proper subject for the Committee of 
the Whole to act upon, and should not be suppressed from consideration 
on a point of order decided by the Chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE]. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Chairman, the question of order now pending in 
this case is before this House for the second time. During the first ses- 
sion of this the same point of order substantially was raised, 
and the decision of the Chair at that time overruled the point of order. 
In this case the objection.taken to the consideration of this particular 

item of the bill has been sustained by the Chair. But while sub- 
stantially this same question has already been before the House, it iş 
not now presented under the same conditions as heretofore. When the 
question arose at the last session there existed a fact which, in thejudg- 


ment of the chairman, was decisive; and that was that points of order 
had not been reserved. Upon that fact theopinion of the Chairin that 
instance was based. 

Now, I do not claim that that decision is to be received as conclusive 
in the case. There is here a fact which did not exist in the other case. 


In this case there were petitions referred, and properly referred, to the 
committee; and this circumstance distinguishes this case from that 
which arose a year ago. While I donot claim that the decision in the 
first case is to be accepted in any sense as conclusive in this case, I shall, 
perhaps, have occasion to allude to the doctrine of the former decision 
as having some bearing upon the question under consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be observed that when the present question 
was first argued the objection to the provision of the bill was put sub- 
stantially on the ground that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
had no jurisdiction on this subject, because in attempting to deal with 
it they were violating Rule XXIII. That position, as I understand, 
is now abandoned; and it is now maintained by the Chair and by those 
gentlemen who agree with the decision that the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors had no authority to deal with this matter because of Rule 
XI, which limits the authority of this committee to matters which may 
be strictly defined as rivers and harbors. Now I have two answers to 
make to the claim that this committee had no jurisdiction. My first, 
which I think is decisive, is that the submission of petitions on the 
subject to that committee is conclusive upon this question of order. I 
make that point, because when this question was argued a few days ago 
I observed that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] and the 
gentlemen from Georgia (and I think the Chair inclined to adopt the 
same idea) admitted that if these petitions had been referred to that 
committee by a vote of the House the committee would have had ju- 
risdiction; but it was contended that a reference of the petitions through 
the petition-box did not give the committee jurisdiction. 

Now, I ask these gentlemen to reflect for a moment and tell me, if 
they can, how a petition can go to any committee of this Honse except 

h the petition-box? their construction is to stand, then they 
deny the right of petition to the people, because there is no other mode 
of referring petitions provided in your rules. No man can rise here in 
the House on any day in the week and offer a petition to be referred to a 
committee unless he obtains unanimous consent. I ask attention to 
that fact. Under our rules in no other way than through the petition- 
box can a petition go to a committee. It is expressly declared that on 
Monday only bills and resolutions shall be presented. Now, reflect a 
moment. Howare your rules established? What do they mean? You 
are so pressed here with business that you can give but one day in the 
week to the presentation of bills and resolutions; and you can not give 
a single day to the presentation of petitions. Yet you do not mean to 
deny the right of petition to the people. So you provide by your rules 
that every day in the week the people may, through their Representa- 
tives, come here with their petitions, and that these petitions, through - 
the petition-box and in no other way, may be referred to AS 
committees; because by reason of the stress and pressure of business it 
is impossible to deal with petitions in any other way. That is the 
meaning of our rules. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, look at your RECORD to-day. You will find 
that yesterday fifty petitions were presented. Could you receive these 
numerous petitions every day in the week and in the same manner that 
you receive bills? These petitions have to be presented and referred; 
and by the very necessity of the case they go to your committees through 
the petition-box because they can go in no other mode. 

Then will any gentleman of this committee, when he reflects upon 
that, undertake to say that when a petition goes to a committee in reg- 
ular form in the mode prescribed by the rule, that when it gets there 
that committee has no jurisdiction? Is that to be maintained? 

Again, that rule not only provides it should go in that way to the 
committee, but that invests the committee with authority to decide 
whether it is a proper submission. If this House authorizes the com- 
aie to make that decision it must stand upon it and accept it as 
I mean to qualify, and am willing to qualify, this remark by this 
observation: It was suggested here this rule may be abused. I grant 
it; but is it to be objected to a rule that it is not the rule because it 
may be abused? 

Again, if that rule is to be abused in any gross, in any flagrant way, 
it has been decided by this House that it is a question of privilege on 
the part of the House to take cognizance of the fact and the 
committee on the subject in controversy, and refer it to the committee 
which in its opinion has jurisdiction of it. So that if your committee, 
or any member of the House, attempts grossly to misapply a rule, the 
House can vindicate itself by exerting its privilege to discharge the 
committee and refer the matter to wherever it thi proper. 

But I repeat, and ask the attention of the committee to the fact, that 
you deny the right of petition to the people under the rules if you say 
this mode is not just as valid and just as conclusive on any point of 
order as if made by the House itself. It is the action of the House 
itself. That conformity to the rule observed by the members of the 
House in that way is known to the House. That is one point I 
I have succeeded in making clear to this committee. Therefore I su 
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mit it is impossible to maintain the position that reference under this 
rule through the petition-box does not give jurisdiction to the com- 
mittee. 

It may be consistent with Rule XII; but observe what Rule XII is. 


Let me say that Rule XII is not a rule in any sai sense as com- 
pared with other rules. As has been said on the floor, if a wrong refer- 
ence has been made by the Speaker does it not compel the asking con- 
sent that rule shall be suspended every day when any gentleman moves 
for arereference ? 

A MEMBER. What rule? 

Mr. STONE. That which applies to the reference of different sub- 
jects to different committees. That which a that all subjects 
relating to railwaysand canals should go to the Committee on Railways 
and Canals, and all subjects relating to naval affairs should go to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, and soon. That is not in any satisfactory 
sense a rule compared with other rules of the House, for it is suspended 
every day in the week, while every other rule can only be suspended 
e 5 month by eee vote. e we know Ses ee e 

by any gentleman getting up moving to have any reference 

e may choose. Only yesterday the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 

PERKINS] tried to refer a matter to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson] stated that in his judg- 

ment it ought to go more properly to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Can there be any question the Speaker was rightin referring that matter 
to a majority vote of the House? That can not be deni 

Again, not to take too much time on this point, there is another I 
wish to 3 that is this: My experience has taught me this 
practice of the House authorizing the Committee of the Whole to deal 
with the question of order is a vicious practice, and one which can not 
be defended. And for this reason, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Alabama: what power have you to-day in committee in limiting de- 
bate? How can you limit debate on a question of appeal? You can 
not move to lay the upon the table; you can not call the previous 
question, and the only way of limiting debate is to move that the com- 
mittee rise. That is the only way you can get out of the difficulty. 
You have to move that the committee rise for the of limiting 
debate. In my opinion, the proper way is in accordance with the Eng- 
lish practice: to move the committee rise at once, so that the House 
may decide the matter as soon as it is presented. I say in my judg- 
ment this thing is indefensible and inconsistent with the idea of the 
Committee of the Whole—this attempt to deal with questions of order. 

But, to pass from that for a moment, assuming under our practice 
it may be proper to deal with the point in committee, I maintain it can 
not be competent for the Committee of the Whole to undertake to de- 
fine the jurisdiction of another committee, such as is attempted here. 
Upon no theory of construction can you find authority in a committee 
such as this, constituted as any other committee is, to define the juris- 
diction of any other committee unless specially required to do it. 

I understand the chairman to say, although on that point I did not 
quite understand him, that by reserving the point of order the commit- 
tee was virtually instructed to decide upon the point of order. I sub- 
mit it is not possible to interpret the reservation of the point of order 
as an instruction to the committee to decide that point of order. On 
the contrary, the reservation made is a reservation of the House itself, 
and it can not properly or successfully be maintained such reservation 
is an instruction to the committee to decide such a point of order. 

And if the committee was not instructed to decide the point of order, 
I submit it is impossible to hold satisfactorily, upon any construction of 
the power and authority of the committee, that the Committee of the 
Whole has by virtue of its general authority the right to deal with the 
question of order which relates to the subject-matter submitted to 
them. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I reserve the remainder of my time. 
[Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. TURNER, of Mr. Chairman, I have but two objects 
in view: the first is to maintain the rules of the House; and the next 
is to prevent what I regard as a mischievous innovation upon the river 
and harbor bill. These, I think, are important public objects which 
may well engage the attention of members. 

The gentleman from Illinois who entered this ap seems to lay 
his chief stress on the preposition that the reference of this bill by the 
House to the Committee of the Whole concluded all inquiry as to the 
question of jurisdiction. I y dissent. When a bill appro- 

i money comes from the Committee on Appropriations, or when 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors report their bill, the only thing 
that can be done then under the rules of the House is to refer such 
bills to the Committee of the Whole, because they can not receive their 
ee ae House; and C 

ractice up of i ints of order before the bi 
are fa referred. Ae is well 2 by points of order” ob- 
jections are raised to such parts of a bill as violate the rules. And 
the reference of the bill aſter the points of order are reserved carries 
Pas the bill these objections into the Committee of the Whole. 


After we have come into Committee of the Whole on a bill so re- 
ferred, after the points of order had been reserved, shall we be told that 


we have no standing on the points of order? We have no standing on 
these questions in the House, „under the rules, the first con- 
sideration of such a bill can not be had in the House. The result of 
the gentleman’s position would be to preclude altogether points of or- 
der on such a bill, and to invest the committee reportingit to the House 
with the power to create its own jurisdiction. Under that view also 
the practice long established of reserving points of order on all appro- 
priations would be nullified—a practice under which millions are an- 
nually saved to the Treasury. y, no longer ago than yesterday a 
clause of the naval appropriation bill, involving an expenditure for new 
ships of war, was stricken out on a point of order reserved. 

The gentleman from Illinois insists that the reference of a petition 
on the subject of the Hennepin Canal to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors through the petition-box confers upon that committee jurisdic- 
tion over that subject. After the exhaustive opinion of the chairman 
on this point I would not have referred to the matter had not the 
honorable gentleman from Illinois ge it the weight of his great au- 
thority. e rule which directs the reference of a petition in this 
way on its very face provides that it shall be done by aclerk under the 
indication of a single member. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. That is done by the House. 

Mr. of Georgia. I deny that it is done by the House. 
In no sense of the word can it be claimed that this is the action of the 
House. It is done by the action of a single member. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. But if the 8 from Georgia 
will allow me, I say subject to the approval of the Speaker of the House. 

Mr, TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. 1 — —.— , if the gentleman is right, 
I can, by the presentation of a petition through this box without the 
Clerk having the power to say yea or nay to me—I can have referred 
to the Committee on Elections, of which I am a member, memorials 
which will confer on that committee the jurisdiction of every other 
committee of this House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that is frequently done, too. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman from Illinois rst itis 
frequently done. The gentleman hasseen a longer service in Hall 
than I; but I believe no such thing, and he can not demonstrate any 
such absurd assertion against the practice of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I did not mean—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I hope the gentleman will allow me to 


proceed. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I beg pardon for interrupting the gentleman. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. This reference of matters through the 
petition-box to committees the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDER- 
SON] says is under the su of the Speaker. That is a limited 
supervision, which any gentleman will find by examining the twenty- 
second rule is confined simply to the question as to whether the pe- 
tition contains any obscene or insulting matter. When the Speaker 
finds any such matter as that he can exclude it; but in no other case 
has he the power to change the destination of the petition. And hence 
all that argument of the gentleman from Illinois falls to the ground. 

The general business that comes into the House goes to committees 
by the reference of the House or by the reference of the Speaker (which 
is the same thing), but petitions and memorials are sent to committees 
through the petition-box under the other rule to which I have adverted: . 
When these petitions or memorials reach a committee the question comes 
up there whether or not the petitions and memorials have been referred to 
the appropriate committee. The first question is, has the memorial or 
petition gone to the committee through the petition-box by the action 
of the Clerk; the next question is, has it gone to the r or appro- 
priate committee? When these two things concur then the committee 
has jurisdiction over the subject-matter; otherwise under the rule 
(XXII) the petition or memorial has to come back to the box. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON ] relies upon the de- 
cision of the chairman of the Committee of the Whole during the last 
session, when a similar bill was presented having this clause in it. 
He seemed in the first part of his argument to rely greatly on the 


‘authority of that opinion. But before he had taken leave of it, as I 
understood hi 


him, he himself impeached the decision—I use the word in 
no offensive sense—he questioned the accuracy of the opinion of that 
same chairman when he said he would have rales the Hennepin clause 
out of the bill if points of order had been reserved on it. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. If the gentleman from Georgia will 
allow me only a word—— 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I yield to the gentleman for a correc- 
tion, not fora $ 8 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Minois. The correction I desire to make is 
this: The Chair said that he would have ruled the Hennepin clause as 
not germane; but there were other canal clauses in the bill, and I took 
it for granted that had been overlooked. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have a * for the opinion of 
the chairman of that Committee of the ole, and I think it is due 
to him that his precise position should be stated. It was done by the 
chairman of this Committee of the Whole in the opinion delivered on 
this question. The opinion of the chairman cited from the RECORD of 
the last session was based upon the fact that no points of order were 
reserved against the bill then pending. The points of order have been 
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reserved in this case, and, therefore, as has been candidly stated by the 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE], that opinion is authority 


or the decision of the present chairman. The Committee on Rivers 


and Harbors have a certain defined jurisdiction which is expressed in 


these words: 

The improving of rivers and harbors. 

Can a committee having only the power to report an appropriation 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors go to the extent of making 
a river? 

Mr. STONE rose. j 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I have no desire to pursue the question 
of germaneness, because that is not involved in the appeal. What does 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. STONE] desire? 

Mr. STONE. Will the gentleman give us the words of that rule 
which he has just attempted to repeat, in which he says the committee 
is limited to the improvement of rivers and harbors? 

= TURNER, of Georgia. The gentleman knows that rule as well 
as I do. 

Mr. STONE. I insist the rule says: 

Subjects relating to the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I ask the gentleman in reply whether 
the making of a new river is included in the subjects relating to the 
1 of rivers and harbors?” 

e main ground of this contention, Mr. Chairman, is involved in 
another clause of the rule to which neither of the three gentlemen who 
have preceded me has given even the respect of a passing glance. Nor 
was it noticed in the arguments against the point of order when it was 
raised. I refer toclause 8 of Rule XI, which not only defines the juris- 
diction of the committee as I have stated it and not as the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Stonr] would state it, but adds this: 

And the Committee on Rivers and Harbors shall have the same a 
ppropriati: 


reporting bills making a; ons for the improvement of rivers and 
bors as is accorded to the Committee on Appropriations in reporting general 
appropriation bills, 


Here is a special parliamen: panees conferred for reporting bills 
for the improvement of rivers an ‘bors; but no possible construction 
can extend this privilege toembraceacanal. The Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors have, therefore, plainly exceeded their privilege. 

This point, Mr. Chairman, was not made in the case which was tried 
before the Committee of the Whole during the last session. 

No gentleman who has challenged the decision of the Chair has said a 
single word in reply to it. I insist that this view of the rule concludes 
every question of order involved in this case. It is the first time the 
point has ever been made, and no gentleman has ventured to reply to 
it, I insist, therefore, that the judgment of the Chair on the main 
point stands unchallenged and uncontradicted. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HENDERSON] 
has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I t to make the point, but under 
the rule I think the Chair will find that the gentleman’s time is ex- 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my 
right to occupy the remaining five minutes. In the first place, in re- 
gard to the petitions having been referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors I have only this to say, that if the gentleman [Mr. TURNER] 
is correct, and the Committee on Rivers and bors received those pe- 
titions and hold that they did have jurisdiction of this matter, then I 
want to know what right this Committee of the Whole has now to go 
back and inguire into that question of jurisdiction and decide that the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors did not have jurisdiction. I submit 
that this committee has no right to do anything of that kind. 

No, sir; as to the objection which I omitted to note, I desire, with all 
due respect to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER ] and the Chair, 
to submit this consideration: That was a matter which might properly 
have been interposed against the consideration of this bill; but by no 
rule, by no twisting or squirming or torturing of any rule, can you now 
divide up the bill after you have entered upon the consideration of it, 
and say that you will not consider all that part of it because you are 
giving precedence to one part over another. If the gentleman [Mr. 

URNER, of Georgia] had at the proper time made the point that this was 
not a river and harbor bill because it contained provisions that did not 
relate to the improvements of riversand harbors, that might have been 
a good point—though I do not admit it—but now, after the Commit- 
tee of the Whole has entered upon the consideration of the bill, it is 
too late to attempt to divide it up into parts and consider some parts 
and reject others. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Murpry]. 

Mr. MURPHY. No question has come before this House in which 
I have felt so deep an interest as I feel in this, but I am not unmindful 
of the fact that our time is very limited, and that therefore it may be as 
well for the interests I represent that the House should not be delayed 
in reaching a vote. For that reason, sir, I will not longer occupy the 
time of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House? 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of 
order. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 107, noes 62. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, and Mr. 
TURNER, of Georgia, were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 108, 
noes 85. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to ttain which and 
how many, if any, of the na’ le streams within the jurisdiction of the United 
States have been and are now improved by locks and or by either, or 
other improvements, either by States or by co ions in pursuance of State 
authority, and upon which streams and for the use of which improvement toll 
is now = whether said improvements can 

e 


be purchased or con- 
demned by nited States, and the probable cost of each of said improve- 


ments, together with the probable benefit to nav ion and commerce of such 
or condemnation when made with the view of making the navigation 
of such streams free; and that he report to the next Congress. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. There was an amendment to the 
first section which I sent to the Clerk’s desk when we were last consid- 
ering this bill. It has not been read. 

Mr. WILLIS. I suggest to the gentleman that it will come in at 
the end of the bill just as well as here. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I am not particular about the place 
where it is inserted, so that I have the opportunity to present it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROWN], 
as the Chair understands, does not insist on his amendment now. 

Mr. WELLER. There was an amendment placed in the hands of the 
Clerk which I desire to have read. It was intended to come in as sec- 
tion 2. I have submitted that amendment to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and as I understand he will make no 
objection to it, I desire to have it read and acted on now. 

Mr. WILLIS. I suggest to my friend from Iowa that it be offered 
hereafter as a separate section. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let it come up at once. 

The Clerk read Mr. WELLER’S amendment, as follows: 

Add to section 1, at the end of line 985, the following words: 

“Spc. 2. That each particular appropriation in section 1 of this act contained or 
mentioned shall be as nearly as may be only in the following moneys and 


currency of the United States of America. and the same, and no part th 


shall be paid in any representative of the currency or moneys in said section 
mention 


ed, namely: one-third part of each particular sum of the aforesaid ap- 
propriation shall be paid only in standard silver dollars; one-third part in sil- 
ver certificates, and ird part in Treasury notes; and each sum of said ap- 
propriations shall be, at the expense of the Government,in said moneys and 

as herein mentioned, actually transferred to and disbursed at the lo- 
cality where the appropriation is to be expended.” 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. WELLER, it was 
not to. 7 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that if I do not insist upon a division 
on this question I shall be permitted to have a vote on the amendment 
in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. No division being called for, the Chair could not 
do otherwise than pronounce the decision. Any arrangement the gen- 
tleman may make with regard to a vote in the House is a matter with 
which the Chair ean have nothing to do. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move pro forma to amend by striking 
out the second section. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, addressed the committee. [See Ap- 

I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


pendix. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HEPBORN. 

Insert after the word directed,“ in line 1, section 2, to detail such a number 
of officers from the Army, of the rank of eaptain and lieutenant, as will be sufi- 
cientto take the paes of the civilian engineers now employed in the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, And hereafter no civil — reri shall be employed 

en so 


on such works, except in extraordinary cases, and w employed he shall 
2 his reasons for such employment to the next session of Congress; and 
also, Xc.’ 


Mr. WILLIS. I make the point that this amendment is not ger- 
mane to the section. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to be heard on the question of order. A 
number of days ago substantially this same amendment was offered and 
the same question of order raised. At that time, after discussion, the 
Chair held the proposition to be in order, but later, for the convenience 
of the committee—— 

Mr. WILLIS. I recognize the correctness of the gentleman's state- 
ment, and withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the other day when this amend- 
ment was pending I suggested to the House that a late report from the 
Secretary of War had informed us there were about two hund ed and 
two civil engineers now in the employ of the United States upon these 
works; that the amount paid in salaries to these engineers was some- 
thing like $500,000 a year, or at thatrate by monthly payments. Now 
we have 1,468 officers of the line who are captains and lieutenants. 
Every one of these tlemen has been educated as an engineer, and is 
at least the equal of the average of the civilians who are employed by 
the Government. A great majority of these officers of our Army have 
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comparativ 
proper that 


little to do, and it seems to me it would be eminently 
ey should be put upon this work. 

It was suggested by the gentleman from Arkansas the other day the 
art of military engineering was entirely distinct from that of hydro- 


graphic engineering, and by imposing this new duty on the officers of 
the Army their fitness for their legitimate duties would be destroyed. 
I desire to remind him as military engineers there is no occupation for 
them. We are not engaged in constructing defensive works. We have 
refused Congress after Congress to make a for purposes of 
that kind, and the probabilities are we will never have a war where 
land forces will be needed. We are so situated we can be entirely in- 
dependent of fear of attack hereon our on soil. No European army in 
numbers sufficiently formidable could landonourshores. Our neigh- 
bors on the north and south are much more formidable it seems to me. 
If there should be difficulty between ourselves and them we would be 
compelled to act on the defensive rather than on the offensive, so that 
there may be little necessity for continuing the large number of engi- 
neers we now have simply for military i 

It 3 by another gentleman that the instructions re- 
ceived at the tary Academy were not of a character to fit them for 
this work. I am not willing to believe that is entirely so, and if it is 
80, and if we adopt the plan pee Se eee into the hands of the 
officers of the Army, the line of instructions at the Military Academy 
will have to be reformed. New studies will be im 
and they will pursue them, and we will in a short 
educated men of the country to carry on these works 

Mr, HORR. Army engineers do the work now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is a mistake. There is au idea abroad Army 
engineers do this work. As a matter of fact they are not doing it. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I wish to say that the statement to which the 

gentleman refers, ring iS that officers educated at West Point are not 

on ht civil en, ee They are well trained in it. 

r. HEPBURN. e for his correction. I was 
simply quoting an e put other day, and I was about to say 
there was a popular error that these works are being carried on by the 
Army, but asa matter of fact the Mississippi River Commission now 
ma ve in their employ sixty-seven civil engineers in addition to the de- 
tails made from the Army, and we are now paying an excess of $100,000 
to the civil engineers em oyed upon that one work. 

[Here the hammer fi 

Mr. WILLIS, I move that the debate on the pending section and 
amendments thereto be limited to one minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move the committee rise to close debate. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 98, noes 14. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum; we can not be gagged in 


this wa: 
The CHAIRMAN. A quorum is not required to rise. 

80 the motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro „Mr. Harca, of Missouri, reported that 
the Committee of th the Whole House on the state of the Union having 
had under consideration the river and harbor bill had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, to continue 
the consideration of the river and harbor bill, and upon that motion I 
move that all debate on the pending bill and amendments thereto be 
limited to one minute. 

i Mr, WHITE, of Kentucky (at 3 o'clock p. m. moved the House ad- 
ourn. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to limit debate to one hour. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I demand a division on my motion to 
adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 7, noes 114. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move the House take a recess until 
4o’clock this afternoon. If we are to continue this bill we should have 
some kind of discussion. 

Mr. KING, Regular order. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 130. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
of the following bills: 
. ald granting a pension to Albert Stickney; 
H. R. 7302) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 
A bill (H. R. 7500) to restore the name of Lewis J. Blair to the pen- 
sion-roll; 


A bill oF R. as) 


upon them, 
e have the best 


Am 
the 

A bill 

A bill 


granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Hartley; 
A bill (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to Harriet A. B. Corts; 
A bil 1 R. 2282 — 16 ATOPE Weach; 
A bill (H. R. 711) granting pensions to Frede: ck Nelson, T. Caine, 


and Henry C. ders; 


A bill (H. R. 7673) granting a pana to Mrs. Adeline E. Chad- 
bourne; 


A bill (H. R. 7724 ting a pension to Lydia Wetherbee; 

A bill (H. R. 5969 the of Frederic 8. Rich; 

A bill (H. R. 3701) granting a pension to James 

A bill (H. R. 8033) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 7707) granting a pension to Holden Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 5813) granting a pensio: n to Rachel Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6965) granting a pension to David T. Dudley; 

A bill (H. R. 7315) granting a pension to Frederick P. Dearth; 

A bill (H. R. 2138) granting a pension to Martha Angell; 

A bill (H. R. 6196) granting a pension to R. D. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 1502) granting a pension to William Robinson; 

A bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to William Gibbons; 

A bill (H. R. 1984) granting a pension to Robert M. McKinlay; 

A bill (H. R. 7561) to allow a pension to F. West; 

A bill (H. R. 4266) granting a pension to M A. tz 

A bill (H. R. 6996) granting a pension to Wealthy H. Seavey; 

A bill (H. R. 4189) granting a pension to Cnroline Van Norton; 

A bill (H. R. 4837 Saking a pension to Charles H. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 6835) granting a pension to Bernard Donohue; 

A bill (H. R. ree) granting a pension to William E. Ayres; 

A bill (H. R. 7386) gran a to Eliza M. Byers; 

A bill (H. R. 732) granting a pension to William W. eld; 

A bill (H. R. 1164) to restore to the pension - roll the name of Elenor 
Stough; 

‘A bill R. 3000) for the relief of William R. Miller, for pension; 

A bill (H. R. 5082) granting a pension to Jane Hilton; 

A bill (H. R. 2136 granting an increase of pension to Merlin C. 
Harris; 

A bill (H. R. 3901) granting a to Mrs. Olive W. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 4317) increasing t 2 of Julia A. Chambers; 

A bill (H. R. 8133) granting a pension to Thomas McGill; 

A bill (H. R. 7571) granting a pension to Cornelia V. Blackman; 

A bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to Charles W. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. 5 = granting a en to Mary C. Axline; 

A bill (H. R. N a pension to Helen M. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 5762 the relief of Ann Lumphrey; 

A bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension to Rebecca Ku Pi 

A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Cordelia 

A bill Hl. R. 2670) granti a u to Sarah A. Scott, widow of 
John D. tt, deceased, late lieutenant of Company H, "First Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteer Caval 

A bill (H. R. pelt granting a . 

A bill (H. R. 5508 ting a pension to Isaac R. H. Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. we or the relief of Jacob J. 3 

A bill (H. R. 7302) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

s bill (H. R. 6205) granting a pension to Catherine 8. Edmundson; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 3681) granting a pension to William L. Sloan. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAGLEY in the chair). 
rr 
as tellers the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 
man from Arkansas, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understand that the chairman of the 
Committee on seh iter T is ready to call up one of the regular ap- 


The point 
the Chair will appoint 
HITE, and the gentle- 


propriation bills; if so, I am ready to withdraw the point of aaa 
for that k papas [Cries of Regular order!“ 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. e tellers will take their 


The House again divided; and a tellers rted—ayes 2, noes 167. 
So the motion was not 5 4 Boe 

Mr. WILLIS. I now up sada my motion to limit debate upon 
the section under consideration to one minute. 

Mr. ANDERSON. And I insist upon the amendment to make it one 


hour. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
ton rise to a question of order. 


gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 

The SPEAKER pro tem The 2 will state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. When the gentleman from Kentucky made his 
motion to limit debate to one minute I immediately offered an amend- 
ment to limit debate to one hour. My point of order is that the vote 
must first be taken u my amendment. 

The SPEAKER. present occupant of the chair was not in the 
chair at that time. The Chair is informed that a motion to adjourn 
was pending, however, at the time the gentleman from Kansas inter- 

his motion, which, of course, would exclude the motion. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. The motion to adjourn was pending. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I now renew the motion to limit debate to one 


hour. : 
Mr. WILLIS. ‘That can not be done, for I have demanded the pre- 


q on. 
Mr. ANDERSON. The previous question has not been demanded yet. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky rose in his place, 
and, as the Chair understood, stated that he renewed his motion to 
limit debate to one minute. 
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Mr. WILLIS. And on that I demanded the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear that demand. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I made my motion when the gentleman made 
his first motion to limit debate and before any demand for the previous 
question was made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that if he made any demand for the previous question it was not 
heard by the Chair or the Journal Clerk or by the Official Reporters. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that by unanimous consent earlier in the considera- 
tion of this bill three minutes were allowed to explain any amendment 
that might be offered. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a question of order now. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to know whether this motion 
can be made if that agreement was entered into, allowing three min- 
utes? This proposes to cut off all debate within a limited time. 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter for the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole to determine under the order of the House here- 
tofore made and which the Speaker has not examined. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kansas to limit 
debate to one hour. ! 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand from statements made by gentlemen 
around me that thirty minutes will be acceptable to those rant 
this bill; and with a view to settling the matter harmoniously I wil 
accept that, and modify my motion accordingly. 

Mr. ANDERSON. That is satisfactory to me. 

The motion to limit debate to thirty minutes on the section was 


to. 
Mr. WILLIS. I now renew the motion that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (S. 2327) for the relief of James Bedell, sr.; and 
A bill (H. R. 2551) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to increase 
the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other purposes. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The motion of Mr. WILLIS was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. HAMMOND in the chair. j 

The CHAIRMAN. Under instructions of the House all debate on 
the second section is limited to thirty minutes. The Chair will allot 
fifteen minutes to each side of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa is so perfectly fair on its 
face and so directly within the line of economy and good government, 
that there should be no hesitation on the part of this committee in 
adopting it. Ata very expenditure annually this Government is 
educating, in the best possible method and to the highest point of effi- 
ciency, these officers at West Pointand at Annapolis. The proposition 
that these gentlemen are not competent to supervise the improvement 
of rivers and harbors is to my mind simply preposterous, The reverse 
of that proposition, that civilians are more competent, is the severest 
criticism which can be made upon our military educational institutions. 
Now, it has been the boast of the Democratic party from time immemo- 
rial that it was in favorof avoiding extravagance. This riverand har- 
bor bill is one always large and in which there are items always extrava- 

t. The simple proposition is here presented: instead of expending 
Fair a million a year in employing civilian engineers to utilize the 
‘Army officers, — 5 saving thereby the expenditure of this half million 
dollars;.and the question is what, upon the principles advocated by 
the Democratic party, is there on the face of the amendment that does 
not warrant its adoption ? 

Why will you expend halfa million for civilians when you have Army 
officers more competent, to-day practically without employment, and 

u can use them? That is the whole question presented here. It has 

me a custom that we shall employ as many men as possible, so it 
seems, under this Mississippi River Commission and otherwise, for the 
prosecution of this work; and yet here stand a body of men, than whom 
none are better educated or better qualified, whom you are paying year 
by year, whom you haveeducated, and whom you refuse to detail to per- 
form this duty, being the more willing to increase the bulk of your 
river and harbor bill not for the purpose of developing channels, not 
for giving increased facilities for commerce, but simply to provide for 
outsiders. It seems to me that that is about the proposition submitted 
here. j 

When it comes, Mr. Chairman, to the question of developing our 
great channels, the rivers which shall become highways of commerce, 
there is no one who will go further in right appropriations than will I. 
But I am not, because of the earnestness of my belief in that proposi- 
tion, willing that it shall be used as a veil under which to carry other 
things to which I am opposed. 
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There has been eliminated from this bill a measure which had it been 
included in it might have been the ing of a water way over which 
the grain of the West might have obtained cheaper rates than by the 
present method of rtation by rail; and in eliminating 
virtually depriving us in the West of any possibility of any further, 
water communications with-the East—you simply rel us to the 
merciless, iron, granitic cupidity of the railroad corporations. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would inquire of the gentleman from, 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] how much of the time he proposes to occupy; 
himself. 77 

Mr. ANDERSON. Five minutes. X 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has already spoken five and a' 


half minutes. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEPBURN]. 
Mr. HEPBU The Mississippi River Commission furnishes, it 


seems to me, a very fair illustration of the necessity of some such meas- 
ure as this. I have already stated the large number of civil engineers 
that were employed on the work of that commission. One of the ob- 
jections to the improvement of ourrivers and harbors is the wanton ex- 
travagance that is indulged in. If economy were used, if we u 
cheaply the force that we have, the of this country would 
object to these burdensome river and harbor bills. That co 

I was able to show on a previous occasion had upon its rolls such a num4 
ber of servants as required the expenditure of more than half a milli 
dollars each year. They had been so lavish in their expenditures in 
their efforts to provide themselves with plant that they had expended 
of the appropriation nearly one and a half million dollars simply in 
purchasing the tools with which they were to carry on the improver 
ment. 

I venture the assertion that of all the immense sums that have been 
appropriated ſor the improvement of that river since the organization of 
that commission nearly one-half have been expended in plant and in 
salaries—nearly one-half of it. Now this ought not to be. If we can 
save with reference to that improvement alone $115,000 we certainly 
ought to do it. If we can save in connection with the other improve-' 
ments $385,000 a year we certainly ought to do it. It will not do to 
say that these gentlemen that are named in the amendment I have of- 
fered have not the education to fit them for this work. That is to de- 
nounce as a failure the Military Academy and all of the efforts of this 
nation to properly educate our engineers. After the appropriations we 
make each year for the maintenance of that institution it will not do 
for us to stultify ourselves by declaring that all of our efforts are non - 
effective. I have here a partial list of some of the distinguished 
neers that have been educated at that institution. I find on it the 
names of Beauregard, Foster, Franklin, Gillmore, Halleck, and Hum-! 
phreys. ‘These men we have educated at West Point and they have 
graduated there as engineers and served in that capacity. The list is 
long. And I want to call attention to the fact that there is no differ- 
ence in the line of the studies pursued by these gentlemen who have 
graduated as engi or been assi to that corps and the others. 
fee Spe study same text-books. 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to inquire of the gentleman 
from Iowa whether he desires to speak longer than five minutes ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Five minutes were yielded to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that time has expired. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYN: I am in favor of this amendment. I think it ought 
to be adopted. If there be a service in this country which has the con- 
fidence of the people so far as its integrity is concerned it is the Corps 
of Engineers of the United States Army. They are above reproach. 
And if they be employed to superintend this work and to disburse the 
moneys the le of the country will have confidence that, though 
they may sometimes be mistaken in their judgments and opinions, yet 
the money will be honestly disbursed. 

I think it is a dangerous thing to employ civilian engineers in this 
work; to take them from their particular localities, to bring influences 
to bear in favor of particular localities, and thus to have recommenda- 
tions to Congress influenced to some extent by considerations that should 
not enter into the conclusions arrived at. And I think that if the en- 
gineer service were devoted wholly to the improvement of our rivers 
and harbors in this country this would free it from perhaps some sus- 
picions that attach to the management of that service, and it would be 
a guarantee at once to the people and to the Government that the 
moneys expended for these improvements would be honorably and 
honestly expended for the purposes to which they were applied. 

Mr. ANDERSON, _I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
has three minutes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is evidently in the in, 


terest of retrenching expenditures. It is more: it is a compliment to 
the United States Military Academy. After having expended $500 per 
annum upon each of the cadets who go at the Government’s expense to 
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the Mili Academy at West Point, and after they have been gradu- 
ated from institution with honor, if they are not as competent to 
perform the duties on the Mississippi River as the surveyors and local 
politicians along that river who get into the employ of the Mississippi 
and Missouri Commissions, then, sir, we had better cease to make appro- 
priations for the Military Academy. If you defeat this proposition it 
will be a very severe criticism on the United States Military Academy. 
‘This amendment simply provides that engineers from civil life shall not 
be employed, except in cases where the services of men of distinguished 
ability in civil engineering are required. 

In ordinary cases, in most cases, the officers of the United States Army 
are to be employed, the men who haye graduated from the national 
academy at West Point. 

Is there any gentleman on that side of the House who has been preach- 
ing economy, who has been saying for years that we ought not to have 
this large Army corps to pay, who will vote against that proposition? 
It seems to me not. If we mean to do the work, and do it well and do 
it cheaply, it strikes me that all those conditions are embodied in this 
amendment, and that it ought to be adopted by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN], if adopted, would seriously embarrass the War 
Department. We have no statement from the Secretary of War or from 
the Chief of Engineers to the effect that this proposed change should be 
made. The employment of civilian engineers is now left to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War, and if we were to bind his hands in 
this way we might seriously impede the progress of some of the public 
works upon which this additional engineering aid is required. 

The Secretary is not now compelled, although he is allowed, to em- 
ploy civilian engineers. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion ? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. By this amendment, in any difficult case, where 
extraordinary skill or additional aid is required, he may appoint civil 
engineers; so that in such a case as the gentleman from Kentucky 
speaks of the Secretary would have that authority. 

Mr. WILLIS. I submit to my friend that if his amendment were 
now adopted, without any recommendation or expression of opinion in 
its favor on the part of the War Department, it might result in grave 
evil to important ing public works. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman pardon another suggestion? j 

Mr. WILLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you ex that the Army officers will be very 
anxious to recommend that this additional service shall be put upon 
them ? 

Mr. WILLIS. I believe that the Army engineers will be in the fut- 
ure, as they have been in the past, employed in preference to all other 
engineers, and I think they ought to be. But I submit that if we bind 
down the Department to the exclusive employment of Army engineers 
we may seriously interfere with the progress of some of the pending 
public works. 

For that reason at the present time, this amendment coming here 
without information, without commendation or recommendation from 
the Secretary of War, I submit that the Committee of the Whole should 
not adopt it. 

And, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of the public business, having 
control of the time on this side and with the consent of those interested, 
I yield back to the Committee of the Whole the time allowed for dis- 
cussion against the amendment and ask for a vote. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. HEP- 
BURN, there were—ayes 51, noes 90. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WILLIS and Mr. HEPBURN were ap- 

inted. 

Ve The committee again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 65, 
noes 110. 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; w e bait Gite 3 3 the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, am: m the te, by Mr. K, 
its Secretary, scanner thus the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment the joint resolution (H. Res. 335) to print 2,000 additional copies 
of Lieut. P. H. Ray’s report of the International Polar Expedition to 
Point Barrow, Alaska. ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a pill of the 
following title; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2648) to enable the President to negotiate for the purchase 
of certain Indian reservations. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2327) for the relief of James 
Bedell, sr. 

The message also announced that the Senate had adopted the follow- 
ing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was requested : 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
N 4 Plan and Fisheries for the e printed, aud that 
there be printed 11,000 extra of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the 


Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House, 1,500 for the use of the Commissioner of 
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Fish and Fisheries, and — i sale by the Publie Printer, under such regu- 
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lations as the Joint nting may prescribe, at a price equal 
to the additional cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereto thereon added ; the 
iNustrations to be obtained by the Public Printer under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on Printing. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union re- 
sumed its session. 

The Clerk began to read section 3 of the bill, but was interrupted by 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, who said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer an additional section. 

Mr. DUNN. I object. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
section, the following: 


For continuing and connecting the survey 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair suggests that the gentleman bad bet- 
ter send his amendment to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will do so. 

Mr. WILLIS. I object to going back. The Clerk had commenced 
reading the third section. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no proposition to amend the section, so 
far as the Chair is informed. The gentleman from Kentucky proposes 
to add a new section. 

Mr. WILLIS. Well, I ask that the Clerk read on. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks time will be saved by allowing 
the amendment to be offered now. 

Mr. WILLIS. The amendment, in the form of a new section, can 
be offered at the end of this section. The Committee of the Whole can 
not be detained here until the proposed new section is written out. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Yesterday when we were considering the naval 
bill we waited five minutes for an amendment to be offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky ready? 5 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will send it to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows; 


Add, as section 3, the following: 

“Sec. 3. For continuing and connecting the survey of the Savannah River, 
Georgia, and the Kentucky River, Kentucky, $28,000, and that the same be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War in surveying a water-route 
and ascertaining the practicability of obtaining cheap transportation between 


the valley of the Ohio and Atlantic seaboard, by connecting, by canal and by 
K 


Slack water navigation, the waters of the South Fork of the Kentucky River, 
Richland Creek, Cumberland River, Yellow Creek, Cumberland Gap Springs, 
and Powell's, Clinch, Tennessee, Hiwassee, and Savannah Rivers, from Beatty: 
ville, Ky., to Savannah, Ga.” ‘ 

Mr. WILLIS. I make a point of order on that amendment, and ask 
the ruling of the Chair upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I appeal from the décision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to be heard on the appeal. Mr. 
Chairman, this bill has in it, if not in reality, at least in future possi- 
bility, the whole Mississippi River scheme, with its commission, which 
was allowed to be struck out the other day by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors with the understanding that in the 
House it should come back again. This bill has in it the Missouri River 
Commission (the Missouri being but a branch of the Mississippi), as a 
sink-hole for millions of dollars. If we are going to sink millions of 
dollars on the Mississippi River, it strikes me that when we have ap- 
propriated money for the improvement of the Kentucky, for the im- 
provement of the Tennessee, the improvement of the Cumberland and 
the Clinch Rivers, and for the improvement of the Savannah River, and 
when we need cheap transportation from the great grain-growing re- 
gions of the Northwest to the Atlantic seaboard, when we need to build 
up seaport towns like Savannah, Ga., to compete with the great me- 
tropolis of New York and great cities like Philadelphia and Balti- 
more—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to suggest to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that he must confine himself to the question of order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The point of order I desire to make is 
this 

A MEMBER. You are taking an appeal. I[Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir; I am taking an appeal and 
can discuss it without limit. [Cries of Vote! Vote!“ ] Lask for 
order in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order, and the Chair 
will hear the gentleman on the point of order but not on the merits of 
the pro amendment. 

Mr. of Kentucky. The point of order has been raised against 
this Whole proposition and has been sustained. Now, I appeal from 
that decision. I appeal from it on the ground that this amendment I 
offer is in perfect consonance with the harmony of the bill. I was going 
on to show you that was so, that if the whole bill was legitimate then 
the amendment would be legitimate. I am aware of the the Chair 


I move to amend by inserting, as a new 


has ruled out the Hennepin Canal. This would have to go out on the 
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same point of order. I expected that, but I wanted to lay before the 
committee 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submits if the gentleman concedes 
the ruling against him is correct that no further time should be oceu- 
pied in debate on the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I did not say it was correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the gentleman 
conceded it would be pronounced out of order by the committee, and 
it would be an unnecessary consumption of the time to debate it further. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote! Vote! ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I beg the Chair to indulge me in stat- 
ing my opinions on this matter, If it is a waste of time or not is for 
me to decide and not for the Chair. If he decides I am not entitled to 
the floor then I will yield, but if the Chair says I am entitled to the 
floor I will not allow the Chair to tell me-that it is a waste of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair took the gentleman’s own remark 
that he was not arguing the question before the committee. The ques- 
tion is whether the decision of the Chair shall stand as the judgment 
of the committee, 

The decision of the Chair was sustained; and the amendment was 
ruled out. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I have an amendment to offer to section 2. 
Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a question of order. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Then I will move it to section 3. 


The CHAIRMAN. Section 3 will now be read, and then the amend- 
ment can be offered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sxc, 3. That the Secretary of War shall prescribe such rules and regulations 
as may be necessary to secure a judicious and economical expenditure of said 
sums, and shall cause to be made and submitted to Congress annual reports, in- 
cluding the repent of the Mississippi River Commission, on or before Decem- 
ber 1, givi ed statements of the work done, contracts made, and ex- 
penditures under or otherwise up te November 1, and the effect of such 
work, together with such recommendations as he may deem it proper to lay 
before He shall also, at the same time, report to Con at its next 
session all the instances in the United States in which piers, breakwaters, or 
other structures or works built or made by the United States in aid of com- 
merce or navigation are used, occupied, or injured by a corporation or an indi- 
vid the extent and mode of such use, occupation, or injury, and the 
facts touching the same, He shall report annually, at the same time, whether 
any bridges, causeways, or structures now erected or in process of erection do 
or will interfere with free and safe navigation. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I move the following amendment: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. WILLIS. I hope that amendment will be accepted; it seems 
to be perfectly proper 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 4. That it shall be the duty o W. 
. tbe e y of the Secretary of War to apply the money 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Before passing to section 4, I wish to 
offer an amendment to this section. 

Mr. DUNN. I make the point of order that the reading can not be 
arrested in that way after being deliberately commenced, and I insist 
that the Clerk proceed with the reading. The rule is clear on the sub- 


ject, and I it will be strictly enforced hereafter. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Allow me to make this suggestion, that there is 
very extraordinary rapidity indulged in, and perhaps properly so, by 


the Clerk in reading this bill. But it occurs frequently that the last 
word from the chairman’s mouth has scarcely escaped his lips direct- 
ing the ing when the Clerk is at work on the instant speeding 


thro the bill; and it seems in that manner the Clerk has succeeded 
in z ing several lines of this section before any one rose to make an 
amendme 


t. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It has been the custom, Mr. Chairman, 
for the Clerk to read amendments on the desk which had been sent up; 
and I did not know until he had read a short distance in this section 
that he was not going to read an amendment to the preceding section. 
As soon as I found out what he was reading I immediately rose to offer 
an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not be governed by anything else 
than the regular rules of the House, which provide that when a section 
has been passed over and the reading of another has been begun it is 
then too late to go back to make an amendment to the section which 
has been passed. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But, Mr. Chairman, when a member of the 
House announces that it was his intention to offer an amendment, and 
ms er sof for that purpose, he certainly can not be precluded from 
offering it by the mere reading of the Clerk, or because the Clerk may 
= begun the reading of the section before the amendment was 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to state himself his impression that somebody else had an amend- 
ment at the desk which the Clerk was proceeding to read, and that he 
waited to see if somebody else did not want to offer an amendment. 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. No, Mr. Chairman; but that he thought the 
Clerk was reading an amendment which was at the desk. As soon əs 
he discovered that the Clerk was reading the bill, or another section 
of the bill, the gentleman imnfediately rose, as he claims, to offer the 


amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state exactly what the Chair 
understands the gentleman from Kentucky to have said. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Evidently the Chair misunderstood me, 
from the statement just made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman to say he 
supposed there were other amendments on the desk, and that the Clerk 
would read them, and that therefore he waited, and did not offer his 
amendment at once. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I said that I was waiting for the Clerk 
toread. The Chair will remember that it has been the custom during 
the past week to read amendments which had been sent to the Clerk’s 
desk, and which were read properly in their order. 

Mr. KING. I demand the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Kentucky 
is too late to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I appeal from the decision of the 

The CHAIRMAN. The uestion is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to be heard on the appeal. 

Mr. HOUK. [insist the gentleman from Kentucky should be heard, 
since he has not been heard here this session. [Laughter. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will leave the House to judge as to 
the pertinence of that remark. 

Mr. HOUK. The House can certainly judge as to the propriety of it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The whole business here in connection 
with this bill is an impropriety. 

I have appealed from the decision of the Chair because I believe it is 
our right to offer amendments as the phs are being read. It 
would have been almost impossible to have taken the floor sooner than 
I did—almost impossible, The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Iowa was accepted so suddenly, and the Clerk was directed to read 
so suddenly, and proceeded with the reading of paragraph 4 of the bill 
so suddenly, that it was almost impossible for any man to offer an amend- 
ment sooner than I did. And I ask that the reporter may give to 
the Clerk a memorandum showing how far he had proceeded with 
the reading when I rose. I know there is a disposition here to hurry 
the bill through. I know there is a disposition on the part of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations to help this bill through. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, The gentleman from Kentucky is not 
discussing the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point is well taken. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I hope the Chair will enforce the rule. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I did not hear at first what the gentle- 
man from Alabama rose for; but what he has said leads me to remark 
that it is very difficult to tell what his point of order will cover. It 
is difficult to tell how any gentleman can address himself to a point of 
order so that it will be understood by the intellect of the gentleman 
* Alabama. I am not surprised that he raises the question of 
order. à 

But the question, coming back to this committee again, is, can a 
member of this House be cheated—not cheated; I will say deprived of 
his right to offer an amendment because forsooth the Clerk may read 
too rapidly? Ido not make any charge inst the Clerk. He was 
doing his duty as he understands it. I was doing mine as I understand 
it. I rose to ask the adoption of an amendment. My amendment is 
material. It is one affecting the levees of the Mississippi River. In 
oes not occur. 

want to put it in the bill that we shall have a report on the sepa- 
rate item of levees; because if the decision of the Chair made on Friday 
on the Hennepin Canal stands good, and if the decision of the Chair 
on the canal from the Kentucky River to Savannah, Ga., stands good, 
then when the chairman of the committee or a member of the commit- 
tee undertakes to put the Mississippi River back inte the bill whether 
with Eads or without Eads, I propose to raise the point of order on the 
Mississippi River, and I want to put it right here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks the gentleman from Kentucky 
to confine himself to the subject under debate. 

vol of Kentucky. Ithink Jam doing so. [Cries of Vote!“ 
ae Vote 1 ” 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, here turned and walked up the aisle to- 
ward his desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is: Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ‘‘ayes’’ have it, and the decision of the 
Chair is sustained. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
the floor in that way. 


Mr. Chairman, you can not take me off 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from Ken- 

tee WRITE: of Kentucky. I get f the bill to 
en went to my copy o 

read from it. That will not do. I have not been heard. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to strike out the last word. 


Mr. DUNN. I make the same t of order, that the reading of 
the section must be completed re any motion to amend. can be 
made. The reading of the section has not been completed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks nothing is in order but read- 


ing the balance of the section. 
WHITE, of Kentucky. I appealed from the decision of the 

Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the committee has sustained the decision of 
the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 
have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee voted while the gentleman had 
not the floor. 


House knows. 
Mr. BROWN. 


gen 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to know if in the argument of 
a question of order a member can occupy the floor any longer than at 
the pleasure of the chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is the of the Chair he can not. There 
is no settled rule in regard to de 3 

Mr. COX, of New York. The rule is invariable. No member can 
speak except during the pleasure of the Chair on a point of order. 

w WHITE, of Kentucky. This is not a point of order; it is an ap- 
* COX, of New York. Or an appeal. That is in the same cate- 


gory. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If that doctrine be correct, the Chair can in every 
e PER sition of his own errors. 

The C The desires to do what is exactly right. 
The Chair can have no interest in doing otherwise. The Chair knows 
of no rule that forbids debate on an appeal ; but the gentleman from 


The committee can not vote while I 


Kentucky was not arguing the question of order, but was the 
question of the e nee tn yas on ora at the ques- 
tion, even if it be co: that he was on the floor at that time. 


CoCo 
no disposition to cut off any one. But the rule must be observed that 
when a particularquestion is under discussion debate must be confined 
to that; otherwise there will be no end to our work at all. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. C 
the mistake; but I had not yielded the floo 
. HISCOCK. 


ing 
recognized is not the only limitation of time 

heisentitled to the hour under the whether the subject-matter be 
an appeal on points of order or whatever it is? 

Mr. HENLEY. I rise to a question of order. Idemand the regular 
order. 

A MEMBER. What is it? 

Mr. HENLEY. Whatever it is we shall have it. I want to stop this 


filibustering. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks the gentleman from Kentucky 
whether his amendment can be as well offered to the next sec- 


tion—the reading of which had 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It ean not; and that was what I pro- 
to show when the Chair thought I was to my seat. Iwas 
to my desk to get my copy of the bill and to call the attention of 
the pas to the very line where I had intended my amendment should 
come 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman aeons made that statement, the 
Chair will hear him on the point of order 

a jel of Kentucky. In section 3, Which has been read by 
the Clerx 

Mr. GIBSON. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GIBSON. The Chair has submitted the question on the appeal 
to the vote of the House, and the House has voted upon it by an ay- 
and-no vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 

Mr. GIBSON. 
the Chair. 


I do not yield the floor. 

And the result of that vote has been announced by 

Now, I do not know by what right when the judgment of 
sustained on an appeal that question can be re- 


the Chair has been 
opened. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair states that the announcement of the 
result of the vote was predicated on the fact that the gentleman from 
Kentucky had ceased speaking and had gone back to his desk. He 


asserts now he had not yielded the floor, but had simply gone to his 
desk to get a copy of the bill, intending farther to illustrate that his 


tion was in order. 
. GIBSON. Then isthe Chair bound to show equities of decision 
to a member who is openly and apparently v4 in a debate 
ttee 


that does not apply to the question before the 
‘The AAN. The Chair can not pronounce that j t. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WRT TE] will be heard 

upon the question of order, 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


Mr. Chairman, as I have already stated, 
I had gone to take up my bill (which was not in hand at the time 
I was ) to the Chair how the word inserted in 
this w be of considerable consequence, and it was my intèntion 


regulations as may 
ous and economical expenditure of said 


sums 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman to order, and I 
make this distinct statement: The point of order I made was that the 
committee had concluded the eration of section 3 and had passed 


from it 
Mr. of Kentucky. I do not yield the floor, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DUNN (continuing). k had commenced the read- 


ing of section 4 when 


eee Kien UME 
tion he rose to debate. Pigs A EAA 


Mr. of Ken seny oie ae 
man from Arkansas [Mr. Daa T wi repeat again a 
Perhaps he was in the cloak-room when I made my statement and did 
not hear it. [ ter.] 

Mr. DUNN. The gentleman is mistaken; I was in my seat, and 
heard him. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


3, I rose to offer my amendment, and the reporter’s notes will 
show that although I spoke several times before I caught the Speaker’s 


9 — 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I call the gentleman to order. What 
the gentleman is saying relates to a fact and is not the discussion of 
the point of order. Now, if the Chair will entertain a controversy as 
to a fact upon this appeal it can not be helped. 

Several Regular order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the 


tleman 
from Arkansas will permit me, I will state in that, in good faith, I 
had risen to offer what I understood to be a su tial amendment 


Mr. DUNN. But the good faith does not relieve the-gentleman from 
the operation of the rule. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
has the floor upon the point of order. 

jaan MEVE of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I do not yield the floor 


ing th pare 3: and the Chair will oblige me very much by keep- 
em quiet. i 


Laughter. 

Tas Chate will hear the gentleman if he desires 
to sine CH the — va the appeal; if he does not, the Chair 
must put the question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, as I have already stated, 
I believe I had the right, as any member would have the right, to offer 
an amendment to section 3 of this bill under the circumstances, It 
has been customary for the Clerk to read amendments from his desk; 
but a gentleman can offer an amendment from his seat. When the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] offered his amendment it was 
almost instantly and the Clerk was directed to read, and as 
soon as I perceived that the Clerk was reading a different section I said 
that I desired to offer an amendment to section 3. And now, to sat- 
uy toe Chair, I will tell the Chair what the amendment was. 

e CHAIRMAN, It is wholly immaterial what it was. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Does the Chair now rule that I have 
not the t to offer an amendment in line 66? 

The MAN. The Chair has so ruled; and the pending ques- 
tion is on the appeal taken from that decision. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Well, Iam wiliMgto submit it toa vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the House? 

The question was taken; and the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
ene CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to finish the reading of 
the section. 
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The Clerk read the fourth section, as follows: 


Sec. 4. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War to apely SBa money 
herein appro ted for improvements other than surveys estimates in 


carrying on the various woi 
— and ad to 


Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment, which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 4, line 7, * 2 ing 
tan ä the word proposals, by inserting “and shall 

1 Mr. Chairman, I hope that amendment will be ac- 
cep’ 

The amendment was N 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. „I desire to offer an amendment to 
come in at the end of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the section the following: 

Provided, however, That the e Ark War may decline to ex: any por- 
tion of the ——— by this bill if, in his ent, the improvement 
for which such appro: is made will not be a benefit.” 

Mr. WILLIS. That is the existing law, and I see no objection to it. 

Mr. ROWELL. Then, if there is no objection to it, let it be adopted. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. i at the close of the text and imme- 
diately ing the provision just adopted I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word material.“ in line 14, insert the following: 

“Provided, however, Thatany appropriated by this act for the im 
a os See eee F 

n other 
rage pg from waste aad Seley, shall be . eee 
completion of the works on the Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches of 
the river, now in progress of rovement as by the commission, 
FFVFVFVFFC sca eek a cat ret 
ot said commission for the vie ot the. fi 


to. 


improvement of the navigation of the river fully 


Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that that 
portion of the bill has been stricken out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to be heard upon the point 
of order. The bill contains at this time no appropriation for the im- 

ement of the Mississippi River below Cairo. That is conceded. 
course it is not for the Chair to anticipate whether or no the bill 
i. contain such a N wrt 55 
e proposition is simply that, if any appropriation be made by this 
bill for the purpose designated, it shall be applied in a specific manner. 
Such a provision, it seems to me, can r subject to a point 
of order upon the mere ground that the in its present form contains 
no such appropriation; for I submit that it is not for the Chair to antici- 
pate what may ultimately be the provisions of this bill. The amend- 
ment simply POS that if there should be in this bill any provision 
for the expenditure of money on the Mississippi River below Cairo such 
money shall be expended in a specific manner. 

It can not be said that this is subject to the point of order commonly 
made upon propositions to amend ee appropriation bill; and I 
believe the Chair has so decided. is is simply a provision limiting 
appropriations in the bill, if such shall be made, for a particular im- 
provement which is within the scope of the bill. It must be conceded 
that appropriations may be made by the bill for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River below Cairo; and a provision that an appropria- 
tion of a given character shall be expended in a specific mode is clearly 
in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
gentleman from Indiana. 

poe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana is stating a point 
of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Well, I will make a parliamentary inquiry. 
Can the gentleman offer an amendment having reference to legislation 
which he thinks may be introduced into the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly that is hardly a parliamentary inquiry. 
It is admitted that such legislation as that upon which the amendment 
is designed to be a limit may possibly be introduced into this bill. It 
is not to be assumed that the bill will not contain such legislation. I 
think the gentleman from Kentucky makes a mistake in attempting to 
make s pony of order upon such a proposition. This bill stands on a 
very different footing from a general appropriation bill. : 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suggest to the Chair that there are still left 
in the bill appropriations for the Mississippi River. There is one for 
the harbor of New Orleans, which is only a part of the Mississippi 
River. I think there is also one for Memphis Harbor, although I am 
not sure about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


I wish to make a point of order upon the 


The amendment which the gentleman from In- 
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diana presents would be a mere modification, applicable in case the ap- 
propriation for the Mississippi River should be voted back into the bill. 
The Chair therefore suggests that perhaps an arrangement may be made 
to have a vote upon the amendment of the gentleman from if 
the other proposition should be voted upon. 

Mr. HOL . I modify my amendment so as to read That no 
appropriation made or which shall be made for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River,” &e. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana does not take the 
idea of the Chair. > 

Mr. KING. I make the point of order that this proposition in sub- 
stance was voted upon several days ago and voted down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No such proposition has been voted on. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana will please cite 
the proposition of which he speaks, with the action thereon. It is im- 
possible for the Chair to remember everything done in the Committee 
of the Whole. ` 

Mr. KING. I feel confident that there was such action. x 

Mr. WILLIS. The point of order has been made, first, that there is 
no matter now in the bill to which this amendment has any a 
and to place in the bill a restriction upon legislation w the 
does not contain isan absurdity. In the second place, the point is made 
that this identical proposition was presented a few days ago by the gen- 
tleman from New Fork [Mr. Hiscock] and voted down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is mistaken, 

The CHAIRMAN. The fact that the amendment if adopted would 
make the blll absurd is no reason it should be ruled out on a point of 
order. It may be the very purpose of the gentleman from Indiana to 
make the bill absurd. Whether the amendment shall have that effect 
is a question for the Committee of the Whole to yote upon. But the 
Chair was endeavoring to su in order to avoid difficulty, that the 
committee might that if by a vote the Mississippi River provision 
should be brought back into the bill there should also be a vote in the 
House upon the proposition of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I should be perfectly satisfied with that arrange- 
ment. I hope gentlemen will to that fair proposition. Other- 
wise those who are anxious to limit this expenditure must press this 
amendment. 2 

Mr. DUNN. I hope the proposition will not be agreed to. There 
has never been anything fair coming from the ents of this bill 
during this contest, and it is with poor that they ask for excessive 
fairness on our side. If we pass this bill we must do it against all the 
efforts of its enemies. 

The . The Chair directs the Clerk to read a paragraph 
from Jefferson’s Manual, page 124. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


If an amendment be inconsistent with one already agreed to, itisa 
fit ground for its rejection y the House, but not within the competence of the 
Speaker to suppress as if it were against order; for were he permitted to draw 
questions of consistence within the vortex of order, he might usurp 3 
Ban 5 modifications, and suppress instead of subserving the ve 


The CHAIRMAN. Now the Chair desires tostate that byamendment 
the Mississippi River Commission has been stricken out. Theonly point 
of order would be that this amendment would be inconsistent with that 
amendment. The Chair thinks that is not a good reason for refusing 
to submit to the committee the proposed amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to make a single remark in behalf of this 
proposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I desire to make an additional point of or- 
der against the gentleman’s amendment, and that is that the amend- 
ment is not germane to the section upon which we are engaged. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why it is especially so by its very provisions. 

TheCHAIRMAN. There is no rule requiring an amendment shall 
be germane to the section provided it is germane to the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is certainly the opinion of some of our engineers 
as well as of a large body of our people that the plan of improvementof 
the Mississippi River below Cairo is purely experimental, and upto 
this time a large portion of the money appropriated from time to time 
has been employed in repairs of work already done. I am not able to 
say what percentage, but if gentlemen will examine carefully the re- 
ports of the Mississippi River Commission and their subordinates it 
will be founda large percentage of the money you are appropriating year 
after year is employed in a great number of repairs. 

The two important reaches of the Mississippi River are Plum Point 
and Lake Providence, one forty and the other sixty miles in length, 
which require every dollar of the $2,800,000 to complete them. Let 
us have them completed. Let us see what is to be the effect of this 
experiment. If successful, then of course the House can with safety, 
proceed to make further appropriation. If,on the contrary, the plan 
be radically defective, then Congress should have the information upon 
which toact with intelligence. I trust therefore in the interest of com- 
mon fairness to the country; in the interest of the integrity of our affairs 
and good administration in the expenditure of public money, those two 
great reaches of that river shall be completed, to the end that Congress 
shall not appropriate money year after year for a plan which may prove 
in the end an utter failure. 
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Mr. ANDERSON. I wish to speak on this amendment, and for the 


reason 

Mr. KING. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the gentleman’s objection ? 

Mr. KING. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KING. I dinette rule under which we are acting re- 
quires only three minutes of debate on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That was applicable entirely to the first section 
of the bill. 

Mr. KING. Under what rule are we now acting? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the general rules of the House, The 
special rule to which the gentleman refers was applicable only by com- 
mon consent to the first section of this bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON. It has been claimed as one of the chief reasons 
why this river and harbor bill should pass that the improvement of the 
Mississippi River does have such an influence on present and future 
competitive freight-rates that any bill embracing it should receive the 
approval of this House. When you analyze the proposition of devel 
. ways you mean by it simply to provide a channel through 
which vessels can safely pass. If I understand the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana, he proposes that the shoals shall be improved, 
and he proposes in that part of the river where navigation is to-day im- 
peded the channel shall be opened. Then he proposes as to the rest of 
it that a brake shall be put upon the expenditure of public money. 

There has not been for one hundred years any lack of water for ves- 
sels in the lower Mississippi. There is none to-day. Lou can take any 
steamer you please and run it through those channels where the snags 
have been removed and where possibly an occasional bar has been 
cleaned out. In my judgment,the proposition to expend one, two, three, 
four, five, or one hundred millions of dollars for deepening a channel 
already dug is simply pouring water into a rat-hole, which seems to be 
a type of Democratic economy. j 
For that reason I wish a remedy that will give us a free channel for 

tical navigation of that river, and will stop the expenditure of pub- 
money for the protection of private property in the lower region. 
It seems to me if you look into the amount of money which must be 
expended in the future, if you maintain the present policy, it will run 
into hundreds of thousands of millions of dollars. The amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana proposes you shall to-day, as to that part 
of the Mississippi River F improve it. But as 
to that part which does not need it you shall cease to throw the people's 
money away. ‘That precisely, in my opinion, is what is being done in 
part of this bill, and ially in reference to the Mississippi River. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iwish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky if this 

roposition is not pressed at this moment whether he will permit a 

ne on it in the House if the Mississippi River Commission be admit- 


? 

Mr. WILLIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. With that understanding, that an opportunity will 
be offered before the previous question is called in the House, I shal 
withdraw it for the present, 

Mr. HEPBURN. What is the gentleman’s understanding? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Do I understand the gentleman from Indiana as- 
sumes to withdraw the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from In- 
diana as simply stating that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WIL- 
LIS] will help to get a vote on his amendment in the House if the other 
amendment is put in the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. How would such an arrangement be possible when 
one single objection would prevent such action in the House? 

The CHAIRMAN, If it be an amendment, it would have to be car- 
ried here so as to make it in order in the House. It would have to be 
reported, in other words, from the committee to the House. 

Mr. DUNN. But if the gentleman from Kentucky allows it to be 
offered in the House, would not that meet the difficulty? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Here is the difficulty: Suppose we go into the House, 
and whether the proposition in reference to the Mississippi River which 
was stricken out is voted in or out, a single objection prevents a vote on 
this proposition of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. On what ground? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Because it is not offered by the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But if it is offered before the previous question is 
called upon the bill, why is it not in order? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Let us havea vote on it now; that is 
the way to settle it. [Cries of Regular order!’’] 

Mr. HISCOCK. I shall insist upon a vote now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana 

Mr. HOLMAN. 


Mr. Chairman, I prefer a vote in the House, and I 


understand that I have the right, under the consent given by the chair- 
mun of the committee, to offer this amendment before the previous ques- 
tion is called. The committee agree that it shall be admitted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Not that it shall be admitted. 
That it shall be admitted to a vote, I mean, as an 


Mr. HOLMAN, 


= 
— ———— j 
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amendment. It is to be offered as an amendment and voted npon in 
the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. But Ido not want it to be understood that 
the committee accept it. I do not want any misunderstanding about it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not that the committee accept it, but that they 
agree that a vote may be taken in the House upon it. With that un- 
derstanding I withdraw the amendment. ; 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I renewit. We had just as well 
settle this question here and now. This proposition of the gentleman 
from Indiana is so clearly just and proper that there is no use in wait- 
ing to see whether the Mississippi part of this bill, which on my mo- 
tion some days ago was stricken out and agreed to by the chairman of 
the committee, is to go in or not. It is unnecessary to wait to see what 
is to be gone with that before the amendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana is voted upon to this bill. It ought to be in the bill whether 
the chairman of the committee accepts it or not. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. Would it not be far better to have the proposition 
voted on by a yea-and-nay vote in the House than to allow it to 
undergo peril here in the committee ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It does not undergo peril. 

Mr. BAYNE. I think it is better to have a vote in the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Thatis a question of opinion. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to make this suggestion, and I ask the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Indiana to it. Suppose we get through 
the bill, and a motion is made that the committee rise and report the 
bill to the House with the recommendation that the enacting clause 
be stricken out, and suppose that motion is carried. As the bill stands 
now I would probably vote for that motion. If Judge HoLMAN’s 
amendment is incorporated in the bill it would very decidedly change 
my opinion as to whether it should become a law or not, or whether 
that motion should be carried or not. 

I think it quite likely that this bill may be through here in 
such form that a motion to strike out the enacting clause would carry. 
I desire the bill to be bettered, so that I can support it. I am very 
much in favor of a river and harbor bill and a liberal bill, if properly 
prepared. But I want this bid very much amended, so that I ean sup- 

it. This amendment I regard as very important. 


FEBRUARY 24, 


Mr. WILLIS. Lask a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky has 
not expired. i 

Mr. WILLIS. I thought it had. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to getthis idea before the com- 
mittee: that one very important partof the bill isin the background for 
a purpose 

Blr. KING. R order. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The regular order is the right of the gentleman 
from Kentucky to finish his remarks. 

Mr. KING. How long will you allow him? 

The CHAIRMAN. One minute. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not wish my time occupied in this 


way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time thus occupied will not be deducted 
from the time of the gentleman. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, I want the committee to bear in 
mind that the most outrageous proposition in this bill is yet in the 
background; and the committee can well afford to say to the gentleman 
from Indiana, Lou just wait, Wait for the proper time, and you 
shall have a vote on your proposition. In response to that I say we 

will not wait. We will settle it here and now. If you want to bring 
| back here a propositian in this abominable Mississippi appropriation to 
| drive a peg in which will allow you to expend a hundred or two hun- 
| dred millions of dollars and throw it away to destruction, I shall not 
| help to drive that peg in. Let us settle the question now. Let us have 
a vote. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Lask that it be reported. 

Mr. WILLIS and other members objected. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think the objection comes too late. This 
is a new amendment, and has not been read. It is an amendment of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
the amendment. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does not that entitle us to a rereading of it? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move to strike out the last clause of the amend- 


ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 


entucky said he renewed 


is recognized. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Now I ask to have that amendment read in my 
time. : 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman from New York asks to have the 


amendment read in his time. How did he get the floor? 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York obtained the 
floor by moving to strike out the last clause of the amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. But the committee was dividing. The Chair had 
put the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it will save time to have the 
amendment read. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I renew the amendment. 

I want to remind the House before we vote on this question that up 
to this time there has been no settled plan that any one is now at work 
upon; that there was a scheme for the improvement of the Mississippi 

ver which the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] the 
other day told us had been departed from to such an extent as to de- 
stroy the possibility of good results following appropriations. 

I want to further remind the House that these improvements by 
every engineer so far as I know, and at least in every report of the 
commission, have been declared to be experimental; that no man has 
yet said that satisfactory results will follow their efforts. We are con- 
stantly reminded that they are experimenting. We are constantly 
told that there are doubts of success. We know that the commission 
itself has no power, or at least has not exercised it, of informing the 
country and Congress what sums would indeed be expended. 

The first estimates for the initial work told us that one million and 
a quarter dollars would be needed to complete two of the reaches in 
their initial work. Finally they told us that two and a half million 
dollars would be needed to accomplish the work entirely. Now one 
of the commission (Colonel Comstock) tells the country that three 
times that sum would be needed. And the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] told us the other day that although there had 
been these large expenditures more than the original estimates, still 
there had been nothing satisfactorily accomplished, and there was no 
bope on ultimate success if the policy of the commission should be con- 
tinued. 

Now, in view of these facts, in view of the absence of earnest declara- 
tion that good results shall certainly follow, and in view of the repeated 
declarations that the efforts of the commission are simply in the nature 
of experiments, is it not wiser to confine expenditures to 63 miles of the 
river than to make them extend over 1,085 miles of the river? : 

[Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Ishall make no formal reply to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. But I want to put on 
record that the reason I do not is to economize time. I want to get 
through this bill. The gentleman’s statements are full of errors as far 
as I have been able to hear them, but it would take a great deal of time 


to y to them. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope the gentleman will point out the errors he 
refers to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. They have already been pointed out. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I beg to say that I have made no misstatements as 
to this matter. I have simply quoted the reports of the commission | 


and declarations of members of the commission. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is out of order. 
time has expired. Does the gentleman from Iowa desire a vote on his 
amendment ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I renew it. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is rec- | 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. J had the recognition of the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs pardon. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I make the motion that the committee rise 


for the purpose of limiting debate. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman had not the floor for that 
motion. I was recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas had the floor, and 
stated he did not wish to debate the amendment. He states now he 
moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman did not have the floor for that 
purpose, but for the purpose of debate. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
that motion the Chair 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 


izes him. 

I make that motion. 
I do not think that that is a wise course, 

Mr. WILLIS. Lask my friend from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
notto insist on that. I have endeavored to take charge of the bill and 
I ask him now, upon the understanding that after the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED] we shall have a vote, to withdraw the 
motion that the committee rise. After that let us have a vote. The 
House understands that the vote was actually being taken when the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] took the floor and had the 
amendment read in his time. There have been two speeches on that 
side, which with that of the gentleman from Maine should be consid- 
ered enough; and I ask that at the conclusion of his remarks we shall 
have a vote as a matter of fair play. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, There is no fair play extended to the bill, 


If the gentleman from Arkansas desires tomake | 


and I do not want the Chair to 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas insist on his 
motion being put? 

Mr. B KINRIDGE. I do. 

The question being put on the motion that the committee rise, it was 
decided in the negative. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I renew the amendment. 

I hope the House fully understands that this amendment which is 
now pending is the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. HOLMAN]. It seems to bea plain business proposition, which 
this House ought to concur in. 

The great point of my opposition, as an individual, to this bill has 
been that it was still further involving this country in expenditure 
upon an experiment the nature of which we have not been permitted 
to prove. I have objected to it because we were going on to spend an 
immense sum of money, to wit, the sum of $150,000,000, for an im- 
provement which may turn out to be no improvement at all. I have 
always believed that we ought to confine the expenditure in the first 
instance to an experiment; and surely the experiment hereis 
large enough, for it embraces a length of river the equal of sixty-three 
miles, which is a large proportion of the entire length of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

Now, if gentlemen really desire to pass this river and harbor bill, 
the course that will give it the most strength will be to show to the 
House and to the country that we are governed by sound business prin- 
ciples, looking to the navigation of a river and not to a wholesale ex- 
penditure of a Wholesale appropriation. Of the parts of the river and 
harbor bill to which alone I have had objection (if I may be allowed to give 
my own personal views on the subject). one has been already stricken 
out, the others were lower Mississippi improvement and the proposed 
Galveston expenditure. With those out I think the bill would have 
met the approval of the House long ago. : 

I think it is not too late for us now to take the right course with re- 
gard to this measure, It is a plain proposition I repeat again, 
proposition to launch this country into boundless 
proposition to fairly try the claim which has been made by engineers 
that they can harness this mighty river. There are a great many peo- 
ple who believe that it can not be done, who believe that all these ex- 
periments will result in failure. Is it right, then, to go ahead in defi- 
ance of sound sense, in defiance of reasonable skepticism, and commit 
ourselves year after year more and more to itures which even 
the conservative member of the committee [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] says 
will be $150,000,000? [Cries of Vote! Vote! ] 

Mr. WILLIS; I bope we shall now have a vote. 

Mr. THOMAS rose and addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I will yield only for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECK- 
INKIDGE] claim the floor to reply? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have the floor, I believe. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Arkan- 


put the request suggested by my friend 


| Sas. 
His | 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, I will yield the floor for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] can not cut off other “gentlemen from debate by yielding the 
floor for a vote. If he desires to speak the Chair will hear him for five 
minutes. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine 
would perform the operation, of which I have sometimes heard men- 
tion, of extracting from a body its spinal column and all its bones, and 
then letting it march through this House in mucilaginous majesty: 
Revere: That is the condition into which he proposes to put this 
bill. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the statements repeatedly. 
inade on this floor that the works of improvement on the Mississippi 
River are simply and purely experimental, I want to say, after a most 
thorough investigation of the matter, not only by means of the reports 
of the commission, but by personal investigation, by traveling from 
Cairo to the Gulf and examining the works of the commission, that 
those statements are unfounded. I want to deny most emphatically 
the assertions which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and the 


| gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] have made here, that those 
| works are merely experimental. 


Mr. HEPBURN. 
ment? 

Mr. THOMAS. No; not when I have only five minutes. 

Mr. HEPBURN, I simply want to suggest 

Mr. THOMAS. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. Chairman, the work at Plum Point has changed the channel of 
the river from five feet deep at low water to fifteen feet of water through- 
out the whole length of thirty-two miles, and what was a broad and 
almost barren bar when this work began has been brought down to the 
legitimate width of the river, with water of sufficient depth for the 

e of the largest boats from one end of that reach to the other. 
ith reference to the Lake Providence reach, the report of the com- 
mission shows that the work there is well-nigh done, and that instead 


Will you allow me to interrupt you for a mo- 
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of six feet 


that thirty miles, 

to seventeen feet of water; that the works are stable, that they havenot 

been destroyed, and e SAT AE eee en ean. Tnstead 
t 


there are to-day from fifteen 


of having only six feet of water, largest steamer that floats from 
New Orleans to Cairo or Saint Louis can pass unobstructed throngh the 
whole of that reach. Yet, in the face of these facts, which the 
report of the commission shows, in the face of the facts which the cur- 


rent newspapers of the day show, in the face of the facts which the com- 


merce of the country shows, gentlemen stand up here and tly 
and y assert that these works have been a failure, although 
every before us shows that they have been a success wherever the 


original plan of the Mississippi River Commission has been adhered to. 
At Plum Point, at Lake Providence reach, at Horsetail bar, and at 
several other places along the river, the original plan has been adhered 


i ao the most perfect success has followed. [Cries of Vote!“ 
* vote 
Mr. PBURN. I move to strike out the last word. I do that 


simply to call attention to the disagreement between the doctors. I 
havea great deal of confidence in the opinions of my friend from IIlinois 
(At. Toomas]. I know that he has devoted his attention to the science 


of hydraulic na 


At the very inception of the marine works of America, some ten years 

the erpa kogar], weep aag eee like Paul at the 
feet of Gamaliel to learn of who had made a special study of this business, 
je—our mili 


yd 
of Almighty God upon the other hand, The 
a of doubt. 

is not on earth, with all the magnificent sea-works that exist, some of 
them over a century old, a single one em any one of the essential feat- 
ures of these subme fascine works in salt water, there is no mud or 
to countenance such a m. I have 


civil saglase off the commission; and they have now a plan of operations 
sketched out Main 
$150,000,000. The calculation is a very plain one; and there is not in any of the 


gua: 

This incubus of untrained en r— 

Mr. Reep, of Maine. Iam to hear the gentleman say that. I hope his 
statement will receive the attention of the House. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. Your statement is correct. 

A Memser. In what? 


tematic , instead of contracting, as a con- 
dition precedent, the shoal places in order to tring: about uniformity of width, 


uniformity of depth, uniformity of velocity, thereby epee} excessive depth 
excessive ity, the causes of the en „And their calculations are, in 
ound num! that the Depp in cost $150,000 a mile, and there are nearly a 


it, and one side is always ca in where the 


is forming a bar; you have, 
Isay,a thousand miles at $150, 


a ori acy an aggregate of $150,000,000 ; 
and yet 1 Benue not point us toany experiment in thisdeparture from the origi- 
= pan from reason showing that it will stand twelve months after a sin- 
g! g 

Therefore I have with thòse who have urged that this incubus of me- 
diocrity of un engineering talent in this line be taken off that river, or 
in some way subo) and it beret back to the original plan adopted by 
Congress which Captain Eads formulated, and which, clear in reason and sus- 


tained in practice, has never failed. That is in strict accordance with the safe, 
ascertained laws of hydraulics out the world, as indorsed by the most 
eminent hydraulic engineers, as in harmony with science and common 
sense. In no place where it has been carried on has it been a failare, while in 
nolocality where these ees have been carried on have they been a suc- 
cess, They have brought grand river and its improvements to the verge of 


collapse. e have got to that point at which this school of untrained men in 
this s ty, who this and other important works have abandoned the 
beaten track in this regard, have shown, in their wretched ique 


quarrels pi 
has been stronger than reason, and they have brought the public interest into 
this direful state of suffering. 


That is the language of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE]. That is his opinion in regard to these experimental works. 
Now, who is todecide? Here is one gentleman of the committee urg- 
ing that there is no experiment about it, urging that the works are a 
su urging that all the improvement needed in certain places has 
been accomplished. Then, on the other hand, here is another member 
of the committee, a gentleman living in a State bordering upon the 
Mississippi River, who tells us that the operations of the commission 
haye resulted in wretched failure. Whom are we to believe? And 
yet, with this evidence before the House, to say nothing of the reports 
of the commission themselves, these gentlemen are not willing that 
one of these experiments shall be tried to its conclusion before vast 
expenditure isincurred. Why does the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
THoMAS] demand that along the whole course of this great river the 
efforts of the commission shall be spread out? Why not concentrate 
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them at some one point? If success attend the effort there, then all 

the House will be glad to join hands in voting appropriations to carry 

the whole work to a conclusion. But let us not go on in this way. 

There was an attempt made in the last Congress to limit this work te 

the two reaches. The opinion of many gentlemen was given 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 


THOMAS]. 
Mr. WILLIS. I appeal to the friends of the bill—— } 
Mr. THOMAS. I take the floor simply to call attention to the 
fact—— 


Mr. WILLIS. We want to finish this bill this evening, and I ap- 
peal to the friends to let us vote. 

Mr. THOMAS. I believe I have the floor. e 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the fioor and wili not be in- 
terrupted without his consent. 

Mr. THOMAS. I take the floor simply for the purpose of saying 
that instead of there being a disagreement between the doctors,” as 
the gentleman ironically called the members of the Committee on Riv- 
ers and Harbors, there is no disagreement between the gentleman from 
Arkansas and myself. His remarks applied to other sections of the river 
than Plum Point reach and Providence reach. He has so stated time and 
again. I confined my remarks to the improvements which have been 
made at Plum Point reach, Providence reach, and another point on 
the upper Mississippi where the same plan has been pursued with sim- 


of | ilar success. As to other points on the river, I did not discuss the 


policy pursued at present by the Mississippi River Commission, but 

that at many points they had made mistakes. Therefore it was 
that I urged the amendment providing that the work done on the Mis- 
sissippi River should be confined to the original plan of the Mississippi 
River Commission, which was to remove the bars instead of revetting 
the banks. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you not advocate in your minority report the 
building of the levees— 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And everything that the extremists have insisted 
upon? 

Mr. THOMAS. I advocate the building of the levees, if necessary 
to improve the low-water navigation; and if itreclaims as a co uence 
the 45,000 square miles of alluvial lands in the Mississippi Valley I 
shall not object on that account; for I am willing to take a double bless- 
ing, if it brings us free navigation of the Mississippi River and at the 
same time reclaims a section of country which has capacities for sup- 
porting an empire—the most magnificent stretch of country in the 
world. But piimarily I am in favor of this improvement for the pur- 
pose of improving the navigation and benefiting the commerce of the 
Mississippi River. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. 
Captain Eads? 

Mr. THOMAS. I did not call him in. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The committee did. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the pro forma amendment 
of the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. Does he desire a vote 
on that proposition ? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The question recurring on the amendment of Mr. WHITE, of Ken- 
tucky, there were—ayes 131, noes 64. 

Mr. KING. Tellers. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Oh no; we will take a vote in the House, 

The CHAIRMAN. There need be no reservation for that purpose. 
Does the gentleman from Louisiana insist on tellers? 

Mr. KING. I withdraw the demand, with the understanding that 
a separate vote be taken on this amendment in the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can be had in the House without the neces- 
sity of any reservation. The amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I have another amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. Now I hope my friend will let us pass this bill at 


If this was a success, why did you call in 


once, 
Mr. HEPBURN. Lask that my amendment be read by the Clerk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Insert the following, preceding the amendment just adopted: 
“And the Secretary of War shall withhold such portion of the contract price 


as will pay all sums due for the labor performed on any improvement until it 
be satisfactorily shown that all laborers are fully paid.“ 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. There ought to be no objection to that. 
The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to, there be- 
ing—ayes 126, noes 11. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; and Mr. BEACH having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMP- 
SON, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (S. 229) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Treasury to erect a public building in the city of Key West, Fla. 


The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 8030) making ap- 
propriation for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year ending 
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June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked | Mr. BAYNE. Amendments are to be offered to each 


by the House on the disagreeing vates of the two and had ap- 
PotD paa AA CoD mreen O SOARES AANE Beale Mri HALE, Mr. PLUMB, 
ALL. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
The Clerk began the reading of section 5. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Section 4 has not yet been read. 
„The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is mistaken. 
Section 4 was read and three amendments to it were adopted. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I sent my amendment to the Clerk’s 


desk 
violated all the 


Mr. REAGAN. I protest against the rules 
time. The reading of a new section had . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. R REAGAN] will 
understand that the Clerk had possession of an amendment from the 
gentleman from Kentucky 

Mr. WHITE, of 8 The identical amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the matter. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky placed in the hands of the Clerk an amend- 
ment 

Mr. REAGAN. He now places it in the hands of the Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. He had done so before. 

Mr. REAGAN. Where is it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has it in his hand. 

Mr. THOMAS. I rise toa point of order. I submit that placing an 
amendment in the hands of the Clerk is not the offering of an amend- 
ment under the rnles. The modified rule authorizing the sending of 
amendments to the Clerk’s desk applied only to section 1. As to these 
other sections the ordinaty rules apply. An amendment must be offered 
while the section to which it applies is before the committee. I sub- 
mit that, this amendment not having been offered until the Clerk was 

ing to read the subsequent section, it-comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis simply trying to arrive at the facts. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to say I sent up an amendment 
when the fourth section was read, but the Clerk, mistaking, said that 
section had not been read, and I have been waiting to have it read so 
I may offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The fourth section was read 1006, The 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana was offered and 
and there was finally an t about it, when it was withdrawn., 
The gentleman from Kentucky renewed it, when it was adopted. Other 
amendments were also added to the section. The Chair is informed 
the gentleman from Kentucky merely told the Clerk he had an amend- 
ment to offer at the right time. 

Mr, WHITE, of Kentucky. I sent it to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order on the 
ground that the mere sending to the desk of amendments is not con- 
trolled by the prior order of the House as to section 1. 

Mr. WHI of Kentucky. I offer it now as a new amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS, I ask that section 5 be finished. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 5. That a board, to be called the United States harbor board, is hereby 
temporarily created, to consist of seven members, to be olnted by the Pres 
ident, b . with the advice and consent of the Senate. of = 

pea Corps of the Army, one from th: 
w 


—.— be appointed from the 
Survey, and four from civil life, hich latter number shall be ‘civil 


engineers, eminent in their profession; and the President shall designate one 
of said board to act as its president; and the Chief of Engineers is hereb: 
ommended as one of the two members to be selected from the Engineer Corps, 
ifconsistent with the discharge of his present duties. 7 5 shall be the duty of the 
said board to visit all works now being constructed by the Government for the 
improvement of outlets to the sea by means of what 8933 as the jetty system, 
ae it shall thoroughly examine into all such plans now bet rosecuted at said 
works, and it shall report upon the same to the 8 War, which report 
shall be transmitted to Congress at its next regular meeting in December; it 
shall embrace such remarks and recommendations relative to the correctness of 


Mr. HISCOCK. Has the section at read? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only the first h has been read. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike it out. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Having reached this section, are we not proceeding 
under the general practice of considering the bill by paragraphs? 

The CHAIRMAN. That is true. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well; then I move to strike out that para- 

ph. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I make the point of order on that paragraph. 

Mr. WILLIS. This whole section relates to one single subject, and 
I suggest it be read, and then you can make amendments to it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It is understood points of order are reserved to each 
paragraph? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And each paragraph can be considered after the 
section has been read through? 

Mr. WILLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 


The CHAIRMAN. The whole section is to be read, and then amend- 


understood we can go back to any aN 
when we get through the section, and I hope the gentleman will i 
draw his objection. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the Chair to state what the un- 
derstanding is. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is that the whole section shall be read, and 
then all points of order or amendments which would be in order to 
either paragraph shall be in order to the whole section or to either para- 
graph. 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 
The Clerk read the remaining part of the section, as follows: 


intment and o izai 
The of War is authorized and instructed to detail an officer 
pedometer of the Army to act as of said 


Corps secretary board, being 
VT facilities 5 


i 
e ee 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 

erg — 1 1 under the direction and N 


Nothing in this act shall be construed to relate to the harbor at Galveston, in 
the State of Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear gentlemen on the points of 
order. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask the gentleman to let me move an amendment to 
have three from civil life and three from the Army. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move to correct a misprint. That i is, to 
strike out lines 47 and 48, which are in the bill by mistake. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. There is also pending, I understand, a motion to 
strike out the ph? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is. 

Mr. HOLMAN. While that amendment is pending I move to strike 
out all after the word members, in the third line, down to the word 
‘t provision,” in the eighth line. 

Ir. HISCOCK. I desire to be heard a moment on the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. No point of order has yet been made. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I understood dnt to be mada by the gentlena from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the first para- 


s CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the situation. Several gen- 
tlemen said they wished to make points of order upon the section. 
Then the a. eieh was entered into, but no gentleman has stated a 
point of order. 

Mr. DUNN. But points of order were reserved. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Yes, sir; distinctly reserved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair knows that fact, and desires now if 
a ag has a point of order that it may be stated. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Iwill make the point of order, then, that the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors have no jurisdiction of this legislation. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask if the point of order can now be made? Had 
we not passed to the consideration of the section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hardly thinks so. By unanimous 
consent lines 47 and 48 were stricken out, not by way of amendment, 
but because they had been improperly printed in the bill. The Chair 
will hear the gentleman from New York on the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to call the attention of the Chair to para- 
graph 8 of Rule XI: 

To the improvement of rivers and harbors: to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 


Now, sir, I suppose that means such appropriations as are to be ex- 
pended according to and under the ordinary machinery of the Govern- 
ment. If it does not mean that what does it mean ? 

Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman will read the first part of the rule he 
will see what it means. 

Mr. HISCOCK. But here we have formulated a code of laws, per- 
manent legislation, looking to the creation of a new board, and all that 
sort of thing, by this provision of the bill. 

Hence it seems to meto be clear that legislation upon those subjects 
is not contemplated by this rule, and is subject to the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear from.any gentleman who 
thinks that this is proper on the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. We submit to the Chair without discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. That point of order extends, I presume, to liue 46? 
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The CHAIRMAN. it strikes out all of section 5. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I now offer the amendment which I 
have tried twice before to offer. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
That it shall be the duty of the wee Bo War to give a detailed statement 
of how much money has heretofore d each of fiscal years ex- 
ed by the Government for the repair or construction of any levees on the 
River, either directly or indirectly, from the head of the passes to 
the mouth of the Ohio River. 
Mr. WILLIS. I make the point of order on that amendment, and 
ask a ruling of the Chair upon it. . 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to be heard on the point of 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman on the point 
of order. J 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, on the point of order I 
wish to say that already in section 3 and in section 4 of this bill I have 
found places where I think the amendment would have been proper, 
and where I tried to offer it. It is the same amendment, with a verbal 
change, that I tried to offer at section 3 and also section 4 of the bill. 

In the third section, in line 7, you will see that it is the duty of the 
Secretary of War to give a detailed statement of the work done, which 
is very in its terms. He shall also report the contracts made, 
the expenditure incurred, &c. Now, my amendment, if I could have 
offered it there, would have made it requisite for him to furnish a de- 
tailed statement of how much money was expended forlevees. I could 
show by reports that a reference is made to the money expended for 
levees, but no detailed statements are furnished, it being connected 
with other matters. This amendment, therefore, proposes that he shall 
show just how much has been spent or may be expended on the levees 
in future. 

Again, in the fourth section I could have offered the same amend- 
ment, and I am sure no point of order could mee Nees ote eet 
it. It is in the same spirit that the third section is placed in the bill 
that I offer this. The reason I offer it as an additional section is be- 
cause I failed to get the floor to offer it as a verbal amendment to these 
paragraphs. I think it isin order. If the third or fourth sections of 
the bill are in order, this is undoubtedly so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposed amendment has no relation to the 

ture of money for the improvement of the rivers and harbors, 

but simply seeks information as to what has been expended in past 
years. It is out of order. 5 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Fot only past years, Mr. Chairman, but 


what may be expended under the application of this bill in the future. 
The CHAIRMAN. The further seeking for information is out of 
order on this bill. The Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 6, That the proyiso contained in section 4 of the act of July 5, 1834, in re- 
gerd to the improvement of the Yadkin River, North Carolina, and the acquir- 
ga 72 He 1 — 8 War shall have good reason to believe 

3 r of ar 
now or hereafter to be over any of 


waters, by reason of insufficient height, width of span, or otherwise, or of diffi- 
Ny in passing the draw-opening or the raft-span of said bridge by rafts, steam- 
. — hg my ero hall be the duty of the said , on the pres- 


japo an other water craft, its! 

en n to him of a complaint, 
in such form as he may rescribe, to 
attorney for the district in which said or other obstruction is situated ; 
and it 1 be the duty of said district attorney immediately to require the party 
responsible for such ction, or his agent, to remove it within a reasonable 
time, and in the event of the continuance of said obstruction to institute pro- 
ceedings at once, by information or complaint, in the United States district or 
circuit court for kase engri er an TANNE noy bridge tage or — 
struction to na tion, on in prem: ing y 
1 district ox cireuit courts; and if said court shall find 


to obstruct free navigation, wi C 
or of said raft-span, or of both, to be constructed. and main 
9 the owner of such bridge or other 

of booms, 


the party in default, who shall be liable for double the 

covered therein, for the recovery of the cost thereof; 1 

from such proceedings shall be covered into the Treasury of the Un States: 

Provided, That such sum of money as may be necessary to execute the a 

of this act is hereby appropriated, out of any money inthe N of United 
uired to 


States not oth appropriated, to be paid on the the 
of War: Provided further, That no r sum than $15,000 shall be req 


be expended upon any one bridge in a single year. 

Mr. KEAN. I desire to make a point of order on this section 7. My 
point of order is that the Committee on Rivers and Harbors have no 
jurisdiction of this subject. It is a subject that has been already re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and the Committee on 7 
merce have reported a bill in the same terms as this section, which bill 
is on the Calendar. I therefore make the further point of order that 
this is the substance of a pending bill. 

Mr. WOODWARD. J wish to make one remark on the point of 
order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WOODWARD. The bill to which the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. KEAN] has alluded was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce at the last session of Congress and was reported to this House by 
that committee favorably. But subsequently, when the river and har- 
bor bill went to the Senate, the Senate placed that bill, or the sub- 
stance of that bill, which had previously eae passed by that body, on 
the river and harbor bill as an amendment, and it is now section 8 of 
the river and harbor bill of last session. The gentleman from New 
Jersey is mistaken in referring to the bill as being now on one of the 
Calendars of this House. It was enacted into law as section 8 of the 
river and harbor bill at the last session. This is a modification of that 
section as now proposed by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. There can be no doubt that this 
section is not in order, and that it should be ruled out on the point of 
order made by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I would like to inquire of some gentleman who 
knows all about it—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mt. O'NEILL] 
holds the floor. The gentleman from New York can make his inquiry 
after the gentleman from Pennsylvania shall have yielded the floor. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The jurisdiction over the subject 
embraced in this section belongs to the Committee on Commerce, and 
always has belonged to it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow the 
Chair to ask him a question? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The jurisdiction of the Committee on Com- 
merce, as stated in clause 7 of Rule XI, applies— 


To commerce, life-saving service, and light-houses, other than appropriations 
for life-saving service and light-houses. z * 


Is the subject embraced in this section included in that jurisdic- 
tion ? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Whatever may be included in the 
language which the Chair has just read, I beg to state that legislation 
with regard to bridges has always been referred during this session to 
the Committee on Commerce; and it was the same during last session. 
And that committee has reported one bill and has other bills before it 
now in which the very same provisions as are embraced in this section 
are included—almost word for word. 

Mr. KEAN. I hold in my hand a bill which is the substance of the 
pen section. It is almost identical in lan; 

The MAN. The rule is that no bill or resolution shall be 
amended by incorporating therewith the substance of any other bill or 
ren pending. But this is not an amendment; it is a part of the 

Mr. STONE. I wishto saya word on the point of order. I submit 
that the fact that the Committee on Commerce has jurisdiction of this 
same subject is in no sense decisive of the point of order; inasmuch as 
there are very many matters under the jurisdiction of two committees. 
And I submit that if it be com: t for the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors to deal with rivers and harbors, it is competent for them to deal 
with legislation which provides for the proper administration of rivers 
and harbors. 

Mr. GIBSON. If you look at the first line of the rule which has 
been referred to you will find it says: - 

All shal i 
oes 1 be referred to the committee named in the pre- 


Then it says: 
Subjects relating— 

And then follows in clause 8 the words: 

To the improvement of rivers and harbors: to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, 

Now I submit if this is legislation relative to the improvement of the 
navigation of rivers or the navigation of harbors either by increasing 
their depth or by removing any obstruction, it is referable under the 
rule to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chair thinks it 
would be in order for the committee to report in a river and harbor bill 
a provision for cutting down an overhanging tree or to remove any 
structure over a river which was 3 And it appears to the 
Chair this simply provides a legal means of getting rid of the bridge 
The point of order is 
overruled. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Will the Chair permit me to say 
this: That there is involved here a question of law, and the Judiciary 
Committee t to have charge of this legislation. It is not a question 
of the navigation or the improvement of rivers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled upon the question. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move to strike out the section. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I desire to call the attention of the committee 
to the fact that in the last river and harbor bill there was placed sec- 
tion 8, which as I sup carried precisely the same idea as this sec- 
tion 7 of the present bill. But I find on examination that it is en- 


tirely different, and the application of what is here proposed would, I 
am satisfied, be very disastrous to certain sections of the country. I 
can not see that there is any necessity for any legislation on this sub- 
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ject. If there be none, this section 8 will remain permanent law, and 
that is precisely as it should be. 

The question being taken on Mr. DUNHAM’s motion to strike out the 
section, it was to—ayes 104, noes 38. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to offer an independent section to come in 
at this point. 

The Clerk read the proposed section, as follows: 

The money which shall be appropriated by this act for the improvement of 
the Mississippi River below the mouth of the Ohio River shall be expended un- 
pen ihe direction of the Secretary of War and in accordance with plans approved 

Mr. REAGAN, I make the point that that is not in order. It 
changes existing law and does not retrench expenditures. 

The CHAIRMAN, This is not a general appropriation bill, as was 
shown by the e of the present Speaker of the House, quoted in 
the decision delivered the other day; which opinion was pronounced 
after an argument by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and 
Mr. Robeson, of New Jersey, urging that view. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me of the highest importance, Mr. Chair- 
man, that these large sums of money should be expended under the 
control of a responsible Department of the Government. This board is 
not responsible in any proper sense of the word. It is a body that is 
not responsible to any ent of the Government; and I repeat, 
_ that where we are expending these vast sums in my judgment the ex- 

penditure ought to be made in such a manner that some regular De- 
partment of the Government should be responsible for both the expendi- 
ture and for the work. I think one of the principal objections, perhaps 
the leading objection, to the system of expenditure adopted of late years 
is that nobody has been msible. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is not that the main proposition that 
strengthens the bill? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. All I desire is that some regular Department of the 
Government shall be nsible for the expenditure of this money. 
It is anomalous and without precedent in your Government, the cre- 
ation of these irresponsible boards and giving them control of these 
vast sums of money; and I assure gentlemen who are interested in the 
improvement of the na m of the Mississippi River—and I am sure 
that no one can be more interested in it than the district I represent— 
that they will strengthen this measure if they will consent to place 
this work under the supervision of a responsible head. I trust gentle- 
men will bear in mind that the Mississippi River is not being improved 
for any particular locality. I think my own constituency is as much 
interested in that work as any district bordering upon the great river. 

Vast interests on the Ohio are involved in this improvement. All I 
ask of you is that when you determine to spend these great sums upon 
the work of improvement you shall have some ent of the Gov- 
ernment that you can hold responsible; and I defy you, gentlemen, to 
point out any body of men more com t to take of this work 
and administer it wisely, prudently, economically, and safely for the 
Government, or capable of securing more of the public confidence than 
your Corps of Engineers, a body of men whose integrity and capacity, 
as I have had occasion to say once before upon this floor, no gentleman 
has ever called in question. That is all I desire to say. [Cries of 
Vote! Vote!“ 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Mr. HUNT, and Mr. KING addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCH- 
ARD], upon the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, is recognized. The 
Chair will ize other gentlemen later. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in reply 
to the remarks of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. I call 
the House to witness that the proposition which he has submitted vir- 
tually repeals the act of Congress creating the Mississippi River Com- 
mission. That act was passed after years of arduous effort and labor 
on the part of the friends of the river. It was some seven years 
ago; and under it a commission was organized consisting of three mem- 
bers of the Engineer Corps of the Army, one member of the Geodetic 
Survey, two civil engineers, and one civilian not an engineer. They 
have had in charge the improvement of the river since their organ- 
ization. They have adopted and matured a systematic plan for its 
improvement, and for years they have been engaged in the prosecution 
of that work. Now this commission has charge of the improvement of 
the river, not merely from the mouth of the Ohio River to the Gulf, 
but, by an amendment adopted a few days ago, from the mouth of the 
Illinois River to the Gulf. In the bill of last year their jurisdiction 
extended as high up as the Des Moines Rapids, the commission hay- 
ing nothing to do with handling the money appropriated by Congress 
for the improvement of the river. That is in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of War. The disbursements are made under the direction of that 
functionary. The duties of the commission are confined to preparing 
the plans for the improvement of the river and prosecuting the work, 

This amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] pro- 
vides that from the mouth of the Ohio to the Gulf the river shall be 
improved under the direction of the Secretary of the War—that is to 
say, pursuant to plans to bea’ ved by him—thus striking down the 
commission so far as that of the river is concerned, but leaving 


the commission entirely unfettered as to that portion of the river be- 
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tween the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Ohio. That 
shows the consistency of the gentleman from Indiana. He would leave 
this commission with all its machinery and all its annual expenses in 
existence to prosecute the work on one reach of the river, to wit, be- 
tween the mouth of the Illinois and the mouth of the Ohio, but he 
would handicap it, emasculate it, so far as the reach from the mouth 
of the Ohio to the Gulf is concerned. That is what his amendment 
p I do not think that this House is prepared to adopt any 
such amendment, even though it be offered by the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN]. [Cries of Vote!“ ‘‘ Vote!’’] - 

Mr. HUNT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amendment by 
striking out the last word. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated to the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. KI Nd] a while ago that if he had a motion to make the Chair 
would hear him next, and he now has the floor. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Chairman, the proposition of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is to undo all of this great work which Con- 
gress has performed in the last seven years. For fifty years the Missis- 
sippi River was in charge of the Engineer Corps of the Army. At the 
first session of the Forty-sixth Congress a law was passed creating a 
commission to devise a plan for the improvement of that great river 
not to levee it, not to carry out or serve any particular interest, not for 
the purpose of protecting private property or anything of that kind, 
but to improve the navigation of the Mississippi River. That commis- 
sion was appointed by the President of the United States. Its appoint- 
ment was advocated on this floor with matchless eloquence by Garfield 
and by the other great lights of that Congress; and it is left for the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to come in at this late hour and 
pro the annihilation of this commission. 

I hear the charge on all sides that the work of this commission is a 
failure. I state here on my responsibility as a member of this House 
that these allegations are not true. The work of that commission has, 
been a success. It is shown by their reports that not 10 per cent. of 
their works have failed. I call the attention of the House to a report 
made by a committee of the Senate, sent down that river to examine 
this work. The report is signed by Senator LOGAN, of Illinois, and it, 
recommends that every dollar asked for by the commission be granted 
by Congress. While it says it is not competent to judge of the plan so 
far, yet it adds: 

In view, however, of the good work already done by them (the commission), 
and the manifest results achieved and the reasonable hope of further benefits 
tothe general navigation, commerce, and trade to be derived, it is recommended 
that the sum, &. 

Then the report goes on to recommend that the whole sum asked by 
the commission be appropriated. If you follow the lead of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] you will not only destroy the com- 
mission, but you will set back this great work a century. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope now we shall have a vote. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to offer an amendment to the proposition 
of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], to strike out the words 
below the mouth of the Ohio River.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I accept that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that I am in favor 
of placing the responsibility of the expenditure of this money some- 
where. Whenever a commission is created by law to do a icular 
work, there is a want of responsibility. This Mississippi River Com- 
mission is without any responsibility. 

Mr. WILLIS. Under the existing law creating the Mississippi River 


Commission the money appropriated is expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War. 
Mr. HISCOCK. But I like this amendment much better. I say to 


my friends on the other side, if you joined in the creation of one of 
these commissions because the Republican party was in power, a Dem- 
cratic administration is now about to come in; you will have the Sec- 
retary of War; and you should let these improvements be matters for 
which an administration shall be responsible. Then, in my judgment; 
the people will be satisfied with the expenditure of the money. You © 
can not afford to deny to your own administration power over this ques- 
tion; you can not afford to take from it responsibility upon this ques: 
tion. When an estimate or a report comes in here in reference to a 
work of this kind the President of the United States or the Secreta 
of War should be responsible for it. r 

I congratulate the gentleman from Indiana that he has taken this 
step in the direction of fixing upon a branch of the Government chosen 
by the ple the responsibility for the expenditures of these large 
sums of money. : 

Mr. KING. 


Vote!“ 
Mr. HISCOCK. I understand that my amendment has been ac- 


I wish to ask the gentleman—— [Cries of “Vote!” 


“cepted by the gentleman from Indiana, and his proposition modified 


accordingly. : 
Mr. KING. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] will 
yield for a question—— 
Mr. HISCOCK. Certainly. i 
Mr. KING. I want to ask him if he is not aware of the fact that 
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the law now the expenditure of every dollar of these appropria- 
tions under of War? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Then why object to this proposition? 

Here the hammer fell]. 

. HUNT. Mr. , the consistency of the tleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Horsman] and of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Hiscock J is well exhibited in the condition of the bill now under con- 
sideration and as sought to be further amended by them. It was first 
of all upon the Committee of the Whole that nothing was so de- 
sirable to be tried as a business-like experiment upon the two great 
reaches of the river known as Plum Point and Providence reaches; and 
the first amendment of the gentleman from Indiana was introduced ac- 
cordingly into the bill confining experiments upon those two reaches. 

But no sooner had the gentlemen and those acting with them suc- 
ceeded in ine ee experiments only upon the reaches of the river re- 
ferred to, than the sole means by which the consistentscientific work now 
going on upon those reaches can be with correctly is sought 
to be taken away. This, then, is what the friendshi 228 
to the bill amounts to. They wish in good 1 3 to con- 
fine all work and — to the two ; but they have no 
sooner succeeded in arresting the operations elsewhere apa PTE | ee gee 
them upon the reaches than they would proceed to remove the skill 
professional direction and control under which the improvements ought 
to be, and have hitherto been, conducted ! 

So much for that point. But,” says the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. 
HEPBURN] who has taken such a stalwart part against the Mississippi 
in the debate upon this measure, I defy pa to show this im- 
provement has resulted in any success or passed beyond the experi- 


mental stage. How dares Oe tleman to the truth? 
Let me read from the report of the Mississippi River Commission: 
The marked improvement of low-water depth where works are being carried 
on, alluded to in last year's report, was again exemplified at the recent low 


water. Wherever the contraction works had been even approximately com- 
piren the d were ex double Syro: found on the unimproved portions of 
river in vicinity. 3 this fact should settle all doubts as to 
the possibility of so improving the navigation of the river by the methods 
by the commission as to meet any reasonable 3 The minor 

Ities incident to the inception of any new work are st disappearing as 
experience is acquired, and all that now seems necessary to make the work suc- 
cessful is that funds shall be supplied liberally and promptly. 


Here then, I say, is the best evidence to show that contraction works 
are fully and decidedly successful wherever they have gone forward. 

Now, Mr. n, allow me one word in conclusion to show 
tlemen the necessity of ting work beyond these two saan? 
The evidence is already before you that it has been successful in the 
reaches. Now both above and Sale Plum Point reach lie unimproved 
pirn of the river, and to make real progress in this t national un- 

ertaking that which is at present unimproved ought to be added as 

speedily as practicable to the improved. Let me read further from the 
report of the Mississippi River Commission: 


low-water season of 1883 not more than six feet of water was found 


he 
h the New Madrid and Mem; reac! which ively, abov 
Nees ists yeak wan ben fle better, I Seel 
es AS soon as possi- 


f 
ich requires perean pr feta 
vigation can 


[Here the hammer fell. 1 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask fora vote. [Cries of Vote!’’] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana withdraw 
his formal amendment? 

Mr. HUNT. Ido. 

Mr. REED, of Maine, Mr. Chairman, I desire to . not so much 


over the river. There is 
wend that is the one ted 
A poma dom ENa ae ae is to put the re- 
sponsi upon the proper ent of the Government to 
out that pa eni The eee, from Louisiana [Mr. Hunt 
says that it is removing the it direction.“ How li dazas hé 
725 83 and above all of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors? 
The Committee on Rivers and Harbors have divulged the facts about 
that intelligent direction,“ and they told us it wasn to enact 
an amendment to make that commission conform to the original plan. 
That is the intelligent direction that submits itself, and has to, to the 
Committee on 8 and Harbors of this House. 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] has given 
enough to refute evi that can be said about 


intelligent direction on the part of this commission. They were throw- 
ing away, according to him, $150,000,000. 
And again, the whole system of having commissions to do this kind 


of work is necessarily wrong, because a commission that comes in and 
admits its experiment is a failure admits itself out of a job. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It does not do that at all. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And human natare is too weak and frail in 
a world as sinful as this yetis. [Laughter.] 

Now, we ought to have this done by responsible officers of the Gov- 
ernment, and if it turns out to be a failure I want an honest report to 
that effect. Wewant to know it, and we want to know it at the hands 
of unprejudiced men. This commission has been dall with the 
business. The report of the Committee on Rivers and rs shows 
that. They felt it necessary to confine them to the original plan, from 
which it seems their intelligent direction“ had vibrated. Surely 
this House can not hesitate to go on with the work to give us not 


only a business tion but alsoa supervision and sound 
responsibility. [Cries of Vote!“ “Vote!” 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to call the attention [Cries 


E, 
of “ Vote!” “ Vote!” rman, this will not come out of 
my time. [Laughter.] I desire to call the attention of the other gen- 
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. KinG], who stated in reference to the 
ropriation of $4,000,000 that they did not wish this money for 
the improvement of levees—that it was not for the improvement of 


Mr. KD KING. I say so emphatically, that this „ is asked 
than ſor the improvement river 


for no other 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not wish this to come out of my 
time. I call attention of the committee to the fact that of the $4,000,000 
voted by the act of Congress in 1882 $1,350,000 was expended for build- 
ing levees. Here it is: 


Without poppi 

much conflict of o 
do not believe that the advantages to 
tion of 2 be ut all co: 


ble 


The estimated cost of such works your committee submit is not 


too, in this con relat as an additional reason avhy such 
— jea not be undertak 3 that their permanency 
in the ability to hold the caving banks, and until it is dem- 
hag ergs that the banks can be held such work should 
than this, it seems to your committee that 
before such an is entered upon, involving such an enormous ex- 
penditure, it should be to appear beyond all controversy that such works 
are absolutely essential to the improvement of the low-water nav 
far from this being established, there is not beget BE peyote ie 1 
among those who have peaks ie tes vement o 
even members of the Mississ iver Commission do no this 
Before of the plan, General peeter president of the ified 
fore your committee as follows: 
eee ONE PE ATSR banks is, that it is not essential 
tows ＋. F, W navigation of 


€ Ten think they —< ofa 
Drise eeN AEn 


depends 8 
onstrated bey: 


80 
inion 
y, but 


t deal more service for protection of land than 
for navigation? 


No portion of the first appropriation of $1,000,000 was used for the EANN or 
construction of levees, but out of the four millions one hundred and twenty-three 
thousand a Cates ening August 2, 1882, for the improvement of the Bissiesippi, 

nder n of the commission, $1,350,000 were allotted for the construc- 
tion and repair Lal oc one million of which had been a gr on the Ist of 
October, 1 In the allotment by the commission out of the current appro- 

tion for levee work a considerable sum was set apart for the rebuilding of 
ees below the mouth of the Red River, 


Mr. KING. That may be so, but—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not yield. 

Mr. KING. That may be so— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. mere toyield. Now, the gentleman 
will find this information in 985, Forty-seventh Congress, sec- 
ond session, pages viii and ix, ote 2 — LLaughter.] 

Now, a word more. I want to call the attention of the committee to 
the original plan, the plan as it was adopted by Gillmore, by Suter, 
by Mitchell, by your immaculate James B. Eads, and by B. W. Har- 
rod, your commission, as shown by Executive Document No. 58, sec- 
ond session Forty-sixth Congress: 

Alevee aids 
.. 
upon which that service is conducted to and from the river bank, and — 
within that portion of the alluvial region subject to overflow. 

I want to remind the gentleman from Louisiana that the work done 
at the Bonnet Carré crevasse was more for the benefit of the railroad 
which crosses the outlet at that point than for the improvement of the 
navigation of the Mississippi River; just as the improswment of the 
Potomac flats here at e is more ſor the benefit of the Vir- 

nd — Railroad than to prevent malaria in the District of Co- 

um 

In so far as this appropriation is for the Mississippi River, under that 
harbor commission without responsibility, which calls on the Secretary 
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of War to perform the duty of signing checks and giving them the 
money, but he has no responsibility devolving upon as 

of War, I say it is simply a continuance of the same old plan by which 
already more than two millions of money that has been 93 
for the Mississippi River has gone for the improvement of the levees, 
and more than two millions of the amount appropriated for the river 
has gone to the repair of your fruitless works. 

No, sir. I claim that we ought not to do anything in this bill for the 
Mississippi River until they can show at the Plum Point and Lake 
Providence reaches the grand success claimed, and not what has been 
shown by the argument of the gentleman from Arkansas is a mere ex- 
perimental work that may lead to the expenditure, and the wasteful 


bs e of $150,000,000. 
e CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maine withdraw the 


pro forma amendment? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I do. 

Mr. KING. I renew it. [Cries of Vote! “ Vote!’’] 

Mr. WILLIS. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. KING. I wish to respond fora moment to the gentleman from 
Kentucky 

Mr. WILLIS. Task my friend from Louisiana not to occupy fur- 
ther time, but let us have u vote. 

Mr. KING. I will respond to him, and will not be stopped. Ido 
not wish the inference he makes to go unquestioned. 

Mr. WILLIS. I appeal to the gentleman from Louisiana to let us 
have a vote. 

Mr. KING. I want to call his attention to one fact. [Cries of 
“Vote!” Vote! ““] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is entitled to the 


oor. 

Mr. KING. Iwish tosay, and the gentleman from Kentucky knows 
it, that no one work of any character whatever has been put upon the 
Mississippi River by the commission except under the law creating that 
commission. That law strictly confines them to the improyement of the 
river. If it be by dikes, by spur-dams, by the protection of its banks, 
or by levees, all well and There is nothing inthe law confining 
them to the protection of private property. On the contrary, it strictly 
forbids their doing so. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the at- 
ten: ion of my friend from Louisiana [Criesof ‘‘ Vote! Vote!“ J 

ne CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. [Renewed 
crivs of Vote! ] 

. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I hope we will have order. We 
are only ae time. Let the gentleman speak. 

The N. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is out of or- 
ter. 

Mr. of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I hope this will not come 
out of my time. I do not desire to speak unless we have order. 

The . The Chair will not charge the time against the 
gentleman from Kentucky when he is so much interrupted that he can 
not be heard. After order is restored the gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. In mse to the gentleman from 
Louisiana who has just taken his seat, I desire to call his attention to 
page 19 of this same Executive Document No. 58, Forty-sixth Congress, 
second session, in which it says: 

Works for contracting the channel and protecting the banks, $776,000 for New 


Madrid reach. 

bankes, 90000; e reach, works for contracting the channel and pro: 
nks, ; Memphis or 

tooling the banks: = „ we for contracting the nel and pro- 


For Helena reach, works for con the channel and the banks, 
$515,000. For the Choctaw bend, ocean tee ö and protect- 
ing the banks, $464,000; and for Lake Providence reach, works for contracting 
the channel and protecting the banks, $507,000. 


And so on I could quote at length. Now the gentleman says that 
none of this is to be given for the levees, Is this protecting the banks 
or for the levees? Lask him the question. And Tiste shown already 
that of the $4,000,000 appropriated for this river in 1882 $1,350,000 
went for the levees alone. I want to call his attention again to this, 
report. On page ix, Roman letters, of the same report he will find this: 

Your committee are satisfied, from the evidence, that the pa 


bauks of the Mississippi are 
levees not so much in the in 


trary, such a result would be extremely . Yourcommittee, however, 
do not believe that they are essential to improvement of the low-water navi- 
pre of the 11 and that their construction for such a purpose can not 

justified.- It may further that if the views of your committee 
are concurred in, and the work of nel improvement restricted to one or two 
reaches, a system of levees will hardly be necessary while this experimental 
work is being tested. Certainly the superstructure should not be constructed 
until the permanency of the foundation is established. 


There is where the = in this pot lies. There is where lie the back- 
bone and ribs of this bill framed by this select committee to which the 


gentleman from Arkansas alluded. It is in your Mississippi River 
Commission, which has no responsibility but a limitless amount of cash 
at its fingers’ ends to be spent for levees for the benefit of private 
property. 
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Do you not remember how it was when the appropriation for Algiers, 


to be struck out? 
We then found that the vertebral column of this bill was about to be 
broken and the equanimity of the committee was only restored by 
keeping that in the bill. If you fail to put the Mississippi River Com- 
mission in this bill you will kill the bill. [Cries of Vote! *Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana withdraw 
the pro forma amendment? 

Mr. KING. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question ison the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 138, noes 57. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, I offer what I send to the 
desk to be inserted in the bill as a new section. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman will not insist on offering that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ido. It is very important and very much 


urged. ‘ 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert as a new section the following : 


temporarily created, to consist of seven members, to be 

ident, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. Three members of 

said er i perane from the Engineer Corps of the Army, one from the , 
ree from civil life, * of which latter number shall be civil 


report shall 
and it shall embrace such remarks and recommen 
ness of the plans and methods of said improvements prosecuted, together with 
estimates for the proper improvement of said outlets and harbors, as said board 
may deem n: to secure nt and substantial relief to commerce. 
The members of 


of its ap; 
“The 
of the En 


all necessary exam- 
observations, and inquiries upon which to base plans for the proper 


“The sum of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
. Which 


Mr. HISCOCK. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Obio. I desire to offer a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. A substitute is not in order at this time, the 
point of order having been made on the amendment. The gentleman 
from New York will state the point of order. 

Mr. HISCOCK. This is substantially the same provision which has 
been once ruled out of the bill. : 

Mr. CANNON. I rise to a privileged motion. 
mittee do now rise. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will not insist 
upon that. I think we can finish the bill in ten minutes. I ask the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to withdraw his 
amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not withdraw it. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope the motion that the committee rise may be 
voted down. 

The question being taken on Mr. CANNON’S motion, there were 
ayes 71, noes 117. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
has the floor on the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. By request I withdraw the amendment, 
with the statement that I will introduce it again at the close of the last 


I move that the com- 


section, 
Mr. HISCOCK. Iobject to the amendment being withdrawn. 
Mr. GIBSON. Let the point of order be decided now. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order 
if no gentleman desires to be heard on it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to say aword. This is substantially the 
same provision which has already been ruled upon. We have all the 
machinery now for the expenditure of this money. It is legislation as 
to which there should be no recommendation from this committee, and 
it is not germane to the bil]. Further than that, this having once been 
ruled out of the bill, and the decision of the Chair in ruling it out not 
having been appealed from, I submit that the matter is disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. There was very little argument upon the ques- 
tion of order made upon the section of the bill which was ruled out. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] was heard, but no gen- 
tlemen on the other side responded. The Chair, therefore, ruled on 
its own understanding of the point of order as presented by the gen- 
tleman from New York. 
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The point which attracted the attention of the Chair was this: 


It shall be the duty of the said board to visit all works now being constructed 
by the Government and itshall thoroughly examine into all such plans 
now being prosecuted at said works, &c. 


The Chair did not see at the moment how money appropriated in this 
bill could apply to works being constructed under former bills, and there- 
fore ruled asit did. The Chair understands the proposition now to be 


to create a board to dispose of the money to be appropriated by this 
bill and for the works named in the bill. The Chair thinks that is in 
order, and overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, Now, one word. This board is now equally 
divided between civil engineers and military engineers, a point yielded 
by me at the solicitation of my friend from California [Mr. ROSECRANS], 
and entirely acceptable to him. One word more: This is one of the few 
hsm that met with the unanimous support of the River and 

T 


Committee as being exceedingly necessary. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. There are other objections to it besides that. 
Mr. BAYNE. I objected to it, and insisted that if a board was to be 


created four of the members should be chosen from the Engineer Corps, 
and subsequently I proposed that three members should be chosen from 


that but both itions were voted down. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That was the substance of my amendment. 
Mr. B RIDGE. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania ac- 


quiesced in what we finally adopted and voted for it, although it went 
further than what is now p 

Mr. BAYNE. I dissent from the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Well, we will not dispute about it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Chairman, we took a step in the right direction 
bc we 4 s we 3 of 7 gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 

OLMAN responsibility for the expenditure of this money 
with Ae Department. [Cries of Vote!“ “ Vote!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE]. 

The conse at was taken by a vira voce vote, and the Chair stated in 
mejo W TT the amendment was rejected. 
s RECKINRIDGE. I ask fora division. 

The CHAIRMAN. As many as are in favor of the amendment of- 

rerni from Arkansas will rise and stand until counted. 


fered Peadi the 
KRI OE. I withdraw that, and ask for a vote in the 


N 

Several members objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made, the demand can not be 
withdrawn. J 

The House divided; and there were ayes 57. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. No further count is demanded. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I demand a farther count. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the demand to be with- 
drawn. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Well, go ahead. 

So the amendment was not to. 

Mr. COOK. I offer an amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk 
to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add as an additional section the following : 

That the money which shall be appropriated by this act for the improvement 


of the Missouri River shall be — AE under the. direction of the Secretary of 
War and in accordance with plans approved by him. 


Mr. COOK. Mr. Chairman, this is in the same line as the amend- 
ment just adopted with reference to the Mississippi River. [Cries of 
Vote!“ Vote!“ 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that we 
have passed the section to which that is germane or to which it applies. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is offered as an independent section, and 
the point of order is overruled. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the amendment; and on 
a division there were—ayes 115, noes 30. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. COSGROVE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum being made, the gon 
tleman from Iowa, Mr. Cook, and the gentleman from Kenty, f. 
WILLIS, will take their places as tellers. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the committee now rise. 

Several MEMBERS. No, no! 

Mr. COSGROVE. I withdraw the point as to no quorum voting. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I have e it, and I do 
not intend to. 

Mr. WILLIS. I appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
* to withdraw the point. 

ILLER, of Pennsylvania. It is now after 6 O' clock, and you 
can 3 finish this bill to-night. 

Mr. WILLIS. Lask the gentleman to withdraw the poin 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the 88 
from Kausas that the committee now rise. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WIIIIS] in charge of this bill a quadion: If you get the previous 


question upon the bill do you propose to call a vote to-night? 


Mr. WILLIS. No, sir; not at all. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us finish it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDER- 
SON] insist upon a division? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Ves, sir. 

The House divided on the motion of Mr. ANDERSON; and there 
were—ayes 19, noes 141. 

So the motion was not a to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook]. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. If there is an understanding that 
no vote by yeas and nays is to be taken to-night I wilt withdrew the 
point; but I want a definite understanding. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will say to the gentleman that my object l is to have 
the previous question ordered this evening and then take an adjourn- 
ment. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I withdraw the point. 

Mr. ANDERSON renewed the point; but before the count was con- 
cluded withdrew it. 

So the amendment of Mr. Cook was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 8, That the Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to cause 
examinations or surveys, or both, and estimates of cost of improvements proper 
to be made at the fol lowing 

Harbor at Portland, Me. : 
is necessary in that locality. 

Harbor at Camden, Me. 

Big Rapids of Saint John's River, Maine. 

— 4 at Wellfleet, Mass. 

Taunton River, Massachusetts, 

—— rd Haven, Mass. 

River, in Salem, between Essex and North Bridges, Mass. 
Duck ee 5 e to eee eh Sy aos 
iver Bingham 
Ghainel DOAS Jamaica Bay om Rockaway Inlet, Queens County, New 


York. 
Harbor at Waddington, N. Y. 
Mouth of the Patchogue River, New York. 
Pond River, Kentucky. 


The Secretary of Wari is directed to report to the next Mey, tort whether or 


ints, namely 
o ascertain cua report what further work, if any, 


Bayou Rouge, Louisiana. 

Harbor at Sandusky Ohio, with a view to a straight channel from the north 
end of Cedar Point to the èast end of the existing channel in front of the city. 

Punta Rassa Harbor, Florida. 

Biddle Point, at Mackinac Harbor, Michigan, with a view to a breakwater. 

Pigeon River, — 

Kaskaskia River, Il nois, from New Athens to mouth. 

Islias Creek, California, off San Francisco Bay, A survey is directed to be 
made regardless of the fact of existing obstruction by the construction and) 
maintenance of a br oe the channel of said creek by the Protrero and 
Bay View Railroad Com 

Harbor of San Luis Ob 7 California. 

Before the reading of the section was concluded the following pro- 
ceedings took place: 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I offer the following amendment: 

5 — 6 ineert — 5 


gor brides to Bucksport Narrows, to ascertain and 
report what Sarid — ie is necessary for the removal of obstructions to navi- 


gation. 
Mr, WILLIS. There is no objection to that. 
The amendment was to. i 
Mr. PETTIBONE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After line 44 of section 8 insert the following: 

“Holston River, Tennessee, from Kingsport, Tenn., to its junction with the 
French Broad River.” 

Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to that; but I suggest that the 
whole section be read before any of these amendments be offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
suggests that before amendments be offered to this section the Clerk 
oe lete the reading. 
abe . — was no objection, and the reading of the section was con- 

u 

Many members addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. To avoid confusion the Chair will state that op- 
portunity will be given to every gentleman desiring to offer an amend- 
ment; and as there seem to be very man, eis eee, 
recognizing first a gentleman on the left then one on the right. 
N amendment of Mr. PETTIBONE, having been again 

t 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the committee now rise, 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 10, noes 130. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum has voted. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. No quorum is required on this vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. No quorum is 3 on a motion that the 
committee rise. The motion is not agreed to. 

Mr. OATES. I move to amend by inserting the clause which I sénd 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause a resurvey of the Choctaw- 


read, was 
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hatchie River from the town of Geneva to Newton, Ala., with a view to low- 
water navigation on said river. 


Mr. WILLIS. There is no objection to these surveys. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were 
ayes 112, noes 8. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. WILLIS were ap- 

inted. 

Ven. GIBSON. I suggest that by unanimous consent all these sur- 
veys asked for be added to the bill. i 

Mr. ANDERSON. I aore iey 8 are the entering- 
- wedges to this great system of distributing appropriations. 

Mr. GIBSON. None of these surveys are made except with the ap- 
proval and by the order of the Secretary of War. No appropriation is 
made for any of them. They will not cost a cent. They are entering- 
wedges” to nothing in the world. I hope the gentleman from Kansas 
will not stand in the way of allowing members to secure that which 
their constituents ask. It facilitates the of the bill and hurts 
nobody. It enables us to bring the bill into a position that in the 
morning we can take a vote on its passage and let other business go on. 

Mr. ANDERSON. We all know that the initial step to an appro- 
priation in a bill of this kind is a survey. We all know that gentlemen 
are anxious to have surveys made in their distriets. 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentleman will understand that this colloquy is 
proceeding by unanimous consent. Is there objection to the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Grsson] ? 

Mr. AND N. I object. 

The committee agdin divided; and the tellers reperted—ayes 152, 
noes 11. 

So the amendment of Mr. OATES was adopted. c 

Mr. BAYNE. Iask unanimous consent that all amendments offered 
or to be offered by gentlemen to this section be printed in the RECORD 
-and ed as pending, and that the bill be considered as reported 
from the Committee of the Whole, with these amendments, for the ac- 
tion of the House. p 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will put the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to the committee. He asks unanimous con- 
sent that members having amendments simply suggesting surveys shall 
hand them to the Clerk, that they shall be printed in the RECORD, and 
considered as adopted and pending. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. Not to be considered as pending. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. We can not adopt amendments in that way 
or we will have a thousand streams to be surveyed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition is modified by withdrawing the 
word “adopted.” 

Mr. ANDERSON. I shall not object to that, on condition the com- 
mittee rise and the House shall then adjourn. It is 7 o’clock now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis understood these amendments are to sec- 
tion 8 of the bill. Section 9 has not been read. 

Mr. WILLIS. In one moment I think I can settle this whole diffi- 
culty. If gentlemen offering amendments will withdraw them from 
the desk and hand them to me the committee will examine them, and 
such as are found to be all right, and I have no doubt they all will be, 
before the previous question is ordered they can be moved to the bill 
in the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not think we can afford to legislate in 
any such way. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is a law covering this matter now. It is a mere 
matter of form. The law prescribes where a suggestion is made to the 
Secretary of War he shall have a preliminary examination made, those 
found to be worthy of improvement are reported to the House. It goes 
no further and costs no 3 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. is House has no right to put such respon- 
sibilities on the Secretary of War. You can not make up these thousand 
and one surveys without it costing something. It may cost millions. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask my suggestion be adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by unanimous consent, and 
the remark of the gentleman from Ohio is in the nature of objection. 

Mr. WILLIS. My proposition is that gentlemen shall not offer them, 
but hand them to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The trouble about the motion is that the gentle- 
man from Ohio objects. 

Mr. WILLIS. There are no amendments pending before this com- 
mittce, and there will be none if gentlemen cease to offer them. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from Ohio objects to anything 
of the sort, 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam not asking unanimous consent, but that each 
member shall bring them to me and I will submit them to the commit- 
tee, and those found all right will be moved in the House before the 
previous question is ordered. I only ask gentlemen to recognize the 
situation and bring their amendments to me and then let us pass on to 
the next section. I ask whether there is any question pending before 
the committee. [Cries of Vote! ] If there is not, let the Clerk read 
the next section. 


The CHAIRMAN. There arenumerous amendments on the desk to 
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be submitted. [Cries of Read them!]! The Chair stated that one 
should be read from the left and one from the right. There are a great 
many remaining to be read. [Cries of Regular order! ‘‘ Withdraw 
them!” Read them! Vote! ““] 

Mr. HEPBURN, I move the committee rise. 

Mr. DUNN. I move an amendment that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order. 

Mr. DUNN. Why? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill can not be reported to the House whil 
amendments are pending to it. Besides that there is one section which 
has not yet been read. 

Mr. BAYNE. Irenewmy proposition. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the motion of the gentle- 
man from Iowa that the committee rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 17, noes 118. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment, of- 
fered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WASHBURN]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of line 27 insert : 5 

The Secretary of War is hereby directed to cause an examination and survey 
of the Saint Mary's Falls Canal and 5 a view to obtaining an estimate 
of the cost of — eg the same, or of t © construction of an additional canal 
and locks to meet nereasing demands of commerce, as shown in Executive 
Document 102, House of Representatives, Forty-eighth Congress, second session.“ 

Mr. BLAND. I make the point of order that this is ‘a canal and 
does not belong to this bill. It is not germane. 

Mr. WASHBURN. This amendment is certainly in order. It is the 
amendment I offered to the main part of the bill, but at the request of 
the chairman of the committee postponed it until we got to this section. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not make the point of order upon it. 

Mr, WASHBURN. I understand that. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman from Missouri makes the point of 
order, I understand this canal is really a river. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It is simply a lock in the river 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it a connection between the two parts of the 
same river? 

Mr. WASHBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BLAND. I withdraw the point of order. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment, by 
Mr. GARRISON. 

The Clerk read gs follows: 

Amend in line 23, page 48, by adding Mattox Creek,“ a tributary of the Po- 
tomac, with a view to deepening its mouth. 

The amendment was adopted. - : 

The next amendment (by Mr. MILLIKEN) was read, as follows: 

Harbor at Belfast, Me.: Gilkey’s harbor, in west side, with a view to ascer- 
taining what buoys shouid be placed in said harbor. - 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend, in line 22, by adding 
what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after line 22, the words Salt River.” 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I find in line 22 that 
there is to be a survey of Pond River, Kentucky. I have inter- 
viewed two or three members of Congress from my State before I could 
find out where Pond River was, and I thought I was pretty well versed 
in the geography of Kentucky. I find that it is a tributary of the 
Green or Barren River above the locks or dams, which are owned by.a 
private corporation in that State. 

Now, the national Democratic platform has this to say with reference 
to these internal improvements, and I beg to call the attention of gen- 
tlemen on the other side to it: 

That the Federal Government should care for and improve the Mississippi 
River and the other 2 water ways of the Republic, so as to secure for the 
entire States easy and cheap transportation to tide water. 

How are you going to get to tide water down this river over a lock 
and dam which has been placed under Democratic rule in Kentucky 
on that river, and is owned by a private corporation? You propose 
under this bill prepared in the secret chamber of this select committee— 
you propose to get a survey ofa tributary of a river that is owned un- 
der the Democratic rule that afflicts Kentucky by a private corporation. 
That is worse than the appropriation for the improvement of the Su- 
wanee or the Great Sunflower or the Great Pee Dee River, [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Kentucky to say that he does not know where Pond River is ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I told the gentleman precisely what I 
knew, and he must not occupy my time. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I suggest to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky that life is too short to go into an investigation of what the gen- 
tleman does not know. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope this will not come out of my 
time. [Laughter.] I want to remind the Democratic party of the 
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fact that they have an elephant on their hands in the form of internal 
improvements. I want the country to understand just how much that 
believes in internal improvements. If you can the Mississippi 

iver as a backbone—if you can get the Missouri River and the levee 
system as the ribs to build your structure upon, with about two hun- 
dred millions of dollars at the disposal of your commission which is re- 
sponsible to nobody, then you are willing to give a few catfish streams 
an appropriation and to cause a survey of Pond River. I want the 
country to understand that there is a discrimination in this select com- 
mittee that is as unfair, that is as unjust and unmanly as only a Dem- 
ocratic House could be guilty of. 

The CHAIRMAN. e question is, Shall Salt River be improved 
for the use of the Republican party? [Laughter.] 

The amendment was adopted. [Applause and laughter. 

The next amendment (by Mr. DINGLEY) was read, as fo 4 

Amend section 8 by adding: Kennebec River at Bath, Me. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last word of 
the amendment just read. 

Now, the reason I wanted Salt River improved was for the benefit of 
the Democratic party four years from now. [Derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side.] It is not navigable for ships or boats of any size, but 
it will be na e for the Democratic party, which I hope will go up 
that river four years from now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. We supposed the gentleman from Kentucky de- 
sired to improve that river for his own benefit, 

The amendment offered by Mr. DINGLEY was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes have it. The motion is not agreed 
to. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk commenced to read the next amendment, 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call for a division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair announced the result of the vote with- 
out any call being made for a division. 

Mr. HEPBURN. [I called for a division, I think, within five sec- 
onds of the announcement of the vote. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The Clerk began to read before the gentleman 
from Iowa demanded a division. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. This should not be a question of ee 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from Iowa states that he in- 
tended to call for a division the division will be had. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I made the demand as quickly as I could. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 107. 

So the motion was not to 


The Clerk read the next amendment (offered by Mr MCMILLIN), as | 


follows: 


Add at the end of line 4, section 8, as follows: 
Obed's River, Ten 


nessee : ween u works heretofore done by the 
Government and the mouth of the West For 


of said river.“ 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this amendment will be 


considered as adopted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 11. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum, 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair appoints 
as tellers the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HEPBURN, and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN. 


Before the result of the vote by tellers was announced Mr. MCMILLIN | 


(one of the tellers) said: The gentleman appointed with me as teller is 
satisfied that a quorum favors the proposition. He withdraws the point 
as to a quorum, 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next amendment, 

The Clerk read the following amendment (offered by Mr. BELFoRD): 

Add to the prang section the following: 

That $250,000 is hereby appropriated to sink ten experimental artesian wells 
on the plains, five of which shall be east and five west of the gee Mountains, 
to be expended under the supervision of the Commissioner of Agriculture." 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make the point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move to strike out the last word. I think we 
are legislating about water here, and I therefore supposed my amend- 
ment would have been considered e. You gentlemen of the 
Democratic party have seventy-eight majority in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and yet you can not get a quorum without the help of the 
Republican members. How do you expect to govern the country in 
the next four years when you can not control this House? 

There is not one dollar in that bill that comes to my State. Ninety 
Ee cent. of all the appropriations made by the of the United 

ta 


tes since this Government was organized has gone to the benefit of 
New York and New England. 
WELLER. That is so. 

I refer to my distinguished friend from Michigan 


Mr. 
Mr. BELFORD. 


[Mr. Horr], who niade a like statement in his speech, that 90 per 
cent. of the appropriations made by Congress had gone to New York 
and New En 

Year after year my State passes into the Treasury of this Govern- 
ment hundreds of thousands of dollars. From two post-offices—one 
at Denver and one at Leadville—we pay more than is paid by the 
whole State of Florida, more than is paid by the State of West Vir- 
ginis, and half as much as is paid by the State of Georgia. If you 

ire to controvert-my statement look at the report of the Postmaster- 
General. Isay that when Colorado comes forward and asks you to ap- 
propriate a small sum of money to reclaim the vast public domain that 
this nation owns, and which is to be the home of millions of people 
in the future, you will not vote her a dollar, and yet you expect us to 
stand by and help you. 

[Here the hammer ef 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the committee do now rise and report 
the bill back with the amendments. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Iask to have my amendment voted 
upon. 

Mr. WILLIS. I have got it here. It will be admitted under the 
call.for the previous question. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr, WELLBORN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HAMMOND reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the con- 
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbors, and for other purposes, had directed him to report the 
same back to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr. WILLIS. Before demanding the previous question I desire to 
say there are several amendments that I ask permission to offer, There 
is one in to New York which I will ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I will ask the gentleman from Kentucky if all 
the amendments may not be considered as pending and let them all be 
printed in the RECORD, as they will not be voted on till to-morrow, 
and then let the previous question be considered as pending? 

Mr. WILLIS. I agree to that si 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposition of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] that these amendments 
may now be offered; that they shall be printed in the RECORD of to- 
morrow, and that they shall be considered as 8 under the - 
tion of the previous question, if the House l order it? [ a 

pause, } e Chair hears no objection. 
The amendments are as follows: 


End of rae 8, heaps l <- an huset word eit, . ri 5 

Provided. t in eac! the appro: ns made un provisions 
this bill the Government of the United States shall not be deemed or in any 
case held liable or le —— individual or corporation in 1 
the 5 1 and 5 carry ng on the improvements names, rob 
Accoun! laches or igence of any contractor or e perform n 
service or labor under and by authosthy of Government of the United States.” 


By Mr. Davis, of Massachusetts: 
| Survey harbor of refuge at Falmouth, Mass. 
By Mr. DAVIDSON: 


Between lines 34 and 35, in section 8, 
“Survey Caloosahatchee River 
“Survey channel between the mainland and coast 

Little Clearwater Pass to John's Pass, Florida. 
“Survey Anclote River, Florida.” 


| By Mr. DUNHAM: 
| After line 28 insert: Survey Calumet River from the Forks to Blue Island.“ 


| By Mr. Hatcn, of Michigan: 
| At the end of line 37, in section 8, insert: 
inaw River, opposite West Bay City, Michigan." 
By Mr. HENLEY: 


At the end of section 8, amend by adding the following: “Survey 
, City Harbor, California, with a view to its improvement, by filling in 
ing a wall from Battery Point to wharf rock. 


| Mr. Hewrrt, of New York, offers the following amendment, to come 
in at the close of the bill: 


For removing the débris resulting from the explosion of Flood Rock, at Hell 
Gate, $100, 000. 


| 


ite ct gent rt Thompso! ‘Florida 
mouth u 0. n. x 
— islands, extending from 


** 


the west channel ofthe Sag. 


Crescent 
or build- 


By Mr. Jones, of Texas: 


Amend on page 48 as follows: After line 30 add “ Sabine River, Texas and 
Louisiana,” 


By Mr. Lore: 

Amend bill by adding after line 983: Improving harbor at Wilmington, Dela- 
ware, $25,000, which shall include the 815.000 hereinbefore in this bill named for 
that purpose. 

By Mr. LOWRY : 


Survey for a water way from Lake Erie, at Toledo, 
Fort Wayne, and thence up the Saint Joseph's River to ben County, and con- 
necting with kates 3 Saint Joseph's at the most desirable point, and thence down 
5 s to Lake Michigan by way of Bristol, Eikhart, and South 

By Mr. MILLER, of Texas: 


At the end of line 38 insert: For survey of the Colorado River, in Texas, 
For survey of the Guadalupe River, in Texas.” 


the Maumee Valley, to 
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By Mr. OATES: 

Add to section 22 That the same shall in no wise commit the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to purchase or improve any of such locks aud dams 
or other improvements.“ 


By Mr. OCHILTREE: 
ae : “From Galveston, via Saint Louis Bay and Canal, to the Brazos 
andi d 


By Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri: 

At end of section g: The Secretary of War is directed to report to the next 
Congress an of the porene cost of completing the work between the 
Illinois and Ohio Rivers on t 8 River and what subdivisions of work 
are necessary to complete said work within five years.“ 


By Mr. POLAND: 

Insert at end of section 8: “Swanton Harbor, Vermont, with a view to deter- 
mine whether the present breakwater is properly located, and what may be 
necessary for the proper improvement and protection of said harbor.” 


By Mr. PRICE: 

Amend by 5 of section 8: And the Secretary of War is here- 
by directed to detail an officer of the of the Army to makesuch 
surveys and examinations as will ascertain the causes of the extraordinary over- 
flows of the Chippewa River in and below the city of Eau Claire, in the State 
of Wisconsin, in the years 1880 and 1884, and report the most practical means of 
preventing a recurrence of such overflows.” 


By Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina: 


Insert at the end of section 8: 
“Survey of Great Pee Dee Riverfrom the South Carolina line to the Narrows 


‘orth 

“Survey of Alligator River, North Carolina. 
“Survey of Wysocking Harbor, North Carolina. 
“ Survey of Eaglehead’ Harbor, North Carolina." 


By Mr. Smarts: 
Insert in line 44, after “California:" 
“Survey of Mosquito Creek, between the South Edisto and Ashepoo Rivers, 
<= eS “4 Ashepoo and South Edisto Rivers at or near Fenwick’s 
Islan * 


By Mr. SNYDER: 


Insert after line 37: 
“Survey of Gauley River, West Virginia.“ 


By Mr. TILLMAN: 
Little Salkehatchie River, South Carolina, from its mouth to Carter's Ford. 


By Mr. WELLER: 

Add to section 1, at the end of line 985, the following words: 

“Sec, 2. That each particular appropriation in section 1 of this act contained or 
mentioned shall be paid, as nearly as may be, rei ee the following moneys and 
currency of the United States of America; and same and no part thereof 
shall be paid in any ere of the currency or moneys in said sections 
mentioned, namely: One-thi: of each lar sum of the aforesaid 
appropriation shall be paid only in standard silver dollars, one-third part in sil- 
ver certificates, and one-third part in Treasury notes, and each sum of said ap- 
propriations shall be at the expense of the Government in said moneys and 
— ba herein mentioned actually transferred to and disbursed at the locality 
where appropriation is to be expended.” 


By Mr. WILKINS: 


After line 33: 
“Survey the Muski m River, Ohio, between Marietta and Dresden, with a 
view to the transfer of the improvements thereon to the United States.“ 


By Mr. 
Insert after line 44 of section 8 — 2 
“Survey Vancouver Harbor, W. m Territory.“ 


Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a motion in rela- 


tion to this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under all usage the Chair recognizes 
the gentleman in charge of the bill. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. WILLIS. Lunderstood that unanimous consent had been granted, 
and that the previous question had been ordered on the bill and the 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. WILLIS. Then I now move the previous question on the bill 
and all amendments, including those just sent to the desk, which are 
to be printed under unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move to recommit the bill with 
instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro That mot ion is not in ordet now. The 
question is on the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WIL- 
LIS] that the previous question be ordered on the bill and the pending 
amendments. 

Mr. GIBSON. On all amendments? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Yes: pending amendments includes 
all amendments. 

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MURPHY. I wish to make a motion to recommit this bill to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors with instructions to report in 
favor of the Hennepin Canal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order at this time, and 
will not be Aar, the previous question shall have been ordered on the 
of the bill. 

I understand, then, that I can make the motion 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a time when that motion can 
be made, but not now. 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. WILLIS to order the 
previous question on the bill and the pending amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question was ordered; and also moved to lay the motion to ider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that I 
shall demand a separate vote on each amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 7 o'clock and 40 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Petition of the New York State Cider and Cider 
Vinegar Makers’ Association, asking the repeal of the so-called vapor- 
izing law of March, 1879—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, relating 
to the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Barber Match Company, of 
Akron, Ohio, and others, praying for relief upon law im stamp- 
tax on manufacturers of friction matches, which went into effect Sep- 
tember 1, 1864—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of owners of private dies, &c.—to the 
same committee. 

By ni POREN: Petition or O. L. Sa a 50 others, 3 of 
Cleveland, Ohio, praying that laws be imm ly passed by Congress 
to prevent the spread and evils of Mormonism—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
| Wisconsin, in favor of ing General U. S. Grant upon the retired-list 
of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of J. C. Leggett and 30 others, citizens of 
Brown County, Ohio, praying for the suppression of polygamy—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Memorial of owners of private dies, asking for 
indemnity—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
favor of placing General U. S. Grant on the retired-list—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, memorial-of match manufacturers, for the payment of certain 
claims—to the Committee on A 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Solomon S. Lumm and of William 
H. Knode, both of Washington County, Maryland, for compensation! 
for property taken and used by the Union Army during the late war— 
severally to the Committee on War Claims. 
| By Mr. PRICE: Petition of Mrs. R. C. Jones and 38 others, of Black 

River Falls, Wis., praying for the suppression of Mormonism—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
| Also, memorial of board of supervisors of the town of New Rich- 
mond, Saint Croix County, Wisconsin, for a law prohibiting railroads 
| from charging more for a short than a long haul—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of the ture of the State of 
Wisconsin, memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
General U. S. Grant upon the retired-list of the Army—to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. STORM: Memorial of the Board of Trade of the city of Erie, 
Pa., for the purchase of the Lake Superior Ship Canal and Portage Lake, 
and River Improvement Company’s Canal by the United States—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio, on 
the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of Isaac M. Hudson, administra- 
tor of James Love, asking a reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of 
the State of Minnesota, urging the purchase by the Government of the 
Port Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canal and other works—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. F. B. BREWER: Of citizens of Frewsburg, of Nashville, and 
of Limestone, N. Y. 

By Mr. CLAY: Of citizens of Christian and Hopkins Counties, Ky. 

By Mr. EATON: Of John Watson and others, citizens of Hartford; 
of Stephen Raper and others, of New Britain; of Willard Griffin and 
others, of West Grandy; of D. H. Parsons and others, of Stafford Springs, 
and of David R. Hubbard and others, of South Conn. 

By Mr. HOUK: Of citizens of Allensville, of Dumplin, and Flat Gap, 


enn. 
By Mr. LACEY: Of Hiram N. Robinson and 63 others, of Battle 
Creek, Mich. : 


2116 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 25, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 


NAMING A PRESIDING OFFICER. 


Mr. ALLISON called the Senate to order, and the Chief Clerk read 
the following letter: 
To the Senate: 


Pursuant to the rules, I hereby name and designate Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLI- 
so, a Senator from the State of Iowa, to perform the duties of the Chair in my 
absence this day, 25th February. £ 

GEO. F. EDMUNDS, 


lent pro tempore, 
Wasnixorox, D. C. 
Mr. ALLISON thereupon took the chair as presiding officer. 
THE JOURNAL. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
DISTRICT TAXES AND EXPENDITURES. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ALLISON in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the following communication from the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, by J. B. Edmonds, president; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

OFFICE or THE COMMISSIONERS DISTRICT oF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, February 24, 1885, 

Sır: The commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor to ac- 

knowledge the receipt this morning of a resolution passed in the Senate of the 

» United States on the 20th instant, by which they are directed “to immediate} 
inform the Senate of the causes that have prevented them from complying wi 
the resolution of the Senate, adopted on the Mth of June, 1881, relating to the 
taxes collected from 1875 to 1884, and to receipts and disbursements on account 
of the water department, or water fund, for each year from 1875 to 1884.“ 

In reply the commissioners have to state that they have made every reasona- 

ble effort to comply with the onerous task imposed upon them by the resolution 
passed June 24, but it has been ble with the regular office force to 
make such subdivision of collections and expenditures as was called for, because 
the records have never been classified with reference to the arbitrary sectional 
divisions named in the resolution. The law does not require nor can such a sys- 
tem be followed without keeping a separate set of books and records for each 
section at some considerable increased annual expenditure. It should also be 
observed that within the period covered by the resolution there have been two 
different forms of government for the District; some offices have been abolished, 
and the duties and responsibilities relating to others modified, and correspond- 
c in the system of records made. Ina word, the only reason why the 
commissioners have not as yet replied to the resolution in question is that the 
force at their disposal has not been able, in addition to their regular duties, to 
pick from the records the special information called for and which could not be 
obtained therefrom directly. 

A vast amount of work has been done toward compiling-the information 
called for, and the results will be tabulated so as to present at least a partial re- 
port 5 the Senate at its present session. 


ery respectfully, 
Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 3 Í 
President pro tempore United States Senate, 
INDIANS ON UMATILLA RESERVATION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 66) provid- 
ing for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the 
Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting patents 
therefor, and for other p à 5 

Mr. DAWES. All the amendments of the House are verbal except 
one; and in that I wish to have the Senate concur with an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report. the 
amendments of the House of Representatives. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 2, line 16, after the word approved,“ 
insert by the Secretary of the Interior.“ 

Page 3, line 4, after the word reservation,“ insert the words ‘' here- 
after provided for them.” 

Page 3, line 24, after the word money, strike out the words or 
in other improvements upon his allotment as shall be determined by 
the Department.” 

Page 5, line 17, strike out all after the word purchase“ to and in- 
cluding line 20. 

Page 5, line 29, after the word ' established,“ insert: 

Provided further, That the water right across a portion of said reservation 
through the town of Pendleton, granted by the Interior Department July 7, 
1870, on the application of George A, Lo Dow, Lot Livermore, and other citizens 
of dleton, for manufacturing, irrigating, and other purposes, be confirmed 
and continued to W. S. Byers & Co., their successors. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
recommend concurrence in al) the formal amendments? 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to have the Senate concur in all the amend- 
mentsexcept one, to which I shall offer a slight amendment, and then I 
shall ask the Senate to cor.cur in that. That will make an end of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in all 
the amendments except the additional proviso to be added to section 2 
of the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Before that motion is put I should like to have read 
what is pro to be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The matter proposed to be stricken 
out by the House of Representatives will be read. 


J. B. EDMONDS, President. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. Page 5, line 17, strike out all after the word 
„purchase down to and including the word“ thereof, in line 20, 
as follows: 

Provided further, That after three years from the date when such lands shall bo 
declared open for settlement and subject to sale, the lands which shall remain 
unsold may be without settlement, at the appraised value thereof. 

Mr. DAWES. I move a concurrence in all the amendments but the 
one in relation to the water right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator move a concurrence 
in the amendment just read ? 

Mr. DAWES. Les, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves a concurrence in all the amendments of the House except the 
one indicated by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the amendments are concurred in. 

Mr. DAWES. I move a concurrence in the last amendment with 
the amendment which I send to the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves a concurrence in the remaining amendment of the House of Rep- 
resentatives with an amendment. The question will be first upon the 
psn eerie proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts; which will 


reported. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add the following proviso: 


Provided, That this act shall in no way impair or affect any existing right toa 
reasonable use of the water of said stream for agricultural purposes, nor shall 
eonfirm or grant any right to use the water thereof in any manner, nor to any 
extent, beyond or different from that to which it is now app: 


Mr. HARRIS. I suggest that the Chief Clerk read the amendment 
of the House of Representatives as it will be when amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be done. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Page 5, line 29, after the word established,“ 
insert: 

Provided further, That the water right across a portion of said reservation 
through the town of Pendleton, granted by the Interior ent July 7, 
1870, on the application of George A. La Dow, Lot Livermore, and other citizens 
of Pendleton, for manufacturing, irrigating, and other pu be confirmed and 
continued to W. S. Byers & Co., their successors: this act shall 
in no way impair or affect any existing right to a reasonable use of the water of 
said stream for agricultural purposes, nor shall confirm or grant any right to use 
the water thereof in any manner, nor to any extent, beyond or different from 
that to which it is now appropriated. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to add the additional proviso. The object of 
it is to preserve any reasonable use of that stream for tural pur- 
poses, and also to prevent an absolute appropriation of it by these par- 
ties, confining them to the use they now have. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to suggest to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs that the language he uses, the word ‘‘ now, 
would speak from the time of the passage of the bill, and whether it 
would not be better to make it relate to future time. 

Mr. DAWES. It was my intention to have it relate to the future. 
I suppose the condition of things will not alter between now and the 


passage of the bill. 
Mr. HARRISON. There is a possibility that it might. 
Mr. DAWES. I do not think it will. If there is danger of that of 


course I would not object to a modification. 
it is possible to do that. 

Mr. MORRILL. To put in heretofore ” instead of now would 
be just as well. 

Mr, DAWES. I will adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, and modify my amendment by striking out the words is now’? 
and inserting ‘* has been heretofore;’’ so as to read: 

In any manner nor to any extent beyond or different from that to which it 
has been heretofore appropriated. 

I will explain this to the Senate, if there is any desire to have an ex- 
planation. 

Mr. MORRILL and others. It is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption of 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLAIR. Lask unanimous consent to move that the Senate con- 
cur in an amendment made by the House of Representatives to the bill 
(S. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella Turner. It is simply for the 
purpose of preventing collection under the bill of any arrears. The 
bill as passed by the Senate covered about two years of arrears, and the 
amendment takes that off. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
-a unanimous consent at this time to call up the bill indicated -by 

m. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. 


I do not apprehend that 


Is the morning business concluded ? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning business is not concluded. 

Mr. BLAIR, By this course the Senate can concur in an amendment 
that will save money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
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Mr. HARRIS. I think we had better get through with the morning 
pusiness and take up that bill immediately after. 
Mr. LAPHAM. I ask leave at this time to make a privileged re- 


port, : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Reports are not yet in order. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It is a privileged report. I submit the report of 
the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on House bill 3108. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the bill 
to which the report refers is not before the Senate. The Senator will 
withhold the report until the original bill is brought in. 

Mr. LAPHAM. It is a conference report on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. But the bill and papers must be ip 
the possession of the Senate. They are not on the Secretary’s table. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented the petition of Anthony Bauer, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying compensation for damages to his property by 
reason of public improvements in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of Hannah Cottrell, widow of Jesse 
Cottrell, late private Capt. Hazard Knowles’s Company of Rhode Isl- 
and Militia, in the war of 1812, praying allowance of service pension 
under the act of March 9, 1878; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I presenta petition of residents of New 
Jersey praying the passage of the bill authorizing the construction of 
bridges across Staten Island Sound. As the bill is on the Calendar, I 
move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. , of New York, presented a memorial of citizens of New 
York, remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed Spanish rec- 
1 treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


ons. 

Mr. PENDLETON presented petitions of six publishing-houses of 
Ohio, praying for a reduction of postage on seco mail matter, 
and that all papers shall be sent at the same rate of postage; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MORGAN. I present the petition of Thomas Folkes and others, 
laborers on the session-roll of the Senate, praying that there be paid 
to each of them out of the contingent fund of the Senate the sum of 
$41.10, in pa; t for labor done in November, 1884, for which they 
have received no pay, accompanied by a proposed amendment to the 
deficiency appropriation bill, and I desire to call the attention of the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate 
to it, to which committee I move its reference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER presented resolutions of the Produce Exchange of 
Toledo, Ohio, in favor of the bill providing for the purchase by the 
Government of the two canals across Keweenaw Point, Lake Superior, 
State of Michigan; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. BAYARD presented the 8 of George W. Morrison, William 
Herbert, and other citizens of New Castle, Del., praying an increase of 
appropriation to improve the harbor of that place; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr, PLUMB presented a resolution of the Legislature of Kansas, in 
favor of the passage of the Mexican pension bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Lawrence, Kans., praying 
an appropriation for the construction of a wagon-road from Caldwell, 
Kans., to Wichita Falls, Tex. ; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report favorably the bill (H. R. 48) providing for 
the erection of a building to contain the records of the library and mu- 
seum of the Medical Department, United States Army. 

I desire to say that if the committee had deemed it necessary to 
amend the bill they would have amended it by specifically providing 
for the location of the site, which as they believe should be at the cor- 
ner of B street and Seventh street southwest, for the reason that the 
regents of the Smithsonian Institution have a title to the land round 
about the Smithsonian to the extent of thirty acres; and unquestion- 
ably within a very short time, probaly less than half a dozen years, 
the museum there now will have to be doubled in order to contain 
even the amount of articles that are ready to go into it at the present 
time. I have conferred with two members of the commission, and I find 
that they would be both in favor of the location on the site mentioned 
by me—that is, on the corner of B and Seventh streets southwest. 
Therefore we do not make any amendment. As the bill is very short, 
I will ask to have it read for the purpose of asking its present consid- 
eration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the bill reported by him from the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds be now considered. 


Mr. INGALLS. Is the morning business through? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is called for. The 
bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. SAULSBURY, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6407) to regulate the let- 
ting of mail contracts, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. JACKSON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall Carpenter, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I am instracted by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to report an amendment to the sundry civil bill for 
an appropriation to carry out the treaty between the United States and 
Mexico for the establishment of a boundary. I move that it be referred, 
with the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and printed. } 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, MILLER, of California, from the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; whicb, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be prinied. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Without previous notice I offer an amendment 
to the naval appropriation bill, an important one, providing for the in- 
crease of the Navy, which I desire to have printed at once and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Jersey pre- 
sents an amendment intended to be proposed to the naval appropriation 
bill. It will be printed and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. LAPHAM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GORMAN submitted an amendment intended to be p 
‘by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


THE WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am directed by the commission organized under 
a joint resolution approved May 13, 1884, in relation to ceremonies to 
be authorized for the completion of the Washington Monument, to sub- 
mit a brief report, accompanied by the various proceedings and cere- 
monies provided for under that joint resolution. I ask thatthe report 
be printed: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio, from the 
special committee appointed on the subject of the Washington Monu- 
ment ceremonies, submits a report, with the accompanying papers. 
The report will be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In this connection I report from the same com- 
mission a concurrent resolution in regard to printing the report; which 
I ask to have acted on now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 3 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 10,000 ex- 
tra copies of the report and proceedings of the commission to provide suitable 
ceremonies for the dedication of the W roe ien Monument, together with the 
engraved at thereto, be printed in memorial form under the direc- 
tion of the Joint Committee on Printin ; 3,000 copies for the use of the Senate; 
6,000 4 ag for the use of the House of Representatives; 500 copies for distri- 
bution by Lieut. Gen. P. H. Sheridan, United States Army, to the civil and 
military organizations which participated in the procession ; 400 copies for the 
Washington National Monument Association for distribution among its mem- 
bers, and 100 copies for Col. Thomas L. Casey, engineer, for distribution among 
the mechanics and workmen employed in the erection of 


erred 


the monument. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohjo asks unani- 
mous consent that the resolution be now considered. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to a reference of the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Printing if it is desired. I do not know 
whether any Senator desires a reference. It may as well be acted upon, 
as it is so late in the session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to confer with the Senator about the 
numbers in one or two cases. If he will agree to a formal reference of 
the resolution, it will be reported very promptly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to a reference if the Senator 
desires it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the joint commission on the dedication of the 
Washington Monument, reported the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That the thanks 


of Con are hereby tendered to Col, Thomas Lincoln Casey, Corps of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, and to his assistants, and to the workmen, for the 


The resolution will be referred to 


irable mauner in which he and they have performed their respective duties 
in the completion of the monument to the name and fame of George Washington, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, iis 
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Clerk, announced that the House had 
the erection of a public building at Port Townsend, Wash. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2084) to amend chapter 464 of the acts of the first session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, entitled “‘An act to provide for a public 
building at the city of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana; 

A bill 8 2327) for the relief of James Bedell, sr.; and 

A bill (S. 2375) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
Commercial National Bank of Chicago. 


AEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report; which was read: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3120) “making appropriations 
for the Support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1386, and for other 
purposes, having met, after full and free conference have to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9, LI, and 12. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 14, 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22, and agree to the 


same, 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment 
insert the following: And employed as train-masters, and in opening roads, 
and building wharves ;”’ and the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the Hose recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert 8875, 000; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Am t numbered 23: On amendment numbered 23 the committee are 


unable to agree, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
M. W. RANSOM, 


R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. As will be seen from the reading of the report, the 
conſerees have agreed upon all the differences between the two Houses 
except on amendment numbered 23. That is the last amendment in 
the bill, found on the sixteenth page of the printed bill, and relates to 
a change of existing law respecting the methods of trial by courts-mar- 
tial. The House conferees insisted upon retaining that provision and 
the Senate conferees were not willing to accede to their request, it being 
important legislation in no way affecting appropriations for the Army. 

Mr. INGALLS. General legislation? 

Mr. ALLISON. General legislation. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear the amendment upon which 
the committees read, 

The PRESIDENT pro t re. It will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the amendment in the bill, section 2. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amendment No. 23 is to strike out section 2, in 
the following words: 


(23) Sec. 2. That article 94 of section 1342 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
ee the same is hereby, repealed, and amended so as to read ag fol- 


Article 94. Proceedings of trials shall be carried on during such hours as the 
court-martial shall determine.” 

Mr. INGALLS. Can the Senator from Iowa inform us how that 
changes the existing regulation on that subject? 

Mr, ALLISON. I can. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Article 94 of the articles of war provides that 
courts-martial shall be conducted between the hours of 8 in the morn- 
ing and 3 in the afternoon. This section proposes to leave those hours 
wholly to the court-martial itself, and the conferees on the part of the 
Senate are opposed to the provision, believing it is an unwise one. 

Mr. INGALLS. Can the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations advise us further what is the alleged necessity for.changing the 
articles of war in this particular? 

Mr. ALLISON. So far as I know, it grows out of what is known as 
the Swaim court-martial, where I believe the court convened at 11 
o'clock and under this article of war they were required to adjourn at 
3, which only gave them four hours each day. 

Mr. INGALLS. It concerns then the convenience of the court. 

Mr.SEWELL. Theninety-fourth articleof war leaves the discretion 
also in the officer ordering the court to change the hours if he pleases, 
If you do away with that article of war and allow the court-martial to 
be the judge of the time in which they shall sit, you will have junior 
officers doing as they please, and take it entirely out of the power of 
their own superio officer who ordered the court, 

Mr. ALLISON. So the conferees on the part of the Senate believed, 
and therefore insisted upon its amendment striking out the section. 

Mr. HAWLEY. There is another reason for the existing law. There 
has been some gossip in newspapers and in military papers alleging 
that this came down to us from an old English custom because the 
dinner hour came about the time named for adjournment, and officers 


a bill (H. R. 2949) for | were not fit for serious business after dinner. 


I am assured by an old 
veteran that the reason for it was that officers in many cases were put 
on courts-martial where the service could not spare them from other 
duties during a portion of the twenty-four hours, and after 3 they could 
attend to certain other duties; the dress-parade I might mention, and 
various other things; so that it was in accordance with the convenience 
of the service that that rule was made. Besides that, this veteran offi- 
cer assured me himself he had many times spent the night preparing 
the record of proceedings, from 8 or 9 until the hour of adjournment, 
so that it might be ready for the nextday. Further he said it was due 
to the defense in many cases that the court-martial should not be al- 
lowed to hurry through the matter. I think the law ought to be allowed 
to stay as it is. 

Mx. INGALLS. Has the Committee on Military Affairs considered 
this question ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. No, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Connecticut I believe is a mem- 
ber of that committee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate some time ago directed the Committee on 
the Judiciary to consider what changes ought to be made in the law in 
regard to the matter of courts-martial, including the time of meeting, 
and that committee made a report, prepared by its chairman who now 
occupies the chair, which has been printed for the information of the 
Senate, but I believe it has not been read, in which it was declared as 
the judgment of the committee that there was no reason for maintain- 
ing in time of peace several of the distinctive practices which prevail 
in the matter of courts-martial, whether they may or may not be nec- 
essary in time of war. 

A court-martial of course very often determines fg. more im- 
portant to the person tried than the question of life itself, affe the 
reputation, the fortune, the career, and sometimes of course the life of 
the officer who is tried. Those trials are held by officers who are un- 
acquainted with the rules of evidence and the rules of law except in 
the most imperfect manner. The committee s that wherever 
it is possible there ought to be associated with a court-martial held in 
time of peace some experienced judicial officer. 

In the next place, a court-martial is composed of not less than thir- 
teen persons, unless there be some grave reason which renders it im- 
practicable to have so large a number; and while the President is di- 
rected to compose the court-martial of officers equal or superior in rank 
to the m accused, where that is practicable, he is also authorized, 
where he does not find that convenient, to call juniors in the service 
into the court. The result is that a man is tried in that most jealous 
and ambitious of all professions, the military or the naval profession, 
by persons who have an interest in gaining a step or in an office 
held by a senior. That enters unconsciously, perhaps sometimes con- 
sciously, into the determination, both in the matter of conviction and 
the matter of sentence. 

Then the defendant is at another great disadvantage. The judge- 
advocate in theory is impartial between the two sides—that is, the Gov- 
ernment and the accused; but in practice e body knows the effect 
on the mind of a capable lawyer or advocate of having the duty of pros- 
ecution upon his hands. He becomes zealous for conviction. He re- 
gards the acquittal of the accused as a defeat for himself, and the con- 
viction of the accused as a victory for himself; and he gets all the spirit 
of the advocate and the prosecutor, and he has the great ad van over 
the defense of being present at all the secret deliberations of the court. 
He knows how to shape his evidence; he knows how to shape his argu- 
ment after having learned just the state of mind as the case is going 
on of each of the members of the tribunal who are ultimately to deter- 
mine the case—an advantage which is denied to the advocate of the ac- 
cused or to the accused himself. 

I make these remarks for the information of the public and of the 
Senate, not claiming, of course, that the Appropriations Committee err 
in not entering into an important field of legislation on this appropria- 
tion bill, but to express the hope that very early in the next Congress 
some measure will be adopted to cure these evils, as far as possible. 

Mr. MAXEY. Our attention has been very sharply directed re- 
cently to proceedings by courts-martial. My judgment is from experi- 
ence in matters of that kind that there should be a revision of the law 
regulating proceedings by court-martial, either by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee or by the Committee on Military Affairs. If done by the Ju- 
diciary Committee, it ought to be submitted by them to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, or, at all events, that committee ought to have 
an opportunity of examining it carefully before action by the Senate. 
It is impracticable to do that at this session, and I suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, who has charge of this bill, that the reasons assigned 
by the Senator from Massachusetts and those that I have given here- 
tofore should be conclusive against the proposed legislation at this time. 
For one, as a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, I am not 
willing to take up and act upon amendments to the Articles of War, 
affecting the service, in this appropriation bill. I think we ought to 


have an opportunity to look at them carefully. I am willing to have 
the Committee on the Judiciary report a bill, but I want to see that 
bill, asa memberof the Committee on Military Affairs, considered by that 
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committee carefully, in order that we may act wisely, and say whether 


or not, in our judgment, the laws regulating the proceedings of courts- 
martial should be amended. There are many other things besides the 
time that should be looked into. I trust that there will be no action 
changing the laws regulating proceedings by courts-martial on a bill of 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have read the amendment now 
in controversy, the proposed article of war. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section that the Senate has pro- 
posed to the House to strike out will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read section 2 of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The only change that is made in article 94 is that 
under the existing article courts-martial can only be held between the 
hours of 8 in the morning and 3 in the afternoon. It seems to me that 
this is too small a matter to delay the passage of this appropriation 
bill. Ibelieve that the House is right in the section proposed by it. 
Our attention has been called pretty sharply to the fact that a board 
of officers composed of some of the leading officers of the Army were 
detained here more than a month in the trial of a single case by the fact 
that they were compelled to adjourn at 3 o'clock each day and could 
not sit longer. As a matter of course they can not meet at 8 o'clock, 
unless they live at hotels where they can get breakfast at 6 or 7, by 
candle-light in the winter time. They can not meet, in the ordinary 
course of business here in Washington, before about 11 o’elock, or 10 
o'clock at the earliest. They were compelled to adjourn at 3 o’clock, 
and the trial was prolonged on that account. 

There is no danger in leaving to a court-martial the discretion as to 
its hour of adjournment. It is left to every justice of the to 
every tribunal great and small, to determine the time when it shall ad- 
journ; and every court will at times hold longer or shorter sessions 
according to the exigencies of the case. A court-martial is already by 
the preceding article of war armed with the power to adjourn from 
day to day with almost unlimited control over the triat. Now, why 
e 2 not be intrusted with flxing the time during which they 

Mr. MAXEY. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me a moment, 
I think the present hours fixed in our law were ad from the pro- 
ceedings of courts-martial in England, as fixed probably more than a 
cen ago. I agree that the Senator is right in wanting a change, 
but I do not see any use in chopping up the law when we ought to re- 
vise the whole of it; and there is no immediate necessity for taking up 
this particular item when the whole law ought to be revised. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But now as the subject is before us, and as this 

ition delays the of the Army bill, I think the betterway 
for us to recede from our amendment if we substantially agree to the 
wisdom of the proposition contained inthe bill. It has got beyond the 
stage at which we can raise a question of order, or even a question of 
propriety or appropriateness; but here it delays the passage of the Army 
appropriation bill, and I think the simpler mode therefore is to recede. 
i rane the Senate recede from this amendment, whatever its 
number. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion is not yet in order. 
The question now is on agreeing to the conference report, after which 
the question will be on the twenty-third amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Do the conference report a disagreement ? 

Mr. ALLISON. We report an agreement on every question except 
the last amendment. — 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I respectfully suggest to the Chair that now 
would be the time to submit a motion to recede. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under the 
rules the first question is on ing to what the conference commit- 
tee has recommended, after which the residue of the bill will be before 
the Senate for action. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All right. I will submit the motion then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa that the report of the conference committee be 
concurred in. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is now before the Senate the 
action of the Senate in disagreeing to the last section of the bill which 
has been read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment ing to the section referred to. That would pass the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate recede from its amendment No. 23. 

Mr.SEWELL. The present ninety-fourth article of war reads thus: 


ART. 94. Proceedings of trials shall be carried on only between the hours of 8 
in the morning and 3 in the afternoon, ex ng in cases which, in the opinion 
of the officer appointing the court, require immediate example. 


Mr. SHERMAN. The reason given for that is that a man might be 


caught in the act of committing crime,when a prompt and immediate 
example would be required. i 
Mr.SEWELL. It leaves it entirely in the hands of the officer order- 
ing the court whether they shall sit without regard to hours or not. If 
we were to change that article of war it would place the co 
officer of a post or garrison in a very unpleasant position. 


mmanding 
With only 


a few officers under his command all of them might be required to hold 
a court, and he would be practically without any officers under his 
orders whom he could control while that court was sitting. They might 
sit without regard to his orders. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senator will look at the preceding article 
of war, article 93, he will see that— 

A court-martial shall, for reasonable cause, grant a continuance to either party 
for such time, and as often, as may appear to be just. 

So that they have practically the power to continue their existence 
if they choose, but at tlie same time a superior officer can disband a 
court-martial at any time. 

Mr.SEWELL. Les, he can disband it. Another suggestion oceurs 
tome. At the Military Academy, for instance, it has been customary 
to hold these courts. They are held very often there, so as not to in- 
terfere with the academic studies. . It seems to me that an article of 
war which has passed the ordeal of a great many years and has never 
been criticised in the Army before to-day, should not be changed in 
this manner. N . 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Ohio, be- 
fore asking us to agree to this legislation as it comes from the House 
of Representatives, will inform us how this article of war can at the 
same time be repealed and amended. Let me read the language of the 
bill as it came from the House: 

Sec. 2. That article 91 of section 1342 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
— be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and amended so as to read as fol- 

WS. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. We had that under discussion when the 
bill was before the Senate, and it was supposed that was a misprint, 
There is a mistake evidently. , 

Mr. INGALLS. Then the Senator from Ohio wants us to agree toa 
misprint, an admitted and confessed misprint, a solecism, something 
admitted to be insensible, simply because we should not delay the pas- 

of the bill? Mr. President, this can not be a misprint. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that there is no 
misprint. The House bill reads as the print does. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it is proper and right as it is. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Senator from Ohio, if he considers this as cor- 
rect phraseology and a proper method in dealing with legislation, lam 
sure does not with the majority of his associates. In any event, 
the only objection that he makes to still further insisting upon the 
amendment made by the Senate is that it will delay action upon this 
bill. 

Mr. President, I believe I am warranted in saying that the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs of this body, to which this subject would prop · 
erly be referred, though they have taken no formal action, are unan- 
imously opposed to this modification of the rules of war. I see no 
reason why the modification should be made. The discretion, as the 
Senator from New Jersey has just advised us by reading the article, is 
absolute in the authorities by which a court-martial may be ordered. 
And for the purpose of accommodating the habits of certain high offi- 
cials of the Army who do not find it convenient in uence of the 
lateness of the hour at which they breakfast to assemble before 11 
o'clock, we are to be requested to assent to this crude, absurd, and ridic- 
ulous legislation, against the judgment of the Committee on Military 
Affairs and against the express rule of the Senate which declares that 
there shall be no general legislation upon appropriation bills. } 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will at least in a case as plain 
as this, where there is no necessity, where the form in which it appears 
is preposterous, not be called upon to stultify itself simply because we 
may possibly delay fora few hours the of this bill. 

I may add here that I am not willing to deal with the subject of courts- 
martial and the rules of war in this fragmentary way. If the published 
proceedings of a recent very notable and conspicuous court-martial are 
correct, there are some things that need amendment about these tribu- 
nals far more than the hours at which they shall assemble in the morn- 
ing and disperse in the afternoon. I refer, sir, to the trial of General 
Swaim, the Judge-Advocate-General of the Army of the United States, 
whose case was tried by a court-martial consisting of thirteen general 
officers, I believe, who examined with great care, minuteness, and pa- 
tience, for many days, the serious allegations preferred against him; 
and after protracted investigation reported their findings and sentence’ 
to the President of the United States. : 

If the published statements are correct the subsequent proceedings 
were a d to civilization. It is a shame that any tribunal inde- 
pendent, intelligent, competent to act, after having for days and weeks 
in pursuance of the authority of law investigated a charge, should be 
governed by such regulations that it may be twice subjected to such 
pressure, to such violent interference as appears to have been brought 
to bear in this case, not in the interest of justice apparently, but to 
extort and compel a more violent, severe, and degrading verdict against 
the accused than the court was willing to inflict. 

But, sir, it seems that even twice would not suffice; that when the 
verdict had been sent back, if was returned a second time to this re- 
Iuetant tribunal; they modified their sentence; it was again returned 
for the purpose of still further revision; and when at last in the exercise 
of their constitutional authority they submitted their third sentence, it 


2120 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


was approved, with the addition of the most offensive and humiliating 
epithets and inferences against the court and the accused, to the effect 
that the result of their verdict was to make General Swaim a pensioner 
upon the Army Register while unfit to perform the duties of the office, 
and enabling him to draw one-half the compensation, to none of which 
he was entitled. 

Sir, if we are to deal with the subject of courts-martial and the arti- 
cles of war, I desire to begin with some more serious paragraph than 
that which says they shall meet at 8 o’clock in the morning and dis- 
perse at 3 o’clock in the afternoon. Let us not pay tithes of anise, 
mint, and cummin and omit the weightier matters of the law. 

Therefore, sir, I hope that the Senate will not depart from the ob- 
servation of its rule; that it will insist that this, being general and 
improper legislation, shall not be placed upon this appropriation bill, 
but that we may be permitted, if we are ever to deal with this anomaly 
in judicial procedure, to so deal with it that a tribunal properly ap- 
pointed and constituted, having passed in a legal way upon matters 
subject to its jurisdiction, shall not be exposed to external compulsion 
that would not be tolerated in any other system upon the face of this 
earth. 

Mr..SHERMAN. Mr. President, the criticism of the Senator from 
Kansas upon the form in which this is sent to us it seems to me is hyper- 
critical; at any rate, I do not choose to regard it as a matter of serious 
import. The substance of the proposition made by the House is that 
in place of the ninety-fourth article of war, which is repealed by their 
section, another article shall be inserted. That is the effect of it. As 
a matter of course, if this section is agreed to and the Senate recedes 
from.its amendment, the language of the ninety-fourth article of war 
will be as contained in this proposed section, instead of the language 
now contained in the Revised Statutes. That is the substance of it; it 
makes no difference what the form is. It would probably have been 
better to use the word ‘‘substituted’’ instead of ‘‘amended;’’ that 
would have been more correct; but it is a very small matter. Here is 
an acknowl evil, an acknowledged error in the Revised Statutes, 
brought prominently before us. The of the Army bill is de- 
layed because of resistance to a proposition to correct it. 

Mr, ALLISON. I do not like to disturb the Senator, but this is not 
an acknowledged evil as I understand it, but it is a question of severe 
dispute between people who understand the question. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Kansas * Committee on 
Military Affairs are unanimous on this subject. t surprises me. 

Mr. INGALLS. I had no right to say that, but I was informed that 
was, the case in current conversation about me. Of course I had no 
right to say that, but it was simply one argument that was proper to 
be advanced in case it were true. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Committee on Military Affairs have had 
this matter before them and have considered it, I should feel inclined 
to follow their ju ent, not that their judgment would be final on us, 
but on the whole I should prefer to yield to their judgment. The sub- 
ject has never been referred to the Military Committee, and I under- 
stand the Senator from Texas [Mr. MAXEY], who is a member of that 
committee, to say that he thinks the change should be made; that this 
old article of war came to us more than a century ago from the British 
army, and that he thinks in addition to this or more important than this 
are many other changes which ought to be made in the Rules and Ar- 
ticles of War. 

Mr. MAXEY. Of very much more importance. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Sol understood the Senator. That does not place 
the Senator from Texas against the idea suggested by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, nor do I understand that the Committee on Military Affairs 
has acted on it at all. 

I do not want to enlarge upon the discussion opened up by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas, although I sometimes for the last month or two have 
felt strongly inclined to do so. There is one thing connected with mili- 
tary courts-martial that seems to me very and it t to be 
corrected by the proper authorities. We have an officer called a judge- 
advocate in each court-martial. His proper name according to the re- 
cent experience we have seen is that of a prosecuting attorney of the 
most vigilant and pushing kind. When he is a egret attorney 
appearing only for the Government, met on the side by attorneys 
on the part of the defendant, I think it is a gross shame and outrage 
that that prosecuting attorney should appear before the court-martial, 
ee oa in their secret deliberations, be present at all their confer- 
ences there to aid and represent one side while the other side is silent 
and unheard. He knows precisely the decision of the court-martial 
upon every question of evidence; he knows how to meet any difficulty 
on that point that may be in the mind ef the court-martial, while the 
attorney for the defense has no such opportunity. Sir, the change 
in the articles of war I would make is that when the judge-advocate 
is no longer a judge- advocate but is a prosecuting attorney, he shall 
not be present when the court-martial excludes the public to confer 
upon any question of evidence or upon the finaldecision. Let it appears 
in this case according to the public prints that the prosecuting attorney, 
contesting the point against the defense, went with the court-martial 
into secret session and there aided them by his advice, his countenance, 
his opinion, his authority in the decision of the very questions that he 
had argued as an attorney. If that is the law of courts-martial, God 


help me from ever falling under the law of courts-martial. Thatought 


to be corrected; but I do not choose to discuss that now. 

I think now we have one error in these articles of war presented by 
the House of Representatives very forcibly, and it ought to be co . 
To do so does not infringe on any authority, because now nobody has a 
right to change this arbitrary rule as to the time of meeting unless in 
a case di ing immediate action. The Secretary of War can not do 
it, nor can the President do it. The law isso. I should be perfectly 
willing that instead of the court-martial fixing the time of adjourn- 
ment, the Secretary of War, if he is within reach, should do it; but he 
is not within reach in many cases, and so he can not do it. Somebody 
ought to have the power to extend the sessions of a court-martial be- 
yond 3 o’clock, so that the proceedings may be summary. 

Mr. SEWELL. In time of war I remember that almost every order 
that was issued constituting courts-martial authorized them to sit 
without regard to hours.“ 

Mr. SHERMAN. © There ought to be some such power as that in 
time of peace. That is all I ask, and the court-martial can safely be in- 
vested with that power. That is the proposition made to usin the bill. 
In aid of public business, in aid of the rapid di and disposition 
of the business of courts-martial, in the interest of economy, the courts- 
martial should be permitted to extend their sessions beyond 3 o’clock 
in the afternoon if they choose to do it. If they do not choose, they 
need not do it. s 

Mr. DAWES. It does seem to me that this whole discussion is like 
picking up a bird-seed. I can not conceive of anything about a court- 

ial so unimportant and so trifling as to engage the Con of the 
United States in determining at what time the members of it shall get 
up in the morning; for that is all. In the presence of the announce- 
ment in the public papers this morning of that which will be a reproach 
to the administration of justice in all time, we are told that an appro- 
priation for the support of the Army shall not Congress unless the 
Senate of the United States will consent to a of the law to the 
extent of determining when a court-martial shall adjourn. Let us do 
it at some other time if we are to doit at all, and not at this time when 
every one of us should have our minds turned toanother more grievous 
and important question, whether the rights of accused men on trial have 
been trampled down under the forms of law or not. 

Let us not trifle in this manner, and say that here to-day all we have 
got to complain of is that a court-martial can not be convened in ac- 
cordance with the convenience of its members early enough to sit four 
hours in a day. Sir, more consequence attaches to what courts-martial 
of late have done than to what time they convene or what time it is 
necessary for them to adjourn. Better would it have been for the name 
of justice had they not convened at all, or if they had adjourned much 
earlier in the day than they have done, rather than to spread before 
this country, as has been done this morning, such proceedings as ought 
to shock every man’s sense of justice. 

I am tired of being told that the regular ap tion bills for car- 
rying on this Government are not to pass ess some change in the 
existing law shall go along with them. Sir, the laws ought to be 

when the two Houses of Congress upon fair deliberation shall 
determine that they ought to be changed, and when this branch or any 
other branch of the legislative department of this Government shall 
say that the appropriation bills necessary for carrying on this Govern- 
ment shall not pass unless there shall also be changes in existing Jaw 
along with them, then we cease to be free and deliberative bodies. 

This is the condition of things to-day, sir. One or the other branch 
is told that the wheels of Government shall stop until changes in laws 
not pertaining to the administration of the Government and the ex- 
penditures of money shall be made law at the same time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PLUMB. I desire to ask whence the Senator got that specific 
and valuable piece of information that has heretofore been imparted to 
him. I should be glad to know when that statement has been made 
and where. 

Mr. DAWES. Why, Mr. President, we are not deaf or blind, un- 
less when we will not see or hear. Every day, within the last week or 
ten days, we have been brought—one branch or the other—into a posi- 
tion that admits of no other ee than that. There is no other 
alternative. We are told the r from Kansas knows to what I 
specifically allude—this morning that we can not have passed appro- 
priation bills absolutely necessary for the carrying on of the Govern- 
ment; the Government must stop or an extra session of Congress be 
called before July, unless one body or the other will consent to have 
such changes in existing and established law as the other body shall de- 
termine are wise; and we are told to-day that our failure to recede from 
an amendment to the Army bill is delaying the passage of the Army 
bill. Now, the Army bill is a necessity, and all we ask is for an ap- 
propriation bill to carry on the Army; but we are töld somewhere that 
unless we change existing laws we shall not have that; and we are told 
that we are delaying the passage of the Army bill; not some other body 
that refuses to take an Army bill. It will take no longer time for that 
body to recede from its proposition to change the law than it will for 
this body to concur in its action. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
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chusetts if he states publicly on the floor of the Senate that it has been 


said that unless we consent to the legislation proposed the Army bill 
shall fail, and there will be an extra session? I should like to * 
who said that. Did any member of Congress say it? 

Mr. DAWES. I have not said any such thing. I said that it had 
been stated here that the Army bill has been delayed in its be- 
cause we would not recedé from our amendment. I have said further 
that there are other bills on which we are told that there shall be an 
extra session of Congress unless we shall change existing law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask the Senator from Massachusetts if I made 
such a declarationas that. I do not know any one else who is referred 
to unless it be myself. Did I make the declaration that unless we 
should recede from ouramendment that would prevent the House from 
acting? 

Mr. DAWES. No, Mr. President, the Senator did not say any such 
thing; but the Senator said just this, that the Army bill was being de- 

-layed,and it was beingdelayed because we insisted on this amendment; 
and insisting on this amendment is insisting on an Army bill pure and 
simple. As I said, it would not take any longer for another branch to 
recede than it would for us to concur, and when they recede we shall 
have an Army bill. When we concur we are forced to change existing 
Jaw in order to get an Army bill. That is the difference. 

Mr. PLUMB. The statement made by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, I regret to say, he did not fortify as well as I think he ought to 
have done, having made it with some degree of sonorousness and a good 
deal of emphasis and in a manner calculated, I think, to alarm all the 
people who do not think there ought to be an extra session. I was 
very glad, however, to see that he turned his whole batteries finally on 
the Senator from Ohio, because I do not know any one who is better 
qualified to resist solid shot than that Senator; and finally, when it 
came down to specifications it resolved itself into the very harmless 
remark the Senator from Ohio had made about the few minutes’ delay 
there might be (and which there would not be if nobody had spoken) 
in regard to the of the Army appropriation bill. 

But I want to say that so far as I know anything about the temper of 
the House, which I suppose to have been referred to by the Senator from 
Massachusetts, there is nothing which indicates that they want to force 

an extra session of Congress on this question of legislation. I think all 
there is or can be in it is this: Undoubtedly some sentiment exists in 
regard to the position the Senate has taken concerning the action of the 
House in putting legislation on appropriation bills which was in order 
under the rules of the House; but beyond that I know of no feeling ex- 
isting which is liable to produce any kind of delay in the consideration 
of appropriation bills. That such a feeling as that should exist is not 
only inevitable, but it is proper. I have no doubt that if any member 
of this ara Gea a member of the other House he would say that any- 
thing which was proper under the rules of that body to be put upon 
appropriation bills ought to receive some consideration here. The Sen- 
ate has adopted another ruleand has resolved to strike itout absolutely 
without reference to its merits simply because it is legislation; but that 
that difference will be composed I have no doubt, because I do not be- 
lieve that any considerable number of men in either House desire an 
extra session of Congress. I think that there is no use of creating alarm 
on so slight a foundation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. HARRISON. As some reference has been made to the views of 
the Military Committee on this subject, which is one that in the ordi- 
nary course of legislation would go to that committee for consideration, 
and as I at this time happen to be acting chairman of that committee, 
I desire to say a word or two. 

The subject has never been considered by the Military Committee. 
No bill involving this proposition has been sent to the Military Com- 
mittee for consideration. Therefore no one is authorized to express the 
opinion of that committee upon this subject. We can only arrive at 

that by the e ions which have fallen from members of that com- 
mittee on the floor of the Senate. 

For one, I am opposed to-the proposed legislation in the shape in 
which it comes to us. I think if a proposition were submitted to the 
Military Committee to modify the law by extending the duration of the 
pomis sessions of courts-martial, it would be acted upon favorably. 

it were proposed, for instance, that they might sit from 9 until 4 or 
from 9 until 5, I think that such a proposition would likely meet the 
concurrence of a majority of the Committee on Military Affairs. But 
this proposition is not that. It is to give a court-martial liberty to sit 
during such hours as it pleases, to extend its sessions twelve hoursa day 
if it chooses. It seems to me there are reasons why some limit should 
be fixed by law, giving the court abundant time for a reasonable day’s 
work in the investigation of a judicial question, and there are other rea- 
sons why the discretion of the court-martial should not be absolute as 
to the hours during which it would sit. In the case to which reference 
has been made in this debate, I recollect an application for delay put I 
believe upon the ground of indisposition or sickness of the accused, 
and if Iam not mistaken it was met by some suggestion that it was 
simply for delay. 

Now, Mr. President, in the line of what we have seen of courts-mar- 


The question is on agreeing to the 


tial, for one I am not willing togive a court-martial unlimited discre- 
tion as to the hours during which it should sit. If there should be in 
any case a disposition to persecute an officer, if there should be in any 
case a disposition to deny to him a fair opportunity of presenting his 
case, this unlimited discretion as to the hours of sitting would put into 
the hands of the court-martial a power of executing their purpose, if 
such a purpose could be imputed 1 to a court-martial, to prevent the 
aecused from having that time which was necessary for the proper pres- 
entation of his case. 

The Military Committee are constantly called upon to review the 
proceedings of courts-martial. Officers of the Army who have been dis- 
missed or upon whom penalties have been imposed by the judgment of 
courts-martial are continually coming to Congress and to the Military 
Committee for relief against sentences which have been pronounced. 
In some of these cases the Military Committee have given careful at- 
tention to the record as presented, and while they have not believed 
that it was in their power to reverse the sentence of a court-martial 
which had received the approval of the reviewing authority, they have 
been impressed in more than one case with the injustice and cruelty of 
some of these tribunals, but have found themselves without the power 
to 

For one I would favor a proposition that would make the hours more 
reasonable, and that would extend the period which a court- 
martial might sit; but I am not willing to a the legislation pro- 
posed by the House which gives a court-martial absolute power over 
the question as to how many hours a day it shall sit. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the debate has wandered pretty wide 
from the question which was originally raised, not by any means the 
first time here, as to legislation put by the House of Representatives 
upon appropriation bills, and it has led to very serious reflections upon 
the methods and results of what is known as the Swaim court-martial: 
I have read the decision as finally reached by that court. It seems to 
me to be a severe decision, but I am not for one to say that 
the officers who constituted that court and gave laborious service tothe 
investigation intrusted to them have been actuated either by a desire 
or @ willingness to do injustice to any one, or that they have been un- 
duly impressed by superior authority. The court that tried the officer 
was an eminently distinguished one, presided over by one of the great- 
est of the generals and commanders in the Army of the United States. 

Mr. INGALLS. Will the Senator pardon a momentary interrup- 
tion ? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. INGALLS. I trust the Senator did not understand me by even 
the remotest indirection as casting any imputation upon that court, or 
any member thereof, of any desire to do injustice. The intention that 
I had was absolutely the reverse of that. z 

Mr. HALE. Iam glad to get the Senator’s disclaimer, so far as it 
goes. Not only was the court distinguished in its head, butthe officers 
selected for the important trial committed to that court were all evi- 
dently selected with the greatest care, in the exercise of the highest 
judgment, showing that the supreme authority in the War ent 
meant that this investigation should be clean and thorough and ex- 
haustive and conclusive, so that when the court was made up it was a 
testimonial not only as to its on fairness in its construction, but as to 
the desire to do justice on the part of the authority that selected the 
court. With that remark I leave the court. t 

Now, so far as concerns there having been any intrusion upon the 
deliberations and the results of that court-martial, I am not prepared 
to believe that any superior authority in the War Department desired 
to do injustice or to have injustice done. There is nothing whatever. 
about the life and the record and the attitude of the Secretary of War 
that for a moment will justify any Senator in casting any imputation 
upon him. That Secretary has an inherited integrity. He hasa posi- 
tion that he has gained in the four years of his administration which’ 
shows that while he is impatient of irresponsibility and incomhpetency} 
and while he is sensitive as to the good name of the War Department} 
from the beginning to the close of his service heshas been actuated by 
motives only commensurate with the good of the service, and with the 
desire to see that the service shall be built up and increased in 
regard of the American people, and not diminished. Iam not prepared 
to sit here and allow any aspersion to be left upon him or upon the 
court. I may believe its sentence to be a severe one, but I have not 
given my days and my nights to the investigation as have the good 
men who conducted it. I have not the knowledge that the Secretary 
of War has upon the subject, and I am prepared to believe that a 
severe sentence may sometimes be justified by facts which I have not 
had the time to investigate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Maine makes a remark as if 
somebody had assailed the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know that anybody here has meant to refer in 
any terms or in any way to the Secretary of War. I shall be glad if 
every Senator who has taken part in this debate disclaims that, and that 
will end it. But certainly when we are told that these proceedings are 
the sum of human outrage and that there has been an intrusion by supe- 
rior authority, it must mean some person high in authority and above 
the court, and I supposed it referred to the Secretary of War. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. In this debate I have not heard a single person 
make the slightest reference to the Secretary of War. I certainly did 


no remark made in regard to the Secretaryof War. What 
I said was—and I always say what I think, so that nobody need mis- 
understand me 

Mr. HALE. I did not understand that the Senator made such a ref- 
erence. I was not referring to him. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I had not the Secretary of War in my mind. I 
said that a judge-advocate, calling himself a judge-advocate, who acts as 
a prosecuting attorney, and, 3 to the public, prints and I have 
no information on this except what I have seen in the public prints 
conducts his case with great skill as a 8 attorney, should not 
be with the court in its secret deliberations. I did not even comment 
on him with severity. I merely said that he was a prosecuting attor- 
ney, and in any court would be considered an efficient one, prosecuting 
his case with great animation and with a determination, as he said him- 
self, to press it to the utmost. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Where there are counsel for the de- 
fense the judge-advocate becomes prosecutor, as a matter of course; he 
can not avoid it. ii 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, for that judge - advocate to go into the secret 
councils of the court-martial, to be allowed to use arguments there 
when he has nobody to reply to him, and to be present when the court- 
martial are deliberating upon their verdict, is an outrage upon justice, 
I do not care by whom it is committed, and that prosecuting attorney, 
no longer judge-advocate, violates the first elements, the first princi- 
ples of substantial justice, the fair trial of a man defending his reputa- 
tion or his life. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not wish to prolong this debate, but the Senate 
has been led into the discussion of a system. i 
the system is the thing which some time or other we must reform. 
Now, without putting any imputation upon any officer of the Govern- 
ment who has done his duty in executing the existing law as he finds 


representing a community famous for the intelligent and 
impartial and humane.and just administration of the law from its ear- 
liest settlement, will agree that this thing is an abuse which nothing 
but the exigencies of war certainly could justify in the system, not in 
the lar i because every officer must carry out the law as 
he finds it. The thing complained of is that after a court has decided 
upon a case, having heard both parties and has fixed its judgment, there 
should be communicated to that court an opinion of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral SB ay AE pe in its judgment, and the pressure 
of that —- rity (and the abler, the better, the stronger the At- 
torney: the worse. the injustice) put upon the court to revise 
its judgment and come to a more serere conclusion upon the facts or a 
more severe sentence, when the accused has no opportunity to reply. 

Just suppose the case of the man or woman in our commu- 
nity charged with a 3 the trial, after the argu- 
ment, after the verdict, the sentence the attorney-general of the 
Commonwealth or of the United States should be permitted to make a 
communication to that tribunal, urging a different verdict or a severer 
sentence, to which that person should have no opportunity by him or 
her or counsel to reply ! 

Mr. MILLER, of California. When was that done? 

Mr. HOAR. That is the regular course of things in regard to courts- 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not think it is. à 

Mr. HOAR. I have here before me the return to the court-martial 
of its finding and its sentence, accompanied by a discussion of that find- 
ing and sentence by the Attorney-General of the United States full of 
severity, full almost of sarcasm, and indorsed by the President of the 
United States. Those officers did exactly what according to the law of 
the land, which they were sworn to carry out, it was their duty to do. 
Iam not triticising the President; I am not criticising the Attorney- 
General; but does not my honorable friend from Maine agree with me 
that there can be no necessity for putting, in time of peace at least, the 
naval or military officers of this country under the operation of such 
pressure in a matter which involves fortune and may involve life? 

Mr. HALE. Now, will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I did not in any way go into the general question of 
reforming the conduct and fashion of courts-martial. Quite likely legis- 
lation may be needed in the direction suggested by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. All that I said was drawn from me by what seemed 
to have been reflections upon the superior officers of the courts-martial, 
and I only wish now to emphasize the point I made that whatever was 
done there by any superior officer, the Secretary of War, or the Attor- 
ney-General, is in accordance with practice and with custom and with 
law, as courts-martial are now conducted. I do not believe that any- 
body has infracted in that direction. 

Mr. HOAR. Iso understood the Senator from Maine, but itseemed 
to me proper to call the attention of the Senate, as the subject has been 

and has been discussed to some degree on its general merits, 


to this most extraordinary anomaly in the administration of the law in 
a country famous for the safeguards which it puts about the life or the 
property or the honor of its citizens. 


The case is an example; | be 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I will state to the Senator that if a 
court-martial makes a mistake in the law, makes a sentence which is 
impossible of execution, it is perfectly proper for the reviewing officer 
to call its attention to it, and have it reformed. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator from California maintain that it is 
proper for any person to be at liberty to attack the correctness of the 
sentence, demand a more severe sentence or a different finding on 
the facts, without giving opportunity to the accused to reply? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not see that anybody has ever 
done it; I do not know of a single case. 
piar HOAR. In this very case, what opportunity did the accused 

ve? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. In this case the sentence was to re- 
duce the officer to the rank of major, which was an impossible thing; 
it could not be done, as there was no vacancy in that grade. 

Mr. HOAR. That was the second sentence, and not the first. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not know what the first was. 

Mr. HOAR. Ido; and that is what I am referring to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The reviewing officer may request the 
court to reform its findings. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not an uncommon practice in courts-martial. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I have never heard of a case, and I 
served eight months on courts-martial myself. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator made the sentence so severe that 
it was not necessary, or perhaps it was so eminently just that no re- 
view was required. ‘ 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I speak of my own experience. 

Mr. HOAR, I have no doubt it was an eminently just sentence 
which was pronounced by any court of which the Senator was a mem- 


r. : 
Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, the remarks of the Senator from 
Maine appear to call for some additional o i In my remarks 
I intended to convey no imputation whatever upon the court-martial 
that tried General Swaim. They were actuated by a sentiment of jus- 
tice; they endeavored to be j and they rendered judgment that they 
believed tobe just. Their verdict or decision was sent to the President 
of the United States, sentencing the accused to be suspended from rank, 
duty, and pay for the period of three years. President Arthur—and . 
here let me interpolate by saying that I assume that the President had 
no personal connection whatever with this transaction; he was the ex- 
ecutive officer to whom the proceedings were transmitted, and through 
whom they were officially announced—I exonerate President Arthur 
from any participation in this transaction, because those whoare familiar 
with executive business know that such matters are not examined by 
him personally; they are referred to subordinate heads of ents, 
by whom they are investigated, and their results submitted to him for 
prom tion—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will theSenator please inform the Senate who it 
was—what officer acted upon this ? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not know anything about it. 

President Arthur, after examining and considering the findings and sentence, 
—..— bes ~ the feet Sha only oie to 8 of Which is 
believed ta be „ the offenses as found by the court. 

Sir, was it ever before known upon the face of the earth in any civil- 
ized tribunal that a new trial was ordered by an ap te judge be- 
cause the verdict was not of sufficient severity? Was it ever before 
permitted to be said by any appellate authority or tribunal that the man 

ht to have been hanged instead of being sent to the penitentiary, 

upon that ground to have the decision reversed? And this, too, 

without giving the accused a hearing; in secret; without the oppor- 
tunity of a presentation of the case of the accused ? 

Sir, I repeat that never under any system with which I am familiar— 
Russian tyranny, Turkish despotism—was there ever any code that per- 
mitted so infamous an outrage upon the rights of a citizen as the sys- 
tem of so-called justice that allowed such an outrage upon the rights 
and the liberties of General Swaim. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. INGALLS. With great pleasure. 

Mr. HALE. I wish to ask this question: Has the Senator any doubt 
that precisely what was done in this case, calling the attention of the 
court-martial anew to the facts in the case and in effect suggesting a 
severer sentence, is found repeatedly in the annals not only of our War 
Department, but of the war department of every other civilized gov- 
ernment? I do not raise the question about the courts. Undoubtedl. 
whatever may be the impatience, the sense of injustice that a civil 

may feel when an undoubted criminal goes clear, he can not 
reverse the judgment of the jury that has tried the man; he can not 
send it back to that tribunal. He may give instructions from time to 
time, he may give the law that will tend to make the verdict more 
severe in his judgment; he can not send it back; but in all military 
law, as I understand—and I think I shall be borne out by Senators 
who have a better knowledge of military law than I haye—this is a 
thing constantly oecurring. I ask the Senator if he knows about that 
himself. 

Mr. INGALLS. I do know about it, and I say that constitutes the 
infamy and shame of the system. If there were but a single instance 
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it would be enough to condemn it in the soul of every man who loved 
justice. But when the Senator from Maine arises and endeavors to sup- 
port it and apologize for it and justify it because there have been re- 
peated instances ofsuch invasions of the rights of the citizen that would 
never be tolerated in any country that has risen above barbarism, it is 
merely an additional argument, a thousand-fold stronger than that 
which I have presented, why this system should not be permitted to 
stand longer without modification. 

But, sir, the half has not been told. The most dangerous, the most 
suggestive, the most admonishing fact is the facility with which the 
court yielded to the suggestion of its superiors. Sir, there is some 
subtle magic, some mysterious influence, some incantation, it appears, 
by which, upon the mere suggestion of a desire for injustice from supe- 
rior authority, the court receded, yielded to the suggestion, took up the 
testimony and the findings again for review, but were apparently un- 
willing materially to increase the severity of the judgment they had 
rendered. Their second finding after reconsideration was an adherence 
upon the first finding, with a modification of their sentence, as follows: 

To be suspended year, 
for the tame portod, and at the end of thas period to be reduced to the grade of 
8 vocate with the rank of major in the Judge-Advocate-General's Depart- 
ment. 

To that the President responded through the law officers of the Ex- 
ecutive that it was an illegal sentence, impossible of execution, and 
once more the case went back for further review, upon the potent sug- 
gestion from the superior authority. It would be invidious to su 
that in the minds of any of the members of this court there could have 
been any impulse arising from the fact that if a vacancy could be cre- 
atel somebody would profit by it. I make no such intimation; but 
that is one of the incidents, the perilous incidents of the situation. Two 
attempts to secure the end that was desired having failed, the findings 
and sentence went back for a third time. 

Mr. HOAR. Not for hearing? 

Mr. INGALLS. Hearing by the Executive. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts properly not for hearing in the technical sense 
of that term, because there was no hearing. It was as secret as the 
Star Chamber or the Court of the Inquisition. The accused was con- 

fined by illness in his house. No person was admitted to the arguments 
made before the tribunal after its findings had been made, except it 
may be the officer mentioned by the Senator from Ohio, the judge- 
advocate, the prosecuting officer of the Government. 

It is apparent— 


The President says— 


from the terms of the amended sentence that it was the intention of the court 
to award a punishment of greater severity— 


As the Executive had suggested. The evidence had not been changed; 
no more witnesses had been examined; there had been no addition of 
argument before the tribunal; but in consequence of an admonition 
from some unknown power, the President says it is apparent that the 
tribunal ‘‘ intended to award a punishment of greater severity '’— 


and 3 Fe nE heir — be men are 8 accused has 
been found guilty n Was penalty udged 0 proceedings; 
and if the terms of the amended sentence were such as sah gn legally . 
out, the 8 of the court in that regard would have been accomplished. 
see e amended sentence, in effect, creates an office and fills it, thus at 
once embodying the exercise of legislative and executive functions and the 
approving power of the Senate. 


And again it went back and was reviewed. Again the court en- 
deavored to array themselves as a barrier against the encroachment of 
this hidden prerogative, and thereupon they revoked their former sen- 
tence and adjudged as follows: 


To be suspended from rank and duty for twelve years, and to forfeit one-half 
his monthly pay every month for the same period. 


But this, sir, was not sufficient. What was wanted was a vacancy. 
It was not enough that accused should be stigmatized, humiliated, 
branded so that like Cain from this time henceforth he wanders an out- 
cast among his fellows, but in accepting this sentence what is the lan- 
guage employed? Most vietors are magnanimous. It is not considered 
heroic to exult over a fallen adversary, The sentence was returned 
with the following comments: 


The opinion of the President as to the proper consequence of the findings of 
fact made by the court in the within record has already been given, and no 
further comment will be made upon the final sentence than to say that it is difti- 
cult to understand how the court could be willing to have the officer tried re- 
tained as a pensioner upon the price register, while it expressed its sense of his 
unfitness to perform the duties of his important office by the imposition of two 
different sentences, under either of which he would be deprived permanently 
of his functions. The idea that an office like that of Jadge-Advocate-General 
should remain vacant in effect for twelve years merely to save a part of its emol- 
uments to its incumbent under such circumstances would seem to come from 
an inversion of the p r relations of public offices and those holding them, 
and is an idea not sui to our institutions. While holding these views it is 


deemed to be for the public interest that the proceedings be not without result, 
aud therefore the proceedings, 
executed. 

Now, sir, I leave these facts to the candid judgment of an intelligent 
people. I make no accusation against any officer or Department of this 
Government; but no man can read the history of these proceedings 
without having a settled and established conviction that there was a 


Ko., are approved, and the sentence will be duly 


deliberate purpose somewhere not to do justice but to accomplish ven- 
against General Swaim. 

Sir, I know something about the history of this officer since he was 
first appointed. He was a volunteer soldier. He had not the honor of 
having the oil of coronation poured on him at West Point; he was se- 
lected by President Garfield to the office that he now holds and which, 
so far as I know, he has filled with a reasonable degree of ability. 

Several SENATORS. President Hayes. . 

Mr. INGALLS. He was not confirmed under Hayes’s appointment, 
and was subsequently appointed by Garfield. 

Mr. VOORHEES. e-was appointed at the request of President 
Garfield before he was inaugurated. He was appointed by Hayes on 
President Garfield’s request. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was he not confirmed under the administration of 
Garfield? 

Mr. VOORHEES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. INGALLS. So I thought; but in either event the accuracy of 
my statement would not be essentially modified. But since the time 
of his appointment, for reasons that are known to many of his com- 
rades, he has been pursued with a studied, persistent ignity that 
has no parallel so far as I am aware in the annals of revenge; and 
this is the crowning act of the injustice that our system of courts-mar- 
tial—to the disgrace of civilization I say it—renders possible. 

If the Senator from Maine desires any more specific information as to 
my belief of the source trom which the spirit has emanated, I can give 
it to him. I shall not be deterred by any encomiums in general terms 
upon any official of thisGovernment from expressing my convictions as 
to a transaction that I again characterize as being so infamous, so out- 

and so unwarranted as that to which our attention has been 
called this morn 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, the discussion which has taken place 
in rd to this simple amendment to an appropriation bill, as I am 
very happy to believe, voices in some respects the sentiment of a large 
portion of the American people. I do not wish to prolong this discus- 
sion. I have no desire to make charges or accusations against the 
eourt-martial or any of its officers or any of the officers of the Go - 
ment. But, sir, I do say that for months and for years it has been 
whispered in the secret circles of Army officers that such a result as 
this by hook or by crook, by law or by influence, would be reached, 
and that that volunteer officer, the bosom friend of General Garfield, 
appointed by President Hayes on his special request to be Judge-Ad- 
vocate-General because he was his most intimate friend during the 
war and his aid, would be crushed. It has been whispered in circles 
for years that the time was hastening on when Garfield’s memory 
would be dimmed, when his opponents dared attack him and his friends 
and his judgment, when those he had favored, when those he had 
loved, when those whose interests he had tried to promote would be 
stricken down at the behest of opponents for one cause or another. 

Sir, the result has come, and I venture to say that the good people of 
the United States throughout its length and breadth, the plain, honest, 
sensible, judicious men of this country will read the evidence, will read 
the course of this trial, will read the history of this examination and its 
references back and forth from one tribunal and from one authority to 
another, and will doubt whether it can be ble that in the United 
States there can be a court so constituted, can be such a mode of 
trial, there can be such power as would hold that for the offense charged 
and on the proof that was presented in its support an honorable man 
should be subjected to such merciless indignity and infamy. 

Sir, there is a secret history within a secret history there. There is 
a feeling against a volunteer officer of the Army who may have gained 
credit during the war and who may be promoted to high office, which 
he may retain in the midst of those who have gone through West Point, 
and that has long been known and felt by every man who has sat in 
Congress and who has endeavored to promote the interests or secure the 
promotion of a volunteer officer in the Army. 

What kind of a trial and mode of trial has there been here? I am 
not of individuals or of the court or of its officers; but what 
kind of justice is there when a subordinate officer who may be looking 
to the very place held by the man whom he is trying, himself the next 
in rank, is the inveterate and determinate prosecuting officer, in the 
councils of the court, in the secrets of the court, dealing with the proofs 
and making remarks di of his superior officer —he a junior 
judge-advocate waiting to depose his superior and employing all the 
arts of eloquence and all the energies of his nature in bringing to trial 
and conviction his superior officer that he may be removed and a va- 
cancy made which must be filled out of the seven or eight judge-advo- 
cates of the rank of major, of whom this prosecuting attorney is one. 
I have not either the honor or the pleasure of knowing officer, but 
I do know the spirit that pervaded the Judge-Advocate’s Corps among 
those majors who formed the judge-advocates in that corps under Gen- 
eral Swaim; and I do know that one of these men was appointed judge- 
advocate. 

Whatis a judge-advocate, and what is his duty, and what ought he 
todo? He stands there as the advocateof the accused. The Govern- 
ment is prosecuting; high military officers are making charges; a court- 
martial is appointed; and what is a judge- advocate appointed for? 
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Under the law and its spirit he is there to defend the to ad- 
vise the court ar as ra of the accused, and see that no injustice is 
done, not to be the gnant prosecutor, not to appear against a per- 
son with wrong. 

I will not say, however, that some were not unprepared for such a 
trial as this. Many of the people of the United States knew for years 
past, and I myself have told my friend, General Swaim, that it was nec- 
essary to be cautious, because all around him were those who had the 
power toseize the first opportunity to defame and destroy him. I am 
not alone in that. It has been the common remark of hundreds and 
thousands of friends of General Garfield that this victim would follow 
next. I am ashamed to say such things about my Government and 
about its officers; but this is not a thing that has been prepared and 
done in a corner, and I venture to say that when the information and 
the knowledge of this transaction is spread among the people there 
will be aquiet, solemn judgment of disapproval of courts-martial and 
of the power with which they can destroy men at will. 

This case has gone beyond the control of the courtand the President, 
and to the judgment of the people. I do not say who is to blame about 
it; but I do say, as the Senator from Kansas has said, that in the minds 
of many people of the United States it has been believed for the last 
two or three years that a pretext to accuse was all that was necessary 
to bring down upon the devoted head of Garfield’s last remaining friend 
in office the indignation of those who were offended because he, a vol- 
unteer officer of the Army, was appointed over the regular West Point 
officers who might have desired. promotion. I know that has been the 
belief among very many good men in this country, for I have heard it 
uttered time and time again. 

But, sir, whatever virtue there may be in courts-martial—and I have 
nothing to say against the officers composing this court-martial, for I 
believe they are good men, and of course I have nothing to say against 
the Executive or his advisers—I say that a system which will permit 
such a course, a system which can be used like a star chamber, a system 
that can be used like the Vehm Gericht in Germany, a subterranean court 
to control the destinies of men, their punishment, their existence, their 
lives, needs revision; and I think this will be the means of calling at- 
tention to the question whether the rights of the citizen and the rights 
of the people do not demand some revision of a system of trial and of 
verdict and of punishment so to the rights and liberties of 
men that it may affect even the innocent as if they were guilty. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to ask 
the Senator from Michigan a question ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. j 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idid not hear all he said in regard to the judge- 
advocate of the Swaim court-martial, but I ask him whether he said or 
intimated that that officer transcended the duties of the office to which 
he was assigned in the conduct of this court-martial ? 

Mr. CONGER. I said I was not acquainted with this officer, had 
never seen him, had nothing to say about the discharge of his duty; 
but I did that a jud vocate in the spirit and object of our laws 
had to there as well the advocate of the accused as the adviser 
of the court on the law, and I did say that in this case he has been a 
part of the court, he has oe ee he has publicly, if the 

pers are to be believed, made sundry remarks against the man whom 
he was there not to advocate 3 but to see that he had justice done 
him. He has taken that part which a prosecuting attorney or which 
an advocate would take against an opponent, using all the influences 
which could he used against a m accused of crime or against a de- 
fendant in a suit, so much so that it has been the remark and the com- 
ment of the newspapers that he appeared even a stronger prosecutor 
than the ordinary prosecutor in a court of law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Where the accused a by special counsel in 
his own defense, I do not believe that it is the special duty of the 
judge-advocate to defend the accused from the charges made against 
him; and I wish to say further that I do know the judge-advocate in this 
case, and I believe that a gross injustice has been done toa very deserv- 
ing officer by any one who intimates or says that he has acted in this 
case other than according to the dictates of his duty and according to 
the duty to which he was assigned by his superior officers. 

Mr. CONGER. ‘There has been no law by which because a man has 
counsel the judge-advocate’s duty is . How absurd would it 
be that the judge-advocate, the advocate and the ‘defender of the pros- 
ecuted man, because he got other aid and other assistance and other 
advisers, should presume that the law was changed, and instead of be- 
ing the defender as far as innocence and propriety was concerned he 
should turn to be his relentless persecutor! No, sir, there is no law 
which Late that because a man appears by counsel the duty of the 
judge-advocaté is changed; and, without saying anything against this 
man, I assert that if there be a system by which the judge-advocate 
may look toa vacancy in the office above him, as heand the seven other 
judge-advocates of the rank of major may all do, it isa system which 


gives a strong inducement to a judge-advocate to forget his duty as the 
advocate of the accused and be his persecutor. 

I do not say this judge-advocate did that, but all these other seven 
or eight judge-advocates are graduates of West Point, and there is no 


one of them but what, from the very nature of the case, would feel in- 
dignant and did feel indignant that a volunteer officer was promoted 
to the head of the Bureau of Military Justice in the War 


I am willing that Senators here should their views; and there 

out from this Capitol to every fair-minded and honest-minded man 

in this land the conviction that Judge-Advocate-General Swaim has 
been the victim of a co! to destroy him. I believe it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. dent— 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator from Connecticut 
give way a moment while I ask the Senator from Michigan a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). the 
Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes, sir. ‘ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I merely desired to ask a question 
of the Senator from Michigan, or any other Senator who can answer the 
question, and that is, whether or not the sentence of the court-martial 
as finally pronounced against General Swaim creates a vacancy in the 
office of Judge-Advocate-General ? 

Mr. CONGER. I do not see howitcan. It can not create a vacancy. 
They leave the officer there. They do not recommend dismissal, but 
only suspension; they leave the officer with such a judgment, with such 
a finding, for twelve years on half-pay, to represent the majesty and 
bravery and dignity of the Army by an officer at the head of one of its 
most important departments—a finding utterly incommensurate with 
the testimony and the proven fault of General Swaim. Instead of hav- 
ing a judgment of one year’s suspension without any loss of pay, by the 
interference of somebody—lI do not care whether it was the President, 
or the Secretary of War, or the Attorney-General, or the judge-advo- 
cate reviewing the case, or all of them together—by some process the 
honest verdict of high officers of the Army which declared that the of- 
fense as far as proved was worthy only of a suspension of one year with- 
out loss of pay, by some inextricable hocus-pocus, some infernal inside 
machinery which never will be accounted for, that same body of high, 
talented oflicers came to the conclusion that on the same proof on 
the same testimony, without a word being said for the accused and with- 
out any new hearing, they could suspend this officer twelve years. 

They would take away from a man who had served his country in 

the Army and in the war long and faithfully half his salary in mere 
mockery of decency, in mere mockery of justice, in mere mockery of the 
rights of a volunteer officer who had rendered his country valuable serv- 
iee, and who was the chosen confidant of the man who, although these 
courts-martial care not for his memory, half the people of the United 
States reverence, and love, and admire, even after he has gone down to 
his long home beneath the assassin’s stroke. These things will all 
come up among the people of the United States, I shall try to give 
them prominence myself, until a system which can produce such re- 
sults as this shall receive the attention of and a system shall 
be produced which will render it impossible that such flagitious wrongs, 
such enormous wrongs, can be carried on under an approved system of 
administration of justice in the Army, or in the Navy, or in the coun- 
try at large. 
Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, it is very disagreeable to be led so 
far from the true issue in this case, but some things have been said 
which certainly require a little comment. I will try to do it as briefly 
as possible, for I know the impatience of the Senate. 

I will begin by referring to the remarks our friend from Michigan has 
made concerning prejudice against volunteers in the Army. Foi a 
volunteer m , and I have many intimate and dear friends who were 
volunteers who are now in the r service, and I protest against 
giving the impression to the public that there is a disposition in the 
Army to do injustice to volunteers, and that such disposition prevails 
among the regulars. It is the uniform testimony of my e pablo 
I am happy to say I have none who were volunteers who were not hon- 
orable men—it is the uniform testimony of those gentlemen to me in 
private conversation that they are treated with courtesy and on terms 
of equality. 

Distinguished volunteer officers were summoned to this court. A 
volunteer officer who holds the highest position in the regular Army, 
General Terry, was one of the men summoned to this court. He was 
challenged off, to be sure, as the defense had a right to challenge him 
off, but there is no man of higher integrity or of more eminent ability 
both as a lawyer and soldier. There was no disposition shown in the 
making up of the court to hurt any man because of his having been a 
volunteer, The entire Corps of Judge-Advocates is composed of volun- 
teers, and so of the predecessors of General Swaim. Judge-Advocate- 
General Dunn was a member of Congress from Indiana. 2 short, that 
corps is considered as a civilian corps, and men are selected because they 
are su to have some knowledge of law in general as well as military 
law. I leave that, therefore, with my protest that the Army in gen- 
eral can not be ch: with a desire to do injustice to nearly half of 
itsown number. They can not live except on terms of equality with 
volunteer officers. 

Resulting from the resentments arising from this trial, the passions 
that have been evolved by it, there has been injustice done, in my 
opinion, to the court and to the general system of trial in the Army. 
Of course, courts-martial are more or Jess arbitrary, imperative, hasty 
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theirproceedings. They bring down to us probably some — — and 
some practices that seem to us very harsh; but in this case, there has 
been nothing unusual. I presume — have never before thought 
on this subject think it is a great an eats sega sey eS 
vocate should have sat with the court at the e in its secret coun- 
cils as well as appear before it as a prosecutor. That has always been 
the case. The court takes him for what he is worth. He does not 
vote upon the trial. He sits in the councils to answer questions and 
to assist. He is used as a sort of adviser to the court. You may say 
that ought to be . That is not the question to-day. That is 
the uniform law and always been in courts-martial, and Judge- 
Advocate Gardner is no more to blame than any one of his honorable 
predecessors who have been engaged in courts-martial. 

The judge-advocate defends the accused, our friend says. Yes, in 
ordinary hasty trials, especially in war times, when counsel can not 
be obtained, the judge-advocate is charged with the du 


of looking 
out for the person accused as well as for the Army. It is y to be 
called a court; in one sense it may be called a board of inquiry. It re- 


quires some peon winn with legal experience as much as can be obtained 
to advise in directions. Butin a case like the one here, eminent 
counsel were engaged for the defense of General Swaim, and the judge- 
advocate was wholly released from that part of it. His appearance on 
behalf of the defense would have been resented as an impertinence. 
He was turned over to his duty on the part of the Government to pros- 
ecute what was alleged to be an abuse against military discipline. 80 
there is no fault to be found with him in that 

Then again, the judgment of the court, or the opinion of the court, 
was sent back for further consideration and revision. That is done in 
thousands of cases. The court is only a sort o eee Sage 
and to recommend a certain sentence and send it to the revising au- 
remy the ap sane Sapeinting authori That is constantly done. It is in 

ogous to that w ich happens in our own civil courts 
5 an The judge rebukes a jury, he instructs it, he sends it back 
again and again. When a jury renders a judgment that the court is 
not satisfied with, but which it is compelled to accept, the court never- 
theless deems itself entirely free to rebuke the jury os the severest pos- 
sible terms. 

Mr. HOAR. Is it not the law in nearly every State in the Union 
that the judge is prohibited from expressing an opinion in a matter of 
fact before the jury ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The lawsare entirely familiar. Yes, the judge can 
not decide the facts for the jury. 

Mr. HOAR. That is not the question; the Senator does not answer. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator is perfectly familiar with the ordi- 
nary practice that the judge is not to give his opinion of the facts. He 
does not instruct the jury as to what the finding shall be in matters of 
fact, but when he applies his law to the facts there he is the master; 
that is his duty. It is the old theory that it is the duty of the jury to 
receive the law from the judge, but the jury take both law and fact in 
their hands whenever they choose to do so. I simply refer to this fact; 
it is a matter of constant practice that the judge rebukes a jury and 
sends it out, and that he upsets its judgment sometimes in civil mat- 
ters. Of course there are gross cases, Notlong since we had a famous 
trial in this city to recover damages for alleged false imprisonment 
under an order of the House of Representatives, in which the judgment 
of the jury was set aside ef the court. I have not heard any extraor- 
dinary gush of sympathy for the jury because it was not allowed any 
fire or anything to eat. It has happened within a comparatively short 
time in this city thata jury was not allowed any of the luxuries of life, 
to say the least. 

In this case the usual course, which is very common, has been re- 

of sending back the judgment for revision. That is the man- 
ner and the legal manner in which courts-martial are constituted. I 
would not pretend to pass a judgment upon the court in this case. In 
my younger days as a lawyer I had some practice as a justice of the 
peace. I learned then, if I had not known it before, that there are 
two sides to every case. I have not read the vast pile of evidence given 
in this case. I do not know how near guilty or how near innocent 
General Swaim is, but I do know that as a rule I would as lief trust 
my ay a honor to such officers of the Army as to any court I ever 
heard o 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask my honorable friend from Connecticut a 
question ? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. It is the practical question which has been before the 
Judiciary Committee and it will be before Congress pretty soon. No 
matter what has been the law from time immemorial or what has been 
done elsewhere, does the honorable Senator approve of Ht Judgment e 
munication made to a court-martial, after it had given its a 
urging upon it a severer sentence or a different finding? 
ator approve that as a principle to be maintained in time eee peace, with 
out having the ee appear, or does he think we may wisely amend 
the law? That is the question. 

Mr. HAWLEY. We are not called upon now to revise the laws 
which govern courts-martial, or to consider what the present laws are 
and to point ont their defects. Those laws are not before the Senate. 
There is a simple question here as to whether we shall adhere to our 


deliberate judgment in striking out a certain provision. I will read 


section 923 of the Regulations of the Army: 


When a court-martial appears to have erred in any D eee 
thority may reconvene the court fora reconsideration of its action 
tions for its guidance. The court may thereupon, should it concur Ta the v. 
submitted, proceed to remedy the errors pointed out; and may modify or com- 
pletely veto seg its findings. 


I wish the Senator from Massachusetts would listen a moment to 
this— 


The object of reconvening the court in such a case is to afford it an opportu- 
nity to reconsider the record, for the purpose of — eer Degli modifying any. 
conclusion the: and, also, to make any 5 record necessary 
to perfect it. An ing like a reopening of the ane new witnesses; 
or recalling those already examined, is wholly forega do the proceeding. 

Mr. HOAR. Ifthe Senator will pardon me, as he calls my attention 
to it, that is a provision undoubtedly necessary in time of war whten a 
court-martial has the reputation and the official life of an officer in i 
hands as much as his physical life. Of course the judgment of a 
martial, which might continue in service an incompetent, or co 
or even a traitorous officer, must be submitted to the supreme executive 
for revision; but this is a question of proceeding in time of peace. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not the question before us now whether we 
shall modify the system; it is whether it is right to pour unlimited re- 
proach upon a body of men com of both volunteers and 
who have been trying to do their best. The President is a volunteer 
soldier so far as he is commander of the Army; the of War is 
a volunteer. Some members of that court are distinguished soldiers of 
the highest rank, and they have acted according to the uniform laws 
of courts-martial. Whether they have decided right or not, I do not 
know, but I protest, with the imperfect statement before us, against 
this attempt to cast reproach upon that court. 

Then I come down to the question that is before us, and that is 
whether we shall strike out the clause which repeals the old law as 
to hours of session, and says those hours of session shall be at the dis- 
cretion of the court-martial. That would be a revolution in one sense 
in Army life, saying that subordinates shall have a right to issue orders 
which overrule the willof their superior officers. The question is sim- 
ply whether we shall strike that section out of the bill and leave the old 
law ordering courts to sit between 8 and 3 o'clock. 

I think that of itself is right; but if you wish to change it, do not, I 
beg you, change it to such a provision as this, because the reason of the 
existing law is found largely in the fact that in many cases in a post or 
garrison where a general court-martial is called it will take nearly all 
the officers at the post or the garrison to compose the court, and they 
must be relieved during a part of the day from the duties of the court, 
in order that the ordinary work of the may go on: 
They are relieved of court duty after 3 o'clock, and then every one of 
them, excepting the judge-advocate, who is the only man relieved here; 
will have time in which to attend to the ordinary dutiesof the garrison. 
Suppose there are fifteen officers in the garrison and thirteen of them 
are on a court-martial. The young men may thinkita very jolly thing 
to take a recess half the time, and leave the commanding officer to per- 
form the duties of adjutant, quartermaster, and commissary at the post. 

The provision, allow me to say, with due respect to those who made 
it, would put the law in a ridiculous shape. I hope we shall refuse to 
agree to it, and that we shall adhere to our position and ask for a fur- 
ther conference on this matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on to the 
motion of the Senator from Ohio that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ment No, 23. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
amendment No. 23. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to submit a motion to take up House bill 
7659. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would be the duty of the Chair 
to lay before the Senate the unfinished business; but the Chair under ; 
stands that the Senator from Iowa rises on the amendment to the Army 
9 bill to complete what he omitted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will do that in a moment, but I also ask the atten- 
tion of the Chair in order that I may now move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 
2 I will ask now that a committee of conference be appointed 
on the Arm: = appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate request a conference with the House of resentatives on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the am ent No. 23 of 
the Senate to the Army appropriation bill insisted upon by the Senate. 

The motion was ee Wo 

By unanimous consent, the President ro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on "the part of the te, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
PLUMB, and Mr. RANsom were appointed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the following 
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enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they were thereupon signed by 
4 bil (HE 739) fran 
i 732) granting a pension to William Weddingfield; 
A bill a R. 1164) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Elenor 


1 ae R. 1502) granting a pension to William Robinson; 


2 


11 


A pill (H. R. 1711) granting pensions to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, 
and Hi C. Sanders; 

A bill (H. R. 1984) granting a pension to Robert M. McKinlay; 

A bill (H. R. 2136) granting an increase of pension to Merlin C. 

A bill R. 2138) granting a pension to Martha Angell; 

A bill EE E 85 granting a pension to Adolph Weach; 

A bill (H. R. 2325) granting a pension to Helen M. Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 2670) mga ion to Sarah A. Scott, widow of 
John D. Soott, deceased late tenant of Company H, First Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Vi 


teer Ca Š 
the relief of William R. Miller, for pension; 


A bill R. 3000) for 

A bill (H. R. 3403) for the relief of Jacob J. Morningstar; 

A bill (H. R. 3681) granting a pension to William L. Sloan; 

A bill R. 3701) granting a pension to James Bradford; 

A bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Mrs. Olive W. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to William Gibbons; 

A bill (H. R. 4189) granting a pension to Caroline Van Norton; 

A bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Ann Maria Ressler; 

A bill (H. R. 4266 ting a pension to A. Ringwalt; 

A bill (H. R. 4317 eee ulia A. Chambers; 

A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Cordelia Gale; 

A bill (H. R. 4837) granting a pension to Charles H. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 5082) granting a pension to Jane Hilton; 

A bill (H. R. 5207) granting a pension to Adalbert Stickney; 

A bill (H. R. 5508 ting a pension to Isaac R. H. Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 5762 the relief of Ann Lumphrey; 

A bill (H. R. 5813 ting a pension to l Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5969 ing the of Frederic S. Rich; 

A bill (H. R. 6196) granting a pension to R. D. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 6205) granting a pension to Catherine S. Edmundson; 

A bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to Mary C. Axline; 

A bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension to Rebecca Kupp; 

A bill (H. R. 6835) granting a pension to Bernhard Donohue; 

A bill (H. R. 6965) granting a pension to David T. Dudley; 

A bill (H. R. 6966) granting a pension to Wealthy H. Seavey; 

A bill (H. R. 7302) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to Charles W. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. 7315) granting a to Frederick P. Dearth; 

A bill (H. R. 7386) granting a m to Eliza M. Byers; 

oe H. R. 7500) to restore name of Lewis J. to the pen- 
sion , 

A bill R. 7561) to allow a pension to George F. West 

bill (H. R. 7571) granting a pension to Cornelia V. Blackman; 

A bill (H. R. 7673) gran a pension to Mrs. Adeline E. Chad- 
bourne; 

4 granting a pension to Holden Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 7724) granting a pension to Lydia Weatherbee; | 

A bill (H. R. 7773) granting a pension to m E. Ayres; 

A bill (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Mrs. Julia Hartley; 

A bill (H. R. 8033 granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Clark; 

A bill (. R. 5 granting a pension to Harriet A. B. Corts; 

A bill (H. R. 8133 ting a pension to Thomas McGill; and 


F 
i 
i 


(H. Res. 335) to print 2,000 additional copies of 
Lieut. P. H. Ray's report of the International Polar Expedition to 
Point Barrow, Alaska. 


LIMITATION OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to lay 
before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, being the bill 
(H. R. 5849) limiting the time for the presentation and pa: t of 
claims against the United States. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and the en querat is on agreeing to 
ert eon ree proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRI- 
SON J. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the unfinished business may be laid aside 
for a few moments informally, and I desire to make a statement. Yes- 
terday while we were in the midst of the consideration of pension bills 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] asked that we lay them 
aside for ten minutes for the purpose of enabling him to get up, and 
the Senate to consider and pass, two bills. It was upon my own sug- 

ion that that was acceded to. I hope that the Senate will now al- 

w us to call up and have considered a very few of the contested * 
sion bills, which I think will not be debated very much, but on which 
there are adverse reports. The motion that I present now is to take 
up the bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily L. Alvord. 
I hope that there will be no objection to the consideration of the pen- 
sion bills for a little while. 


order will be entered if there be no objection. 


has in cl 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Illinois—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not open to debate. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to say a few words. A 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to be heard upon this question. Is thereobjection? The 
Chair hears none. i : 

Mr. ALLISON. The legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill is now ready to be considered by the Senate, and it is a long 
bill. It will require of course a great deal of time for the clerks, after 
it is finally concluded, to the amendments. It seems to me it 
is wise for us, whenever appropriation bills are ready, to consider them. 
There will beample ty, I will say to the Senator from Illinois, 
to bring forward these pension bills after we shall have considered the 
legislative a tion bill. I hope to have the bill finished and sent 
to the House y, and I trust he will not interpose a motion now to 
interfere with the regular appropriation b i 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam as anxious as the Senator is that the appropri- 
ation bill—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Illinois being heard on this question? [“ No objection !’’] 

Mr. CULLOM. I only want to say one word. There are a few of 
these pension bills which are Senate bills and some of them are House 
bills. If any of the House bills should be amended by the Senate the 
chances are great that they would not get through the other branch 
of Congress. y have been on the Calendar a good while, and I do 
not think it will take more than a few minutes’ time to dispose of them. 
We have been waiting, and we could have gotten them through yes- 
terday if the Senate had not determined to allow the consideration of 
the two bills to which I have referred. 

I hope the Senator from Iowa, who is chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations, will give way for the consideration of these bills for a 
short time. I make motion that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 7659. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7659) grant- 
ing a to Mrs. Emily L. Alvord. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion. i 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent to have the following order 
made: m 

Ordered, That Mrs. Adeline E. Chadbourne have leave to withdraw from the 
files of the Senate the papers in her case, subject to the rules of the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present re- 
ception and consideration of this order? 

Mr. ALLISON. Is itin order for me now to move to take up the 


j! tive ap riation bill? 
M PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is whether 
there is unanimous consent to consider the order o by the Senator 


from New Hampshire. 
Mr. CULLOM. There is no objection to its consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. The 


Mr. SEWELL. Lask unanimous consent for the following orders: 


Ordered, That Rose A. Braendle have leave to withdraw the papers accompany- 
Senate bill No. 1126, under the rules of the Senate. 
ing Sona That Daniel Morris have leave to withdraw the papers accompanying 
Senate bill No. 244, under the rules of the Senate, : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the orders 
will be received and entered. The Chair hears none. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM. There seems to be a pretty universal di 
consider the extensive appropriation bill which the Senator 


tion to 
m Iowa 
harge, and I will withdraw my motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill that I referred to in the 55 that when the ap- 
propriation bill is out of the way the Senate will allow us to take up 
the pension bills and pass them. ; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Illinois, 
Now I ask unanimons consent that the pending order be informally laid 
aside in order that I may report from the Committee on Appropriations 
House bill 8179, with sundry amendments, and ask the Senate to pro- 
ceed to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to make a report from the Committee on Appropriations 
at this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. And to proceed to the consideration of the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Those are two separate questions 
The Chair hears no objection to the reception of the report. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 


to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, to report it 
with amendments, and I ask nnanimons consent that the pending order 
be informally laid aside and that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 


1885. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. The bill is betore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 


ISABELLA TURNER. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator from Iowa to do me the kindness, for 
it would be a real personal kindness, as the matter has troubled me for 
a long time, to allow me to ask unanimous consent that the Senate at 
this time may take up the bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella 
Turner, which is a private pension bill passed by the Senate, and by 
the House with an amendment. I wish to move a concurrence in the 
amendment of the House, which simply saves $192 to the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it takes no time and causes no debate, I shal 
not object, but this is the last time I can yield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the bill on the Calendar? 

Mr. BLAIR. It comes from the House with an amendment. I wish 
to move to concur in the House amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Chair understands from the 
clerks at the desk that the bill is in possession of the Committee on 
Pensions. Does the Senator from New Hampshire now report it? 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Committee on Pensions be i 
he further consideration. I did not know that it had been re- 

erred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Pensions be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill. 

Mr. JACKSON. May I inquire of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire what bill it is? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a bill which passed the Senate giving arrears for 
two years. The House amended the bill by cutting off the arrears. I 
desire to have the Senate concur in the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the Committee on Pensions be di 
from the consideration of the bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to 
bella Turner. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire asks unanimous consent that the bill with 
its amendment be now considered. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The will read the amendment made by the 
House of Representatives to the Senate bill. 

The Secretary read the amendment, which was to strike out all after 
the word“ ion-rolls,’’ in line 6 of the bill, down to and including 
1882,“ in line 8 of the bill. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate concur in the amendment proposed by the House 
of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask the Senator from Iowa to allow me to introduce 
a resolution at this time. As he is anxious to go on with the appro- 
priation bill, I shall not ask its passage, although I believe it will pass 
unanimously. I wish to submit it now, so that it will be before the 
Senate as o t to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to offer a resolution at this time. It will be read 
for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Mr. HOAR. I do not know whether there will be any objection to 


arr oi o resolution at the t time. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask that it may go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the Senator. 
Is there objection to the reception of the resolution? The Chair hears 
none. The rules require that the resolution shall be referred to the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses.. If there be no other ion 
the resolution will be referred to the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, as bd pg for a payment out of the contingent fund. 

HO. I rag e by unanimous consent the resolution can be 
in its present form to-morrow. I do not ask that now; but I 
will call the attention of the Senate to it at some convenient time. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution then goes over under 


objection. 
Mr. HOAR subsequently said: I ask that the resolution introduced 
by me, which went over under objection, may be referred under the 


rule. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the resolution offered by him, and which went 
over under objection, be referred to the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses. The Chair hears no objection, and if is so ordered. 


REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 
Mr. DOLPH. {ask leave to make a report from the Committee on 
Claims, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Chair 
will receive the rt at this time. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DOLPH. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 470) for the relief of the State of New York, 
and to pay off certain certificates issued by that State to the soldiers of 
the war of 1812, to report a substitute therefor, which I ask may be 
read twice and placed on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 2658) to authorize the proper accounting officers of the 

to settle and pay the claim of the State of New York for ex- 
penses on account of volunteers and militia in said State called into 
the service of the United States during the war of 1812 was read the 


‘first time by its title. 


Mr. LAPHAM. I should like to have the bill read at length. 

The bill was read the second time at 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate bill reported adversely ? 

Mr. DOLPH. It is reported adversely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senate 
desire to have made of Senate bill 470 ? 

Mr. DOLPH. I move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered 
be no objection. 


there 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1810) for the 
erection of a public building at Sacramento, Cal. - 

The m also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 78) for the erection of a public building at La Crosse, Wis., with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


LOSSES OF PROPERTY BY TROOPS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield until I make 


‘a little motion. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments to 


the bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the claims of offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private p destroyed 
in the military service of the United States. I hope there will be no 
objection to the request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill passed the Senate yesterday 
with amendments. The Senator from Missouri asks consent to move 
at this time that the Senate insist upon its amendments and ask for a 
conference. Is there objection?. The Chair hears noobjection. How 
shall the conferees be appointed? [* By the Chair.’’] By the Chair, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I discover, contrary to what I 
had a right, as I supposed to anticipate, that the bill which I thought 
a few moments ago was still in the possession of the Senate, has been 
returned to the House. I wish to accompany my motion for a confer- 
ence with a request that the House return the bill to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). If there 
be no objection the order asking the House to return the bill to the 
Senate will be entered. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
dered. 

The bill having been received at a later stage from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. HARRISON, and Mr. SEWELL were 
appointed by the President pro tempore the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

UMATILLA INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. I move that a committee of conference be requested 
with the House on the amendment of the Senate to the amendment of 
the House on the bill (S. 66) 3 for allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the 
State of Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and for other pur- 
puses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate request a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the amendment of the Senate to the House amendment 
which was to this morning. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

By unanimous consent the President tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the te; and Mr. DAWES, Mr. 
CAMERON of Wisconsin, and Mr. SLATER were appointed. 


CHRISTIAN BROTHERS’ COLLEGE. ; 

Mr. KENNA. With the permission of the Senator from Iowa, I 
desire to state that a re was made from the Committee on Claims 
yesterday of the bill (H. R. 6881) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Christian Brothers’ College, of Saint Louis, Mo. The report was made 
as adverse, but as a matter of fact the minority rt accompanying 
it contains the signatures of a majority of the committee. I make this 


8 in order that the matter may be préperly treated on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then it is a majority report. 

Mr. KENNA. What appears as a minority report is in fact the ma- 
jority report of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). 
Senator from West Virginia submit a motion? 


Does the 
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Mr. KENNA. I presume that none is necessary; 
ment of the fact will cause the correction to be made. 
ae PRESIDING OFFICER. The correction will be made accord- 

glx. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that the first or formal reading of the bill be 

i with, and that the amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
ms be considered as the reading progresses. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imons consent that the first ing at large be dispensed with, and 

rec- 


that the proceed by paragraphs, and that the amendments 
ommended by Committee on Appropriations be considered as the 
reading proceeds. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


The proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of 
Senate, in line 14, to increase the total appropriation ‘‘ for compen- 
sation of the offi clerks, messengers, and others in the service of the 
Senate, from $282,195.10 to $348,082.70, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 25, after the word ‘‘for,’’ to strike 
out Chaplin“ and insert Chaplain;“ so as to read: 

For Chaplain of the Senate, $900. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The nextamendment was, in theappropriations for office of Secretary 

of the Senate, in line 36, after the word each,“ to insert assistant 
financial clerk, $2,400.” 

The amendment was to. . 

The next amendment was, in line 39, in the 8 for the 
office of the Secretary of the Senate, before the word ‘‘ clerks,’’ to strike 
out six and insert “‘ five;’’ so as to read: 

Five clerks at $2,220 each, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 43, to inerease the appropriation for 
compensation of the keeper of stationery for the Senate from $2,102.40 
to $2,250. j 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 47, in the appropriations for the 


- 


office of the’ of the Senate, before the word ‘‘laborers,’’ to 
strike out four“ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

Five laborers, $720 each, 

The amendment was agreed to 


that a mere state- The next amendment was, 


| 


i 


in line 101, to increase the 
for com tion of two assistants in document-room’’ 
each to $1,600 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

The next amendment was, in line 103, to increase the appropriation 
for clerk to the superintendent of the document-room from $1,440 to 
$1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 105, to increase the appropriation 
for compensation of one page in the document-room from 5220 to 5900. 

The amendment was to 


"fom $1,440 


The next amendment was, in line 108, to increase the appropriation 
„„ of ‘one assistant in the ſolding-· room Rees $1,200 
to $1,440. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 113, before the word ‘‘messengers,”” 
to strike out ‘‘twenty-four’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-eight;’’ so as to read: 

Twenty-eight messengers, at $1,440 each, 


The amendment was agreed to. oo 
the word each,“ at the end of line 


The next amendment was, after 
121, to insert: 

Two firemen, at $1,080 each. 

The amendment was to. 


The next amendment was, in line 128, before the word skilled,“ to 

strike out eight and insert ‘‘ten;’’ so as to read: 
Ten skilled laborers, at $1,000 each, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 129, before the word Jaborers,’? 
to strike out twelve“ and insert ‘‘fourteen;’’ so as to read: 

Fourteen laborers, at $720 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 130, to insert: 

Two janitors, at $900 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 136, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriations for the office of Sergeant-at-Arms and Door- 
keeper of the Senate’’ from $133,241.80 to $151,621.80. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 139, before the word *‘clerks,’’ to 
strike out “‘twenty-one’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;’’ in line 140, after 
the word „session,“ to strike out “twenty-six thousand seven hun- 
dred and twelve” and insert thirty-one thousand eight hundred;’’ 


| so as to make the clause read: 


The next amendment was, in line 49, to increase the total amount of | 


the appropriations for office of the Secre of the Senate and the 
clerks and employés in his office from $61,518.90 to $62,566.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for Clerks and mes- 

gers to committees,” in line 55, to increase the item for compensa- 
kion of ‘‘elerk to the Committee on Appropriations” from $2,500 to 
($3,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 78, after the word Judiciary,’’ to 
strike out and; in line 79, after the words Engrossed Bills,“ to in- 
sert and Military Affairs;’’ so as to read: 

And seven messengers, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, for the following com- 
mittees, namely: Finance, Post-Offices and Post-Roads, Pensions, Claims, Dis- 

- trict of Columbia, Judiciary, Engrossed Bills, and Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The pext amendment was, in line 79, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriations for ‘‘ clerks and messengers.to committees ’’ from 
$55,080 to $57,020. ’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of 
Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper,’’ in line 83, after the word dol- 
oe th to insert for one horse and wagon for his use, $600; so as to 


For Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorkeeper, $4,320; for one horse and wagon for 
‘his use, $600. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 89, after the word each,“ to insert: 
One assistant messenger on the floor of the Senate, $1,200. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 95, after the word dollars,“ to 
insert; 
One clerk in the post-office, $1,800. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 97, after the word each,” to in- 
sert: 
One laborer in the post-office, $720. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


For twenty-five clerks to committees, at $ per day during the session, $31,800, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 142, to insert: 

For clerks to wh 
wk 2 = 2 yg o are not chairmen of committees, at $6 per day dur- 

ee e Nee, was agreed to. 

e next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘for contingent ex- 

penses of the Senate, in line 147, after the word stationery, to in- 
sert and newspapers;’’ so as to read: 


For stationery and ne rs, including $6,000 for statior for mittees 
and officers of the Senate, 15,500. =” eet 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out after the word dollars,“ in 
line 149, to line 159, inclusive, in the following words: 

And section 3 of the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year coating June 30, 1885, and for 
other 1 approved July 5, 1884, be, and the same is hereby, amended by 
insert ng after the words “Smi nian Institution,” where they occur in said se- 
tion, the words “the Secretary and Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate, and the 
Clerk, Sergeant-at-Arms, and Doorksepet of the House of Representatives.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 159, to insert: 

For for the offi £ $ 
... 00, in a Blo” © (he Senate, HOP; for tho 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 173, to increase the appropriation 
‘‘ for fuel and oil and cotton-waste for the heating apparatus from 
$7,000 to $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 176, to increase the appropriation 
for miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, from $10,000 15,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 182, to increase the total amount of 
the appropriations “‘ for contingent expenses of the Senate from $52,770 
to 770. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ House of Representa- 
tives,” in line 209, to decrease the total amount of appropriation— 


For compensation of the officers, clerks, messengers, and oth service 
of the House of Representatives from $384 $556.17 ap area 


620.22 to $386,175.10. 
Mr. ALLISON. I ask leave to modify that amendment, soas to 


make the sum $384,461.43 in lieu of the words already proposed, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hannis in the chair). The Sec- 
retary will make the modification suggested by the Senator from Iowa, 
if there be no objection. The amendment is agreed to, as modified. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 219, after the word for,” 
to strike out ‘‘Chaplin’’ and insert Chaplain;’’ so as to read: 

For Chaplain of the House, $900. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 272. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 266 I move to strike out March ” and in- 
sert ‘‘ April;’’ so as to read: 75 50 4, 1885. 

The amendment was 

Mr. ALLISON. In lines 272 ga 273 I move to insert, in lieu of the 
words in italics, the words ‘‘seven thousand four hundred and seventy- 
seven dollars and ninety-eight cents; ” and as modified I ask that the 

amendment may be agreed to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be so modified, 

if there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. The words “ four thousand nine hundred and twelve 
seventy-seven’’ have already been stricken out, I believe. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. They have not. 

Mr. ALLISON. They should be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair intended that the Secretary 
should report the recommendation to strike out those words and insert 
others. He will now report the whole amendment striking out the text. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 272 and 273 it is pro to strike out 
“four thousand nine hundred and twelve dollars and seventy-seven °’ 
and insert ‘‘seven thousand four hundred and forty-seven dollars and 
ninety-eight ;’’ so as to read: 

For the following additional employés in the Clerk’s office, who areto be paid 
from and see April 4, 1885, to June 30, 1886: Three clerks to index private 
claims, at $1,600 each per annum; one messenger-boy in chief clerk’s room, at 
$300 per annum; and two laborers in the Clerk’s document-room, at $900 per 
annum each; in all, $7,447.98: 

The amendment was 

The reading of the bill was pumas The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ clerks and 
messengers to committees of the House of Representatives,’’ in line 
280, to increase the appropriation for So e e of ‘‘clerk to the 
Committee on 8 from $2,500 to $3,000. 

The amendment was a 

The nextamendment was, to poe out the following clause, from line 

383 to 386, inclusive: 
. 1 mit to 
after December T, 1855, at $4,000 per annum each”, 

Mr. INGALLS. I wish the chairman of the committee would ad- 
vise the Senate why this item is to be stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a new method of compensating stenographers 
of committees of the House. We had considerable discussion upon that 
question last year, and the two Houses agreed upon a general plan for 
committee reporting; and we thought perhaps the House might have 
inserted this provision through inadvertence. We wish to give them 
an opportunity of revising their decision upon the question if they de- 
sire to do so. We have provided for this reporting in another place, I 
will say to the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. INGALLS. With that explanation I am content to have the 
amendment adopted; but I should not be willing to interfere in any 
way whatever with the service that the House of Representatives con- 
sider indispensable to the transaction of their business. I hope that if 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations shall be on the con- 
ference committee he will feel himself instructed to recede from this 
amendment if the House asks for it. I should insist so far as the Sen- 
ate is concerned that the House should not interfere with the Senate, 
and I would be willing to concede to them what we ask for ourselves. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Kansas and the Sen- 
nate that that is the mode of procedure hitherto in regard to officers in 
the House and Senate, and that the committee had no intention to de- 

from the uniform rule. We think of course that the House is the 

judge of the number and character of its employés and the amount 

of to conduct its business in a proper and energetic 

way, and we consider also that the Senate is the best judge of the 

method of conducting its business. The committee has no intention of 
interfering with the just rights of the House in this regard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
8 on Appropriations was to strike out lines 404 and 405, as 

lows: 

For miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, $30,000. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


N by the Speaker on or 


For miscellaneous ee ae nanan st p and select committees, in- 
duding compensation, at such rate as may be . by the Committee on Ac- 
counts, but not exceed $1.50 per printed page. 3 
tees, to be appointed by 

The amendment was agreed to. 

i: z 


XVI——134 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, after 
line 416, to insert the following clause: 


ntatives, namely: 


Fi ps for the officers of the House of Re 
ot 5 s. R and. ostmaster, $50; in all, 


5 the 3 $50; the Clerk, $50; and the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 441, after the word “‘library,’’ to 
strike out three and insert “‘five;’’ in Une 443, after the word dol- 
lars,” to strike out includi and insert a semicolon, and after the 
semicolon to insert ‘‘for;’’? in line 447, after the words “* Chief-Jus- 
tice,” to insert ‘‘ $2,000; 5 and in line 451, after the word all,“ to 
strike out “eight” and insert twelve; so as to make the clause 
read: 


For purchase of rise for the library, $5,000; for purchase of law books for 
the Heresy, 3 2 for the purchase, by the Librarian of Congress, of new books 
of reference for the Su me Court tobe a part of the libra of Congress, and 
purchased under the d ion of the Chief-J for Sirata? ex- 
changing public documents for the publications of f fore ign covermnents, $1,000; 
for p' of files of periodicals and newspapers, $2,500; in all, $12,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 451, to insert: 

For the purchase of works of art, under the direction of the Joint Committee 
on the Library, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word one, at the end of line 
497, to insert ‘‘clerk of class 4, who shall be a;“ in line 499, before 
the word hundred, to strike ‘out six and insert“ t,” and in 
the same line, after the word dollars,“ to insert one clerk of class 
2; in line 500, before the words one m ,” to strike out and; 
in line 501, after the word Seine to insert and one laborer, 5 

and in the same line, after the word all, to strike out “ nineteen 
thousand one hundred and forty” and insert ‘“‘ twenty-one thousand 
four hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


CIVIL-SERVICE COMMISSION. 


For three commissioners, at $3,500 each ; one chief 9 $3,000; one sec- 
retary, $2,000 ; one clerk of class 4, who shall be a sten one 
clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; one messenger, 8840; an one laborer; in 
all, $21,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word expenses, in line 504, 
to insert including those of examiners acting under the direction of 
the commission ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For n includ: h xami: ting under 
ja 2 including those of examiners acting 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 509, after the word ice, to strike 
out ‘‘ car-tickets;’’ so as to make the clanse read: 

For furniture and repairs of — fle- cases and file- boxes, iin: station- 


ery, printing, advert , telegraphi foe hone service, t ype-writin ice, and 
r absolutely expenses, ing heating, tenting, an ‘altering 
rooms, and care of same, $3,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Department 
of State, in line 519, after the word ‘‘four,’’ to insert: 

Stenographer to the Secretary, at $1,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 526, to in the total amount 
of the appropriations for compensation of the Secre Secretary of State, First- 
Assistant Secretary of State, and two Assistant Secretaries of State, 
211718 clerks and employés in the Secretary’s office, from $112,350 to 

50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations under the head of 
Treasury Department,“ in the appropriations for ‘‘ Secretary’s office,” 
in line 537, to increase the appropriation for the compensation of ‘‘ Gov- 
ernment actuary, under the control of the Treasury Department,“ from 
$2,250 to $2,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 558, after the word ‘‘ copyist,’’ to 
insert: 

Eight skilled laborers, at $640 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 559, before the word skilled, to 
strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert eight; so as to read: 

Eight skilled laborers, at $550 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 560, before the word skilled, to 
strike out five and insert eight; 80 as to read: 

Eight skilled laborers, at $500 each. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 562, to increase the total amount of 
the appropriations for the compensation of the ‘‘ Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, two assistant secretaries, and the — and employés in the Sec- 
retary’s office, from $35,080 to $43,660. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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mane reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of line e eal of the deputy collectors from $1,800, as the Senate 
78. bill had i 200. j 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the | Mr. SLATER. On this question I have voted steadily against the 
Senator from Iowa to line 578, which reads ‘‘ fifty-eighth watchmen.” | ruling of the Chair, belie that not only was the ruling under the 
” 


The Chair supposes it was intended for ‘‘ fifty rule incorrect, but that by the ruling and the construction given the 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the last letter h.“ That is | Senate abdicates its power under the Constitution. I do not believe 


a misprint. we have the right in point of fact todo that. Of course, as a matter 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that modi- | of experience it is done every day. In this case it is conceded that 
fication will be made. The Chair hears none. this is proper legislation. It has been reported from a proper commit- 


The Chair also calls the attention of the Senator from Iowa to lines | tee in this body, received the sanction of this body, and the only point 
579 and 580. The language is: ‘‘Twenty-nine laborers;’’ and that is | that is made against it is simply that under the rules of the House they 


followed by, ten laborers, at $500 each. have put it in the bill, and we now.say that it shall go out under our 
Mr. ALLISON. That is as it should be. The totals are all right. | rules. In other words, we say to the House that we will dictate to 
They are provided for in the totals. them the manner in which they shall present legislation to us. I do 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the not think that is quite the way to transact the public business. 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the office I hope the Senate will not strike out this provision; it is important 
of ‘‘ Supervising Architect,“ in line 705, before the word thousand, | legislation, very important to that section of the United States, and it 
to strike out twenty“ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to make the clause | ought to be retained. Katey 
read: The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ce is on the amendment 

recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

7... tp congener baleen. sept pam aa SUE PSE PEYR: Wen this is gast L den under the Sense rule 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may deem necessary and specially order, may | of course there is no question; and that the ae Saa pe 9 is 
2° | legislation there is equally no question; and under the 0 n- 

tions: Provided. That the expenditures on this account for the Bacal yez? ending | ate, if they were offered as amendments here, they would both be sub- 
June 30, 1886, shall not exceed $140,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury s! ject to the point of order. But the ding officer of the Senate, 
cach year, in the annual estimates, report to Congress the number of personsso | within the last two or three days, has insisted upon leaving to the Sen- 
Ree nt pO e ate all question of order touching legislation on appropriation bills, and 

The amendment was agreed to. the Senate has deliberately determined in at least four or five instances 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of the | to keep on the Post-Office appropriation bill general legislation which 
„Commissioner of Customs, to strike out the clause from line 746 to | seemed healthy in itself. So I do not see how any Senator now can urge 


line 751, inclusive, in the following words: upon the Senate a Senate rule to keep out from one of these bills gen- 
And each of the cities vf Tacoma and Seattle, in Washington Territory, shall | eral legislation which, in the opinion of a majority of the Senate, is 
be, and it is hereby, made a port of delivery ; and the deputy collector whoshall | healthy. 


ibe stationed at each of them shall receive such compensation, not exceeding 
$1,200 per annum, as the Secretary of the Treasury shall ribe. 


I am in favor of the Senate rule, and I believe in it; but Iam in favor 
of this legislation, and believe in that. As a member of the Commit- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the amend- | tee on Commerce, I regard it as very important to the Government and 
ment will be agreed to. to this section of the country, and I feel entirely relieved under the 
Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, there is objection. I hope the amend- | action of the presiding officer of the Senate and of the Senate itself to 


ment will not prevail. vote my conviction on these items. 

On the 3d of June, 1884, the Senate passed a bill, Senate bill 1741, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate 
making the cities of Tacoma and Seattle, in the Puget Sound customs | agree to the amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropri- 
district, Washington Territory, ports of delivery, and providing for a | ations ? 
deputy collector of customs to be stationed at each of them, who should | The question being put, there were una division—ayes 10, noes 16— 
receive such compensation, not exceeding the sum of $1,800 perannum, | no quoram voting. 
as the Secretary of the Treasury should prescribe. Mr. ALLISON called for the yeas and nays. 

In March last I reported from the Committee on Commerce unani- | The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
mously in favor of that bill, and it passed the Senate without a dis- | 20, nays 21; as follows: 
senting voice on the 3d of June. It is necessary 1 tion. It is im- 

t to the commerce of Puget Sound and the Northwest. It has 

n placed on this bill in accordance with the rules of the House, and 

the only objection which can be made to it is that it has been so placed 
in the bill by the House, and is a matter of general legislation. 

I do hope that the amendment striking out the clause will not pre- 
voil. As this is a matter which has been thoroughly considered by the 
Proper committee of the Senate, and passed heretofore without objection | Blair. = some ro ba 
‘in the Senate, I trust that the clause may be itted to remain. Y i K Wilson. 

I could go on and®discuss the importance of this provision, but I do | Con 
not suppose it is necessary from the fact, as I said before, that it has Frye 
been thoroughly considered by the Committee on Commerce-of the 


YEAS—20. 
Allison, Coke, Hawley, Mitchell, 
Butler, Garland, Ingalls, Morrill, 
Call, Groome, Jackson, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Jones of Nevada, Sewell. 
Cockrell, Harris, Maxey, Van Wyck, 


NAYS—21. 


Senate, and that it passed the Senate without objection, even in my | ABSENT—Ss. 
‘absence. | Aldrich, ahaa . Florida, 8 

: ; ahh k Farley, 5 Ransom, 

subject that has no connection whatever with Faia If we eee: George t Lapban 5 Riddleberger, 

jare to maintain our rules at all, it seems to me this provision ought to eee are goma 1 : Serr: 
go out. 8 Chace, Barra, Miller of Cal. Voorhees, 
Mr. DOLPH. I do not understand that it is a question of maintain- Cullom, Hill, Miller of NN. Williams. 
ing our rules. Of course if the provision had been proposed to be put | Dawes, Hoar, Morgan, 


on the bill by a Senate committee and objection made to it, the rules 
of the Senate would come in question; but as I said, this provision has 
been placed in the bill strictly in accordance with the rules of the 
House, and it is legislation which has been amply and fully considered 
and passed upon by the Senate and is very important. This is the only 
way in which it can become a law; and I hope the Senate will reject 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to suggest that this provision would seem | refused to strike out the clause. 
to be for the increase of the revenue of the Government. | Mr. HALE. It will then be open to amendment? 
Mr. ALLISON. But this is not a tax bill, I will say to the Senator The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be open to amendment in the 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to move an amendment to the clause which 
has just been left by the vote of the Senate in the bill; but I Suppose 
the proper time for that would be after the committee's amendments 
have been ae with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. And, as the Chair thinks, after the 


N. ALLISON. This provision is simply legislation relating to a — ir. 
| bill shall have been reported to the Senate, the Senate having by vote 


from Minnesota; it is the very reverse. 

` Mr. McMILLAN. But it is a bjll regulating the appropriation for 
the collection of customs, establishing appropriation ſor the payment of 
the officers engaged in the collection of the customs, in the collection of 
the revenue. This is the machinery, and the clause in question would 
seem to only add efficiency to that service. 

| Mr. DOLPH. It decreases the expenditure because there are inspect- 
ors stationed now at both those points, I understand, whose salary is 
larger than that provided by this bill. The provision in the House bill 


Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. This being legislation, I do not wish the Chair to 
overrule former decisions which require us not to amend legislative 
peoe i I understand that- no amendment to this provision is in 
order. 

Mr. HALE. I can offer the amendment when the time comes, and 
let it take its fate. Presumably on what the Senate has just done 
now, it will be very glad to embrace other features of general legisla- 
tion. 


1885. 


Mr. ALLISON, eee tho ene the Senate now to 
ee bills, so that there may be no question 
about 

The P IDING OFFICER. All the Chair intended to rule by 
his answer to the Senator from Maine was that the committee having 
reported an amendment striking out this clause of the bill, and no 
amendment having been to it pending that question, and the 
Senate having refused to strike it out while in Committee of the Whole, 
the Chair does not think it is amendable. As to whether the amend- 
ment would or would not be in order would, of course, depend neces- 
sarily on the nature of the amendment when offered. 

Mr. HALE. I understood the Chair only to indicate the time and 
place when the amendment could be offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That it would be in order to offer an 
amendment. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out the clause from line 752 
to line 760, in the following words: 

That the praca tg pyaar o 1 of Dulath, Minn., shall — all the 
waters and shores of Lake Superior, and the rivers connected therewith, in the 
State of Minnesota, and the harbor and city of Bankos. with the bays of Saint 


Louis and ag ana and the rivers connected therewith, within the State of 
in which district Duluth shall be the port of entry; and shall 


be a collector, who shall reside at Duluth, and a deputy collector, who shall re- 
side at Superior. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I hope the Senate will not concur in this amend- 
ment. This legislation embraced in the bill, if it is legislation, con- 
duces very largely to the public interest. The district of Duluth em- 
braces the territory upon the north shore of Lake Superior, and Duluth 
is the point at which the custom-house is located. Superior is imme- 
diately across the bay from Duluth; it is in Wisconsin. At present it 
is embraced in the collection district of Marquette, which is three hun- 
dred miles down the lake, and vessels coming to the port of Superior 
and to Duluth must have clearances from each of these ports before they 
can go from one to the other. Vessels coming to Duluth and 
to Superior go into a different collection district, and it is necessary for 
them to go through all the forms and take out all the papers that ves- 
sels are required to do in passing from one collection district to another. 
This is to avoid those serious inconveniences to commerce. It does not 
increase the number of officers; it does not change the relative position 
of the officers. There is now a collector at Duluth and a deputy col- 
lector at Superior; so that there is no increase of expense. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I would inquire of the Senator from 
Minnesota, who is the chairman of the Committee on Commerce and 
who has been chairman of that committee for a number of years past, 
whether the question of changing the collection districts, as is now pro- 
posed in this bill, has ever been brought to the attention of that com- 
mittee and what recommendation came from the committee, if any? 


Mr. McMILLAN. Not until this session. This was inserted in the 
House and fully considered there. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I am aware it was inserted in the | 


House; but has it been considered by the Committee on Commerce of 
the Senate? 

Mr. McMILLAN. There has been no report from the committee. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I did not ask that question. Has 
it been considered by that committee? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It has not been considered because it has not been 
there for action. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I did not ask what the reason was. 
I simply asked the question whether the committee had considered it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is a matter that addresses itself so clearly to 
3 Senators that it would not be necessary to rely in such 

a case upon the report of the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. With all respect to the Senator from 
Minnesota, I think he is equivocating. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Certainlynot. I certainly do not intend to equiv- 
ocate. I have answered the Senator clearly and distinctly, and I was 
not aware that the Senator from Wisconsin was opposed to this provis- 
ion. I understood that it met with the Senator’s approval. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It does not meet with my approval. 
It ool ao meet with the approval of the people of Wisconsin or the 

of Su 

Mr. McMILLAN. „The Senator has changed his views within a 
Short time, then. y is greatly to the public convenience, 
and it does not increase the expense of the Government in any degree, 
as I understand. The collection officers are at Duluth and the same 
officers at Superior, and vessels going to one port often go to the other. 
Vessels that go to Duluth on going to Superior, carrying goods to Supe- 
rior, are compelled to go through all these forms and thisexpense. It 
seems to me it would interfere very much with the commerce of Supe- 
rior and operate altogether to the advantage of the other port. I 
the Senate will retain the legislation. It is not a matter that I have 
any other than a public interest in in any way. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. As the Senator from Minnesota has 
stated, Duluth isin Minnesota and Superior isin Wisconsin. Superior 
now is in the Marquette collection district. It has been in that district, 
I think, from the time the present district was organized, and it is per- 
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fectly willing and desirous to remain there. The of Superior, 
and of Wisconsin are not of the opinion that it will to the pub-! 
lic interest to have this in the collection districtmade, 


and they are opposed toit. They are perfectly willing, as I havestated, 
to remain where they now are, and they are satisfied that the publio 
interest will be conduced by remaining where they are. it 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate agres, 
to the amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations 
The question being put, a division was called; and the, ayes were 22. 
Mr. MCMILLAN. I will not insist on a farther count. í 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes have it, and the amendment 
is agreed to. The reading of the bill will proceed. i 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the office of 
Auditor of the ry for the Post-Office Department, before the 
word chiefs, in line 822, to strike out nine and insert ten;“ so 
as to read: p 
Ten chiefs of division, at $2,000 each. : | 
The smendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in line 823, before the word “‘ clerks,” to 
strike out eighteen ’’ and insert “twenty; 80 as to read: 
Twenty clerks of class 4, and additional to one clerk as disbursing clerk, $200, 
The amendment was to. s 
The next amendment was, in line 826, before the word “‘ clerks,” to 
strike out “‘ fifty-six’? and insert “sixty-two; so as to read: 
t > 
= 


Sixty-two clerks, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was 

The nextamendment was, inline 829, before the the word assortera, ) 
to strike out four and insert “ten: so as to read: 

Ten assorters of moncy-orders, at $720 each. z 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 832, to increase the total amount o 
the appropriations for the office of Auditor of the Treasury for the Post- 
Office Department” from $494,670 to $510,590. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ſor Light-House 
Board,” in line 908, after the word Board,” to strike out who shall 
be paid from the appropriations for the Light-House a acca ie: x 
so as to read: 

Light-Hou 
wna Baas tres recat ene Seem eet 
drs n, $1, 800 „ 21.8585 — ———— Tae: — 
— $1,300; in all $21,390, ‘ : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for Bureau of Sta- 
tistics,” in line 931, before the word thousand, to strike out six“ 
and insert ‘‘seven;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

} For collecting statisties relating to internal commerce: For the payment of 
E xperts, and for other necessary expenditures connected with the collection of 
facts relative to the internal and foreign commerce of the United States, $7,000. 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “‘ Bureau of En- 

graving and Printing, in line 936, after the word dollars,“ to strike 

| out one clerk of class 3” and insert two clerks of class 3, one of 
whom shall be disbursing clerk;“ and in line 941, after the word 
“all „CCC 
six thousand three; so as to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing: For Chief of Bureau, $4,500; one assist- 
ant, $2,250; accountant, $2,000; one stenographer, $1,600; two clerks of class 3, 
one of whom shall be disbursing clerk ; are clerks of class 1; one clerk, $1,000; 
additional to one clerk as di: k, $200; three copyists, at $900 each; 
two assistant messengers, and four rers ; "in all, $26,330, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Office of Life- 
Saving Service, in linc 952, before the words of class 4,” to strike out, 
one clerk ” and insert two clerks;’’ and in line 956, ‘after the word! 
al,“ to strike out thirty-six thousand seven hundred ” and insert 

See e 2 thousand four hundred and eighty; so as to make the 


Office of Life-Saving Service: For General . 3 
Service, $4,000; assistant general superintendent of the Life-Saving Serv 

$2,500; one topographer and hydrographer, $1,800; one civil eer, $1,800: j 
one draughtsman, $1,500; one principal clerk and accountant, $1. ; two clerks 
of class 4; three clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2; five clerks of class 1; 
two clerks, at $1,000each ; ae clerks, at $900 each ; one assistant messenger, and 
one laborer; in all, $33,480. 


The amendment was ‘agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 966 to 
line 972, inclusive, in the following words: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 1 to submit 


—. hn oponing of the next session, such modifications of 
the laws relating to commerce and nay e as will . and improve the 
same, and remove from American Sheed Fe Seine 9 38 Oe 
mestic or commerce, penne dower) 


Mr. FRYE. That is a piece of general seins but it is an ex- 
ceedingly small one. It costs no money, it does no harm, and it may 


be productive of great good. 
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In the shipping bill which formerly passed 


duction of certain fees charged upon vessels, and there are certain other 
fees that need adjustment. In order to enable to enacta law 
which shall readjust those fees, the readjustment of which will make 
it absolutely necessary to readjust the fees of certain collectors of the 
smaller districts, the information which is called for here is actually 
needed early in the session, and this simply directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to make that report. I hope the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations will let so small a general legislation as that go 
through without any objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the Committee on Appropriations gener- 
ally considered this to be a mere directory provision, and not legisla- 
tion. I do not think it is, in the usual sense of the term, legislation. 
It is a directory provision. I think the Senator from Maine could to- 
morrow morning, if he chose, ask the Secretary of the Treasury by a 
resolution to furnish this information to the Senate and make such rec- 
ommendations as he might choose to make on the subject. Itisa 
directory provision; but eommittee t it was an entirely un- 
necessary provision that if the Secretary of the Treasury attended to 
his duties in his annual report, and especially the chief of the Bureau of 
Navigation, who is a new officer, if he attended to his duties at all, would 
call the attention of Congress to any revision or changes necessary in 
the public laws in reference to these subjects. I donot think the com- 
mittee are very strenuous about it one way or the other, except that 
we consider the clause an entirely unnecessary provision to be inserted 
in the statutes. 

Mr. FRYE. In reply to the Senator from Iowa, I simply desire to 
say that the gentleman in the other House who represents the district 
which I formerly had the honor of representing, Mr. DINGLEY, and who 
is as familiar with all these questions touching commerce and navi, 
tion as certainly any member of Congress of either branch, deemed 
this of very greatimportance, and as I understand the Special Commit- 
tee on Commerce authorized it, and requested it to be put into this 
bill. It is only directory, I admit, but it can not do any possible harm, 
and I the Senate will let it stay in. i 

Mr. PLUMB. The Secretary of the Treasury is simply the adjutant 
of the President. If this has any force at all, it will be because it is 
of that representative character which the Secretary of the Treasury 
occupies. The President of the United States is already commanded 
to address to Co: such recommendations as he may see fit concern- 
ing the public. w. Therefore we shall get nothing from this which 
we are not entitled to have, and which we shall not have in the ordinary 
course of events if the President believes that he is in possession of 
knowledge which Congress ought to be in possession of, or if he believes 
that he has some panacea which Congress is not otherwise advised of, 
or if advised of is likely to give the go-by to. But we are singling out 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who, as I Sud, is the mere clerk, so to 
speak, of the President, possessing no authority of himself to make re- 
ports to Congress, and dignifying his opinion in advance in a manner 
which I do not think is becoming to the dignity and responsibility of 
Congress. 

This opens up a wide field in which we are supposed to be hunger- 
ing for the knowledge that some man we do not know anything about 
knows more about all the members of Congress and all other peo- 
ple, and that in a measure we shall be bound by it. Of course we are 
not literally to be bound by it, but at all events we give it an impor- 
tance which will make it in a certain event a stumbling-block in what- 
ever we may propose to do. 

If the new President has anything to say to Congress let him pro- 
pound it in the manner provided by the Constitution, and if his Bee 
retary of the Treasury knows anything that he thinks Co ought 
to know let him communicate that to his superior, his chief, and let 
his chief in turn give it to Congress, and I have no doubt he will if he 
thinks it of sufficient importance have itso done. But to call upon 
somebody to write an essay, somebody having no authority and an un- 
known person to deliver his opinion, we might as well go to the Cham- 
ber of Commerce of the city of New York or to any well-known person 
in the country who may desire to spread out at large his views on this 
subject for our edification. I think it is at least a useless provision and 
one that may do a t deal of harm. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, } 

The amendment was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT LA CROSSE, WIS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of e e to the bill (S. 78) for the erection of a 
publie building at La Crosse, Wis., which were, in line 9 of the bill, after 
the word do to insert: 


been 
28 be prepared, which said plans and 
expenditure in the erection and completion — iry, exceeding the por- 
tion of $100,000 remaining after the site of said buildi have been paid for. 
No plan shall be approved by the of the . —.—— involving an ex- 
paa exceeding the sum which afler paying for the site of sajd 
lding. 


And at the end of the bill to add the following additional section: 


Sec. 2. That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same 3 appropriated out 
of any moneys in the Ketan nd re rahe appropriated, for the purpose of 
into effect the pro ns of this act. è 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Ihave examined those amendments 
and move that the Senate concur with the House in the amendments. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill at this time. Is there objection? The Chair hearsnone. The 
Senator from Wisconsin moves that the Senate concur in the House 
amendments which have just been read. 
The motion was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 2949) for the erection of a public building at Port 
Townsend, Wash., was read twice by its title and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 2 . 

OBSTRUCTION OF ARKANSAS RIVER. 


Mr. GARLAND. I offer a resolution and ask its present considera- 
tion merely for the purpose of getting some information from the Sec- 
retary of War in reference to the river and harbor bill: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate at 
his earliest convenience information of what is advisable and necessary to pre- 
vent the obstruction of navigation through the draw of the railroad b: at 
Kob Roy, on the Arkansas River, Arkansas, to remove the sand-bars and to pre- 
vent the future formation of sarrd-bars in said river between the Rob Roy rail- 
road bridge and Bell's Ferry and to insure stability to the Government works 
in said reach of river and to the channel section of that river. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
RED CROSS OF GENEVA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent at this time to make 

a report from the Committee on Printing. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER, The y R from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, asks unanimous consent to make a report 
at this time. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the re- 
port will be received. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the petition of Clara Barton, prayi that Congress au- 
thorize the printing of additional copies of the History of the Red 
Cross of Geneva, with a concurrent resolution, and I am directed to 
ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 

Mr: ALLISON. I do not object if it takes no time and does not 
lead to debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read for in- 
formation. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

age 16,00) copice of the History of the hed Gross, from the sereotype plates 

n x ory oi 4 e 
how i Government Printing Office, for the use of the American * 
0 e Cross. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
ASTRONOMICAL AND METEOROLOGICAL OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask consent to report another resolution from 
the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection the report 
will be received. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report favorably a concurrent resolution authorizing the printing of 
the volumes of the Astronomical and Meteorological Observations of 
the Naval Observatory. It is in the usual form, and I ask for its pres- 
ent consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the annual 
volumes of Astronomical and Meteorological Observations of the Naval Ob- 
servatory for the years 1851 and 1882 be printed, and that 2,000 additional copies 
of each volume be printed, of which 400 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
800 copies for the use of the House, and copies for the use of the Navy De- 
partment, or for sale at the cost of rand printing, in accordance with seo- 
tion 432 of the Revised Statutes of the United es. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALDRICH introduced a bill (S. 2659) for the relief of Ellen May 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and,with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2660) granting a pension to George 
Warmsley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3108) to protect fish in the 
Potomac River in the District of Columbia, and to provide a spawning- 
ground for shad and herring in the said Potomac River. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


‘The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
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the 8 enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

President pro tempore: ‘ ; A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
A bill lE R. 1046) granting a pensien to Mary A. Griffin; Clerk, announced that the House had passed the DIEG. 84) to author- 
A bill (H. R. ies granting a pension to Robert Patterson; ize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens 
A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to James H. Reid; of the United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota In- 
A bill (H. R. 2284) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fowler; dians of Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the mas- 
A bill (H. R. cl granting a pension to Hugh Ryan; sacre of August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof, with 
A bill (H. R. 2539) granting a pension to George W. Kiser; amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

A bill (H. R. 2894) granting a pension to Henry Rodenback; š : 
A bill (H. R. 3074) to grant a pension to Jasper J. Henry, on account LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
of wounds received while acting as guide for the First Arkansas Cavalry | The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
Volunteers, in the war of the rebellion; of the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
_ A bill (H. R. 3352) to restore the name of Warren Sans to the pen- ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
sion-roll È. 4 - r ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 
A bill (H. R. 2 granting a pension to Eliza Sluss; The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
A bill (H. R. 3728) granting a pension to Charles P. Mahan; Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the office of 
A bill (H. R. 3749) granting a pension to William Bolworth; „Commissioner of Internal Revenue, in line 1059, before the word 
A bill (H. R. 4061) granting a pension to William C. H. Bowman; heads, to strike out four and insert ‘five; ? and before the word 
A pill (H. R. 4079) granting a pension to James D. Kirk; “hundred,” in line 1071, to strike out ‘‘ eighty thousand six” and in- 
A bill (H. R. 4833) granting a pension to Lonisa Earle ; sert eighty-two thousand five; so as to make the clause read: 
A bill H. R. 5069) granting s pension to Mrs. Mary J. Stotts; Commissioner of Internal Revenue: For Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 
A bill (H. R. 5124) granting a pension to Samuel Z. Cooper; $5,000; one deputy commissioner, $3,200; two heads of division, at $2,500 each; 
A bill (H. R, 5555) granting a pension to James Frazier; five heads of division, $2,250 each; one su preg of stamp-vaul $2,000; 
A bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of Abigail Honey; 7TTTTFFVVFVPVFFV erences ene 
A bill (H. R. 5938) to pension Julia A. Marcum; clerks, at $1,000 each ; sixty-six clerks, at $000 each, and hereafter no vacancies 
A bill (H. R. 5989 for the relief of Elizabeth A. Springsteed; shall he filled in the grade of clerks at $900each in this bureau 5 
A bill (H. R. =“ increasing the pension of George Tapp; 777. ne 
A bill (H. R. 6044 granting a pension to Eliza Pigeon 5. The amendment was agreed to. 
A bill (H. R. 6235) granting a pension to Eliza J. Norris; The néxt amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1072 to 
A bill (H. R. 6310) granting a pension to Benjamin P. Lowell; line 1075, inclusive, as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 6663) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Caroline | For two stamp agents, at $1,600 each; and two counters, at $900 each; in all, 
9 E zi $5,000, the same tobe reimbursed by the stamp manufacturers, 
5 pE 1a OF ARUNDO ASTA; And in lieu thereof to insert: 
A bill (H. R. 7094) granting a pension to Samuel M. Bartlett; : i s 
A bill (H. R. 7175) granting a pension to James O. McKenna; W ibe as ee coe ee ee 


A bill (H. R. 7256) granting a pension to John A. Vanderhoff; 88 1 to 


e 4 — 3 aa Me the ng beh eee, te pee F: Bpencer; The next amendment was, in line 1083, to increase the appropriation 
A bill (H. R. 7336 granting a pension to T. A. Morton: “ for stationery for the Treasury Department and its several bureaus’? 
A bill (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Chloe A. Whipple; | 19 5 =o FRW: ti 
A bill (H. R. 7524) granting a pension to Lavisa Heth: amendment was agreed to. fy ERIA 
A bill (H. R. 7602) granting a pension to Harriet M. Baily; The next amendment was, in line 1092, after the wo publications, 
‘A bill H. R. 7672 ting a pension to Elbert Hewitt: ve to in and not more than $250 in the purchase of books, serials, 
A bill (H. M. 7709 e a pension to Louisa A. Estes: and apparatus for the use of the Government actuary; and in line 1094, 
A bill H. N. 7722 granting a pension to Almira K Parker: after the word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘five hundred’’ and insert 
A bill (H. R. 7731) granting a pension to Lois B. Smith: even hundred and fifty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Po 1— H. R. 7732) granting an increase of pension to Edward P. other fiportant records — ee books, hand-stamps, and fepaire of the 

; ` same (ani e amoun more n ma; used in the 

A bill (H. R. 7822) granting a pension to Mark Spencer Van Loan; | purchaseofcurrent publications, and not more than $250 in the purchase of books, 


serials, and apparatus for the use of the Government actuary), $2,750. 


an 
A bill (H. R. 8104) granting an increase of pension to George S. The amendment was agreed to. 
Hawley. ` The next amendment was, after line 1095, to insort: 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. For purchase of law books and suitable books of reference for the library of 


Mr. BAYARD, Mr. GARLAND, and Mr. MAHONE submitted | . Trersury Department, $500. 
amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively totheriver | The amendment was agreed to. R 85 
and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee | The next amendment was, in line 1102, after the word “ telegrams, 5 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. to insert the word ‘‘and;’’ and in line 1103, after the word ‘‘ service, 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. MILLER of New York, Mr. MORGAN, and 3 oni and car 3 So as to meee the sy read: 

Mr. PLUMB submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them or freight, expressage, telegrams, and telephone service, $4,500. 
respectively to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred The amendment was agreed to. 
ants 8 5 7 A 5 a 3 155 apene A The next amendment was, under the head of “collecting internal 
w „Mr. Mr. „an r. RHEES sub- | revenue, in line 1169, after the word that, t& strike out “ hereat- 
- mitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to | ter;’’ in line 1170, before the word “‘ dollars,“ to strike out eight? and 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were referred to the | insert ‘‘ten;’’ and in line 1171, after the word ‘‘ exceeding,” to strike 
Committee on Appropriati and ordered to be printed. out six and insert eight;“ so as to make the proviso read: 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask leave to offer an amendment to the sundry Provided further, That the compensation of the chief of the internal-revenue 
civil, and also an amendment to the general deficiency appropriation agents sha os exceed, $0 per day; and laf the other agents not expending $8 ipat 
Wal," tage dat they he refered ĩ Fc Sri E ty e Seoesh ee 

mag ex ng per y. 
Mn COCKRELL I pate these amendments will be printed imme- The amendment was agreed to. 


: A 3 The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ office of assist- 
yey on dg the committee can have them when they come to con ant treasurer at New Orleans, in line 1233, to reduce the appropria- 


; ; tion for compensation of porter from $900 to $500; and in line 1235 
aa 1 5 my h ae oe to 2 the ae amount of the appropriation from $14,090 to 813,690. 
4 1 s 1 e amendment was to. 
J...... nee O hese |_| The next amendment was, inthe appropriations for the “assay-orfico 
amendments, I trust that all amendments submitted to-day will be at Boise City, Idaho Territory,“ in line 1438, to reduce the appropria- 
Printed. tion for incidental and contingent expenses, including labor, from 
Mr. SHERMAN. I was told by a member of the committee that it 85700 to $4,000. 
ee ang F e objection to the amend- The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Territory 
Mr. AL p ON. 1 PELE E eee eee airi te of Dakota, in line 1485, after the word dollars, to strike out the 
inted A * following clause: 


aan And the Legislature of Dakota may divide said Territory into as man 
A * 5 y council 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in thechair). Theamend and representative districts as they 5 which districts shall be as nearly equal 


went will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed. ! as practicnble, taking into consideration population (except Indians not taxed): 
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Provided, That the number of council distriots shall not exceed twenty-four and 
the number of representative districts shall not — forty-eight. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I rise to ask the Senate to disagree to the amend- 


t by the Committee on A from line 1485 to 
line 1491, inclusive. This clause provides that the Territorial Legisla- 
ture of Dakota the tative districts 
of the Territory, and changes the limitation of the number, permitting 
the Territorial to increase the to a number 
not exceeding twenty-four, and the representative districts to a number 
not exceeding forty-eight. 


At present the number of districts is limited to just one-half that 
number—twelve council districts and twenty-four representative dis- 
tricts. By an act of Congress, passed on the 12th of June, 1884, it is 
provided: 

the Territory of Dakota shall hereafter consist of 


the 
e members of the house of 
K at the next general el in 
Territory two ä poena four members of the house of 
representatives in each of the provided for in chapter 


T at the Territorial statutes of 1584 of tension 
It will be perceived that the law already fixes the number of mem- 
bers of the council of the Territory attwenty-four, and the number of 
representatives at forty-eight, while existing statutes limit the number 
of districts for councilmen to twelve and representatives to twenty-four. 
This legislation is for the purpose of remedying that defect. The act 
F Se REIRE SE representatives in the Territorial 
and house of representatives was passed at a time when the 
Legislature was not in session and would not meet until after the next 
general election, so that the case now stands that the ture con- 
sists of twenty-four councilmen and forty-eight representatives, and yet 
there are but twelve council districts and twenty-four representative 
districts; so that there must be two members elected to each of these 
bodies from each of the districts, The territorial area there is 150,000 
square miles, and the population of Dakota is a half eee so that 
these districts must be of immense size and the not be fairly 
represented by having such large legislative or council ‘districts. 


It is a great burden and a serious detriment to the public interest to 


retain the law as it at present exists. I the Committee on Appro- 
priations will see the almost impera eee eee Sati 
no other opportunity presents itself of having this 
There can be no objection, I think, that this legislation is 8 
in an appropriation bill, because I find in the So gp ve, executive, and 
= cial appropriation bill for 1878, chapter 329 of the United States 
tutes at Large, volume 20, that all these provisions in to the 
Territories were embraced in that rr On page 193 of the United 


hope there will be no objection made to retaining this, legislation in 


the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. The of Dakota, to which this 
before that time Dakota will be a State in the Union. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator will permit metocorrecthim. The 
Legislative Assembly of Dakota is in session now. 

Mr. ALLISON, 8 yee in this 
bill for the Legislature of sits only once 
in two years. There will beam beampl FF 
next session of Congress for a icting and redivision of this Terri- 
tory into legislative districts, if we shall’ not at an early period in the 
session admit Dakota as a State. 

This legislation shay be all right; Ido not know that itis wrong; but 
certainly it has been considered by no committee of the Senate. We 
do not know and can not know in the nature of things whether this is 
wise legislation or unwise, 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Iowa will permit me to explain. 
The statute before him has determined the propriety of having forty- 
ar ep ns representatives and twenty-four members of the council. 

Tr. ALLISON. So it has, and provided a method of filling them. 

Mr. McMILLAN. And the only reason why the provision 
was not embraced in that statute was because the election occurred in 
the fall succeeding the passage of the law, the law having passed in June 
and the election transpiring in November, and there was no session of 
the Legislature interveni 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate will see that Congress dealt with this 
subject only last June, and made provision it. If they in- 
tended that thereshould bea redivision and a relocation of the districts, 
why did they not provide for it in the act when they were dealing with 
the subject? It was just as easy to deal with it then as now. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have just stated to the Senator that there was 
no session of the Legislature intervening between the stator 
law and the election. The election must transpire, 
for the increase of members of the Legislature was so eee 

tion having increased to so large an extent that the increase of 


popula’ 
the members of the Legislature was necessary, and Congress provided 


ision | shall be 
would apply, will not sit until two years from this winter, and I hope cept 


tr it. e to apportion the Territory into 

egislative icts, and they could not at that time prescribe that the 

— — should be divided intg legislative districts, because there could 
have been no election then. 

Mr, ALLISON. It seems I failed utterly to make myself under- 


stood. Only last June we for this increase in the Territorial 
council and house of representatives of Dakota, and we provided that 
the additional number of members should be elected in districts as 
they then stood. If after looking into this subject, had sup- 
3 it a wise thing to provide for a reapportionment, all that would 

ve been required then would have been a simple additional section 
saying that this Legislature when convened should have authori‘ a 
reapportion the Territory; and the Senator from Massachusetts 
Heap sotto voce says that i is all they are going to say now, which 1 
agree to 

We are confronted all the time with these legislative questions, and 
when they come from the House it seems to be an imperative necessity 
that they should without being considered by the proper committee 
of the Senate. I do not know but that this is wise l tion; Irather 
think it is; but why is it that the committee having charge of this sub- 
ject only last June did not make provision for it, and if not last June 
why not this winter? Why did they leave it to the last moment to be 
inserted here in an appropriation bill when in the nature of things we 
can not know whether it is wise or otherwise ? 

Me McMILLAN. Congress could not make the apportionment 
itse 

Mr. ALLISON. So I think. 

Mr, MCMILLAN. It would be unwise in Congress to adopt any snch 
legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. It has done so in many instances. 

Mr. McMILLAN, Still it is an exercise of power which is of very 
doubtful 3 The people of the 3 capable of pre- 
scribing their own tive districts, and should always be 
permitted to the inhabitants of a Territory. 

Mr, ALLISON. Itis usually done by the executive council of the 
Territory. I do not know of an instance where we have provided for 
rea) mment by Territorial 

Mr. McMILLAN. In reference to this in the 
bill, as I when I first took the floor, in the a 
of 1878, the 1 ive, executive, and judicial bill, a 
character as which we are now there is one whole 
clause appropriated to the government in the Territories, and it pre- 
scribes— 


That from and after the adjournment of the next session of the several Terri- 
torial TTT 


of 
8 shall 2 receive $6 wees day for the same time. And the er 
into — . — eee. taire *. 
ae 
as Aarts ay sae as s practicable taking into ‘consideration po 
Indians not taxed: ’’ Provided, The 


number of council d 
exceed twelve, and the representative districts shall not exceed placer rw in 
any one of said Territories, 


It was to amend that 1 tion inserted in an appropriation bill that 
the act of cites ets ih T have referred the Senator, was ‘passed ; 
and this legislation is merely to carry into effect that act of Congress 
and t paneis Territorial Legislature of Dakota to prescribe the coun- 
cil and representative districts. An area of 150,000 square miles and 
a population of 500,900 people certainly should be and re- 
aod gee mag eee ed to that ex- 
tent. I the will retain the clause 

The P. ING OFFICER. THe question is on the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I call forthe yeas and nays. Perhaps a division 
may be taken if Senators understand the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator to withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir; I will take a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 13— 
no quorum voting. 5 

Mr. PENDLETON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Territory of Dakota by law has twenty-four 
members of the council and forty-eight representatives. That number 
was prescribed by an act of Congress passed last June. Now, the num- 
ber of districts consists of twelve council districts and twenty-four rep- 
resentative districts. This legislation merely permits the Legi 
of the Territory to increase the number of the districts to conform to 
the number of representatives, so that there shall be one representative 
from each council district, and one from each representative district. 
That is a principle that certainly should be zed as one to which 
every portion of the country is entitled; and legislation of this charac- 
ter, more extended and more general, was inserted in the ive, 
executive, and judicial appropriation bill in 1878, which renders this 
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ting this chango to be made, en e, den the 8 vet w. | a Ranga, amen nara e ee 
0 e n, but the ve y; rent of two an 
legislation of 1878 has nothing Whatever to do with Sere tae oka feats L aoa Toan ADN rene saratana aad 
McMILLAN. The principle certainly is dees and there the journals, '; fuel, rent, light, furniture, stationery, messenger, 
legislation was much more general and aie more extensive, — ae — s a peep ta for printing code and laws of the 


3 the Territories and covering the whole legislation for the Terri- 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 36, nays 
9; as follows: 


YEAS—36. 

Allison, Colquitt, Hampton, Pike, 
Bayard, wes, Platt, 
Beck. Edmunds, Hawley, Pugh, 
e Ta me 7 

* rye, ngalls, ulsbu 
Cameron of Wis., Garland, Ye Vs 
Chace, „ Morgan, Vance, 
Cockrell, Groome, Morrill, est, 
Coke, Hale, Pendieton, Walker. 

NAYS—9. 
Conger, MeMilian, Miller of N. Y. Van W. € 
Dolph. d Palmer, i * 
Lapham, 
ABSENT—31 
Aldrich, Gibson, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Goena, Lamar, Sa 
Bowen, arrison, Dogan; er. 
Butler, Hill, McPherson, Sewell, 
Camden, 3 Manderson. Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Jonas, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Callom, Jones of ane oe Williams, 
Farley, Jones of Nevada, umb, 3 
So the amendment was agreed ey 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his announced that the President had, this 
day, approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 305) for the relief of Thomas T. Stratton, assignee of W. 


B. Waldron; 

An act (S. ple mn ae C. Marsh; 

An act (S. 1347) for the relief of the sufferers by loss of the Govern- 
ment steamer J, Don Cameron; 

An act (S. 1412) authorizing the Secretary of War to adjust and set- 
tle the account for arms between the State of South Carolina and the 
Government of the United States; 

AR act (S. 1839) for the erection of a public building at Chattanooga; 


8 5 85 sok (S. 2623) to remove the political disabilities of Alexander W. 
tark; and 

An act (S. 1915) to remove the disabilities of James D. Johnston, of 
es incurred under the fourteenth amendment of the Constitu- 


FISH IN POTOMAC RIVER. 


ae. LAPHAM submitted the following report: 
committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
Pp amendment of the Senate tothe bill (HI. R. 3108) to protect fish in the ay 
River in the District of Columbia, and to provide a spawnin, for shad 
and herring in the 1 K — i ae yng confer- 
pas to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 


That the House recede from its ts disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
and agree to the same in the following form : 

“Sec.3. That from and after three months from the date of the passage of this 
act it shall be unlawful to allow any tar, oil, ammoniacal liquor, or other waste 
prodno of any gas-works or of works e in using such products, or any 

wes recone whatever of any mechani: mical manufacturing, or refining 

establishment to flow into or ited in Rock Creek or the Potomae River 

or any of its tributaries within the of Columbia, 5 pe dr con- 

duit leading to the same; * off his act be f Violating this on shall on 

1 us provided in of this fined not less than $10 nor more 

than $100 for nce and every during wh ich said violation shall continue, to 
prosecuted for Soca as provided in the preceding section.’ 

And the 9 tars 22 to the same. 

PEA ewer, 
JAMES B. GROOME, 
Managers onthe part of the Senate. 
J. THOS, SPRIGGS, 
JOHN S. BARBOUR, 
LOUIS E. MO 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. $ 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial fing ge of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, for other purposes. 

The of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for the Terri- 
tory of Wyoming, in line 1558, after the word printing,“ to strike 
out laws;““ and after the word dollars,“ at the end of line 1590, to 
insert: 

. code and laws of the Ninth Legislative Assembly, $2,500; in 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was to strike out the following proviso, from 
line 1593 to line 1606, inclusive: 


Territory; and bers 
resentatives so elected shail be the legal members and constitute 
ve Assembly 8 the Territory. 

the „ und the head of ‘‘ War Department, 

The next amendment was, er the 0 ar 
in the appropriations ſor the Signal Office, in line 1665, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike out ‘‘ forty-five’? and insert forty; so 
as to read: 

And for theservices of nage yee. piri —_ 5 
echan: th ahe Secretary of War a ees may 
— Signal Officer, to to effect 
ation and report of storms, and for 4 — — 
maintenance, and repairs of military telegraph lines, $40,000. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for office of the 
Quartermaster-General,“ in line 1672, before the word ‘‘clerks,’? to 
strike ont ‘‘ twenty-two’ and insert “twenty-three; so as to read: 

Twenty-three clerks of class 2. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1683, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriations for compensation of chief clerk and the clerks and 
employs in the office of the Quartermaster-General from $155,375 to 

156,775. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘the office of the 
Chief of Engineers, in line 1748, after the word m „to in- 
sert one watchman;’’ and in line 1749, after the word ay 
to strike out two hundred and forty” and insert nine hundred and 
sixty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

pe ae Ce ee coe a Engineers: Soran ne , at 52.000; four clerks 


of class 4; two clerics of class 3; three clerks of clerks of class1; 1; one 
A at $1,000; one assistant messenger; one wa’ and two laborers; in 


The ameridment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 1759, after the word exceed, to 
strike out “‘ fifty-six ’’ and insert sixty; so as to make the clause 
read: $ 


And the services of skilled draughtsmen, civil engineers, and such other sery- 
ices as the Secretary of War may deem necessary may be emplo: in the office 
of the Chief of Engineers to carry into effect the various app 
non uch aj sroptiation: Provided, That the expen areton this 
os fiscal year ending J une Da 1886, 3 exceed $60,000 aod Ba that rr i 

ber of persons so penart paar | and the amount paid j — rd 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “' Office of pub- 
lication of Records of the Rebellion,” in line 1765, before the word 
‘‘ clerks,” to strike out two“ and insert three; in line 1767, be- 
fore the word “‘copyist,’’ to strike out t "five" and insert “four; and 
in line 1773, after the word all,“ to strike out thirty-one thousand: 
three and insert“ thirty-two thousand two;“ so as to make the clause 
read: 


Saini eee Rebellion : A ple pig ace ate ; three 
der ety cheno 4; two clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; three clerks of class, 
1; f at $000 each ; one foreman of prin jat $1,000; one 
$1,200; five compositors, at $1,000 each; two copy-ho two as- 


sistant messengers, two watchmen, and one laborer, at $0007 
ee chy — he head of Navy Department,” 

The next am ent was, the of Na t, 
in line 1869, before the word ‘‘clerks,’’ to strike ont! fonr” and ind 
sert five; "so as to read: 

Five aca of class 4, 3 i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1881, to increase the total amount 
of appropriation for compensation of the Secretary of the Nawy and the 
clerks and employés in his office from -$56,830 to $58,630. 

The amendment was agreed to. | 

The next amendment was, in line 1917, after the word for, to in- 
sert one clerk of class 3; and in line 1920, after the word all,“ to 
strike out five thousand one” and insert ‘six thousand seven;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 


rographie Office: For one clerk of class3; twoclerks of class2; one 


clerk 
of o! 1; one assistant eee = one office attendant, $420; in all, $6,740, 


The amendment was 
The next amendment was, in ies 1936, after the word Ocean, to 
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strike out twenty thousand seven hundred“ and insert ‘‘ twenty-four 
thousand; so as so make the clause read: 

F. chase of chart- , copper-plates, electrotyping copper-plates; ink 
9 materials 8 in Printing division ; 8 * 
ion and for mounting charts; materials for engravers; for photolithographing 
charts for immediate use, and transfer of photolithographic and other charts to 
copper; repairs to printing-presses; for extra drawing and engraving, and for 
purehase of foreign charts and hydrographic works for the use of the vessels of 
the Navy; for the purchase of drawing-paper, drawing materials, and necessa: 
instruments to be furnished naval vessels while surveying, and for repair of suc 
instruments, and for printing Pilot Chart of North Atlantic Ocean, $24,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1950, after the word ‘‘at,’’ tostrike 
out one thousand nine hundred and fifty and insert two thousand 
two hundred; in line 1952, after the word thousand,“ to strike out 
seven hundred and fifty” and insert eight hundred; in line 1954, 
after the word dollars, to insert “two computers, at $1,200 each; ” 
and in line 1959, after the word all,“ to strike out seventeen thou- 
sand nine hundred and seventy’’ and insert twenty thousand seven 
hundred and twenty; so as to make the clause read: 

Naval Observatory: For pay of three assistant astronomers, one at $2,200and 
two at $1,800 each; one clerk of class4; one instrument-maker, $1,500; two com- 
pute ‘at F, 200 ench; four watchmen, including one for new Naval Observatory 
— two skilled laborers, one at $1,000 and one at $720; and seven labor- 
ers; in all, $20,720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word dollars at the end of 
line 1991, to insert one assistant draughtsman, at $1,000;’’ and in line 
1995, before the word thousand,“ to strike out twelve“ and insert 
“ thirteen ;” so as to make the clause read: 


Bureau of Steam-Engineering: For chief clerk, $1,800; one chief draughts- 
man, at $2,250; one assistant aragua, at $1,400; one t draughts- 
man, at $1,000 ; two clerks of class2; one clerk of class 1; one clerk, at $1,000; 
one assistant messenger; and two laborers; in all, $13,490. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next. amendment was, in line 2020, to increase the item for 
stationery, furniture, newspapers, plans, drawings, drawing materials, 
freight, expressage, postage, and other absolutely 3 expenses 
of Navy Department and its various bureaus and offices” from 
511,000 to $13,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of the Department of 
the Interior,“ in line 2113, after the word and,“ to strike out one 
laborer” and insert two laborers;*’ and in the same line, after the 
word all,“ to strike out ‘‘ninety-seven thousand nine hundred and 
eighty” and insert ‘‘ninety-eight thousand six hundred and forty; so 
as to make the clause read: 

Indian Office: For compensation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $4,000 ; 


chief clerk, $2,000; one financial clerk, at $2,000; chief of division, at $2,000; on 


e 
principal bookkeeper, at $1,800; four clerks of class 4, one of whom shall have 


charge of the educational division ; ten clerks of class 3; one stenographer, at 
Sie ae uae Raw aint bones SEAT eee oem 
z n cler! 7 ; fo n co ; one r 
gne assistant messenger; one messenger-boy, at $360, and two laborers; in all, 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from line 2116 to 
line 2139, inclusive, as follows: - 
Thata committee consist 


S- 
should be made 


and to int a clerk, and rt by bill therwise to the Forty- 
ninth Congress. ‘The 3 may be 
summoned before it, shall be 

wise a 
ex 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Thenext amendment was, in the appropriations for the Pension Office, 
after the word dollars,“ in line 2167, to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That vacancies occurring in the clerical force of the Pension Office 
during the fiscal year 1886 shall not be filled by promotion or original appoint- 
ment until a reduction of one hundred and fifty in all is made; and thereafter 
the number shall not be increased, and the number in the several grades shall 
remain as existing when said reduction is completed. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to reserve a point of order on that amend- 
ment until I learn what the necessity for it is. I should like to in- 
quire of the chairman if the condition of business in the Pension Office 
is such that this reduction may properly be made? The complaint is 
very great, coming in every mail very largely from pension applicants 
all over the country, of great delay in dealing with their cases. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think the delay comes from any lack of 
clerical force. If the Senator will turn his eye to page 89, line 2184 to 
line 2190, inclusive, he will see that we continue for the next year a 
forve of one hundred and fifty special examiners,which under the a 
propriation act of last year were to be retired on the Ist day of July 


sity for its continuation. 


next. Upon as thorough an examination as we could make of the sit- 
uation, it was the opinion of the committee that if we continue this 
additional force of one hundred and fifty special examiners, gradually 
during the year 1886 we can from all the force reduce an equal number 
of employés. I do not think there is any likelihood of anybody suffer- 
ing on account of this reduction. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not propose to set up a question of order that will 
prevent the Senate from acting upon a matter which has been matured 

y the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
trust the Senator will make it. 
order it is subject to. 

Mr. HOAR, It certainly is new legislation. It provides that the 
now existing authority to appoint a particular class of officers shall not 
be exercised. $ 

Mr. ALLISON. As the Senator will see, it relates wholly to the 
corks provided for in the paragraph and appropriated for in the para- 
graph. 

Mr. HOAR. But the clerks in that office that now exist are officers 
beyond the particular year. If we do not appropriate for them, and 
they go on with their work, would they not have a claim against the 
United States? 

Mr. ALLISON. Perhaps a portion of them may be recognized by 
some ent law, but these clerks are appropriated for annually in 
the appropriation bills, and their number is increased or diminished 
from year to year. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘There is a change in method of machinery of appoint- 
ment and putting a limitation onauthority. However, I was about to 
say that I wanted merely to have a clear and distinct affirmation from 
the committee and the chairman, the organ of the committee, of a be- 
lief that the clerical force is sufficient to transact the business of the 
Pension Office promptly and without delay, because- undoubtedly the 
most objectionable part of our civil administration for the last few years 
has been the clumsy and imperfect manner and the great delays which 
have attended the settlement of pension cases. There are a great many 
casés of fraud, a great many cases of doubt, a t many cases of im- 
proper evidence; there are a great many cases of negli on the part 
of applicants or their attorneys; but allowing for all that, the fact re- 
mains that here are thousands and tens of thousands of soldiers, sol- 
diers’ widows, and soldiers’ orphans who have done ey ing that in 
them lies to secure the pension to which they are entitled by law, and 
who are growing old and dying of poverty and want and e by 
reason of the imperfection of the mechanism which we have devised for 
the establishment of their rights. 

I do not mean to say that any Commissioner of Pensions has failed to 
do his best with the machinery at hiscommand. I donot mean to say 
that there is not much difficulty inherent in the nature of the subject. 
My own belief is that the whole scheme has been and the pen- 
sion applicants should have been permitted to try their cause in a dis- 
trict court of the United States, or before some special tribunal in their 
neighborhood, with a proper officer to t the Government. I 
think that such a scheme would have long ago disposed of the vast 
number of pension cases which still await the tardy process of justice. 

If the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, with the great 
responsibility which rests upon him and his committee, says that the - 
force of clerks inthe Pension Office at the present number is not neces- 
sary to remove this difficulty, and that the settlement of these cases 
will go on as rapidly as may be in the nature of things even with the 
reduced number, I do not undertake to set up any opinion of mine 
against his authority. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to say in regard to the amendment that last 
year the Commissioner of Pensions himself recommended an important 
reduction in the force of that Pree ee of the lack of the neces- 

But it not reduced; or rather, the force 
having been reduced by the bill as it came from the House, the Senate 
increased it again upon the belief that what is known as the Mexican 
pension bill would become a law and add very largely to the business 
of the office. 

Of course if this amendment were in any way to diminish the effi- 
ciency of the office and prevent the allowance of any claim at a proper 
time after the completion of the testimony, I should not myself vote in 
favor of its adoption; but from a somewhat extended knowledge of the 
condition of business in the Pension Office my belief is that the force 
can be reduced one hundred and fifty during the year (although it will 
not probably be reduced so much by reason of this amendment) with- 
out diminishing its efficiency in any degree; that to-day it & not a lack 
of force which is impeding the business of the office; and if we were to 
add 500 or 1,000 clerks to the office I believe the business would not be 
expedited in view of the facility thus afforded to transact it. 

I wish to say one thing further in rd to the one hundred and 
fifty special examiners. I do not think the anticipations that were had 
when that force was provided have been justified. I would be very 


If the amendment is subject to a point of order, I 
I do not understand what point of 


lad to cut off part of them, believing as I do that they encumber 
y the business of the office rather than tend to expedite it. 

I do not believe that under this provision there will be any delay 

more than has been, and I believe the force can be so reorganized, and 
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it ought to be so reorganized, as to really expedite the business much | Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2361, to increase the appro- 
more rapidly than ever has been done heretofore. : priation ‘‘ for stationery for the Department of the Interior and its sev- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HALE in the chair). The ques- | eral bureaus and offices, including the Geological Survey,“ from $70,000 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- | to $72,500. - 
tions. The amendment was agreed to. J 
The amendment was agreed to. The next amendment was, after the word may,” at the end of line 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | 2370, to insert in the discretion of the Secretary;’’ so as to make the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for United | clause read: 
States Patent Office,“ before the word principal,“ in line 2206, to strike For the rent of other buildings for the use of the Department of the Interior, 
out “‘ twenty-four ’’ and insert twenty-six; so as to read: to be selected by the Secretary of the Interior, $58,160: Provided, That any build- 


à z ing rented hereunder may, in the discretion of the Secretary, be vacated on the 
Twenty six principal examiners, at $2,400 each. ven of the Government ré soon as the new Pension Office building is ready for 


The amendment was agreed to. x occupancy. 
The next amendment was, in line 2207, before the word first, to The amendment was agreed to. 
strike out ‘‘ twenty-eight’’ and insert ‘‘ thirty;’’ so as to read: The next amendment was, under the head of Post-Offiee 
Thirty first assistant examiners, at $1,800 each. ment, in line 2500, to strike out one clerk ’’ and insert two clerks;“ 
The amendment was agreed to. in line 2501, after the word dollars,“ to strike out ‘‘one female clerk, 
The next amendment was, in line 2209, before the word second, at $900; and after the word ‘‘all,”’ at the end of line 2502, to strike 
to strike out “twenty-eight” and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to read: out ‘thirty thousand nine hundred and insert “‘ thirty-one thousand; 
e D ee at z 8 bi . General, $8,000; chief clerk to the Post- 
The amendment was agreed to. eee . 31.800: appointment clerk, $1,800; la 
The next amendment was, in line 2210, before the word “‘ third,“ to pomp ne pape ed iene cme ype office aaga resistant Attorney General a 
strike out thirty and insert ‘‘ thirty-five;’’ so as to read: for Post-Office Department); two clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 35 exes 
Pairan —.— s istant eee at $1,400 each. — See 1 br ie Sond $1,000; one copyist; one messenger; one 
e amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 8 
The next amendment was, in line 2212, before the word fourth, The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the office of 
to strike out “‘ thirty-five” and insert “forty; so as to read: „First Assistant Postmaster-General,” in line 2515, before the word 
Forty fourth assistant examiners, at $1,200 each. “i clerks,” to strike out “four” and insert eight;’’ so as to read: 
tae amendment wes fared a ee wa “orks” One clerk of clase 2 and eight clerks at $1,000 each, for one year, in the salary 
next amendment was, in line 2222, before the word cler to | and allowance division. 
strike ont ‘‘ fifty ’? and insert fifty-five;’’ so as to read: The amendment was agreed to. : 
Fifty-five clerks of class 1. The next amendment was, in line 2524, to insert: 
The amendment was agreed to. One clerk, at $1,000. 
The next amendment was, in line 2223, to insert: The amendment was agreed to. 
Fifteen examiners’ clerks, at $1,000 each. The next amendment was, in line 2526, to increase the total amountof 
The amendment was agreed to the appropriation for compensation of First Assistant Postmaster-Gen 


The next amendment was, in line 2236, after the word each,” to a 3 e esis . his office from $111,500 to $120,500. 
e $ SANN The next amendment was, in line 2530, after the word dollars,“ to 
8 rae egg eee to strike out chief of foreign mails division, $2,000; eleven’? and insert 
si ‘ * 1 1 7 * 2 
'The next amendment wasin Tine 238 to inerease the total amount | g ten? in line 2883, before the word clerk, to strikeout thirty; 
of the appropriations for compensation of the Commissioner of Patents, | +, strike ont twenty and insert eighteen; and before the word 
Assistant Commissioner, and the clerks and employés in the office from A Vin Hia 2538, to strike out fifty — 5 — thousand nine and 
è 3 
8 to e e agreed to. insert ‘‘ forty-three thousand seven;’’ so as to read: 

The next amendment was, in line 2274, after the word: dollars, e to For Second Assistant Postmaster-General, $4,000 ; chief clerk, $2,000 ; chief of 

insert ‘‘one engineer and skilled laborer, at 51, O00; and in line 2279, derte ot eass H that} fur clatkeotolaes f: eighteen erkbef clash. 


. „000; ten 
clerks of class 4; thirty-four clerks of class 3; eighteen clerks of class 2; hteen 
after the word all,“ to strike out ‘‘ forty-four” and insert forty- clerks of class 1; nine clerks, at $1,000 each; three female clerks, at each; 
five;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


three assistant messengers; and one laborer; in all, $143,720. 
Bureau of Education: For the Commissi f Education, $3,000; coll The amendment was agreed to. 2 
compiler of statistics, $2,400 chief clerk, $1,800; 8 class 4 ape The next amendment was, after the word dollars,“ in line 2538, to 
ian, $1,809; two clerks of class 3; one translator, $1,600; four clerks of 


strike out: : 
class 2; six clerks of class I; two clerks, at $1,000 each; suven ists; two 1 a ` A 
copyists, at $900 each; one copyist, $720; one engineer and skilled laborer, at | And the Second Assistant Postmaster-General shall have the supervision over 
$1,000; one assistant messenger; two laborers: two laborers, at 8180 cach; one | the foreign mails, 
laborer, at $400; and one laborer, at $360; in all, $45,580, And to insert: 


The amendment was agreed to. For superintendent of foreign mails, $5,000; chief clerk, $2,000; one clerk of 

The next amendment was, in line 2287, to increase the appropriation | jast 4) {hype clerks SL sien AS AREST daa Ti tae cae Of Clem Li See. 
te ; as . rs a 8 , f ; ger; in all, $16,920. 

for collecting statistics for special reports and circulars of informa- 
tion,’’ from $2,200 to $5,000. The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ The next amendment was, in line 2613, after the word dollars,“ to 

The next amendment was, in line 2294, before the word thousand,“ insert for the purchase of free penalty envelopes $3,600,” and in line 
to strike out two“ and insert “fgur;”? so as to make the clause read: | 2624, after the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘sixty-thousand eight” and 

For the distribution and exchange of educational documents, and for the col- insert seventy thousand four;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Jection, excha: and 3 of educational a us and appliances, ar- 

ticles of school furniture,and models of school buildings illustrative of foreign 

mrp recs systems and methods of education,and for repairing the same, 
4,000. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2313, after the word law,“ to 
strike out thirty“ and insert ‘‘thirty-five;’’ and in line 2314, after 
the word ‘‘all,’’ to strike out ‘‘ thirty-five’’ and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 

Bureau of Labor: For Commissioner of Labor, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000; 
for rent of rooms for use of bureau, and for fuel, light, stationery, employés, 
and all other necessary expenses of said bureau, and to make investigation into 
the statistics of Jabor in the United States and elsewhere, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior and as provided by law, $35,000; in 
all, 000. And it shall be the duty of the commissioner to report the number 
and salaries of employés, with the estimates for said bureau, to the first session 
of the next Congress. 

The amendment was agreed to. 7 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 2358. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to strike out the words horse-railroad 
car tickets“ in line 2354. I supposed that amendment of the com- 
mittee had been noted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


wagons and harness, $1,500; 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2631, after the word dollars,” to 
insert ‘‘ for rent of additional buildings for the use of the money-order 
office of the Post-Office Department, and of the money-order division 
of the Office of the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, $4,500;’’ and in line 2635, after the word “‘all,’’ to strike out 
nine thousand five hundred“ and insert ‘‘ fourteen thousand; so as 
to make the clause read: 

_ For rent of Lager 4 a greedy office, $1,500; for rentof asuitable building or build- 
ings for the use of the money-order office of the Post-Office Department, and of 
the money. order division of the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office De- 
partment, $8,000; for rent of additional buildings for the use of the money-order 
office of the Post-Office Department, and of the money-order division of the Of- 
2 oe the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office 8 $4,500; in all, 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was, under the head of Judicial“ in the ap- 
propriations for the office of the Attorney-General, in line 2671, before 
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the word ‘‘ copyists,’’ to strike out seven“ and insert ten;“ so as 
to read: : 

Ten copyists. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in line 2768, to increase the total amount 
of the appropriation for compensation of the Attorney-General and the 
clerks and employés in his office from $112,110 to $114,810. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed and concluded. 
Mr. N and Mr. ALLISON addressed the Chair. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair feels bound under the up- 
derstanding to recognize the Senator in charge of the bill, that further 
amendments from the Committee on Appropriations, if there be any, 
may be offered. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Indiana will yield for just a 
moment I will then give way to him. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very well. 

Mr. ALLISON, In line 2317, after the word the“ where it first 
occurs, I move to strike out the words first session of the next” and 
insert Secretary of the Interior for transmission to;’’ so as to read: 

And it shall be the duty of the Commissioner. to report the number and sala- 
ries of employés, with the estimates for said bureau, to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior for transmission to Congress. r 

The Bureau of Labor is under the Interior Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. : s 

Mr. ALLISON. After line 411, I move to insert: 


For of E. J. Babcock, of the commission on the dedication of 

pet Washington Monument, $200, to be paid from the appropriation for the ded- 
on. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I now yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. HARRISON. In line 71, after the words Indian Affairs, I 
move to insert the words: 

Clerk to the Committee on Territories. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move to amend the amendment by 
adding the words: 

And clerk to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment — by the Senator from New York to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Indiana. 


tempore. Another amendment is not in order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I desire to give notice that when the amend- 
ment is in order I shall propose to so amend the bill as that the clerks 
of all the standing committees of the Senate shall be annual clerks. 
This matter has away from the necessities of requiring clerks to 
the committees. Thatis evident. I look over the list and find those 
committees which have annual clerks and those which have not, and 
there is no difference between the labor of the committees. For in- 
stance, here is the Committee on the Census. I will ask the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], the chairman of that committee, whether the 
Committee on the Census has had any meeting this session ? 

Mr. HALE. It is a very laborious committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Very! That committee has an annual clerk. 
Next is the Committee on Private Land Claims. Let me ask the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] a question, if he will give me his 
attention fora moment. Will he please inform me how many times 
that committee have met during this session, and how mony reports 

have made? 

Mr. BAYARD. The Committee on Private Land Claims? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; I am inquiring about the relative labor of 
committees, and I am directing attention to the Committee on Private 


Land Claims. I desire to propound the inquiry to the chairman of | Co 


that committee how many meetings they have had at this session? 

Mr. BAYARD. On the regular day, which is Friday. I have the 
impression that there may have been two Fridays since the 1st of De- 
cember on which the committee did not have a session, owing to the 
absence of members of the committee, but otherwise the committee has 
been in session on its lar meeting in each week. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator will understand that I am not ar- 
reigning the committee for neglect of duty byany means. That is not 
the of my inquiry. - 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator state his purpose? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I have no doubt of the faithfulness and zeal 
with which that committee does everything which properly comes 
before it. Will the Senator furthermore state how many reports that 
committee has made at this session, if he remembers ? 

Mr. BAYARD. I can procure for the Senator, if he desires, the 
statement of the clerk as to the exact number of reports. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; I should like to have it. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should like to ask now, if the Senator has no 
objection, what is the object of his inquiry? 

. VAN WYCK. The Senator did not hear me. I will tell him. 


It is no disrespect to the committee or ion of their want of intel- 
ligenee or diligence or activity. The Senator was not probably pay- 
ing attention to my statement, and he is not required to do it. The 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] proposed an amendment to this 
bill. We have seen very much of this appropriation bill, and certainly 
it is a very large thing. 

The Senator from Indiana p that among the annual commit- 
tee clerks there shall be enrolled the clerk of the Committee on Terri- 
tories of the Senate. That is probably very proper. With that the 
Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER that there shall also 
be added to the list of annual clerks the clerk of the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry, which is very important probably, Then I 
suggested to the Senate that at the proper time I should propose an 
amendment that the clerks of all the standing committees should be 
annual clerks. That naturally ted the inquiry, as I stated, that 
we had got a good ways from the introduction of clerks to com- 
mittees where they are absolutely necessary, and I took up the list, 
commencing backward. ~ 

I asked the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] who is chairman of the 
Census Committee, which has an annual clerk, as to the duties of that 
committee, as to the necessity for an annual clerk, and he answered 
very promptly that there are serious and arduous duties performed by 
the Committee on the Census. Ha’ received a satisfactory answer to 
that inquiry, I went along the list found the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. Therefore it was that I turned to the chairman of that 
committee to know as to the nature or arduous character of the duties 
connected with that committee. I trust now the Senator understands 
and will excuse the inquiry that I made. 8 

Mr. BAYARD. There is noexcuse required. Anything that relates 
to the 9 business is a very proper matter for public inquiry. I 
may only state that before I became chairman of that committee some 
of the most experienced lawyers of the body, the present presiding offi- 
cer of the Senate, Judge Thurman, and Judge Davis were all members 
of the committee, and I think they found themselves sometimes very 
constantly occupied to frame proper laws for the very important cases 
that came beforethem. It wasunder their and control that 
the annual feature was made for the clerkship, I found it so, and I 
trust it will remain so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on tem to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York [Mr. MILLER] 
to * amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRIT- 
SON]. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 20, noes 20. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. Jones, of 
Florida] is detained from the Senate by illness. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—29, 
Aldrich, Frye, MeMillan, Sawyer, 
Blair, + George, Mahone, Sewell, 
Bowen, Ha: a, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Call, Hill, Miller of Cal., Williams, 
Chace, Hoar, Mi of N. V., Wilson, 
Conger, Ingalls, Mitchell, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Dolph, Lapham, Pike, 

NAYS—2s. 
Allison, Colquitt, Jackson, Pugh, 
Bayard, Dawes, Jonas, Ransom, + 
Beck, Edmunds, Lamar, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Groome, Maxey, Sherman, 
Camden, Hampton, Morgan, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Morrill, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt, y Walker. 

ABSENT—19, 
Butler, Garland, Kenna, Sabin, 
Cameron of Pn., Gibson, Logan, Saulsbury, 
ke, Gorman, Mc ron, Slater, 

Fair, Hale, Pendleton, Voorhees. 
Farley, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 


So the amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment as amended. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. After the word Forestry’? I move to insert 


And clerks to each of the other standing committees of the Senate, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend that. ` 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask whether an amendment is in order? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think it is in order. Iwant to amend it so as 
to include the clerks of the select committees of the Senate, making it 
read the clerks of the standing and select committees.” 

Mr. FRYE. That is not in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 

nator from Missouri isnot now in order. There isan amendment of- 
fered by the Senator from Indiana pending, and an amendment to that 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Committee on Appopristiona gave con- 
sideration to this matter, which I suppose they did, with the view of 
providing annual clerks for the committees which really need them, 
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then I think in the estimation of nearly every Senator here outside of 
the Appropriations Committee they have failed very seriously in the 
correct of that duty. bd 

The clerks of committees should be established, if they are made an- 
nual, upon the necessity of labor being done after the close of the session, 
if we require that of some of our committees. Among the committees 
for which annual clerks are recommended there are those which have 
no pretense of requiring an annual clerk. Such, I think, are the two 
committees to which I have referred, the Committee on the Census and 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. Ido not think the Senator 
from Delaware, although he yoted against the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York, believes for a moment that there is any 
for having a clerk to the Committee on Private Land Claims after the 
session closes. We should do one thing or the other. 

If there is any justice or honesty about the distribution of this part 
of the patronage, or plunder, as it should more properly be called— 
ee if we choose to call it by a milder term, because probably one- 

the persons employed about this building are not necessary—we 
should act equally. We have doubled the expenses connected with the 
running of part of the Capitol beyond what is actually necessary. 
It is significant that we have here clerks of committees carried on the 
annual roll to-day when there is no pretense of necessity or duty for 
them. The Appropriations Committee has retained some, and we find 
that the Census Committee and the Private Lands Committee have an- 
nual clerks. There is no necessity for annual clerks to these commit- 
tees. Why do the Appropriations Committee, who watch everything 
so carefully, suffer this to pass out of their graspand fasten committee 
clerks on the Treasury when there is no necessity for them ? 

Then I ask the question why did not the Appropriations Committee 

further and make the clerks of all standing committees annual clerks? 

us make a reform one way or the other. Let us make a reform in 
justice by only apportioning the clerks where the duties of the com- 
mittee require them, or let us make the reform on the other line, on the 
basis of honest equality, and make the clerk of every committee an an- 
nual clerk. 

Isay to my friend from Iowa that it is not necessary to state that 
some committees work more than others. Certainly; but they are pro- 
vided with additional clerical help. The Appropriations Committee 
has not only one clerk, but two clerks to the committee. So all com- 
mittees whose duties require it are provided for already by this bill. 
I have asked only that the committee shall strike down those that are 
useless or add others that are also useless, and have an equality one 
way or the other. 

There is no necessity for this, Mr. President. There is no occasion 
for it. Thereare officers provided for here for whom there is no neces- 
sity. We have messengers at $1,440 a year and the compensation of 
others is increased and so is that of the clerk of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, and every gentleman-on the Appropriations Committee has taken 
especial care I suppose to see to it that the clerk of his particular com- 
mittee is an annual clerk. I do not think this necessary. Ishould like 
the Senate if ble to be consistent on one line or the other, either 
on the basis of honest equality for all the committees or on the basis 
of economy. If it is a donation, if it is a gift, a matter of favor toa 
o let it be uniſorm. That is all. 

Mr. A N. I suppose there is no more difficult question affect- 
ing our internal affairs here than the one we are now considering. Cer- 
tainly no one question gives the Committee on Appropriations more 
trouble at each recurring session than the consideration of the commit- 
tee clerkships. 

The Senator from Nebraska wants to know why it is that we have 
reported this bill providing for the clerks of certain committees, which 
committees, he says, have no labor or very inconsiderable labor to per- 
form. The Committee on Appropriations have reported the annual 
eee accordance eee action ae Senate hitherto. We have 
not taken upon ourselves the responsibility of revising the judgment of 
the Senate with reference to those clerks of committees; and where we 
have found resolutions of the Senate or votes of the Senate making 
clerks annual officers we have adhered to them. 

if the Senator from Nebraska thinks that some of these annual clerks 
ought not to be so provided for, I should think with his judgment in ref- 
erence to the economy of the Senate he would have addressed himself 
rather to the errors of the Committee on Appropriations by 
proposing to strike down clerks that the Senate has hitherto made an- 
nual; but instead of that his ition is now a sweeping proposition 
that every committee of this shall have an annual clerk, without 
reference to the business of the committee and without reference to the 
question whether or not that committee has work for an annual clerk 
to perform. 

i shall not go into a discussion of the respective labors of committees 
in this body. Every Senator here is as capable of judging of this mat- 
terasIam. Nor am I intending to lecture the Senate as to whether or 
not clerks of committees shall all receive annual compensation. That is 
a question for the Senate, which I do not choose as a member of the 
Committee on Appropriations to interfere with. I only say that the 
Committee on Appropriations have from time to time made these re- 
ports in view of facilitating the business of the committees of this body 


and of the Senate. Last year, I believe, we did add one annual clerk 
to the list of annual clerks; that was the clerk of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, of which the venerable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] is chairman. I think the Senate will agree that that com- 
mittee for the last year or two years has-been one of the hardest worked 
committees in this body. : 

Now, if the Committee on Agriculture which has just been voted in 
is a committee that requires work in the vacation, is a committee that 
requires the labor of a clerk in vacation, no Senator will be more will- 
ing to vote for it than I will; and so with the clerk of any other com- 
mittee where the committee can show a reason why that should be 
done. It has been shown in the past with reference to the several 
committees named in the bill, and the Committee on Appropriations 
did not choose to reverse the judgment of the Senate. 

But I ask that the Senate pause before it adopts the proposition of 
the Senator from Nebraska to provide sweepingly for annual clerks to 
all the standing committees of this body; because if that shall bedone, 
surely the Senator from Missouri will insist upon his amendment which 
shall provide for the inclusion of all the select committees of this body. 
If that is the disposition of Senators I shall not interfere with it; but I 
submit that it will add largely to the expenditures of the Senate, and 
in that respect I do not think I am illiberal. 

The Senator from Nebraska said that the Committee on A i 
tions had twoclerks. It has two clerks, and neither of these 
is a sinecure, I can tell the Senator from Nebraska. They are as hard 
worked clerks as there are connected with this body; and one of those 
clerks, the chief clerk of the Committee on Appropriations (and I say 
it without invidious distinction in regard to other clerks), is an officer 
who not only works during the session of Congress, but in season and 
out of season in the committee-room with reference to public measures. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Allow me right there one moment? 

Mr, ALLISON. I will. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not undertake by any means to intimate 
that the clerks of the Appropriations Committee were not just such of- 
ficials as the Senator represents. My only idea was to answer what I 
supposed be an t made, that annual clerks are given because 
some committees do more work than others. I only said in that con- 
nection that when that was the case the Senate took care to provide 
that they should have additional clerks. I beg the Senator not to mis- 
understand me. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course I will not misunderstand the Senator; 
but the Senator from Nebraska undertook to say, and did say, that the 
Committee on Appropriations in deciding this matter, so far as they had 
the power to decide the matter, were actuated by principles of favorit- 
ism with regard to the members of this body. I do not so understand 
the action of the Committee on Appropriations. Now take the clerk of 
the Committee on Indian irs, made annual last year. The Sena- 


tor from Massachusetts, although a member of the Committee on Ap- 


propriations, did not ask for that annual clerk, 23 he might as 
well have asked for it, and so I might say of other gentlemen the elerks 
of whose committees have been made annual. 

I have no feeling about this. I think we ought to have competent 
men as clerks of committees, competent men in the administration of 
our affairs at the desk here and elsewhere; and if they are N 
ficiently now, let us pay them a larger salary; but let us not do it by a 
wholesale amendment such as is proposed by the Senator from Ne- 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I do not desire to go into any general 
discussion of this subject, as I do not think it is necessary. I under- 
stand that from time to time the list of the annual committee clerks 
has been changed and added to. It seems to have come to a point now 
where, in the opinion of many Senators, if not a majority, there is a 
discrimination in this matter which ought no longer to exist. There 
are a number of the committees which are standing committees, but 
the clerks of which are merely appointed for the session and are paid 
a per diem, 

Last session the Senate by quite a majority decided to allow a private 
secretary to every Senator in this body who was not the chairman of 
a committee. The pay of these secretaries is precisely the same as the 
pay of the clerks of standing committees, which are not included in the 
annual list in this appropriation bill. I submit that that is not a fair 
distribution; for if these committees are of any value at all, if they have 
any work to do, certainly the clerk of such a committee should receive 
more than the secretary of a Senator, who is paid for doing the ordinary 
business of a Senator and nothing else. A number of these commit- 
tees are very important and do a large amonntof work. There can be 
no doubt about that, 

Then in the making up of the force about the Senate and arranging 
theirsalaries, a matter entirely in the hands of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, it so happens that the men who are appointed as messengers to 
these very committees about which we are now talking receive an an- 
nual salary of $1,440, which is more than the clerks of the committees 
receive. I submit that this is nota fair distribution, and it should 
not be so. They are general messengers, and they are assigned to act 
as messengers to these very committees on the days they sit and at 


other times they are distributed to other work; but they do act as mes- 
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sengers to those identical committees. Of course their appointment 
_ is general, but they are assigned specially to committees. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘The messenger in charge of the room of the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands acts as messenger to that committee during the 
days when that committee is in session and at other times he does other 
messenger duty. He is not messenger to that committee specially. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I understand, but they are assigned 
to special duty as messengers to the particular committees and they 
receive the salary which I have stated. 

As to the main question whether all the standing committees should 
have permanent clerks, I am not prepared to say. As I look over the 
list I am not able to select any which I think should not come under 
that rule. Ido not care to go into any discussion as to the importance 
of some of the committees which I find in this bill. The Senator from 
Nebraska has done that to some extent. I submit to any fair-minded 
Senator if he will take that list of committees whose clerks are made 
annual by this appropriation bill and then take the list of the commit- 
tees which are standing and the clerkships which are not annual, he 
will say that itis not right. The only way to makeit right is to change 
it here and now in this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggested to the Senator from Nebraska when he 
offered his amendment that I thonght it was notin order. It has not 
been reported by any committee nor has it been referred to the Com- 


mittee on Appropriations. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks, if the Senator 


makes the point, it is not in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is an amendment to an amendment. Do I 
understand that it is the rule of this body that where a gentleman has 
presented an amendment properly, as the Senator from Indiana did, 
and then any other Senator desires to propose an amendment to that 
8 t, it must be submitted to the Committee on Appropriations 

vious? ; 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the rules to 
require in respect of amendments to appropriation bills that all amend- 
ments which add new items of appropriation (as this does in substance 
as the Chair thinks) must be reported from a standing or select com- 
mittee and be referred, one day previous to their being considered, to 
the Committee on Appropriations. The Chair understands that the 
same rule applies to amendments to amendments. If any question of 
order shall be raised on the first amendment the Chair will rule upon 
it when made. The Senator from Iowa makes the question of order 
that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska is not in 
order under this rule. The Chair is bound to sustain the point of or- 


der, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Chair hear another suggestion? This 
amendment was received without opposition and has been discussed 
without opposition, and now I submit it is too late for the Senator from 
Towa to raise the question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the practice of the 
Senate has always been to have these questions of order determined 
when they are raised until the bill has gone to a stage where the 
amendments become a of the bill and can not be touched. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Speaking upon the bill, then, I desire toask the 
Senator from Kansas a question. The Senator from New York spoke 
in regard to messengers, and the Senator from Kansas replied that the 
general messengers were detailed to wait on committee-rooms, and 
when not waiting there were engaged in other services. Let me call 
his attention to this: 

Seven messengers at the rate of $1,440 pe annum for the following commit- 
tees, namely: Finance, Post-Offices and Post-Roads, Pensions, Claims, District 
of Columbia, Judiciary, Engrossed Bills, and Military Affairs. 

Are not those messengers appointed for and especially assigned to 
duty to those committees? 

Mr. PLUMB. I suppose they are; but I was referring to the mes- 
sengers generally, not to those specially named. 

Mr. VAN CK. Here are seven placed in this bill by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, whose only duty is merely to sit at the doors 
of those committee-rooms. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me get through with this first. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is right on this point. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me finish my sentence. They are at the 
doors of these committee-rooms. My friend from Kansas admits that 
their only duty is at those committee-rooms. I want still further to 
ask him—and then I will hear the Senator from Iowa—what duties 
have they to discharge during the vacation? f 

Mr. PLUMB. That I do not know. I can not tell about that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Probably the chairman of the committee can. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator from Nebraska probably knows more 
about it than I do. I was speaking in reference to the general messen- 
gers. I suppose these special messengers probably do the duty of wait- 
ing upon those committee-rooms during the session, but I understand 
though I do not know anything about it—that they have other duties 
during the vacation. But I want to say one thing further. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations did not put anything at all in the bill on this 


subject. These provisions were found in the bill as it came from the 
House, and the House committee presumably—I have no doubt that 
is the fact—took the regular establishment as provided for at precedi 
sessions of Congress; and these committee clerks and messengers, as 
understand, have been put in in obedience toa resolution of the Senate 
made prior to the time when they were putin; and in putting them 
in the committee has simply accepted the judgment of the Senate ex- 
pressed independently on the proposition. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now I will hear the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam much obliged to the Senator from Nebraska. 
If I were to say anything it would be a repetition of what the Senator 
from Kansas has just said, and that is that the Committee on Appro- 
2 not pretend to consider these questions where the Senate 

taken action. We find an existing statute with reference to the 
number of employés and the compensation of employés, and except in 
a very few instances we do not undertake to change that statute. 

Now with reference to the messengers that have been put on from time 
to time, some of them have been put on against my vote, as I remem- 
ber very well. Last year a messenger to the Committee on Military 
Affairs was by a resolution of the Senate, and a large majority too, 
placed on that list, and we felt bound to make an appropriation for 
that messenger in accordance with the judgment of the Senate, and so 
we have acted with reference to the annual committee clerks. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let me ask the Senator from Iowa a question, 
wai _ Senator from Kansas said he could not answer. Tina in 
he bill 

Seven messengers at the rate of $1,440 per annum, for the following commit- 
tees, namely: Peinat, Post-Offices and Post- Pensions, ms, District 
of Columbia, Judiciary, Engrossed Bills, and Military Affairs. 

The Senator from Kansas admits that these messengers are specially 
assigned for duty to these committees. Let me ask my friend from 
Iowa if these messengers have any duty to discharge in vacation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose they have; otherwise I me the Sen- 
ate would not have given them an annual á t those duties 
are I do not know. I happen to bea member of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, which is the only committee of which I am a member of those 
committees indicated in that list. I suppose the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance could indicate what his m does. Of course 
Ican not follow him up day by day. But I e it that when the 
Senate deliberately provided fora messenger they did so upon some idea 
that service was to be performed, and I have no doubt these messengers 
perform their relative proportion of the work that is done by messen- 
gers of the Senate during the vacation. 

It is impossible for any Senator here to run the Senate in vacation. 
It is the business of the Sergeant-at-Arms to take care of this wing of 
the building during the vacation and to assign a sufficient number of 
messengers, laborers, and other employés to see that the building is 
taken care of; I do not know what particular ones he uses at different 


times. ~ 

Mr. MORRILL. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, I will 
say that the Sergeant-at-Arms has the sole of these seven men, 
and places them at any duty he sees fit. They can not be absent with- 
out his leave. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I would suggest in the same line that the mes- 
senger of the Committee on Pensions was summoned here in vacation 
by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. VAN WICK. That is not one of the committees I am asking 
about. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, it is. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I beg pardon; I see itis. That is one of 
the seven specially assigned by a resolution of the Senate, my friend 
says deliberately adopted. The resolution of the Senate was for duty 
to these committees. Then I desire to know—I do not suppose the Ap- 
propriations Committee know—what they do when it ae is not in 
session? I venture to say that these men assigned here have no duty 
to perform, as most of the annual clerks have no duty to perform dur- 
ing vacation. That is the point I was designing to make. 

Then the gentlemen on the Appropriations Committee say they are 
powerless, they can not do anything, because the Senate has deliberately 
resolved that these appointments should be made; but I see the Ap- 
propriations Committee struck down some things, Only a moment ago 
they were striking down one hundred and fifty clerks in the Pension 
Office. How were they onthe roll. Does my friend from Iowa under- 
stand me? He was saying that it was not proper for the Appropria- 
tions Committee to retrench of their own motion when the Senate de- 
liberately by resolution said these messengers were beyond their reach. 
Then I alluded to the fact that only a moment ago the Appropriations 
Committee were asking us to strike down one hundred and fifty clerks 
in the Pension Office. Was that not taking the power in their own 
hands? Those clerks were placed there by law or by resolution of this 
body. My friend must know this. 

I want to show that that committee can do it when inclined. They 
can strike down one hundred and fifty pension clerks, but they can not 
strike down the annual clerk of the Committee on the Censns or the 
annual clerk of the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, there can be no doubt, indeed I 
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do not understand that the chairman of the Committee on oe nek Yc 


tions denies, that there are great inequalities in the provision 
this bill for the clerks of the committees of the Senate. 
priations Committee evade responsibility for some of these things by 
saying that at some previous session of the Senate an annual clerk was 
ordered for a particular committee, that they have felt that order to be 
Waging upon them, and therefore they report an appropriation for that 

erk. . 

Now, I think this whole subject ought to be reconsidered and put 
upon a fair and equal basis all around. So-far as the clerk of my com- 
mittee is concerned, I do not ask anything else. As these clerks are 
now serving, perhaps at this session of Congress the pay of one of these 
clerks who is pan a per diem would be between five and six hundred 
dollars. At the longer session of Congress it would be probably a thou- 
sand dollars, or something more. I do not think the average annual 
pay amounts to a sum that is equal to the service they render, because 
any competent clerk who comes here and takes a position as clerk of a 
committee, if he is a stenographer, loses his place and his business at 
home. He may pick up something in the intervals of the sessions of 
Congress, but he practically gives up his place; he loses his identityin 
the community in which he been e , and the best he can do 
is to supplement his salary in the vacation by picking up some work, 
more or less, as he may be fortunate about it. 

It seems to me that as to many of our committees the annual sala- 
ries fixed here of $2,200 a year would be too large, but if as to many of 
these committees there could be an annual salary fixed of say $1,800 a 

ear, and perhaps others $1,600 a year, putting them 7 an annual 
eid but not at the rate named here, and that this rate of $2,200 should 
be allowed only in the case of those clerks who hold such committees 
as-— 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Will the Senator allow me to ask if 
he does not discover that there are numerous clerks here receiving 
$2,500 and $3,000? 

Mr. HARRISON. I know there are some. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The advances have already been made 
for the t Committees on Appropriations and Finance and others. 

Mr. HARRISON. The clerk aan stenographer of the Committee on 
Finance, I see, has a salary of $2,500. The clerk of the Committee 
on A priations has $3,000. It is increased by this bill $500 by an 
amendment recommended by the committee. It does seem tome that 
it is the duty of the Committee on Appropriations to harmonize this 
bill and put it on a basis that is fair all around to the different com- 
mittees. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that last year we put a 
eo on the appropriation bill appointinga jointcommittee of both 

ouses to take up this whole question of compensation to the employés 
of both Houses with reference to the distinctions between the two 
Houses and with reference to the inequalities in the Senate; and that 
committee I think made a report; I do not remember what the report 
was, but at any rate after a lmg uiing our committeemen were un- 
able to agree with the House of Representatives in relation toa general 
A HARRISON. It is not agree 

r. N. It is not necessary that there should be an 
ment with the House. This is a matter I think as to our own clerks that 
the Appropriations Committee of the Senate could control if they would 
take hold of it. 

I am not in favor of the proposition of the Senator from Nebraska to 
make all committee clerks annual and to give them all the salary 
. here. I do not think we could justify ourselves in doing it. 

ere are some of the committees, and I think the committee of which 
Jam chairman is one, that have a great deal of work to do which 
requires a competent man, and I do not think the present adjustment 
of his pay is adequate. It is certainly ont of proportion to the pay 
allowed to others who do no more work than he does. é 

I do not know how generally this proposition should be extended. I 
have no disposition to seem to be greedy in making this proposition for 
the clerk of my own committee, I believe he is entitled to more money 
than he receives, under the present adjustment, for the work he does, 
and I would be entirely willing to meet the Committee on Appropriations 
on some amendment that would put these clerks on some fair basis as 
to the pay that they should receive, involving annual employment. 

Mr. ONE. I believe it is in order to offer an amendment to the 
amendment now under consideration. K 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in order to offer a furtheramend- 
ment. There is only one amendment now pending. 

Mr. MAHONE. I offer the following amendment under the in- 
struction of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; after the 
word Forestry I move to insert and clerk to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds,” 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose that the amendment is in order from the 
fact that it was offered a few days ago and regularly referred to the 
ee on 1175 ropriations, 

e PRES pro tempore. That being the case, it is in order. 
The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to the amendment of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. GORMAN. I dislike very much to oppose an amendment offered 


e in a 
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any Senator providing for a clerk to his committee; but I find upon 
examination to-day of the rolls of the Senate that there are two 


amount of compensation paid per annum to officers of 

bill which is now under consideration is $348,082.70, divided thus: 

In the office of the Vice-President $4, 742 40 

CROSS PANE E T sou eee eect ES E A 900 

Office of the Secretary of the Senate 566 50 

Clerks and messengers to committees -...--.------------ 57, 020 00 

Offices of t-at-Arms and Doorkeeper --..----.---- 151, 621 80 

Session clerks to committees___......-...-----.-------- 31, 800 00 

Clarks to RenBURS 2 ons 20s te no E S 39, 432 00 
Making an aggregate o. . 348, 082 70 


It appears also by this bill that the whole amount paid in the other 
branch to clerks and messengers to committees is only $37,900, as 
against $57,020 here. 

I submit that on that statement it would be very unwise, indeed, to 
increase this list. I desire to say to the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations that one year ago he himself, as I remember, knowing 
what great abuse there was in this matter ingrafted upon an appro- 

riation bill a clause for the appointment of a committee to revise the 
ist, but nothing has been done. At this session of the without 
the slightest reason for it, and with no reason in the world—for you 
can not hide them away in the corridors of the Capitol—a increase 
of force has been made. Now, I submit that it is unwise 3 
with this immense list, with more men than cau ly be in 
1 the affairs of this body, to increase the force. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not take any part in this sort of 

small economy which fails to measure the importance of the public 
duties confided to this body. There is nothing shown in these objec- 
tions, no particularity; there is merely a general statement that the 
service of the Senate is extravagant and unreasonable. Now, sir, I want 
to say, with the committees that we have here; that if the judgment 
of the Senate that established these standing committees was correct, 
if they are charged with the highly responsible duties of legislation for 
this country, with the vast amountof public moneys that are appropri- 
ated, with the care of public property, there is not a standing commit- 
tee of this body that ought not to have a capable and well-informed 
annual clerk to discharge the duties of that committee, to prepare its 
papers, and furnish the necessary information for legislation, and cor- 
rect legislation upon the subjects committed to it. 
We are not to measure the great duties confided to this body in a 
spirit of small and narrow economy. We ought to be oki eae with 
every efficient means of legislation, with information at our hands, and 
the service of this body ought to be disc! in the most prompt and 
the most efficient manner. If we have public servants and fail to ex- 
act of them the proper measure of public duty, itis our fault; but there 
is no propriety in objecting to a proposition, when the judgment of the 
Senate has been passed and created a committee, that it should be fur- 
nished with proper and efficient service. I deny the charge that the 
service of the Senate is extravagant. I deny that itis out of proportion 
to the necessary and proper means for performing legislative duties, 
and I protest against a spirit of small and narrow economy which is to 
menace the efficiency of this body in the discharge of its public duties. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, it happens to have come 
within my knowledge that this small spirit has been perhaps too small 
to be observed. I have known since I have been here this winter that 
m so called, are appointed to take care of committee-rooms, 
and that the Sergeant-at-Arms, because some Senators perhaps did not 
want to vote appropriations, has not allowed their. committees the serv- 
ices of those who are called messengers. It is a fact that I state, and 
it is susceptible of all the proof that you can want. 

This thing of appointing this committee clerk or that committee clerk 
to an kanaal place is quite easy. If the Senator from New York will 
show that he requires for the Committee on Agriculture an annual clerk, 
he can get it; but I venture to say that that committee does not meet 
once a fortnight, and Iask that Senator to show now whether the clerk 
that he has for his committee is required to perform service two hours 
in a week. I am chairman of the Committee on Manufactures. It has 
met once in two years. If there be any reason why the clerk of that 
committee should not have an annual salary, I shall be obliged to some 
Senator who will assign it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Virginia allow me to interrupt 


him? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. . I ask the Senator from Virginia why he does not move 
that the committee be dispensed with. tis the p course to 
pursue if there are committees here that are not required for the service 


of the body. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I can answer the Senator very quickly. 
I am not in a position to make that kind of a motion. If I belonged 


to a Democratic caucus possibly I would have a right to do that, and I 
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should bring it in here as a measure and have it defeated; and if I be- 
to a Republican caucus I might make the same motion here 
3 


and have it but I have as much right, I think, to have a com- 
mittee as Possibly there may be a mistake about the word |- 
“ honesty,” but I should be honest if I simply told the truth about 


the Committee on Manufactures; and as the Senator from Florida wants 
to know, I tell him that the fact about it is just as I have stated. 

But I did not rise to speak to that. I want to know now for myself 
whether one Senator who happens to be a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations represents more than one State ormore than one-half of 
one State. I can not understand that the rules of the Senate preclude 
me from offering an amendment toany bill that comes in here, and the 
Senate can not make a rule that will preclude me from doing so. If 
the Senator from Iowa, as Chairman of the Committee on A 
tions, is larger than a Senator who is not a member of that committee, 
then we ought to know it, and know it quickly. I understood the 
Chair to rule that a single objection from the Appropriations Commit- 
tee could ude an ent. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Chair only ruled that the ex- 
press rules of the Senate provide that all amendments proposing any- 
thing that has the effect to increase an appropriation must be proposed 
to out an existing law or treaty, or moved in pursuance of an 
estimate of the head of a Department, or reported from a standing or 
select committee of the Senate; and if reported from such committee, 
it must have been referred one day previous to its action to the Com- 
mittee on iations. The Chair has only endeavored to enforce 
that rule when the objection was made. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. That is a rule of the Senate, and as a rule 

hapsit is a good one But it isnot law; it binds nobody; and when 
Feios to offer an amendment to an appropriation bill in this body, 
and ask the Senate to vote whether they will adopt it or not, you can 
not preclude me from offering it by an objection from any member of 
the Appropriations Committee. If that were so, I and every other 
Senator had better leave here and go where we can at least maintain 
a decent self-respect. 

Now, sir, I say again with respect to these clerks that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry is no more entitled to an annual 
clerk than any other committee in this body. There is no committee 
here that ought to have an annual clerk, inmy judgment. I will take 
the Committee on the District of Columbia; I will take the Pensions 
Committee; and it has been a mere favoritism that has made these an- 
nual clerks—nothing else. Therefore I am going to vote against all of 
them, and I wish it were possible for some Senator who has some com- 
prehension of his possible rights in this body outside of the Appro- 
priations Committee to move to strike out the whole of it, and I would 
vote for that. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In the absence of the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry, to which I belong, I must respond in a 
few words to the Senator from Virginia. 

I thinkall thestanding committees of the Senate are of equal dignity, 
and if any division of the public business is such as to require a stand- 
ing committee, that committee ought to have an annual clerk or no 
committee ought to have one. No committee’s clerk transacts business 
in vacation. law if a committee is allowed to sit during vacation it 
carries with it the clerk and he gets his I think this is a very 
small business for the Senate of the United States, r body 
in the world, to be asker e clerks 
of committees. It is a small business, Senators, us to be talking 
about—the representatives of the richest and 
Republic in the world to be talking about the pay 
clerk! It is a mere bagatelle, the whole of which amounts to nothing. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator allow me to make a sug- 

tion? 
251 r. WILLIAMS. Not now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
clines to yield. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have but a few more words to say. 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Kentucky de- 
clines to yield. Tha Aecsdine Frona Vieginis net in oniler, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. So far as the Committee on i sanani For: 


The Senator from Kentucky de- 


Railroads, that interests the great corporations of the country, have 
clerks provided for them; and so has even the Woman Suffrage Com- 
mittee, But I say, Mr. President, to the Senator from Virginia that if 
the expectations of the fathers of this country are carried out this Agri- 
cultural Committee is soon to be one of the foremost committees of the 
Senate. The House has passed a bill making the Commissioner of 
Agriculture a Cabinet officer; and when we have in the Cab- 
inet of the President to represent the agricultural interests of this 
country that committee is going to be one that ranks in dignity with 
the trst of the Senate. 


Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me? 
WILLIAMS. Certain], 


Mr. . . ` 
Mr. ALLISON. I had hoped to be able to finish this bill to-night. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not want to make a speech. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am afraid others will, and other amendments are 
to be offered. If the Senator will give way I will move either an ad- 
journment or an executive session. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. : 

The PRESIDENT pro . The Senator from Iowa has the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am appealed to by gentlemen all around me who 
have business to present. I will yield a moment for the introduction 
of business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
9 = L District of Columbia. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to receiving the 
report? The Chair hears no objection. Eig 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8236) relating to sales for taxes in 
the District of Columbia, reported it with an amendment. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Several Senators addressed the Chair. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Ihave the floor except for a motion to adjourn, I 


understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky de- 
clines to yield. The itor from Kentucky is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. VAN WICK. Lask the Senator from Kentucky to yield a mo- 
ment that I may introduce some amendments for reference to the Com- 
mittee on A 8 

The P. ENT pro ere e ee eee from Kentutky 
yield to the Senator from Ni 2 

Mr. WILLIAMS. For that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can yield for no 
ticular He can only hold the floor in his own right. 
the Senator from Kentucky yield to the Senator from Nebraska ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No, sir. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. MayI makea penino inquiry? Ithink 
since I have been a member of this y the practice has invariably 
been for a person u the floor to yield for a purpose when it is spec- 
ified and without 3 It may be contrary to the rules, but for 
epe four years the rules have been violated. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been constantly the practice, 
except when other gentlemen were claiming the floor and complaining 
that one gentleman could not farm it out. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. There was no complaint made, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair heard many complaints. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask the Senator from Kentucky if he will yield to me 
to make a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
L“ No!” „No!“ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will yield to a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask the Senator from Kentucky 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. For a question, of course. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Tomakeareply to what observations he has 
made. I think, Mr. President, that if Senators would stop talking and 
give the Senator from Kentucky an opportunity to understand what I 
say, he would possibly do me the courtesy either to continue his re- 
marks and give me an opportunity to reply to them or he would give 


me a chance now to respond. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; I can not give you an opportunity in the 
mis ay 
- Mr. RID B 


ERGER. If I may be itted to respond, I should 
like to do so. I think the Senator said he would not yield unless toa 
motion to adjourn. 3 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Iwill yield to a motion to adjourn or to a ques- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will address the Chair. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. My remarks were directed to the Chair and 
with the approbation, as I e of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to ask the Senator from Kentucky 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky has 
yielded only to the Senator from Virginia, who now has the floor by 
the consent of the Senator from K > 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Yes, sir; I want to say this—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I yield only for a question. > 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I have no question to ask, and I will sit 
down. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask the Senator from Kenfucky to yield to 
me that I may move an adjournment, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Before that is done let me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Keutucky 
yield to the Senator from Iowa ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to know—— ' 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. BLAIR. Let us vote down the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to know 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa with- 

draw his motion? 
Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I offer some amendments which I send to the 
Bexar’ desk that they may be printed and referred to the Commit- 


erde he PRESIDENT p pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska presents 
sundry amendments intended to be proposed to what bill? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. To the bill under consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro To the legislative, executive, and 
judicial 5 3 ey will be printed and referred to the 


8 on 
6010 fl. I dee 1 . Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator to withdraw his motion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois with- 
draw the motion? 
Mr. CULLOM. If Fasc pe eee e Ana I with- 
draw it for the purpose indicated by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
Mr, BLAIR. TCC 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I have the floor. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
now entitled to the floor. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I have been on the floor all the time. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire state what he 8 ? 
ae BLAIR. I ask leave to introduce a bill for reference, a pension 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
pe unanimous consent to introduce a bill at this time. Is there ob- 
ection ? 
Mr. HARRIS. I object to-night. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
proposed by by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. 
I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
i Mr. HARRIS. Pending which I move that the Senate do now ad- 
ourn. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 
that the Senate do 5 
Mr. CULLOM. [I call for the yeas and nays on that motion. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 17, 
nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—17. 

Call, Hampton, Maxey, Walker, 
ee e Pugh, Williams, 
Coke, — 3 
. George, onas, ance, 

Gorman Lamar, Vest, 

NAYS—2A. 
Aldrich, Cullom, MoMillan, Platt, 
Blair, Dolph, $ Riddleberger, 
Bowen, un i Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., —.— Miller of N. Y., Sewell, 
Chace, Hoa Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, < 

ABSENT—35. 
Allison, Fair, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
Ba; Farley, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Frye, 5 Plumb, 
Brown, Garland. Lapham, Sabin, 
Butler, Gibson, Saulsbury, 
Camden, Groome, Mi A rman, 
Cameron of Pa., Miller of Cal., Slater, 
uitt, . Mitchell, Voorhees. 
Dawes, Hawley, Morgan, 
So the Senate refused to adjourn. 
The Seca neh? wre The question recurs on the motion 

of the Senator from lino is [Mr. T. CULLON] that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 


Mr. PUGH. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CULLOM. rise ESOPE DADOR 8 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 24, 


nays 9; as follows: 

- YEAS—24, 
Allison, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Blair, Dolph, MoMillan, z i 
Bowen, Edmunds, Mahone, m 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Ma — 
Chace, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Conger, Ingalls, Morrill, Wilson. 
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journ. 
The PRESIDENT pro t 


i NAYS—9. ‘ 
Call, Hampton, Maxey, Riddleberger, 
Cockrell, Harris, . Ransom, Williams, 
George, 
ABSENT—43. 
Aldrich, Farley, Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Bayard, rye, Kenna, Sabin, 
Beck, Garland, Lamar, Sauisbury, 
Brown, Gibson, Lapham, Sewell, 
Butler, Gorman, Togan, herman, 
Camden. Groome, McPherson, Slater, 
9 —— of Pa., Hale, Miller of Cal., Vance, 
Coke, Hawley, Mitchell, Vest, 
Colquitt, Hill, o š Vorhees, 
Dawes, Jackson, Pendleton, Walker. 
i Jonas, Pike, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum voting, 

Mr. HARRIS, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to direct 
a call of the Senate, 2 pen which the Senator from Tennessee 
_ Mr. HARRIS. dent, I move that the Senate do now ad- 


Journ. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee moves 


that the Senate do now adjourn. 
uus, RIDDLEBERGER. On which question I ask for the yeas and 


TE pan were nót ordered. 
pro tempore. Itis moved that the Senate ào now 


ag Ap AES EE 
3 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the roll of 

Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and forty-four Senators responded to 
their names, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-four Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. ‘The question recurs on the 
motion of the Senator from Illinois that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Pending that motion I move that the Senate ad- 


e. The Chair thinks no business has 
been done since the last motion to adjourn. 

Mr. RANSOM. FFC 

The PRESIDENT pro e e That is a call the rules provi lo ſor. 

Mr. CULLOM. 

The ENT p pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. T AAE KORNON CMOKI ARE A raaua 

The PRESIDEN eee The Senator from Illinois asks unan- 

e a statement. Is there objection? The Chair 


ae TOULLOM. I do not think the executive session, if we can get 

will last more than a few minutes. I ask the Senator from Ken- 

lasers tnd ge ap tage athe ela let us go into ex- 
ecutive session. There is no quorum presen’ 

Mr. HARRIS. CCC conend ot the N Haak E 
for the yeas and nays on the motion to go into executive session be 
withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. HARRIS. On that I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 
deniand for rena nays. 

The PRESID: protempwe. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the dwuaud for the yeas and nays be recalled. 
Is there objection ? 

Mr. PUGH. I object. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to reconsider the demand. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 
ject. 


a great deal sooner. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The ques- 
JC V 
consideration of executive business. 

Mr. GORMAN. I now renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. The Chair thinks that motion is now 
in order. The question is on that motion. 

an put I ask the Senator 

RESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The ques 
tion is on the motion to adjourn. 

F there being on a division —ayes 17, 


mothe 1 PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question recurs on the motion 
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that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The „ to call the roll. 
Mr. (when his name was called). , announce my pair 
with my 1853 5 [Mr. MCPHERSON], who is absent. 
The roll-call having been concluded, the result wasannounced—yeas 
24, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Allison, Conger, Hoar, Morrill, 
Beck, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Blair, Doiph, MeMillan, Platt, 
Bowen, Edmunds, ahone, Plumb, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison Manderson, Sawyer, 
Chace, Hin, Miller of N. Y., Wilson. 
NAYS—5. 
Hale, Harris, Maxey, Ransom. 
Hampton, 
ABSENT-47. 
Bayard: Fryer’ Tamer Saulsbs 
ê, amar, uisbury, 
Brown, Garland, Lapham, Sewell, 
Butler, George, Logan, 
Call, Gibson, MePherson, Slater, 
eaten, * Miller of Cal., V. 
Cam of Pa, Groome, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Morgan, 
Coke, I Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Colquitt, Jackson, Pike, Walker, 
Dawes, Jonas, ret. Williams, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum voting. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The . and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BLAIR. Before the vote is taken I hope the Senate 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. BLAIR, I hope the te will give unanimous consent that I 
may introduce some bills for reference only. They are pension bills, 
and they need to be printed to-night. - 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum has voted, and the Chair 
can receive no bill or any other business, ` 
Mr. BLAIR. The yeas and nays have been ordered on the motion 
to adi 


adjourn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That does not make any difference, 
No quorum has voted. No quorum for any business purpose is now 
t. The question is on ing to the motion of the Senator 
Towa [Mr. ALLISON] that the Senate adjourn, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 20, nays 
21; as follows: — 


YEAS—20, 
Allison, Gorman, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Beck, Hale, Lamar, Vance, 
Call, Ham Maxey, Vest, 
Coke, Harr Plum Walker, 
George, Jackson, Pugh, Williams. 

NAYS—21. 
Blair, Edmunds, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison Manderson, Sawyer, 
Chace, Hill, Miller of N. V., Wilson. 
Conger, Hoar, Morrill, $ 
Cullom, Ingalls, Palmer, 
Dolph, MeMillan, Platt, 

ABSENT—35. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Fla., Pike, 
Bayard, Fair, enna, Sabin, 
Bowen, Farley, Lapham, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Frye, „ Sewell, 
Butler, Garland, M ş Sherman, 
Camden, Gibson, Miller of Cal., Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Mo: — Voorhees. 
Colquitt, Jonas, Pendleton, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate refuses to adjourn, and 


aquorumis present. The question recurs on the motion that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave to introduce two bills for reference only. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to introduce two bills for reference. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2661) ting a pension to Miss 
Gill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension 
to Ella W. Thornton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

: AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. BOWEN, Mr. DOLPH, Mr. GORMAN, Mr. HAMPTON, and 
Mr. SEWELL submitted amendments intended to be 1 
them respectively to the general defici appropriation bill; w 
were 5 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
print 


Mr. ALDRICH, and Mr. JONES, of Nevada, submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed. by them to the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5828) for the relief of Saint Mark’s 
Protestant Episcopal church in the District of Columbia, reported it 
with an amendment. 7 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be p: to the sundry civil 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


I desire to state, by permission, that very feat tee 
n o 


Mr. CULLOM. 
morrow I shall move that the Senate proceed to the consi 
executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now desire to move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from IIIinois yield 
to the Senator from Virginia ? 

Mr. MAHONE, Iwish to make a conference report. 
The PRESIDENT ponpe Is there objection to receiving the 
at this time ? Chair hears none. 
Ir. CULLOM. There is no objection to the Senator submitting the 
Does he desire the consideration of it? 
Mr. MAHONE. Yes, sir. é 
Mr. CULLOM. I yield for that purpose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e motion fur an executive session 
is withdrawn, the Chair e pokal Ta 
Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia presents 
a rt from a conference committee. 
The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ‘ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House tothe bill (S. 1609) to vide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to 
their ive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Add as an addi- 
tional provision tosaid House amendment the following: “And provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed in any eventto increase the 
cost of the site and building, including 9 when completed, beyond 
the sum of $900,000, as provided in this section; and the House agree to the 
same, 


re 
re 


at the desk that this conference was asked for by the Senate and granted 
by the House. The report of the committee in this body first is there- 


fore irregular. It should first be presented to the House of Represent- 
atives, : 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 7 o’clock and 26 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 25, 1885. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
JOHN S. LINDSAY, D. D. Í ; 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. N from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill 5 2375) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 
Comm National Bank of Chicago; and 

A bill (S. 2084) to amend chapter 464 of the acts of the first session 
of the Forty-seventh Congress, entitled An act providing for a public 
building in the city of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana." 

ALASKA. 

The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a letter 

from the of the , relating to the protection of seal and 


the enforcement of the laws in Alaska, and recommending an appropri- 
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ation of $25,000 for the revenue marine service in that Territory; which} TheSPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 


was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
CLAIMS. 


Mr. GEDDES. I ask unanimous consent to submit a report from the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, is it allowable under the special rule for 
the Chair to entertain a request of this kind for unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Under that rule the Chair can not entertain a re- 
quest for unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, but the 
gentleman from Ohio asks to make a report. 

Mr. MILLS. The e Speaker declined the other day to en- 
tertain the request when I desired unanimous consent to make a report. 

Mr. GEDDES, by unanimous consent, re back with amend- 
ments from the Committee on War Claims a bill (H. R. 8177) for the 
allowance of certain claims reported by the accounting officers of the 
United States Treasury Department; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. JOHNSON. 


Mr. YAPLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 8273) 
for the removal of the charge of desertion against the record of Charles 
E. Johnson; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman from Geo: to with- 
draw that demand in order that I may call up the P. ffice appro- 


priation bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I withdraw the call for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table the Post- 
Office a een bill with Senate amendments—— 

Musi T NSHEND. And that the amendments be non-concurred 


Mr. PAYSON. I object. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object to that. I will consent to the bill going to 
the Committee on Appropriations for consideration of the Senate amend- 
ments. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask my friend from New York to consent 
that this matter come up for consideration. Then he can submit, if 
he wants to, the motion to send it to the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The usual course is to let a bill of this character 
go to the committee. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The usual course always has been—— 

The SPEAKER. This question is not debatable. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Butin reply to the gentleman from New York 
I desire to say that the usual course at this stage of the session is to 
non-concnr in Senate amendments, in order that we may more promptly 
bring the matter into conference. 

The SPEAKER. Two tlemen have made objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What gentlemen have objected ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAyson]. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Task that I be allowed to call this question 
up, and then the motion can be submitted to refer it to the committee. 
Mr. HISCOCK. Do you mean call it up for consideration now ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I mean let it be called up for the purpose of 
testing the sense of the House as to whether the bill shall go to the 
Committee on Appropriations or go at once to a committee of confer- 
ence. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Would not the Committee on Appropriations be 
ready to report the matter back in a very short time? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well; let it go to the committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. I object to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, I submit to the House, what can we do 
with this question? One gentleman objects because he wants the bill 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations; another gentleman ob- 
jects to such reference. [Cries of R order!” 

Mr. HORR. What objection is there to letting the bill go to the 
Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam perfectly willing; but my colleague [Mr. 
PAYSON] does not want the bill to pass this session, perhaps 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. The regular order 
has been demanded. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BURNES. I desire to offer u privileged resolution, which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules be suspended, so as to discharge the Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consideration 


the of the 
bill (H. R. 8255) making riations to su deficiencies in the appropria- 
: ) — tame Er med pr and pass 


tions for the fiscal year endi: 
the same, with oe 
Committee on Apprepriations. 


XVI 


amendments to be submitted thereto by. the 


135 


Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask whether there is anything in 
this bill except the ordinary appropriations 

Mr. RANDALL. The bill will have to be read, at any rate. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ought not the bill to be read before the vote is 
taken? 

The SPEAKER. It will be read before the vote is taken on the 
adoption of the resolution to suspend the rules; but the first question 
is whether a second is demanded. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I demand a second. 

Mr. RANDALL. Is it in order to state why this resolution should 
be adopted ? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. If the motion to 
suspend the rules should be seconded, debate will then be in order for 
half an hour. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, notified 
the House of the passage of bills of the following titles; in which con- 
currence was requested: 

A bill (S. 544) granting an increase of on to Elijah W. Penny; 

A bill (S. 1113) granting a pension to E. Manchester; 

A bill (S. 1612) granting a pension to Bryson R. McCartney; 
bill (S. 1633) granting a pension to James Bond; 

bill (S. 1739) granting a pension to the widow and children of the 
Bryam Pitney; 
bill ¢ 1836) granting a pension to Sarah Hague; 
bill (S. ed granting an increase of pension to John Hall; 
bill (S. 1960) for the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; 

. 2125) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince; 

. 2153) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett; 
2245) granting a pension to William N. Morris; 
28620 ting a pension to Sedate P. Martin; 

; a or the relief of Robert J. Ballort; 

. 2279) granting a pension to Lewis L. Canady; 

. 2302) granting a pension to John Lowe; $ 

. 2316) granting a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas; 
. 2367) granting a pension to. Sarah A. White; 

. 2437) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon; 
A bill (S. 2443) granting an increase of pension to Polly Young; and 
A bill (S. 2527) granting a pension to Robert Sheridan. 

The message further announced the passage of bills of the following 


titles: 
A. Land; 
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. R. 1653) granting a pension to John R. Hurlburt; 

R. 1759) granting a pension to Robert Patterson; 

R. 1898) granting a pension to Harriett Armstrong; 

. R. 2068) granting a pension to James H. Reid; 

. R. 2284) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fowler; 

R. 2398) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ann W. 


R. 2537) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Ryan; 
R. 2538) granting an increase of pension to Christiana Al- 


. R. 2539) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

R. 2540) granting an increase of pension to Priscilla J. 

A bill 2 R. — 0 granting an increase of pension to Noah Caton; 
. R. 3074) to grant a pension to Jasper J. Henry on account 


of wounds received while acting as guide for the First Arkansas Cavalry 
Volunteers in the war of the rebellion; 


A bill (H. R. 2894) granting a pension to Henry Rodenback; 

A bill (H. R. ——— for the relief of Sherman C. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 3352) to restore the name of Warren Sams to the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 3355) for the relief of Mary Mulholland; 

A bill (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to Eliza Sluss; 

A bill OF. R. 3728) granting a pension to Charles P. ‘Mahan; 

A bill (H. R. 3749) granting a pension to William Bolwork; 

A bill (H. R. 3751) granting a pension to Francis Curran; 

A bill (H. R. 4061) granting a pension to William C. H. Bowman; 

A bill (H. R. 3994) granting a pension to William Strickland; 

A bill (H. R. 4079) granting a pension to James D. Kirk; 

A bill (H. R. 4263) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hood; 

A bill (H. R. 4833 ting a pension to Louisa Earle; 

A bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief of Morris Geld; 

A bill (H. R. 5069) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Stotts; 

A bill (H. R. 5123) granting a pension to Frederick Braunwald; 

A bill (H. R. 5124) granting a pension to Samuel Z. Cooper; 

A bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Philip Wiggins; 

A bill (H. R. 5555) granting a pension to James Frazier; 

A bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension to Margaret A. Berry; 
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A bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of Abagail Honey; 

A bill (H. R. 5938) to Julia A. Marcum; 

A bill (H. R. 5989) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Spri ; 

A bill (H. 9940 i the pension of George Tapp; 

A bill (H. R. 6044) granting a to Eli Pigion; 

A bill (H. R. 6235) granting a pension to Eliza J. Norris; 

A bill K. 6287) for the relief of John H. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 6310) granting a pension to Benjamin P. Lowell; 
bill ir 6596) granting a pension to John Hazelwood; 
Lewis . 6663) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Caro- 

2 


Z 


. 6798) to grant a pension to Lloyd W. Hixon; 
6928) granting a pension to Leonard King; 
48) granting a pension to George V. Eagles; 
. 7256) granting a pension to John A. Vanderhoff; 
. 7026) ting a peusion to Jeremiah P. Swatzell; 
7092) for the relief of Anthony Beyer; 
7094) granting a pension to Samuel M. Bartlett; 
gran a pension to James O. McKenna; 
7002) for the relief of Harriet L. Stevens; 
7262) increasing the pension of Elmira P. Spencer; 
7292) to increase the on of Jacob Wiener; 
7308) for the relief of David Fried; 
granting a pension to T. A. Morton; 
ting a pension to Chloe A. Whipple; 
or the relief of Sarah A. Burchfield; 
7524) for the relief of Lavisa Heth; 
—— to grant a pension to Harriet M. Baily; 
672) granting an increase of n to Elbert brii 
696) granting a pension to Thomas D. Fitch 
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au 7709) granting a pension to Louisa A. Estes; 
bill 7722) granting a pension to Almira K. Parker; 
bill . 7731) granting a pension to Lois B. Smith; 

Quan . 7732) granting an increase of pension to Edward P. 
uinn; 

A bill 7769 pagel eared pap nap E DION 

A bill 7822 granting a pension to Mark Spencer Van Loan; 
A bill „ and 


A bill (H. R. 8104 granting an increase of pension to George S. 


The message further announced the passage of bills of the following 
titles, with amendments; in which concurrence was requested: 

A bill (H. R. rors granting a pension to H. D. Prior; 

A bill (H. R. 5364) granting a pension to William H. Whitcomb; 

A bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the claims of 
officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property de- 
stroyed in the military service of the United States 

A bill (H. R. 5798 granting a pension to John E. Denham; 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Maine, Mr. REED, and the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BURNES. 

Mr. GIBSON. Before the vote is taken I desire to ask if this motion 
is carried whether the vote on this bill will take precedence of the vote 
on the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER, The river and harbor bill does not come up, under 
the practice of the House, until after the morning hour. 

Mr. KEIFER. Task unanimous consent that a second be considered 
as ordered. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will take their places. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 147, noes 16. 

So a second was ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I wish to ask a parliamentary question. 
Does this motion include the amendments p by the committee; 
and will it be in order, if it does include them, Wen that they be now 
read in connection with the bill? 

Mr. KEIFER. They will have to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they must be read. 

Mr. KEIFER. I desire to submit this proposition: This bill has been 


=e this bill, but not to dispense with the of 
as the committee propose to ofer or may t to be offered in con- 
nection with it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 


Mr. KEIFER. It will take all the afternoon; it is quite a long bill 
F Let the amendments be read. 
The SPEAKER. Is there obj on to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio to dispense with the reading of this bill and to have read 
ny © bad 5 which are proposed by the Committee on Appro- 


pra 
Mr. . THOMAS. J object. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 
Mr. THOMAS (interrupting the reading), I withdraw my objection. 


The SPEAKER. Is there further objection? The Chair hears none. 
The objection being withdrawn, the Clerk will report the amendments 
proposed by the Committee on ‘Appropriations. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Do I understand that there is unanimous 
consent asked again to pass this bill without having it read at all? 

The SPEAKER. There was unanimous consent asked to dispense 
with the reading of the bill and to have read only the amendments pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations, to which request the gen- 
tleman trom Illinois [Mr. THOMAS) objected. The reading of the bill 
then was n, after which the gentleman withdrew his objection. 
asked for further objection, and, there being none, unanimous 
consent was given to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

The Clerk will now report the amendments. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I did not hear the request or I certainly 
should have objected to it. I desire to enter my protest now upon rec- 
ord against passing a bill in this manner without having it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by adding, after line 156, the following: 

“And all suits or ings pending in the district courts of Dakota and 
Washiagton Territories at the time of the passage of said act, and which 
ifinstituted after the of said act, be sporren — . be pre t in the new 
district created and provi for in said act, cp, es by consent of 
the parties to said new district courts, mercies there e of i in like mannerand 
with like effect as if the same had been there instituted; and all writs and re- 

izances relating to such suits and proceedings so transferred shall be con- 
sidered as belonging to the courts of the said new ow districts, respectively, in the 
same manner and with like effect as if they had issued or been taken in refer- 
ence thereto originally; and the counties of Skamania and Spokane, in said 
e Territory shall constitute part of the fourth judicia district thereof 
until the Legislature s shall meet and otherwise provide.” 

The next amendment is as follows: 

For one clerk to continue the work of making a consolidated index of the 
Southern Claims Commission and claims referred to the Court of Claims 
under the Bowman act, ma authorized by . atthe House July 3, 1884, 
from March 4 to December 1, 1885, at $6 per 

In line 113 strike out 50 and in lieu whence? insert 58.“ 

After line 187 insert: 

For paper, express , and printing of national-bank notes, $40,000," 

On page 13, i line 303, as follows: 


“COURT OF Lans. 


Lad ee udgments of 8 as follows: 

Mgr eg 4 $15 with interest tlrereon 
ature r annum from June ont Sallie H. , $30; James W. 
Harvey aud Aines AES $44,668.57, with interest on $16,250.95 thereof at 5 per 
cent. 8 November 24, 1883; Charles Morton, 8169.07; 5 
Emory, $190; James II. North. $375; John M. Mueller, $748.22; Joel F Kinney, 

— 603.30; Jeremiah Harrison and William F. Harrison, $940; ‘Hoary ¢ G. Broo 
Arild $1,722.25; Delrnille and Joubert, Rate “Levi J. Harris, executor, $6,606.08 ; 
— ide Delvaille, $122.93; the Natio: al Match 8 * ne = 


tch Company, $1,250; the au 9 $1,050 ; 
Newton 80; William Gates ate . 80 Melvin T. Fripp, administrator 
O. J. K. wrence — ie un, te Com A H 
board of field officers ihe South liir Gasoline — State 


Troops, $5,339.67 ; Edgar A. Vel llt 1 28 
the Tana G. Hotchkiss Match Company. lone William J. Jaa e 52; 
the Saint Louis Wine Company, $32.30 Home Bi itters Company, $ 
Wilder & Co., $61.20; John Ep Henry & Co » $253.82 

trator of Thomas Gorman, $100; V Mang 

E. Manger, $183.60; Seth W. Fowle & Son, $135.20; Robert Selden, 3100; ier 
ander C. Rhind, $250; Charles H. 50; 


į 
James H. Watmouth, è Dabney H. Maury, $100; Marius Duvall, ; Doug- 
las F. Forrest, $875; Marius Duvall, executor of Joshua R. Sands, 
A Bichele, $6,064.73; Mary H. La nier, $575; Henry H. Lewis, $375; Samuel 
A Chine, $187.50; ngra! 
M. Chilton, S180; Sarah L. Chandler, 188. es R. Tilghman, Eloise J. 


Minor, $100; Charles Thomas, $375; John S. Maury, $187.50; Cornelia A. Stanley, 
$375; Isaac Wilmoth, $43.33; the eens and Ohio Railroad Company, 
$1,622 . John W. Beaman, $91.86; Thaddeus Thayer, $809.20; Henry McGowan, 
$3,000 Ezekiel G. Byam, trading in the firm-name of Byam, Carlton & Co., 
$6, 339.35; Austin Messinger, $5,826; William Roeber, $2,040; the Excelsior Match 
Company, $1, os Herman W. New! bauer, trading under the name of New- 
pauer & Co., ; James Eaton, $3,410; Henry Stanton, $1,528.75; Phineas T. 

Ives, $696.78; R. Bendel & Co., $2,600; the Clark eh prey — g Aristides 
Welch, $500; Thomas Rootes, $375; Lelia I. Sinclair, $450; a ar 
4 4A. E. e Merced G. 8 William ete ek M. 


an R. Mo’ Mason, 
oo Frederic rick Chattard $6507 ht C. Meigs, $ ig oar Joseph W. Harrison, 8178! 
in all 435.09; and a sufficient sum in — Aa necessary 
to pay the interest on the ents in 3 Great Falls r 

Com yand of James rvey and James Livesey as above provided 
y epprop’ riated : Provided, That none of the aforesaid judgments shall be 

paid until the right of appeal shall have ex 

u 3 191 and 192 strike out the words “eighty-four, $317.35," and insert 


* 
~ line B7 invert: “To complete the new naval cruisers and dispatch-boat 
under construction and repair, $9, = 25, Under steam-e: $86,983.57 ; 
and all balances of appropriat retofore made under any bureau of the 
Navy Department for any one — said 88 may be used under the same bu- 
reau for any other of said vessels,” 

Insert after line %, page 38: To enable the Attorney-General to pay the 
State asylum for the care of insane a Auburn, N. V., for the United 
States convicts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, $935. 

On Bed ons Pe in line 925, after the the word sue “ where it last occurs in said line, 


On page 42, after line 1016, insert, “to supply a deficiency in the appropriation 
for session employés of the House, "ae Salle: 

For clerks, $1,302; 

For pages, $507.50; 

3 messengers in the Post-Office, $36.60; 

“ For laborers, 

“For cloak-room men, $90.32; in all, $2,223.42." 
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Strike out lines 1017 to 1019 and insert: For allowance to the parties named 
expense incurred by them in contested-election cases: 


To J. O. Broadhead, $1,000 
“To J. H. McLean, $1,000; and 


sidered i 4 2 repel 
in addition to pay as laborer, from December 1, 1883, to July 7, and 
from 1, 1881. to month, $409.30. 


` Mr. GIBSON (interrupting the reading of the amendments). I de- 
sire to ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk is now engaged reading the amend- 
ments ee by the Committee on Appropriations, The reading can 
not be interrupted. 

on GIBSON. I desire to ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
men 

The SPEAKER. This is not the time to do that. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the amendments. 

Mr. GIBSON addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from West 
Virginia rise? 

Mr. GIBSON. [rise to ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment. I will state to the House that it provides for the payment of 
the pages according to a resolution at the last sescion of this 
House. The Comptroller will not allow the payment because of some 
technicality. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia asks unan- 
imous consent to offer an amendment which he sends to the desk. It 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Clerk of the House to pay each of the pages borne upon the rolls 
at the close of the firstseasion of the Forty-cighth Con the balancedue them 
for the remaining twenty-four days of the month of 1 , 1834, under resolution 
— House adopted July 7, 1884, $2,220; which sum be immediately avail- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from West Virginia for unanimous consent to offer this amendment? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put the question on the adoption of 
the amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To pay the balance of $3,342.44 to Robert Smalls for apenra due him for con- 
testing the seat of G. D. Tillman in the Forty-seventh Congress. 


Mr. COOK. I object. 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. BEACH. Lask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, which. cuts off re- 
quests for unanimous consent. Under the rules of the House thirty 
minutes are allowed for debate—fifteen minutes in support of the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BuRNEs] and fiſtoen minutes 

inst it. 

r. LONG. Isend up one more amendment recommended by the 
Committee on Appropriations. ‘ 

The Clerk as follows: 

That the Office of the Tenth Census is hereby abolished, and the terms of office 
t and of all employés appointed under the provisions of 
the act of March 3, 1879, entitled “An act to provide for the taking of the tenth 


and subsequent censuses,” or of any subsequent act relating to the Tenth Cen- 
shall cease and terminate t 


expen of this resolution shall be applied to the 
liquidation of any liabilities for the work of the Tenth Census which have been 
inourred heretofore and remain unpaid at such date; but this provision shall 


— 2 to any unexpended balance of the appropriation for the re- 
the Tenth Census made by act of August 7, 1832, but 1 shall 


Fa e as porer — — = aon foregoing 3 relating to the 
The SPEAKER. There is another amendment sent up by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk as follows: 


To reimburse the Clerk of the House for postage-stamps, $75. 


Mr. BURNES. I call for the order. 
Mr. KEIFER. Net She er teen, Hares allow me to cor- 
rect a mere clerical error on line 716, page 30, of the bill? The words 


the legal representatives of should precede the words William M. 


Garvey,“ and those words the legal representatives of should go out 
where they appear in the next line; so that it will read: 
1 ives of William M. Garvey: To pay amount found 

dius by tee KOOT EEAS oticors to Willem DE GAETA A T 

The SPEAKER. This a mere clerical error, which will be corrected 
if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman from Missouri will permit me I ask 
permission to offer another amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officersand 

annual and 


The SPEAKER. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is usual. 

Mr. BURNES. I am constrained to object. 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the gentleman will not object. This has 
been done at the close of every Congress for a number of years. 

Mr. BURNES. It would give me a great deal of pleasure to agree 
to it, but the committee has not authorized me. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker si the same: 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 335) to print 2,000 addi copies of 
Lieut. P. H. Ray's report of the International Polar Expedition to 
Point Barrow, Alaska; 
A bill K. R. 732) granting a pension to William Weddingfield; 


Is there objection ? 


e H. R. 1164) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Elenor 
8 7 i 

A bill a R. 1502) granting a pension to William Robinson; 

2 bill (H. Suy granting pensions to Frederick Nelson, T. Caine, 
and Henry C. ers; 

A bill pa R. en granting a pension to Robert M. McKinlay; 
Tapn H. R. 2136) granting an increase of pension to Merlin C. 

rris. 

A bill (H. R. 2138) granting a pension to Martha Angell; 

A bill (H. R. 2282) granting a pension to Adolph Weach; 

A bill (H. R. 2325) granting a pension to Helen M. Anderson; 

A bill (H. R. 2670) granting a pension to Sarah A. Scott, widow of 
John D. Scott, deceased, late first lieutenant of Company H, First Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry; < 

A bill (H. R. 3000) for the relief of William R. Miller for pension; 

A bill (H. R. 3403) for the relief of Jacob J. Morningstar; 

A bill (H. R. 3681) granting a pension to William L. Sloan; 

A bill (H. R. 3701) granting a pension to James Bradford; 

A bill (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Mrs. Olive W. Parker; 

A bill (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to William Gibbons; 

A bill (H. R. 275 granting a pension to Caroline Van Norton; 

A bill (H. R. 4247) granting a pension to Anna Maria Ressler; 

A bill (H. R. 4266) granting a pension to Margaret A. Ringwalt; 

A bill (H. R. 4317) increasing the pension of Julia A. Chambers; 

A bill (H. R. 4548) granting a pension to Cordelia Gall; 

A bill (H. R. 4837) granting a pension to Charles H. Phillips; 

A bill (H. R. 5082) granting a pension to Jane Hilton; 

A bill (H. R. 5207) granting a pension to Adalbert Stickney; 

A bill (H. R. 5508) 6 H. Caldwell; 

A bill (H. R. 5762) tho relief of Ann Lumphrey; 

A bill (H. R. 5813) granting a pension to Rachel Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 5969) increasing the pension of Frederic S. Rich; 

A bill (H. R. 6196) granting a pension to R. D. Lawrence; 

A bill (H. R. 6205) granting a pension to Catherine S. Edmondson; 

A bill (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to Mary C. Axline; 

A bill (H. R. 6826) granting a pension to Rebecca Kupp; 

A bill (H. R. 6835) granting a pension to Bernard Donohue; 

A bill 777... ee 0 

A bill (H. R. 6966) granting a pension to Wealthy W. Seavy; 

A bill (H. R. 7302) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to Charles W. Baldwin; 

A bill (H. R. . granting a pension to Frederick P. Dearth; 

A bill (H. R. 7386) granting a pension to Lydia M. B 
Me a H. R. 7500) to restore the name of Lewis J. Blair to the pen- 

n- roll; 

A bill 85 R. bia to allow a pension to George F. West; 

A bill (H. R. 7571 ting a pension to Cornelia V. Blackman; 
rA bill (H. R. granting a pension to Mrs. Adeline E. - 

urne; 

A bill (H. R. 7707) to pension Holden Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 7724) granting a pension to Lydia Wetherbee; 

A bill (H. R. 7773) granting a pension to William E. Ayers; 

A bill oe ces Oe ne H 

A bill (H. R. 8033) granting increase of pension to George W. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 8033) granting a pension to Harriett A. B. Corts; and 

A bill (H. R. 8133) granting a pension to Thomas McGill. 
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DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BuRNES] has the floor. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the tleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Burnes] if he will not withdraw ee to the amendment 
I have offered? : 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] knows that 
I would like to yield to him if I feltat liberty to do so. I will say this, 
however, that I am perhaps authorized by the committee to aoan a 
suggestion that by unanimous consent a vote may be had in the House 
upon the Ee 

Mr. KEIF. I have no objection to that, Let us take the vote 
now. 

Mr. BURNES. Ifwe can have unanimous consent, of course the 
vote can be taken now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay to the officers and 
employés of the House of resentatives borne on the annual and session 
rolls on the 3d day of March, 1885,one month’s extra pay, at the compensation 
then paid them by law; which sum shall be y available, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the amendment? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. S er, I want to ask the author 
of this amendment if it embraces all employés? 

Mr. KEIFER. All the employés. 

Mr. COOK. I object. 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, do not object. This is the same thing that has 
been done from one Congress to another. 

Mr. COOK. I know it, and I object to it. [After a pause.] I with- 
draw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Speaker, I ask for a division on that amend- 
ment. b 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 147, noes 18. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. McCOID. Mr. S. er—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise ? ; 

Mr. McCOID. 
ment, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pay Buford Lee $190, Alexander Thomas, James Hall, and Charles Carter 
$260 each, being the difference of pay at $1 per which they received and the 
usual rate of compensation at $2 per day during Forty-fifth Congress, 


Mr. STORM. I object. There are plenty of claims in that same 
situation, 

Mr. McCOID. I hope the gentleman will not object. This is unan- 
imously reported by the Committee on Claims. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The regular order is demanded, and 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] has the floor. 

Mr. BURNES, Mr. Speaker, of‘all the bills that come before the 
House of Representatives perhaps none can be so safely passed under 
a suspension of the rules as the general deficiency bill. Its items of 
appropriation come, or ought to come, from existing laws and deficient 
appropriations by ee be Pc Mere claims have no place in 
such a bill, and from it should be rigidly excluded everything not 
clearly authorized by law. If any question of fact is involved, or ifany 
fact is to be found, the Committees on Claims should have the exclusive 
jurisdiction. 

It is therefore a safe conclusion that no objections will be urged 
against anything that is in the bill; only those things left out of the 
bill can defeat its passage. Everything that is in the bill, I apprehend, 
will meet with the approval of every member upon this floor. The 
trouble is, if there be any, that there are some things outside of the 
bill which various gentlemen would like to have in it. In view of that 
fact, I beg to say that there may be some matters omitted from the 
bill which it would have been safe for the committee to have inserted 
and allowed, but so far as our limited time and strength would permit, 
we have given due consideration to everything submitted to us for in- 
vestigation, and believe no substantial injustice has been done to any 
one in the exclusion of many items pressed upon our deliberations. 
It may, perhaps, be some consolation for me to say to gentlemen who 
believe that meritorious items have been omitted from this bill, that 
in the other end of the Capitol its provisions will be reviewed with 
great freedom and independence, and if amendments are made, a re- 
zen will be had in conference that must be satisfactory to both 

ies, 

Mr. Speaker, general debate upon a general appropriation bill is, it 
seems to me, a misnomer. It is impossible to conclude what 
debate would be appropriate to a general deficiency bill. It is a bill 
consisting of numerous items, and if we should take up item after item, 


I wish to ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
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it would occupy from now until after the 4th of March to consider the 

merits or, if you please, the demerits of them all. Hence, as we can 

not stop to consider the merits of each particular item, I will simply 

~ ena to one principle that has guided us in the preparation of 
ill. 

Under existing law the accounting officers of the Treasury seem to 
be authorized to audit and allow certain claims against the Govern- 
ment, and when they shall have audited them it is made their duty 
to report them for the consideration of There is a deep de- 
sire on the part of certain gentlemen not members on this floor, but 
gentlemen interested outside, to construe the action of the accounting 
officers of the Treasury in these cases as adjudications and to give to 
such adjudications the form and effect of the judgment of a court of 
competent jurisdiction. 

The committee in the preparation of this bill have acted upon the 
principle that the action of the accounting officers of the is 
only prima facie evidence, if that—merely presumptive evidence of a 
meritorious claim for appropriation. Wherever the element of claim 
was found to exist we refused to consider it, for the reason that we 
have here a Committee on Claims having jurisdiction of such matters, 
and we sought to avoid trespassing upon the authority or jurisdiction 
of a co-ordinate committee of the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the gentleman will allow nre I wish to ask him 
if section 4 of this bill, which seems to be intended as a statute of lim- 
itation against claims to be examined by the Treasury Department, is 
approved by the Treasury Department in the form in which it appears 
in the bill. 

Mr. BURNES. Iwill answer my distinguished friend from Georgia 
by saying that section 4 of the bill is the work of a former Secretary of 
the Treasury, fully and warmly approved by him; and, so far as the 
committee have been informed, it has been approved by each succeed- 


ing Secretary of the for several years past. 

1 BLOUNT. I may fiend will allow me one other question I 
will not interrupt him further. I see in this bill a provision for the 
abolition of the National Board of Health. I wish to ask what is the 
purpose of the Committee on Appropriations as to providing in this or 
any other bill for protection against the appearance of cholera or any 
epidemic of that kind. 

Mr. BURNES. The matter of the protection of the public health 
has been provided for most liberally in the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, by an appropriation to be disbursed at the discretion of the Presis 
dent, 

Mr. BEACH. Does not this bill contain legislation $ 

Mr, BURNES. Undoubtedly. ` 

Mr. BEACH. Upon a very important point ? 

Mr. BURNES. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. BEACH. Does it not wipe out of existence the National Board 
of Health? 

A MEMBER. It ought to be wiped out. 

Mr. BURNES. The National Board of Health was wiped out a year 
ago, but its members did not know it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BEACH. That is a mistake, Mr. 8 er. The board is still 
in existence. The act of 1879 under which it was created is still the 
Jaw of the land. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HAtcu, of Missouri). The gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BEACH] is notin order. The gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BuRNES] will proceed. 

Mr. BURNES. I was considering for a moment the force and effect 
we should give to claims audited by the Treasury Department, I have 
found in my ene e Rs I think the Committee on Appropria- 
tions has about reached the same conclusion, perhaps unanimously— 
that it is not every audited claim that has either justice, or merit, or 
law in its favor. Therefore, as upon examination we find specific claims 
which it would be a wrong and an outrage to allow eee of 
their being audited, we have concluded that they are not entitled to 
absolute verity. Congress can not abcécate its functions or transfer 
them to mere clerical agents in the Departments. Its authority and 
duty to adjudicate upon the rights of the Government and the rights 
of the people can not be so transferred or abandoned. 

The work of these Department officers is not the constitutional and 
intelligent consideration and action of the Congress of the United States, 
and it must not be allowed to grow upon us as a substitute for direct 
Co ional investigation and decision by the proper committees. We 
have sought, therefore, to allow no appropriation without due consider- 
ation. The circumstances surrounding us, the condition of the busi- 
ness of the House, and the shortness of the session remaining are known 
to us all. We could earnestly wish for time to submit the work of the 
committee to the closest scrutiny of the House, but the necessity for 
my motion to pass this bill under a suspension of the rules must be A 
parent to every member. ing the remainder of my time, I yield 
to my friends on the other side, if general debate is desired. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I am ready toadmit that there 
may be occasions when it is proper to an appropriation bill with- 
out discussion under a suspension of the rules. In the Forty-seventh 
Congress, when we had before us a tariff bill of which the country de- 
manded the passage, it became necessary to pass the deficiency appro- 
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priation bill in this way. But in this case I called for a second for the 
purpose of d ing, and with the expectation of receiving, some ex- 
planation either from tleman from P: Ivania [Mr. RANDALL] 
or the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 5 of the reasons for this 
extraordinary course. For if the supervision of the House of Repre- 
sentatives over the expenditure of the public money amounts to any- 
thing, it is when that supervision is exercised item by item. The 
pees of this bill in this way really demands an explanation, which 
not been given. 

Why is it that this bill has been so long delayed? It can not be on 
aecount of the pressure of other public business, for it is known to this 
House and to the country that the other public business of the country 
has not been transacted. Why, then, has this bill been delayed, and 
why is it that we are remitted by the gentleman from Missouri to the 
Senate of the United States for amendments? The gentleman from 
Missouri in the sole explanation which he has vouchsafed to give says 
that this is a bill eminently fit to pass under a suspension of the rules, 
if any is. Why? Because it is a deficiency bill; and he says that those 
items which have been adopted can safely pass. Why, sir, that is not 
an auditing of the public accounts. What the country has a right to 
have is a vote of the House of Representatives upon the d and 
the rights of every citizen, and these ought to be 1 here by the 

tatives of the people, who ought not to be told by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations that they can go to another body to have 
their case presented. 8 

I hold it is just as much a right for a claimant to have his claim 
passed upon, even if it is rejected, as it is to have it passed upon and 
sustained. What h does a man here? None at all. His sole 
hearing is before that self-constituted tribunal, the Committee on Ba 
propriations—a valuable collection of gentlemen, but one uncommonly 
overworked—one that has so much business to do that it does not seem 
to be able to do it except under a ion of the rules in this House. 

I certainly hope that in the time reserved on the other side some ex- 
planation may be given; becanse members are putin this position: they 
can not freely vote against the passage of such a bill, because its failure 
may stop the necessary supplies of the Government. They are, as it 
were, coerced by the action of the committee. I do think that the 
committee owe to the country and to the House a further and fuller 
explosion of this matter. 

yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.CaNNon], un- 
less the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] desires to go 
on now. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; I will wait. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. S 
i ing as could be 


allowed—estimates w year, in 

allowed. ` I recollect that at the last session I stood here for 
a whole day offering amendments, contained in this list of estimates, 
line by line, subject by subject, explaining as best I could that there 
were hundreds of claims which had passed the accounting offi- 
cers—claims of soldiers and sailors, private soldiers and sailors—claims 


the payment of which was due and of such a character as had uni- 


formly been appropriated for by Congresses. 
Without rhyme or reason, le ee at of the Democratic Com- 


mittee on Appropriations, a Democratie House refused to appropriate 
for them. Now they come at this session and put themin. I have 
here one claim as asample: Joseph A. Steele, $91.50, commutation of 
rations under the law; due for seventeen or eighteen years for service 
in the late war. Theyrefused to appropriate for that item, although it 
came recommended by the Auditor, had the Comptroller, and 
was verified by the Adjutant-General’s official record. That, with 
three hundred claims just like it, they refused to appropriate for. 
When I went home this man, suffering from disability incurred in the 
army, r, unable to work, came and asked me why we did not appro- 

riate $91.50 To pay nua what wasdue? He said he had been informed 

y the Comptroller that it could not be paid because the money was not 
appropriated. The only answer I could give him was that, forsooth, 
the money was not appropriated because it did not please a Democratic 
House to follow the precedents which had been followed by Democratic 
and Republican Houses since these claims had been made, namely, to 

pay them as they were audited. 

Now, sir, what is true as to these claims of last year is also wue in 
reference to them this year. It is no answer for the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BURNES] to say he had not time to investigate them. 
He had as much time to es them and just as much authority 
to put in many claims he has omitted that he had to put in those he has 

ided for. There are hundreds and hundreds of claims (and I ask 
is attention to it) put into this bill because they were audited at the 


Treasury t and recommended, and never examined by him 
or any other member of the House. 

As a general rule it is safe to follow the accounting officers of the 
Treasury Department. Ido not mean universally, but generally. The 
law has created the Treasury Department with an excellent system of 
checks and balances, the Auditors stating accounts, the Comptroller in- 
vestigating and passing upon them, backed up by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and all the official records of the Departments from which 
claims come under contract or law for services performed. When they 
pass upon a claim it is right, as a general rule, that Congress should 
appropriate the money to pay it. Congress generally has appropriated 
the money to pay claims under such circumstances when passed upon 
favorably by the accounting officers of the Treasury Department. 

But now our Democratic friends refuse in many instances to make 
the appropriation. 

I call attention to this that citizens—many of them soldiers and sail- 
ors—who are entitled to pay for services performed do not receive the 
same because this Democratic House refuses by law to authorize the 
money to be taken from the Treasury for that purpose. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I will yield now to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, reserving my time. 

Mr. BURNES. I will yield to the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, if he desires to proceed at this time. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; we have the right to close. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then I yield tomy colleague [Mr. DINGLEY] 
for five minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to call the attention of the House to what 
seems to me to be a serious omission in this deficiency bill. First of 
all I regret exceedingly the Committee on Appropriations should have 
deferred action to so late a day. We find ourselves unable to consider 
the bill item by item. 

What I wish especially to call to the attention of the House is the 
omission of a deficiency appropriation asked by the Secretary of the 
Interior for es binding. He asks for $60,000 for that purpose. 
At the last session the appropriation asked for was reduced from $402,000 
to $342,000, and that caused necessarily a deficiency of $60,000 in the 
printing and binding of the Interior Department, covering the printing 
of the Patent Office, of the Indian Bureau, of the Educational Office, 
and of all the other bureaus. It seems to me in a matter of routine like 
this, when every gentleman knows it will be needed, to omit an appro- 
priation of that kind asked for by the and recommended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, even with the expectation the Senate 
will insert it, is not meeting the just demands upon this House. I 
suggest to the chairman of the subcommittee this omission ought to be 
supplied before the bill leaves the House. By unanimous consent the 
item can be inserted. The Department asks for $60,000, and it should 
be granted. 

Mr. LONG. From personal examination of the matter I am sure it 
ought to go in. 

Mr. BURNES. I will answer the gentleman from Maine by saying 
the Interior Department has expended, out of the appropriation of 
$342,000, in the first five months $195,000, in round numbers. That 
was an expénditure in the first five months of the current fiscal year. 
At present there are but $31,000 left of the fund, but it will be per- 
ceived that an extraordinarily large amount has been ed in less 
than the first half of the year. I will say frankly that a desire on the 
part of the committee to look into what seems to be an abuse generally 
in all this printing business by the Departments determined the ma- 
jority of the committee not to make an additional appropriation for the 
balance of the current year. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desired simply to call the attention of the gentle- 
tleman and of the committee to the fact that the printing of the Pat- 
ent Office reports, which are sold in the community, is dependent upon 
our ing that appropriation. There should also be deducted, which 
was not deducted in the report, all the receipts from the sale of Patent- 
Office documents. If there is no appropriation for this purpose it will 
be impossible for the ent to go on with the prin of the ordi- 
nary Patent-Office reports that sell to the public everywhere for their 
convenience. : 

I repeat, I desire simply to call the attention of the gentleman and 
of this committee to these facts, leaving to themselves the responsibility 
of supplying the omission. This printing, I will here add, is all re- 
quired by law. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, a deficiency bill is necessary, because 
the amounts which were embraced in the general appropriation bills 
at the last session of Congress for the various objects for which appro- 
priations were made were not enough, in the judgment of those who 
administered the affairs of the Departments of the Government gener- 
ally, to carry on those affairs, and hence it is necessary to provide a 
sum sufficient to meet these expenditures up to the 30th of June—which 
necessitates a bill of this character. 

A deficiency bill ought notin reality to contain any claims; but there 
is a practice which has crept into the preparation of this bill which has 
permitted the incorporation of appropriations to pay the judgments of 
the Court of Claims, and also to pay audited claims which have been 
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passed upon by the proper officers of the Departments under existing 


law. Now, as to the bill itself, on behalf of the Committee on Appro- 
priations permit me to say that there has been no delay on the part of 
that committee in its preparation. $ 

The estimates of deficiencies did not come to us at all until the 20th 
of January, and the supplemental estimates of the deficiencies did not 
reach us until the seventh day of the present month. The audited 
claims did not reach this House, if my memory serves me right, until 
the 29th day of January just past. It required then five days to print 
these various estimates and documents which contain the audited claims. 
So the House will at once see thut there has been no delay whatever in 
presenting this bill for its consideration; and if there be a bill which 
can be safely passed under a suspension of the rules it is a bill of this 
character, because it contains no original matter. 

It contains simply appropriations which were not sufficient, under 
the administration of the general objects of appropriations, to execute 
the laws of the Government. 

Let me say as to claims that as much time was given to the consid- 
eration of them as it was possible for the committee to give since about 
the 4th day of February until this time. It would a herculean 
task, and an impossible physical and mental labor, to undertake to 
delve into the merits of each of the numerous claims which may be 
presented; and I for one will never assent, so far as my vote is con- 
cerned, nor have I in committee allowed the position to be taken, that 
mere auditing of a claim by the Department is conclusive upon 

gress. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Then would it not be a good plan to divide 
up the appropriation bills among the several committees, so that they 
may have an opportunity of looking into the work ? — 

Mr. RANDALL. I know very well what the gentleman from Maine 
is driving at. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Certainly you do. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not go by indirection at anythi I will 
meet the question when it comes up. But in justification of the com- 
mittee, and in conclusion, let me say again that there has been no time 
wasted in the consideration of these subjects, and that they had the 
unlimited attention of the subcommittee who prepared this bill from 
the very moment that they were received up to the time that they were 
reported to the general committee and passed upon by them. I now 

eld sped papi ali rap Pardee won Massachusetts 

Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. LONG. I simply desire to say as a member of the subcommit- 
tee which prepared this bill, that since it was placed in their charge it 
has received diligent attention from them. I quite in many of 
the criticisms which have been passed onthe bill. I doubt very much 
the ee ee ee this importance, which involves an ap- 
propriation of money, under ion of the rules. But I do desire 
to say that, from a thorough study of the bill, [quite agree with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] that it is not only an improvement 
on the defici: billof last year, but, sofaras it goes, it is a very good 
bill. Its fault is not in what it contains, but in what it does not contain. 
And while I believe there should be some items put in this bill that are 
not here, I simply desire to say, in the one moment left me, that I be- 
lieve the House will make no mistake in passing the bill as it is. 

The SPEAKER. The time allowed for debate has steer The 
question is on the motion made by the gentleman from i [Mr. 
BuRNEs] to suspend the rules and pass the bill with the amendments 
which have been read; and on that question the yeas and nays will be 
taken. 

Mr. KEIFER. I wish to inquire if it is necessary that the yeas and 
nays should be taken, the motion being to the rules. 

The SPEAKER. This is a motion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill with the amendments. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. It isa motion to suspend all the rules, includ- 
ing that which requires the yeas and nays to be taken as well as the 


rest. 
Mr. ANDERSON. When the bill has not been read, and it is pro- 
to pass it under a suspension of the rules, I think we should have 
the yeas and nays. 
.  TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] calls 
for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 8 
The question was taken; and there were - yeas 246, nays 38, not vot- 
ing 46; as follows: 


- YEAS—200. 
Adams, J. J Boyle, Campbell, J. M. Culbertson, W. W. 
Alken, n, Cannon, Cullen, 
Alexander, Breckinridge, Carleton, Curtin, 
Arnot, Breitung, Clardy, A 
ey, Brewer, J. H Clements, Da 3 

lentine, Broa: Cobb, Davis, G. R. 
Barksdale, Brown, W. W. Collins, Davis, L. H 
Bayne, Browne, T. M Connolly, Davis, R. T. 
Belmont Buchanan. Cook. Deuster, 
Bisbee, Buckner. Covir TH Dibble, 
Blanchard, Budd, Cox, S. 8. Dibrell, 
Bland, Barleigh, Cox, W. R. Dingley. 
Blount, Qi 3 Dixon. 
Boutelle, Cabell, Crisp, Dockery, 
Bowen, Caldwell, Culberson, D. B. Dorsheimer, 


Dowd, Holman, Murray, Springer, 
Dunham Holmes, Mutchler, Steele, 

Dunn, Hopkins, Nelson, Stevens, 

Eaton, Horr, Nicholis, Stewart, Charles 
Eld Houk., Nutting, Stewart, J. W. 
Elliott, Houseman, tes, Stockslager, 
Ellis, Hunt, Ochiltree, Stone, 

English, Hutchins, oF 0 Storm. 
Ermentrout, Jones, B. O'Hara, Strait, 

Everhart, Jones, J. H. O'Neill, Charles Struble. 

1 Jones, J. K O'Neill, J. J. Sumner, C. A. 
Fiedler, Jones, J. T x Sumner, D. II. 
Findlay Kean, er; Swope, 
Finerty, Keifer, Patton, Talbott, 
Follett, Kelley Payne, Taylor, J. D 
Foran, Ketel Peel, Taylor, J. M 
Forney, King, Perkins, omas. 
Funston, Kleiner, Phelps, Tillman, 
Fyan, Lacey. Poland, Townshend, 

om) Lamb, Post, — ages 
Geddes, Pryor, y. 
George, Le Fevre, oer Valentine, 
Gibson, Lewis, Randall, Van Alstyne, 
“4 Libbey, Reagan, Vance, 
Goff, Long, Reese, an Eaton, 
eres, ors; y Boa J.W. Wanae; 
reen vering, š 
Greenleaf, Lowry, Ea ig W. E. Warner, A.J. 
Guenther, 23 Rogers, J. Warner, 
Halsell, cAdoo, Rogers, W. F. Washburn, 
Hammond, McCormick, Rosecrans, Wellborn, 
Han že Matson, Rowell, Wemple, 
Hardeman, Maybury, Russell, 
Hardy, Miller, J. F. Ryan, Whiting, 
Milliken, Seney, Wilkins, 
W. H. Mills, r, is, 
Hem: 1 Mitchell. Shively, Wilson, James 
Henley, Money, Singleto: m, W. 
Herbert, Morgan, Skinner, C. R. Winans, E. B 
Hewitt, A. S Morrill, Skinner, T. G. Winans, John 
Hewitt, G. W. Morse, Smith, A. Herr G. D. 
Hill, Moulton, Smith. H. X. Wood 
Hiscock, Muldrow, Snyder, W. 
Hitt, Muller, Spooner, Yaple, 
Hoblitzell, Murphy, Spriggs, York. 
NAYS—33. 
Anderson, Henderson, T. J. ts, 
Atkinson, rn, Pettibone, Turner, H. G. 
ree, Turner, Oscar 
ie rae A 
5 wrence, $ eaver, 
. ; Weller, 
Cosgrove, McMillin, Ray, G. W White, J. D. 
Evans, Millard, „ Young. 
Hanback, Miller, S. H Rockwell, 
Harmer, yson, Smalls, 
NOT VOTING—46. 
Adams, G. E. Clay. Jordan, 
Barbour, Converse, Kellogg, Taylor, E. B. 
Belford, Ellwood, Mecold 
4 wi ; $ orton, 
Hatch, H. H M : Wadsworth, 
Brainerd. Haynes, Neece, Wait, 
Brewer, F. B. Henderson, D. B. Rankin. 
Hooper, y, Ossian Wise, J. S. 
Campbell, Felix Howey, b Wolford, 
ane — II. J. E. Hurd, rtson, ‘ood, 

ler, James, Robinson, J. S 
Chalmers, Johnson, W, 

So (two-thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 


reading of the names of members voting. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RYAN. Iam paired with Mr. BLACKBURN, of Kentucky, but 
I am advised by that gentleman’s friends that if present he would vote 
as I have voted. I therefore let my vote stand. 

The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notice: 

Mr. Morrison with Mr. Jonx S. WISE. 

Mr. Saaw with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. KELLOGG. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. JoRDAN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. HURD with Mr. RICE. 

The following members were annouced as paired on this vote: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. ELLWOOD. 

Mr. Lowry with Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. 

Mr. CLAY with Mr. BRUMM. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. 

The following members were announced as paired for this day: 

Mr. THOMPSON with Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. RYAN with Mr. BLACKBURN. 

Mr. CANDLER with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire. 

Mr. ROBERTSON with Mr. CHALMERS. 

Mr. NEECE with Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. LOWRY. Ea 8 e record my vote, I was iu 
the Hall during the second roll-call and did not hear my name called. 


TheSPEAKER. If there be no objection the name of the gentleman 
will be called. 
Mr. LOWRY. I vote ay.“ 


1885. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 2151 


et 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has been announced as paired on 
this vote. 

Mr. LOWRY. That was an involuntary pair. I vote ay.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 


DR. W. LEIGH BURTON. 


The SPEAKER. The hour under the special rule begins at 1 
o'clock. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jonx S. Wise] is entitled 
to the floor. ; x 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the report in re- 
lation to the pending bill read. : 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, is this the proper time to offer an ob- 
jection to this bill? ih 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Jony S. Wise], who is entitled to five minutes in support of the bill, 
asks for the reading of the report. The Clerk will read the report. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The Committee on Patents, to whom was referred bill H. R. 8021, for the re- 
lief of Dr. W. Leigh Burton, have had the same under consideration and report : 

A patent was granted Dr. Burton, No. 88006, dated March 23, 1869, for “ improve- 
ment in electro-beating, and antedated March 12, 1869. The following de- 
scribes the invention: 

The electric heater is based on the well-known fact that electricity, in 
through a conductor of insufficient capacity, such, for instance, as a wire 
small diameter, evolves or develops heat. 

len and small diameter will 


It is also well known that a wire of any great 
not conduct a strong current of electricity without difficulty and loss; forasthe 
wire becomes heated its resistance is increased, and in consequence the heat 
becomes so t that the wire will be fused. 

The of this invention is to obviate this difficulty by enabling a strong 
current of electricity to pass through a heat-evolvin; ratus of any length; 
and to this end it consists of an electrical conducting nor sn with intervals 
of small conducting power, in traversing which the el be caused to 
develop heat; and further, in inte between said obstructing intervals 
free conductors of much larger size, w. constitute absorbents and radiators 
of heat, The heater exhibited, therefore, consists of an alternate arrangement 
of obstructing media and free conductors or radiators, ———— in 
form. insulated vered 


In this heater the obst: 


spaces 
ure o 
means of the two ends of the coil passing 

in binding screws on the outside of the case. 


Ow to the invention being in advance of the state of the art, Dr. Burton has 
not ved a dollar for his twenty years’ study and labor. Now he has a chance 
to place his invention where it will to some extent remunerate for his time, 
trouble, expense. Therefore the ee believe that he to have 
an opportunity to go before the Committee on Patents with an for 

patent, We recommend the passage of the bill without 


an extension of 
amendment. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, 
comes, to oppose this bill. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jons S. WISE] 

bas one minute of his time remaining. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I can add to 
what is stated in the report. The invention made by Dr. Burton was, 
as is there stated, in advance of the discoveries in the science to which 
it relates; and although he has spent a great deal of money anda great 
deal of time in connection with the invention, he has never received a 
dollar for it. Itis only within the last six months that it has been 
available, and it is solely for the i 


of rece, him to reap the 
legitimate fruits of his own r, ingenuity, and expenditure of 
money that this bill is presented. 


Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this presents the question of the 
extension of patents. In case the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. JOHN S. Wise] and the report state that the inventor has not 
obtained any benefit from his invention; but it is clear that that neg- 
lect is not the fault of the United States Government. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Not now. Isay, Mr. Speaker, that it is either his 
own fault or his own misfortune if he has not profited by this invention. 
So that the question presented to the House is this: Shall a patent be 
extended? Now, for one, I wish to state that I am wholly o to 
the extension of a patent to anybody. For seventeen years this gentle- 
man has had the opportunity to place his invention. He has not done 
s0, and now he comes here and asks for a renewal of it, or hat amounts 
to that, for seventeen years more. 

Mr. VANCE. Seven years. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Well, seyen years. Now, sir, if this invention 
is of value to anybody, it is of value to the consumer; and when the 
United States Government has for seventeen years allowed this inventor 
an opportunity to obtain the financial benetit of his invention—— 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Will the gentleman allow me to say that 
this inventor has not obtained a dollar from it? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Very well; that was not the fault of the Govern- 
ment. My point is that the Government is not called upon to step in 
now and give him this farther benefit. F i 


I desire, when the proper time 


with this patent question some attention should be paid to the people. 


Mr. TUCKER. Is it not the object of the law to secure to the pat- 
entee the benefit of his idea his. invention? t 

Mr. ANDERSON. For seventeen years the Government has done 
that in this case, and it is not our fault if he has not made money out 
of his invention; and now if there be a dollar to be made out of it, or 
half a million dollars, or a million dollars, why not let the people have 
the benefit of it? In this matter of electrical apparatus there are the 
most complete monopolies that exist in the country, and they are cre- 
ated and maintained by the patent system, in so much that the tele- 
phone, the electric wire, your whole electrical apparatus, is to-day in 
the hands of a very few men, and gentlemen well know that when they 
come to consider the tariff they find that immense sums are extorted 
from the people by means of patents, apart from the sums properly col- 
lected as duties. I am opposing this bill, not because I am opposed to 
this particular patent or this particular gentleman. I would be glad 
indeed if he should make out of his invention all that can possibly be 
made out of it. I am opposing the bill on principle; on the principle 
thatthe eof the United States have some rights which ought to 
be , and that this House is not called upon to extend any 
pateni 


t. 

Mr. VANCE. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. ANDERSON. The gentleman has had his time. 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I have not had any time. 

Mr. ANDERSON. You might have had it. 

Mr. VANCE. Will you yield to me for a minute? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I have not time. 

Mr. VANCE. Go on, then. ' 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this is the first of these cases that 
has been brought up. Where there isan extension of a patent you will 
ordinarily find large sums of money behind it. When men extend or 
renew patents they do so because they are valuable, and I desire to 
raise now upon this case the general question as to the renewal or ex- 
tension of patents. I ask gentlemen to consider what vast sums—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Mr. Speaker, have I any time left? 

The SPEAKER. The time prescribed for debate by the rule has ex- 
pired. Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] objects, 
Is there further objection? [After a pause.] Twenty-three 
men have risen to object—more than a sufficient number u the 
rule—and the bill will be laid aside. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SACRAMENTO, CAL. 
Mr. GLASCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for t consideration 
=. bill (S. 1810) for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, 


The bill was read, as follows: i; 


Be it enacted, £c., That the of the Treasury and he is hereby, au - 
a site re m yaah 


thorized and directed to purchase reon, 4 
suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
land office, internal-revenue office, signal office, and other Govern< 
ment offices, at the of Sacramento, Cal. The 6 
estimates for said building shall be previous! 3 epproved according to 
law, and shall not exceed for the site and building complete the sum of z 
Provided, That the site shali leave the to danger from fire 
in adjacent an open space of not less than forty feet, inel 
agoi pag Ag Paoa Se ieena Aes for this purpose shall be avail- 
able until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the United 
States, nor until the State of California. have ceded to the United States ex- 
clusive jurisdiction over Senn desing. Foe Gann the ES SLO Se 
remain the owner thereof, for a the administration of the 


purposes ex 
criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


The SPEAKER. Ten minutes are now allowed for debate. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I think the House will concede that 
I have not often inflicted myself upon its patience. I wish to state in a 
few words the absolute necessity for the of this bill. 

Sacramento is the capital of the State of California. According to 
the report of the House committee which I hold in my hand its | 
ulation is about 30,000. In reality its is nearly 35,000. It 
is one of the few capital cities in the United States, if not the only one, 
having within its limits no public building of the Government of the 
United States. There are four Government offices located in that city— 
the signal-service office, the internal-revenue office, the post-office, and 
the land office. The Government is now paying as rent for its offices! 
in that city $4,200 a year, representing 6 per cent. on a capitalization| 
of nearly three-fourths of the amount asked for in this bill. It would 
be economy on the part of the Government to expend the modest sum 
here asked for—only $100,000—for the erection of a public building at 
that place. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time to answer any ques- 
Hona Sant ate neler, I hope the House will allow this bill to go 
through. 

Mr. STORM. Is there a report on this subject? 

Mr. GLASCOCK. I send to the desk the report of the House com- 
mittee upon a bill precisely like this Senate bill. 

Mr. COOK. Before the report is read, 


from California whether there are any 
mento ? 


I wish to ask the tleman 
‘ederal courts held at Sacra- 
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Mr. GLASCOCK. Not one. 
Mr. COOK. That is all. 
The report (by Mr. BRErruNG) was 1 as ſollows: 


The committee on Public Buildings — Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 105) to provide for the erection of a post- building at Sacramento, 
Cal., and appropriating $100,000 therefor, beg leave to favorably report the ac- 
222 ing su itute for said bill, and recommend its passage for the follow- 


reasons, namely 
. bi is the. capital of the State of California, and is a city of about 
Sag “i — tants, 
‘our 


nal office. 

All of said offices are now rented, and are insufficient and inconvenient for 
the transaction of the business appertaining thereto, and their books, records, 
and papers are without security from destruction by fire. 

The location of said offices is inconvenient, 5 as no two of them are in 
the same building, or even in the same! 

The annual rental now paid by the United Mates Government for the inade- 
quate and unsafe quarters now used for said offices is $4,200. 

The business of Said offices is large, and N as ma; 
following statistics of the business transacted a the post- O 


Table showing postal receipts a Sacramento. 


ts of the United States Government have offices in the city, 
e post-office, the land office, the internal-revenue office, and the sig- 


be seen from the 
ce at Sacramento: 


| ~ 1982. 1883. 
Received from sale of stamps, &. .. | $41,903 32 $44,880 90 
Received from box rents. 2.4 00 2.418 50 
Money-orders issued. 172,6 82 188, 304 72 
Money-orders paid 2328, 241 54 „288 50 
—— 
Letters and parcels istered... «j 6, 423 8,962 
Letters received for delivery . -| 15,621 19, 925 
Registered matter in transit.. : 44, 832 53,280 
Through pouches received..... .| 1,281 1,429 
Through pouches dispatched. | 1,082 | 1,236 
c cosas hese | 69, 189 | 84, 832 
The following is a statement of the number of letters, 1 cards, &., deliv- 
ered and collected by carriers for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1883: 
e . passe ócrmai sipoo 2, 671 
ae to ge nA Sos 17 8 
ve 74, 
pyre gerne delivered 38, 109 
N ——— Ten delivered 21.85 
e pers, &c., deliv s 
Letters collected. sses 307,923 
Postal cards collected .. 65, 329 
Newspapers, &c., collected ....... 50, 330 
e pieces handled. 1. 327, 874 
2 — employed 7 
Average per carrier 191, 125 


ir. COOK. I yield a moment to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
WARNER], who wishes to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the gentleman from California will 
accept an amendment to this bill, in the usual form, so as to avoid the 
approval of any plan which will ‘ultimately require a larger expendi- 
ture than the amount which this bill aj rte If this amend- 
ment be accepted I shall not object to the 

I wish to say in this connection that the back door of the Treasury 
seems to have been opened by the Capea rea Committee in the sun- 

civil bill, and the b bills for public buildings brought up under this 

er are opening wide the front door. When we find that now the very 

a eee seem to be relaxing their vigilance at the back door of 

N sara ( I think it about time that we should close the front 

Sone But I will not raise objection to this bill if the amendment I 
have indicated be accepted. 

The SPEAKER. e amendment will be read for the information 
of the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add, after" — t im line 9, the suomio 
“And no plan shall be approved that will involve for site and 8 in- 
Slated approaches thereto, an expenditure greater than sum herein appro- 


Mr. GLASCOCK. Mr. Speaker, nothing would afford me greater 
pleasure than to accept this amendment, were it not the fact that at 
this late stage of the session it would be almost im ble to get the 
bill as amended through the Senate. I trust, therefore, the gentleman 
will not press the amendment now; but I am willing that a vote of 
the House be taken upon it; and if the House decides that the amend- 
ment is I will submit. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is all I ask. Of course the amend- 
ment does not come up till the bill is before the House. 

The SPEAKER. If the House should decide to consider the bill 
the amendment will be in order, 

Mr. COOK. We want to know whether the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia will accept the amendment ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I desire to send up the amendment to be 
1 when the bill shall come before the House. 

PEAKER. It can not be yet, because the House has 
not yet decided to consider the bill. Is objection to the consid- 


eration of the bill? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. WARNER] moves an amendment, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add, after “dollars,” in line 9: 


“And no plan shall be approved that will involve for site and building, in- 
2 inne, fo approaches thecebor a an expenditure greater than the sum herein appro- 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

The bill wise to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third tim 

Mr. 61. A800 moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOULTON, ME. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask the House to take up and pass the bill (H. 
R. 707) to provide for the erection of a public building at the town of 
Houlton, Me. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, Se., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise procure asuitable site, and cause 
to be erected thereon, at the town of Houlton, in the State of Maine,“ a substan- 
tial and commodious | ae serene: with arepat vaults, for the use and ac- 
commodation of the States custom-house and post- Olli ce, und ſor other 
Government uses. The 7 and the building thereon, when completed accord- 
ing to plaus and specifications to be previously made and approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, shall not exceed the cost of $50,000; and forthe porpora 
hercin mentioned the sum of $50,000 is bereby appropriated out of any mone 
in the Treasury pr otherwise appropriated, dar expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no part of said sum shall be 
expended until a valid title to ‘the said site "helt be vested in the United States, 
and the State of Maine shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction 
over the 1 ee time the United States shall be or remain the owner 
thereof, for al except the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and thet Pes ce of any civil process therein. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. eee ee I do the importance 
of economizing time, I will not ask for the r ing of the entire report 
of the committee, which was eee favorable to the passage of 
this bill, but will very briefly state some of the substantial points. 

The town of Houlton, in which it is proposed to erect this custom- 
house and post-office building, is the shire town of the county of Aroos- 


took, in the State of Maine, the Aroostook customs district comprising 
a territory about as large as that of the State of Massachusetts, with a 
frontier line of some two hundred and fifty totwo hundred and seventy 
miles, The customs collections there rank age among the collections 
of the districts of the State of Maine. gives figures showing 
the very rapid development of that prong gria tate, its increase in 
the last decade having been more than 40 per cent. It is the most rap- 
idly growing section of the State of Maine. 

For the thirty-one and a half months from 1878 to 1881 the customs 
collections in the district amounted to $38,311. For the thirty-one and 
a half months ending November, 1883, the customs collections there 
amounted to $92,673, an increase of nearly threefold, and the later re- 
turns show that the increase is p g. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the population? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The population of the district of Aroostook has 
as I have said, more than 40 per cent. during the last dec- 
ade, and is now about 50, 000. The population of the town of Houl- 
ton, which is the shire town of the county and of the district, was about 
4,000 in 1880, and is now about 6,000. It is the. business center of that 
ion. It is the railroad terminus. 
r. MILLS. Is there a Federal court there? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No Federal court is held there now. ‘This bill 
provides for a custom-house and post-office building. The post-office 
is a distributing office for that large section of country. The amount 
received for money-orders during the year ending June 30 last was 
$17,000 and the amount paid $24,522. ‘I will state here, Mr. Speaker, 
that the accommodations at present are entirely inadequate to the ne- 
cessities of the customs office and post-office. 

I desire to cp shes in view of the fact that recommendations have 
been made by the Secretary of the Treasury heretofore in regard to cer- 
wea Dearie consolidations of districts in the State of Maine and New 

land, that under any consolidation which may be made the town 
of Houlton will be the natural headquarters for the district of that sec- 
tion. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. STORM. Mr. Speaker, I do not know anything I can say will 
stop this irresistible raid upon the Treasury, for it seems after all there 
are hardly ten righteous in this House to save the Treasury from 
8 Nevertheless I shall attempt to call the attention of the 

ouse to this subject, not with a view of specially antagonizing this 
particular bill, because the objection I make now would lie against all 
bills we have considered heretofore, and I have no doubt would lie 
2 three-fourths of all that may come up hereafter for considera- 


oe have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, the fact of a deficiency in the revenues 
of any government is a misfortune, but I still think there is a greater 
misfortune to any 8 when it finds itself with a large surplus 
e have seen bills passed in this House within the 


in its treasury. 
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last week, and bills of like character no doubt will be passed during the 
next six days,which would never have been thought of—never stood 
the ghost of a chance of passing had there been a deficit instead of an 
excess of revenue. It is because there is a surplus in the Treasury, 
which a large number of members of the House on both sides seem 
determined to get out, that it is utterly impossible to stay this raid. 

We are erecting public buildings at towns that our school 
phies heretofore never heard of. Yesterday we allowed a public build- 
ing in a town which no railroad has yet reached. We are now asked 
to allow a public building in a town—I do not know how old it is— 
which during the whole century up to 1880 had never more than 4,000 
inhabitants. And a remarkable fact with all these towns is that they 
have all had such rapid growth or increase of population between 1880 
and the present time. [ Laughter. ] 

I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, one of two things ought to 
be done. We should stop here with these public buildings for towns 
of one, two, three, or four thousand inhabitants, or else we ought to 
open the door and let every member decide upon the location of a public 
building and make appropriation of money for it. 

Mr. MONEY. Offer an amendment to that effect. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Yes, and it would go through I have no 
doubt. Governor Allen, of Ohio, once said, you might as well under- 
take to run an ice-house in hell as an economical government with a 
surplus in the treasury. [Laughter.] I have come to the conclusion 
he was about right. I think this a good place to draw the line—in the 
ease of a town of 4,000 inhabitants without a court simply for a post- 
office, I suppose. 

A MEMBER. And a custom-honse. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Custom-house and post-office. Let us 
any the line here, or let every member in the House have a public 

milding. 

Thirty public buildings are reported in the sundry civil bill. Seventy- 
two have been reported to the House from the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. Thirty, as I have said, come from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations in the sundry civil bill. How many millions 
they will amount to I do not know. I have not had time to make the 
calculation. The Treasury is being robbed from both sides, by the 
front door and by the back door. Let us draw the line somewhere. I 
think it is right to draw the line here. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask whether the gentleman from Ohio is willing 
to stand up now and commence the work of drawing the line? I have 
been waiting for that a long time. 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate is exhausted. Is there ob- 
jection ? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The objection was sustained—18 voting in the affirmative; and so the 
bill was not taken up for present consideration. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, LA CROSSE, WIS. 


Mr. WOODWARD. I call up under the rule the bill (S. 78) for the 
erection of a public building at La Crosse, Wis. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
directed be erected 


thorized an to purchase a site for,and cause to thereon,a 
suitable building, with fire- vaults therein, for the accommodation of the 
United States ict and it internal. revenue office, and 


other Government offices, at the city of La Crosse, Wis. The 1 ons, 
and full estimates for said building shalt be usly made and approved ac- 
cording to law,and shall not exceed for site and building complete the 
sum of $100,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building un to 
getter DESS tour ig fc ge ia E vend gong A 
a shall be available until a valid title to the site for sald building shall be 

in the United States, nor until the State of Wisconsin shall have ceded 
to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the 
United States shall be or remain the owners thereof, for all purposes except the 
a of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process 

rein. 

Mr. WOODWARD. Mr. Speaker, the Government of the United 
States has at the city of La Crosse a post-office, two land offices, sur- 
veyor of customs, and collectorof internal revenue. It maintains there 
amarine ital, post-office, land office, and for the last fifteen years the 
United States courts have been held in that city under authority of law 

in 1870, and the Government has been borrowing the county 
court-house for the use of its officers. This, I think, Mr. er, con- 
stitutes a sufficient ground for asking this appropriation for a public 
building at this point. The public business requires and justifies it. 

As to the city itself, I have only to say that it is located on the Mis- 
sissippi River at the mouth of a stream; that it is a true railroad 
center; that these roads radiate to six different points of the — 
from it; that it has large business connections by railroads as 28 
by the river, and that its manufactures are important and constantly 
increasing. 

In 1880, by the census of that year, the city had a population of 
15,000. Since then, not less than 1,500 additional dwelling-houses 


have been put up in the city, and by an accurate census that has been 
taken recently it is ascertained that the population at the close of the 
year 1883 was over 20,000. 

T hope objection will not be made to the consideration of the bill. I 


think it is as meritorious as any measure presented to the House at 
this session. I reserve the remainder of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes of his time re- 


mai 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that we are 
ing the surplus too rapidly, and I fear that just now this con- 
troversy will takea isan direction. I shall not, however, contribute 
to that end. My first objection to this bill is that the construction of 
this public building will cost money. Nowif this economical Sos 
with the assistance of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio and the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, can only devise some plan by which 
brick and mortar may be made and labor performed without costing 
anything, I shall vote forall these bills. Then I do not believe the 
Government of the United States needs public buildings, any way. 
What is the necessity for them? Why do we not buy a big circus- 
tent p 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. And take it around. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. A caravan of wagons, and send the court 
and the district attorney and the pension agent and the revenue col- 
lectors around through the country and let them tent out? [Laughter.} 

Well, I do not know whether gentlemen regard the few remarks that 
I have been making as against the measure or not. 

Mr. WELLER. It is difficult to tell, I guess. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I want to say, however, that I believe 
just at this time there can be no more judicious expenditure of the 
public moneys than in the construction of necessary public buildings. 
Labor is out of employment all over the country. 

Mr. WELLER. The product of Republican maladministration, I 
reckon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BRO , of Indiana. Did somebody speak? 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, there did. [Great laughter.) : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have said that labor is seeking em- 
ployment. For reasons that I need not give if I knew, manufacturing 
establishments are closed and the trustees of the poor are employed day 
by day in distributing charity. I wish it were possible for the Govern- 
ment of the United States to open the Treasury at such a time as this 
and allow every necessary work to be constructed, and that the people 
who to-day cry for bread might receive a remunerative return for their 
labor. It would not be waste. Tan rere om as a charity. I 
say that the Government is in a condition to do this, and it re A to 
be done, and now is the time. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing but inex- 
pressible contempt for that ni y parsimony which says let us stand 
at the door of the Treasury allow no cent to come out of it unless 
it can go in the direction which we individually are pleased to indicate. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Seno: 565 Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? . 

Mr. STORM. Which side has the gentleman from Indiana spoken 
on? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana spoke in his own 


time and right. 

Mr. STO But to what side was the time occupied by the gen- 
tleman charged—in ition or in favor of the bill? 

The SREAKER. e Chair does not understand the gentleman. 


Mr. STORM. The gentleman from Wisconsin was heard himself in 
behalf of the bill, and the Chair I supposed would yield the remainder 
of the time to those who opposed the bill. I want to know, th 
whether the time occupied by the gentleman from Indiana is e 
for or against the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That is not for the Chair to determine. 

Mr. STORM. I suppose it is difficult to determine what side the 

tleman occupied. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana rose and no other 
gentleman claimed the floor, nor was objection made to his oceupy- 


it. ; 
Sir. WOODWARD. I would like to offer myself two amendments} 
one of them similar to those which have been offered to other bills of 
this character. 3 


The SPEAKER. Thgfirst question is, Is there objection to the con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I now ask the adoption of the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ions 
expendi erection and completion of said building exceeding the por- 
tion of $100,000 remaining after the site of said building shall have 
No plan shall be approved by the of the invol 

iture exceeding the sum which remains after paying for the site 


ho nib asan adi d be; aad @ is here ropriated 

* sum N e same by, app 
t of any mo: in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for the purpose 

Sarina Taso effect the provisions of this act.“ pi < 


The amendments were agreed to. 


an ex 
said build- 
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The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it wasac-| The SPEAKER. The five minutes allowed in support of the bill 


cordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. WOODWARD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SUPPLIES TO INDIANS OF MINNESOTA 1880-62. 


Mr. STRAIT. I call up for consideration the bill (S. 84) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens 
of the United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota In- 
dians of Minnesota su nent to August, 1860, and prior to the mas- 
sacre of August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof. 

The bill was = as s follows: 


business, to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent to rar 
1860, and prior to the outbreak and massacre of said Indiansin August, 1862, 


ifor which damages were not awarded by the commissioners appointed under 
the act entitled An act for the 1 by reason 
of redations and reason i by certain ds of Sioux Indians,” approved Feb- 


said claims, ig upon conta shall be paid b be paid by the . Alete out 
of the money hereby appro} 

e 2. That forthe purpose of enabling the Secretary of the Interior to carry 
= may ee 1 the same is th sum of $120,000, or so of — — 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. , 

Mr. STRAIT. This bill has been favorably reported to the House 
every time it has been introduced for the last six or eight Congresses. 
The Senate has passed the same or a similar bill during the past five 
Congresses. The present bill has been reported favorable to the House 
Torate Oomainishee an Tada. ANNITA DY thn qunitlaciole een New York 
(Mr. Stevens]. I yield to that gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. STEVENS. The object of this bill is to make remuneration to 
certain licensed traders on the Sioux reserve for taken and de- 
stroyed by the Indians and for provisions and supplies i to the 
Indians at the request of the then Indian agent. In 1862 the Indians 
were gathered together at the in Minnesota for the pur- 
pose of receiving their annuities, but owing to the troubles existing at 
that time the agents did not a and the payments were not made. 
The Indians became dissatisfi As Senate mnie War eno “very 
ugly, th threatening death and disturbances. ’’ ts applied to the 
licensed FF w to furnish sup- 
S That was done; but the annuities not conie 

a long time, about a month after these supplies were furnished the 
Sioux outbreak, with S» Sa of pas over 3 pape pins ages House js 
probably familiar, took p A n ro e were killed 
and the property of these traders was destroyed. 

In the following February Congress by an act confiscated all of the 
funds belonging to these Indians; it confiscated all of their annuities 
and them into the Treasury of the United States. Several 
claims have been paid by acts of various Congresses since that. There 
is now, notat the credit of the Indians, because it is confiscated money, 
but of the original funds belonging to these Indians there are now 
nearly $4,000,000 in the Treasury. 

The object of this bill is to allow the Secretary of the Interior to take 
the evidence, get thenecessary proof, and ascertain the amount 
of supplies furnished to these Indians by the authority of Mr. Galbraith, 
who was then agent. The proof is clear and distinct as to the losses 
and as to the authority given by the agent to these traders to furnish 


the supplies. 
Mr. ANDERSON. What is the aggregate amount covered by the 
bill? 


Mr. STEVENS. It will not exceed $100,000; I should say about 
$70,000. This bill provides that an amount not to exceed $100,000 
shall be paid for this purpose; and as I have said the Indians, of what 
once was theirs, have now in the Treasury about $4,000,000. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York whether 
it is claimed that this bill stands on higher ground than the claims for 
other p: destroyed by Indian depredati 

Mr. STEVENS. There is this distinctiof: that this property and 
these supplies, bread, flour, and various kinds of provisions, were fur- 
nished by request of the Indian agent to prevent the Indians from 
committing the outbreak which did actually occur shortly afterward. 

Mr. COOK. What reason exists for- paying the post-traders for the 
property destroyed by the Indians that does not exist for paying for the 

of the settlers or other parties destroyed by the Indians during 

e reak ? 

Mr. STEVENS. It has been the practice of Congress continually 
where Indians under control of the eee have destroyed the 

of those who were there by proper license of the Government 
to reimburse those licensed traders for their losses. 

Mr. ELLIS. With the permission of the gentleman from New York 
I will state that it is one of the 1 with these In- 


dians that these d m claims shall be paid. 
Mr. STEVENS. I thank my friend from Louisiana for his sugges- 
tion. 


have ex 

Mr, WARNER, of Ohio. Is there a report in the case ? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Ohio desire to fate it 
read ? 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, I think it had better be read. 
‘ The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the report is somewhat 


engthy. > 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Then I do not call for the reading. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. REAGAN. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I to make an inquiry as to the funds dut of 
which this money will be paid. I understand the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. STEVENS] to say that immediately after this massacre oc- 
curred the funds belonging to this tribe of Indians were covered into 
the Treasury as confiscated money. The case, as I understand, is put 
on the ground that it is an appropriation virtually of that money which 
ought to go to the payment of these claims. Has 1 any 
objection, to avoid any mistake, to that being stated in bill, so that 
it shall appear that it is not money out of the public Treasury which 
is appropriated? My friend from New York will agree with me that 
the United States should not be held responsible for the acts of spolia- 
tion committed by this Indian tribe, and that the Government should 
only be held liable on the ground of having appropriated to its own use 
money which might otherwise have been appropriated to the payment 
of these claims. 

Now, has the gentleman any objection to adding this provision: 

That said sum shall only be paid out of money which 8 belonged to 
said tribe, ifany, and has been confiscated by the United States. 


Mr. STEVENS. 1 have no objection to that, sir; I am willing to 
accept it. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, if the principle of this bill were en- 
acted into law, even with the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN], and followed as a precedent, the of 
the United States could not pay the claims that would come against 
the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? [Aftera pause]. Only nine gentlemen have risen—not a 
sareen? number under the rule. The bill is before the House, and 

uestion is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Indi- 
ana Mr. HOLMAN 


The Clerk read iè amendment, as follows: 


Provided, however, That said sum shall only be paid out of money which 
— belonged to said tribe, if any, and has been confiscated by the United 


The amendment per 

Mr. STEVENS. darda Ihave one or two amendments which 
I have been instructed 2 by the committee to offer, as follows: 

Ha line 7 of the ted bill strike out“ August and insert June 1," 
n line 8, after word sixty,“ insert one.“ 
In section 2, line 3, strike out words “and twenty ;”’ so that it will read 
“one h thousand dollars.” 

The amendments were several] 4 agreed to. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this isa claim not 
founded upon any provision of law, made by persons not in the line of 
the discharge of any duty to the United States. It is a voluntary crea- 
tion of a demand apio the Government, without its consent or au- 
thority. [Cries of Regular order! '] 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be objection, the title will amended 
to conform to the amendments made in the bill. 

There was no objection. - 

Mr. STEVENS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The hour set apart under the special rule has ex- 


pi ; 
a WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morning 
ur. 
The question was taken; and there were—ayes 130, noes ?1—more 
than two-thirds voting in the „5 
So the motion was 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
present a report. [Cries of 


lar order!” ] 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, there are two or three gentlemen who 


The SPEAKER. 
ired. 


have 8 which they desire to offer. 
PEAKER. But the regular order is insisted upon by gentle- 
men on the left 
Mr. HENLEY. Mr. 3 I desire to make a privileged report. 
[Cries of “ iS 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, and the Chair will 
enforce it; but a privileged report is in order, 
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PORTAGE LAKE CANAL COMPANY LANDS, 


Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported a 
joint resolution (II. Res. 344) relative to lands selected by the Portage 
Lake and Lake Superior Canal Company. 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from California[Mr. HENLEY] 
inform the Chair whether this restores lands to the public domain? 

Mr. HENLEY. It authorizes the Attorney-General to do so. 

TheSPEAKER. Then it is privileged under the order of the House. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second time, referred tothe 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying papers, ordered to be 
printed. 

FISH IN THE POTOMAC. 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report. I 
present a report from a committee of conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disa ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3108) to protect the fish in the Po- 
toma, in the District of Columbia. and to provide a 1 for shad 
and herring in the said Potomac River, having met, after full and free confer- 
Shins agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 
and Lagres to the same in the following form : 


ec, 3. That from and after three months from the date of the pa: of this 
act it shall be unlawful to allow any tar, oil, ammoniacal liquor, or r waste 
products of any gas works, or of works engaged in such products, or any 


waste product whatever of any mechanical, chemical, man 
fining establishment, to flow into or be de ted in 
mac River or any of its tributaries — . — 


facturing, or re- 
Rock Creek or the Poto- 


ned not 
$10 or more than $100, 00, for each and every day north pee said . shall 
1 to be prosecuted for and recovered as provided in the preceding sec- 


Aad the Senate agree to the same. 

JOHN S. BARBOUR, 

J. THOMAS SPRIGGS, 

J. LEWIS McCOMAS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

— G. — — 

J. SEWEIL. 

1 AMES B. GROOME, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


VENTILATION OF THE HALL OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Ventilation and Acoustics, 


submitted a report accompanied with the following resolution; which 
was ordered to be printed and laid over: 


* vent . 
of thet Hall of the House of Ropresentatives, whieh be made by 
them on or before the 15th day of June, 1886; it bein, 3 that on failure 
by said company to receive such certificate they shall, if they have changed, in- 
terfered with, or disarranged the present system, restore it to its present condi- 
tion without delay or cost tothe Government. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLIKEN, I ask unanimous consent to make a report from 
the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Jar order has been demanded, which is 
the unfinished business coming over from yesterday. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 
yields to me—— 

Mr. PAYSON. I demand the regular order. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] insists 
on the regular order, which is the river and harbor appropriation bill, 
coming over from yesterday as unfinished business. The question is 
on concurring in the amendments reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. The Clerk will report the 
first amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to inquire whether the previ- 
ous question was ordered yesterday on this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It was ordered upon the amendments and upon 
ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. It was not 
ordered on the passage, because the bill has not reached that stage. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. By the RECORD it does not appear that 
the previous question was ordered yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. It so appears in the Journal. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is it in order still to offer amendments 
without debate? 


The SPEAKER. It is not; no amendments are now in order. The 


amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union will be read. Is a separate vote demanded on each 
of these amendments? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Les, sır. 


Mr. WILLIS. I 
vote on all these verbal amendments. 


hope the gentleman will not insist on a separate 


Mr. ANDERSON. I have no desire to take up time unnecessarily. 
When the question comes on any amendment merely verbal, Iam will- 
ing to waive a separate vote. But I do not wish to waive the right to 

Separate vote on certain amendments to this bill. 

Mr. WILLIS. I only asked that the vote might be waived as to 
verbal amendments, such as those relating to surveys. 

Mr. ANDERSON. We can determine about that as the amend- 
ments are reached. I will indicate when I desire a nope? vote. 

The SPEAKER. Theamendments will be read, hen no objec- 
tion is made, will be considered as to without a formal yote. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendments. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I desire, by unanimous consent, and the 
good will of the committee, which I trust I shall have, to strike out, on 
page 5, in line 103, the words “five thousand dollars“ and insert 

y twenty thousand dollars, orso much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. WILLIS. That relates to New York Harbor; and the commit- 
tee, as I und have no objection to it. 

Mr. MURPHY. I will inquire of the chairman of our committes 
when that conclusion was arrived at by the committee? 

Mr. WILLIS. Ifthe gentleman objects, it never has been arrived at. 

Mr. MURPHY. I only wanted that statement made. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to thisamendment? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment is adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 118 insert the following: 

That the United States harbor board, herein vided for, shall report a plan 


and estimate for obtaining a ent channel sufficient for ve wants ot com- 
merce over the Sandy Hook bar entrance into New York Harbo. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I have the impression that 55 provision 
for the harbor board is now out of the bill. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is. 

en SPEAKER. But the amendments must either be agreed to or 

E COX, of New York. I would like to have that amendment 


changed by out the language as to the harbor board 
Mr. REAGAN. No; we will take a vote upon restoring the harbor 


Mr. COX, of New York. As this is a proposition for a survey, I 
would in order to make the bill harmonious—— 

Mr. W. of Kentucky. R order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is not debatable. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No one knows that better than the 

tleman from New York. 

The goon being taken, the amendment was agreed to; there being— 
ayes 38, noes 1 

The Clerk oa as follows: 

In line 173 strike out seventy-five ” and insert “two hundred: sas to read: 

Improving harbor at Baltimore, Md.: Continuing improvement. 5200, 000. 

5 being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were 
ayes 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum. 

a were ordered; and Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. WILLIS were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 101, noes 64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was requested wos 
read, as follows: 


Strike out from line 213 to line 305, inclusive, and insert : “ For improving Gal- 
veston Harbor, $500,000; and the harbor board herein provided are directed to 
proceed at once to examine, survey,and report to the of War, for his 
n plans, specifications, an estimates e =e 2 — ant — 
— — carried 8 with all Possible expedition. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I raise the point of order on this amend- 
ment that in faith this has no business here. 

Mr. THOMAS. order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I claim it has not been adopted in com- 
mittee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. It is not introduced in good faith. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a point of order. The Chair under- 
stands the gentleman's point of order to be that this amendment is 
erroneously included in the bill and was not adopted in committee. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Precisely so. 

Mr. WILLIS. I do not understand what the member from Ken- 
2 means. Does he say the Committtee of the Whole did not adopt 


The SPEAKER. 33 

Mr. THOMAS. I rise to n question of order. e gentleman says 
1.3353 wer tok Adopted, nal ts ths exceed AA ET 
was not offered in faith. I want to say in the first place, Mr. 
Ppa; that it was adopted by the Committee of the Whole House on 
e state of the Union, and in the second place that it was recom- 
renad by the unanimous vote of the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
Ts. 
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Mr. WILLIS. Weask its passage, as it was offered in good faith and 
was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair has nothing to do except with the ques- 
tion of order, and the Chair is compelled to overrule that because the 
amendment has been reported to the House from the Committee of the 
Whole House on thestate of the Union as one of the amendments agreed 
to by that committee. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire the Speaker to recur to the 
RECORD to see that from line 213 to line 305 was on my own motion 
struck out and agreed to by the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. WILLIS. The gentleman is talking about one thing and this 
committee is acting on another thivg, a condition of things not unusual 
in this House. [Laughter.] f 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 95, noes 5. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 150, noes 7. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, demanded the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was to. ‘ 

‘The next amendment on which a separate vote was asked was read, 
as follows: 

In line 332, after the word “improvement,” strike out the word fifteen” and 
insert twenty-five ;” 3 it read: € eo 

Improving ice-harborat the mouth of the Muskingum River, Obio: Continu- 
ing improvement, 825,000.“ 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, I demand a vote on that amend- 
ment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 60. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, 
and Mr. BLANCHARD, 5 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 70, noes 57. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I withdraw the point of order. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was requested was 
read, as follows: 

In line 435 strike out $31,500” and insert 830,000; so it will read: 
“Improving harbor at Duluth, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $30,000,” 

TheSPEAKER. The noes seem to have it. 

| Mr. WASHBURN. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 6. 

Mr. THOMAS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. THOMAS and Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 113, noes 30. 

Mr. THOMAS. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was requested was 
read, as follows: 

After the word corporation,“ in line 543, strike out the words “ for this im- 
proved navigation” and insert “on this river;"’ so it will read: 

“ But no toll shall be collected by any person or corporation on this river.” 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask for a separate vote on this amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 86, noes 19. 

So the amendment was to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was requested was 
read, as follows: 

After line 755 insert : 
“Improving West Branch of the Susquebanna River, $7,500.” 

The amendment was d to. 

The next amendment on which a sep@rate vote was requested was 
read, as follows: 

a oat —.— ö individual or corporation to st: h 
or rebuild the across the Louisville and Portland Canal at Fight. 


or rel 
eenth street in said city o uisville, now owned by the United States, without 


cost to the Government, and to use the same for railroad and other pur free 
‘of charge to the Government, provided it shall in no way interfere with the free 
use of said canal,” 

Mr, HEPBURN. Let us have a vote on that amendment. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 77, noes 60. 

Mr. WELLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER appointed as tellers Mr. WELLER and Mr. WILLIS. 

- MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SYMPSON, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the adoption of the report of the committee of conference on 


‘the di ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8120) mak- 
ing appropria for the support of the Army for the year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other p 


purposes. 
It further asked for a committee of conference on the di votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (8. 66) providing for allotment of lands 
in severalty to the Indians residing — the cer ig eee in 
the State of Oregon, granting patents therefor, and for other p 
and had appointed Air. DAWES, Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin, and Mr, 
SLATER as said conferees on its part. 


FEBRUARY 25, 
It further requested the return of bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the 
settlement of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for 


loss of private property destroyed in the military service of the United 
States. 
It further announced agreement to the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella Turner. 
It further announced the adoption of a resolution of thanks to Col. 
Thomas Lincoln Casey and others, in which concurrence was requested. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 1046) granting a pension to Mary A. Griffin; 

A bill (H. R. 1759) granting a pension to Robert Patterson; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) granting a pension to James H. Ried; 

A bill (H. R. 2284) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 2537) granting a pension to Hugh Ryan; 

A bill H. R. 2539) granting a pension to George W. Kiser; 

A bill (H. R. 2894) granting a pension to Henry Rodenback; 

A bill (H. R. 3074) to grant a pension to Jasper J. Henry on ac- 
count of wounds received while acting as guide for the First Arkansas 
Cavalry Volunteers in the war of the rebellion; 


A 81 (H. R. 3352) to restore the name of Warren Sams to the pen- 
sion- roll; 
A wists R. 3605) granting a pension to Eliza Sluss; 
A bill (H. R. 3728) granting a pension to Charles P. McMahan; 
A bill (H. R. 3749) granting a pension to William Bolwork : 
A bill 5 R. pros granting a pension to William C. H. Bowman; 
A bill (H. R. 4079) granting a pension to James D. Kirk; 
A bill (f. R. 4833) granting a pension to Louisa Earle; 
A bill (H. R. 5069) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Stotts; 
A bill (H. R. 5124) granting a pension to Samuel Z. Cooper; 
A bill (H. R. 5555) granting a pension to James Frazier; 
A bill (H. R. 5929) for the relief of Abigail Honey; > 
bill (H. R. 5938) to pension Julia A. Marcum; 


A bill (H. R. 5989) for the relief of Elizabeth Springsteed; 

A bill (H. R. 6018) increasing the pension of George Tapp; 

A bill (H. R. 6044) granting a pension to Joseph Pigeon; 

A bill (H. R. 6235) granting a pension to Eliza J. Norris; 

A bill 111 R. 6310) granting a pension to Benjamin P. Lowell; 

A bill (H. R. 6663) restoring to the pension-roll the name of Caro- 
line Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 

A bill (H. R. 


7092) for the relief of Anthony Beyer; 
7094) granting a pension to Samuel M. Bartlett; 
AEA granting a pension to James O. McKenna; 
7256) granting a pension to John A. Vanderhoff; 
7262) increasing the pension of Almira P. Spencer; 
7308) for the relief of David Fried; 
7334) granting a pension to Judson Bostwick; 
7338) granting a pension to Chloe A. Whipple; 
7524) granting a pension to Lavisa Heth; 
7602) granting a pension to Harriet M. Bailey; 
. 7672) granting a pension to Elbert Hewitt; 
7709) granting a pension to Louisa A. Ester; 

wart granting a pension to Elmira K. Parker; 
7731) granting a pension to Louis B. Smith; 
7732) granting an increase of pension to Edward P. 


. R. 7822) granting a pension to Margaret Spencer Van 


R. 8104) granting a pension to George S. Hawley. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 144, noes 11. 
So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was agreed ta. 
The next amendment on which a separate vote was ordered was read, 
as follows: 
After line 777 insert: 
Improving Fox River, Wisconsin: Continuing improvement, $75,000,” 


Pd question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 78, noes 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was ordered was read, 
as follows: : 

Provided, That 
sial be usad for ͤD satio from: . 
ps thereon as to the cost and possibility of improving the same by movable 

ocks and dams, $ 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 72, noes 
26. 
Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. COX, of New York, in the chair). 
The point of order being made that no quorum has voted, the Chair will 
order tellers. 

Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. BLAND were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 124, noes 40. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was agreed to, 


1885. 
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The next amendment on which a separate vote was ordered was read, 
as follows: 
After line 901 insert: 


Se een SBO Sam OF ODO Ne Sor thereof as may be necessary, shall 
be ae to rij gns west bank of the river at and above Guttenberg, to pre- 
vent substan’ erosion of the bank by high-water currents.” 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 102, noes 9. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint tellers. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, and Mr. WELLER were appointed tellers. 
The House again divided; and the tellers —ayes 133, noes 21. 
Mr, WHITE, of Kentucky. Ithink we better have the yeasand 
nays on this question to see whether we want to throw away the public 
money by providing improvements of this character for private property. 
The SP. pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the point of no quorum 
and demand the yeas and nays. 
* nays were not ordered 2 members only voting in favor 
a 182 in opposition to the demand. 
of Kentucky. I challenge thecorrectness of the count 
ant 6 ey for tellers, Evidently there is no such number on the floor. 
Tellers were not ordered—4 oe. voting in favor thereof. 
So the amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment on which a ‘separate vote was ordered was read, 
as follows: 
the ame: 


After adopted, insert: 
“ Provided, That if in 1 udgment of the Mississippi River Commission such 
im 1 be ; the sum of $20,000 of tbe som therein 8 
harbor acent 


necessary, 
lied- to tinuing the improvement of th 
. — at at Port Madison, Towa.” iy S i 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 13, noes 
So the amendment was not agreed to. 
The next amendment on which a separate vote was ordered was read, 
15 eee 


k “Including the e levee where it crosses 2e 
Snycarte te slough and o 5 reſerred to in the report of Engineer 
Mackenzie States Army Engin dated January 26, 88. 

ng 


the sugges- 
tions and estimates made by said Mackenzie as set forth in his said report. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 6, noes 


Mr. RIGGS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. Ridds and Mr. BRECKINRIDGE were appointed tellers. 

m ese in divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 35. 

N. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Tha yeas pape nays were not ordered. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was asked was read, 
as follows: 

rike out “four” and insert “six;” so t the ma; 

— * 2 Fontlaulng improvement, $600,000.” * n X 

Mr. ANDERSON. Where? 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Improving the pay st e River from the cyt} Bal bers Illinois River to the 
mouth of the Ohio: Continuing improvement, 


The question was taken; and on a division Sake were—ayes 142, noes 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Woes yeas and nays were not ordered—26 members voting in favor 
ereof, and 208 in opposition. 

Die Sie MILLER, of of Pennsylvania. 
Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment on which a separate vote was asked was read, 

as follows: 


8 out from line 922 fe 944 inclusive, as follows: 
Mississi from the of the passes to the mouth of the 
tion of the Red and the Atchafala: roche 
a navigable channe 
iver: ee ee improvement, 
8 for the shail be 


T ask tellers on the yeas and nays. 


ticked 


Mr. wie I want to make a suggestion which I think will be 
e to both sides of the House. That is that this portion of the 
Poul, Tach poea gor begg enanng s viaaa 
the mean t part referring ptain — 
Mr. of Kentucky. We can not hear the proposition of the 
gentleman from Kentucky. 


Mr. WILLIS. I simply ask, if the House should put back those 
three hs, that the portion referring to Captain from line 
933 to line 938, shall be omitted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object tothat. We wantthe regular 


order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That would make it more palatable, 
and for that reason we object. 

Mr. WILLIS. We propose to strike out that portion which relates 
to Captain Eads. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent for the ition he has stated. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object, and call for the regular order. 

Mr. WILLIS. Under the regular order I desire to make another 
request for unanimous consent. Under the rules of the House, 9 
ee ee I am entitled to one hour to close debate. I to 

ask unanimous consent that, instead of occupying that hour at the usual 
EE I be allowed thirty minutes nów. My objectis—Isay it with 
fect frankness—to let this matter in reference to the Mississippi River 
be discussed. It isa great question and one that ought to be discussed. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has 
asked unanimous consent to take a portion of his hour at this time, to 
which the gentleman from New York objects. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We have striven for the privilege of debate on this 
question, and I CO Dot propone. so age ee of the kind such as 
is now opaak y the gentleman from Kentucky. 

The S pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIS. As I understand, a vote against this amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole will put back this clause into the bill. I 
want the House to understand that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the amendment 
reported by the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
to be to strike out this clause which has been read by the Clerk, 

Mr. WILLIS. And to vote against the amendment puts that clause 
back into the bill. ; 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the amendment should be rejected 
the clause will be restored to the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the order. I make 
the point of order that this is not a time for de or for the chair- 
man of the River and Harbor Committee to make a speech by asking 
questions of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. REAGAN, Will the Chair state the question, or have the 
amendment again read ? 

Mr. ELLIS. If you vote for this amendment the Mississippi River 
will be left without appropriation. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. That is what we want. 

Mr. KING. That is what you want, but not what the country 
wants. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to make a parliamentary ing 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The reading of the 8 has 
been called ſor. It will be again read. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HUNT. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HUNT. I wish to know, after the statement of the chairman of 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, whether we can vote without be- 
ing embarrassed by the provision of the bill relating to Captain Eads. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not answer that ques- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The previous question is still operat- 
ing. The Chair will read clause 3 of Rule XVII: 

All incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made for the previous 
question and pending such motion shall be decided, whether on appeal or penria 
wise, without debate, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The order is the question on 
the amendment reported from the Committee of the Whole to strike 
out this clause. 

Mr. WILLIS. I desire to ask a parliamentary inquiry in perfect 
good faith. The House ought to understand that when this matter was 
stricken out amendments under the order of the House had been sent 
to the Clerk’s desk and were pending under the special order of the 
House. They were amendments proposed by the committee and by one 
or two gentlemen. One of those amendments was to strike out that 
part of this provision which refers to Captain Eads 

Mr. KEIFER. All amendments went with the clause when it was 
stricken out. 

a WILLIS. I think not. 


pro 
amendment reported by the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. HISCOCK. I call for the regular order, 


Mr. HUNT. I call for the yeas and nays, 
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Mr. WILLIS. The question I desire to ask is this: whether if the 
House votes back this clause, the amendment of the committee, strik- 
ing ont fne porkon TIRANE Enel cine see 


previous order of the committee ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Oh, no; of course it is not ding. 
_ The SPEAKER pro tempore. Tue Chair will state that it is not pend- 
ing. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask the Chair to state the proposition on 
which we are to vote. 

The SPEAKER tempore. The question is on the amendment of 
the Committee of the Whole to strike out the words which the Clerk 
has already read twice. 


Mr. ANDERSON. And an ay vote strikes out Eads. 

Mr. HUNT. I give notice thatif the clause is restored I will move 
at the proper time to strike out that portion of it which relates to Cap- 
tain Eads. [Cries of Regular order! J 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for, and the 


Clerk will proceed to call the roll. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 141, not 
voting 48; as follows: : 
YEAS—136. 

Adams, G. E. Elliott, McAdoo, Seymour, 
Adams, J. J. English, McComas, Skinner, C. R. 
Arnot, Ermentrout, McCormick, Smalls, 
Atkinson, Evans, Matson, Smith, A. Herr 
Barr, Everhart, Millard, Smith, 
Bayne, Fiedler, Miller, S. H. Spooner, 

mt, 1 
Bingham, Geddes, Morrill, Stevens, 
— Greenleaf, —— — Stewart, J. W. 
Brainerd, Hardy, Murray, Storm, 
— i Harmer, Mutchier, Strait, 
Brewer, F. B. Hart. Nutting, 8 3 
Brewer, J. H. Haynes, O'Hara, Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, W. W. Hepburn, Parker, y tine, 
Browne, T. M. Hewitt, A. 8 Patton, Van Alstyne, 
Burleigh, Hiscock, Payne, Vance, 
Campbell, J. M. Hitt. Payson, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, Holman, Peters, ait, 
Carieton, Holmes, Phe! Wakefield, 
Cobb, H Pola ‘allace, 
Collins, Howey, Potter, Warner, A.J 
Cook, Hutch: Price, Weaver, 
Cox, W. R J Pusey, Weller, 
Cullen. ~ Jones, B.W. Randall, Wemple 
Davis, G. Kean, Ranney, White, J. D 
Davis. R. T. Kelley, Ray. G. W. Whiting, 
Deuster, Ketcham, Reed, T. B. Wilkins, 
Dingley, Lacey, Reid, J. W. Wilson, James 
Dixon, le Rockwell, Winans, E. B. 
Dunham, Le Fevre, Rowell Winans, John 
Eaton. ng. Russell, Yaple, 
Eldredge, Lyman, Se York 

NAT S- 

Alken Davis, L. H. Jones J. T. Rosecrans, 
Alexander, ibble, Kel'o<g, Shively, 
Anderson, Dibrell, Kinz. Singleton, 
— Dockery, Lamb, Skinner, T. G. 

tine, Ls Lanham, Snyder, 
Barbour, un. Lewis. Springer, 
Barksdale, Ellis, Libbey, Stewart, Charles 
Belford, Ellwood, Lore, i 
Bennett, Ferrell. Lowry. Sumner, ©. A. 
Bisbee, Findlay, M Tal 
Blanchard, Follett, MeMillin, Taylor, J. M. 

i —.— Mier V y Thompse 
Blount. ‘orney, r. J. F. ompson, 
Broadhend, ie Mone T he d 

rge oney, ‘ownshend, 
Buchanan, Gibson, Morgan, Tucker, 
Buckner, Moulton, Tully. 
Budd, Graves, Muldrow, Turner, H. G 
Cabell, Green, Murphy Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell, Halsell, Nelson, Van Eaton, 
H Oates, Wi 
Cassidy, Ha Ochiltree, Warner, Richard 
Clardy, Hatch, W. H O’Ferrall, W. rn, 
Clay, Hemphill, O'Neill. J. J. Wellborn, 
ta, Henderson, T. J. = Paice. White, Milo 
Connolly, Henley, Peri, Willi 
Converse, Herbert, Perkius, Willis, 
Cosgrove, Hewitt, G. W. Pettibone, Wilson, W. L. 
Cox, S. S. Hill. Pierce, Wise, G. D. 
Craig, Hoblitzell, Post, Wolford 
Crisp, Horr, Pryor, Woodward, 
Culberson, D. B. Honk. Reagan, Wood, 
W. Houseman, Reese, Young. 
Curt Hunt. Riggs. 
— Jeffords. Robertson, 
Da 8 Jones, J. H Rogers. J. H. 
NOT VOTING—4, 
Blackburn, Fyan, Keifer, Robinson, W. E. 
Bowen, Goff, Kleiner, Rogers, W. F. 
Bratton, Guenther. Laird, Ryan, 
Brumm, Lovering, Shaw, 
5 watt pag ne 5 = „ Slocum, 
Cam) „Felix enderson, D. B. vece, 
5 J. E. * = Nicholis, FE a i 
2 H ` O'Neill, Charles Sumner, D. H. 
Chalmers, Hurd, n, Taylor, E. B. 
Covington, Johnson, Ray, Ossian Throckmorton, 
Cutcheon, Jones. J. K. Rice, Wise, J. S. 
Dorsheimer, Jordan, Robinson, J. S. Worthington. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the ing of the names. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the Clerk will recapitulate 
the names of members voting. 

Pending the reading of the names, 

Mr. LOWRY. Mr. Speaker, with the understanding on my = 
that the bill is to be recommitted, with a view to out the 
proposition, I desire to change my vote from “ay ™ to no.“ 

Mr. HISCOCK. What understanding is that, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. There may be some understanding in 
the secret committee, but it is not understood in the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Lowry] is 
simply stating his own understanding about the matter. The Clerk 
will proceed to read the names. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that by unanimous consent the 
reading of the names be di with. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire if there is an amend- 
ment ing which——- ` > 

The SPE R. The result of the vote has not been announced. 

Mr. STONE. I wish to my vote if I am not mistaken as to 
the posture of this question, and I wish to inquire of the Chair whether 
there is an amendment pending to strike out the last part of this sec- 
tion, commencing with line 933? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is unable to answer the gentleman’s 
question, because the Chair has not examined the amendments. ` 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. S er, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The ir will announce the result of the vote as 
soon as it can be ascertained. So many changes have been made that 
the Clerks have some little difficulty in ascertaining the vote. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, with Mr. Kerrer, for this ay 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, with Mr. HOOPER, for the rest of day. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. KETCHAM, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. KLEINER with Mr. GUENT on this vote. 

Mr. WILLIAMS with Mr. Hotton, for this day. If Mr. WILLIAMS 
were he would vote ay on the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND with Mr. Jonson, for this day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. Gorr, on this vote. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. SINGLETON. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I think I have a right to stand here with- 
out getting into a false position. I receive different reports. I desire 
to vote no“ upon this question if there is an amendment pending 
which will give the House a chance to pass upon the proposition I have 
stated. 

TheSPEAKER. That is amatter about which the gentleman must 
inform himself. The Chair is not able to inform the gentleman as to 
nee amendments are pending, because the Chair has not examined 

em. i 

Several MEMBERS. R order. 

Mr. STONE. Well, Mr. Speaker, I understand that there is no such 
amendment pending, and I desire to have my vote changed if that is the 

ure of the matter. 

The SPEAKER. How does the gentleman desire to vote? 

Mr. STONE. I desire to vote ay,“ unless there is such an amend- 


ment pending. 
Mr. REED, of Maine (to Mr. STONE). Say ‘‘ay.’’ 
Mr. STONE. Ay if that is so. [Laughter.] 


The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also informed the House that the President had approved and signed 
bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 8039) making appropriations to provide for the.ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for oe pif eg ser 

An act (H. R. 3258) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Saint Croix River at the most accessible point between Stillwater 
and Taylor’s Falls, Minn. ; 

An act (H. R. 7857) making appropriations for the consular and diplo- 
matic service of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other F 

An act (H. R. 7585) for the relief of William M. Gardner; 

An act (H. R. 7584) for the relief of A. B. Montgomery; 
uan act (H. R. 5479) to prevent unlawful occupancy of the public 

ds; 

An act (H. R. 6816) for the relief of Nathan J. Shark; 

An act (H. R. 483) for the erection of a public building at Keokuk, 
Towa; and 
An act (H. R. 7496) for the relief of Wehrle, Werk & Son. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNT. I move to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PAYSON. I desire to inquire upon what question the vote is 
now to be taken, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was about to state it. The gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. HUNT] moves to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was disagreed to; and also moves to lay that motion on 
the table. The question is upon laying on the table the motion to re- 
consider, on w. the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. WAIT. Pending that, I move that the House now adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. WATT was not agreed to, there being—ayes 45, 
noes 124. d 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now call the roll. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Can 
not the motion to reconsider, and to lay that motion on the table, be 
withdrawn by the gentleman who made it? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to withdraw it before 
the vote is taken; but he has not withdrawn it. 

Mr. HUNT. I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman withdraws his motion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, I renew the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] 
moves to reconsider the vote by which the House refused to agree to the 
amendment; and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] moves 


1885. 


to lay that motion on the table. 
Mr. WHITE, of K L rise to a point of order. The gentle- 
man from Louisiana [Mr. HUNT] made a motion to reconsider, and on 


that motion I demanded the yeas and nays, which were ordered. The 


8 er had directed the Clerk to proceed with the call of the roll. 
ow I make the point that the gentleman from Louisiana can not with- 
draw his motion without us consent. 


The SPEAKER. The point of order is made too late; but at any rate 
the same question is still pending, because the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. ANDERSON] has renewed the motion to reconsider, and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] has moved to lay that motion on 
the table. The same question is presented. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to ask whether the gentleman from Kansas 
voted with the prevailing side upon agreeing tothe amendment? Does 
the record show that? If not, he has no right to make the motion to 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kansas voted in the negative, 
which was the 33 side. 

ns WILLIS. Then I move to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 8 

The SPEAKER. That motion has been stated by the Chair. 

Several MEMBERS. Yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAYNE. The yeas and nays have already been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Not on this question. The motion on which the 
yeas and nays were ordered was withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 51 voting in favor thereof. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
145, nays 133, not voting 46; as follows: 


YEAS—145. 
Aiken, Davidson Jeffords, Rosecrans, 
exander, Davis, L. i Jones, J. H Shively, 
2 Dibble, Jones, J.T. Skinner, T.G. 
tine, Dibrell, King. Snyder, 
r, Dockery, Lamb, Springer, 
je, Dowd, Lanham, Stevens, 
Belford, Dunn, Lewis, Stewart, Charles 
ont, Ellis, Libbey, Stockslager, 
Bennett, Ellwood, Lore, Sumner, C. A 
isbee, Ermentrout, lo Talbott, 
Blanchard, 1, MeCo Taylor, J. M 
land, Findlay, McMillin, Thomas, 
Blount, Follett, 1 Tillman, 
Breckinridge Forney Mills.” 85 Tally, 
„ orney, y, 
Funston, Money, Turner, H. G. 
Buchanan, Garrison, Soan Turner, Oscar 
Buckner, George, Mou $ Vance, 
Budd Gibson, Muldrow, Van Eaton, 
Glascock, Murphy, Wallace, 
Caldwell Goff, Nelson. Ward, 
Campbell, J. E Graves, Oates, Warner, Richard 
Cassidy, Green Ochil 5 W. rn. 
Olardy, Guenther, O'Neill, J.J. Wellborn, 
Clay, Halsell Paige, Weller, 
Clements, Hancock, Peel, White, Milo 
Converse, . * 8 ene” 
e pod —— H. erce, Villis, 
Co n, Hemphill, Post, Wilson, W. L. 
Cox, 8. S. Henley, Pryor, Wise, G. 
Cox, W. R. Herbert. L Wolford, 
Craig, Hewitt, G. W. Reid, J. W. ood, 
Crisp, Hill, Reese, Woodward, 
Culberson, D. B. Hoblitzell, Riggs, Young. 
Culbe: „ W. W. Houk, rtson. 
Curtin, Houseman, Rogers, J. H. 
Dargan, Hunt, Rogers, W. F. 
NAYS—133. 
Adams, G. E. Arnot, Bayne, Boutell: 
Adams, J. J n, Beach, Boyle, 5 
Anderson, Barr, Bingham, inerd, 


RECOKU—HOUSE. 


Breitung, Hardy, Milliken, Spooner, 
Brewer, F. B. Harmer Mitchell, Sp 
Brewer, J. H. Hart, Morrill, Steele, 
Brown, W. W. Hatch, H. H. Morse, Stephenson. 
rowne, T. M Haynes, * Muller, Stewart, J. W. 
Burleigh, Henderson, T. J Murray, Stone, 
Campbell, J. M. Hepburn, Mutchler, Storm, 
Cannon, ewitt, K. S O'Hara, Strait, 
Carleton, ok, O'Neill, Charles Struble, 
bb, Hitt, er, Sumner, D. H. 
Collins, Holman, Patton, wope, 
Connolly, Holmes, Payne Taylor, J. D 
k, Hooper, Payson alentine, 
Cullen, Hopkins, Peters, Van A S. 
Davis, G. R Howey, Phelps, Wadsworth, 
Davis, R. T Hutchins, Poland Wait, 
uster, ames, Potter, Wakefield, 
Dingley, Kean, Price, Warner, A. J. 
Dixon, Keifer, rea’ Al Weaver, 
Dunham, Kelley Randall, Wemple, 
Eaton Ke ~ Ranney, White, J.D. 
El Lacey, Ray, G. W. Whiting, 
Elliott Lawrence, Reed, T. B. Wilson, James 
English, Le Fevre, Rockwell, Winans, E. B. 
Evans, Long, Rowell, Winans, John 
Everhart, L. n, Russell, Worthington, 
Fiedler, cCOo. Seney, Yaple, 
Finerty, McCormick, Smalls, York. 
~ tson, Seymour, 
Greenleaf, Millard, Smith, A. Herr 
Hanback, Miller, S. H. Smith, H. . 
NOT VOTING—45. 
Blackburn, Tfolton, Morrison, Shaw, 
Bowen, Horr, Neece, Singleton 
Brumm, urd, Nicholls, Skinner, C. R. 
Bu É ohnson, Nutting, Slocum, 
Campbell, Felix Jones, B. W. + O'Ferrall, Taylor, E. B. 
Candler, ones, J. K. Perkins, n, 
Chalmers, Jordan, Rankin, T orton, 
Cutcheon, Kellogg. Ray, Ossian Townshend, 
Dorshe Kleiner, Rice, Williams, 
Fyan, ird. Robinson, J. 8. Wise, J. S. 
ammond, Lovering, Robinson, W. E. 
Henderson, D. B. McAdoo, Ryan, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, and Mr. Bowers, on this vote. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND and Mr. SKINNER, of New York, on this vote. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Senate has requested the House to return to 
that body the bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the 
claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private 
property destroyed in the military service of the United States. If 
there be no objection an order will be made directing the Clerk to re- 
turn this bill to the Senate. The Chair hears no objection, and it is 
so ordered. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF FISH AND FISHERIES. 


The SPEAKER. In conformity with the statute, the Chair lays be- 
| fore the House a Senate concurrent resolution for reference to the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


IX THE SENATE OF THE UNITED States, February 24, 1835. 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 4 — 
of the Commissioner of Fish and eries for the year 1885 be printed, and 
there be printed 11,000 extra copies, of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 6,000 for the use of the House, 1,500 for the use of the Co of 
Fish and Fisheries, and 500 for sale by the Public Printer, under such 
tions as the Joint Committee on Printing may prescribe, at a price equal to the 
additional cost of publication and 10 per cent. thereto thereon added; the illus- 
trations to be ned by the Public Printer under the direction of the Joint 
Committee on Printing. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. ular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk report the next amendment. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ask unanimous consent that all that part of the 
clause just voted on and restored tothe bill in relation to Captain Eads 
be stricken out. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I object, and demand the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 926, insert 


Mr. WAIT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. On that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 46 members voting therefor, and 
124 in opposition. : 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 76, nays 176, not 
voting 72; as follows: 


YEAS—76. 
Adams, G. E Bingham. Collins, Dixon, 
Aiki A 8 H Cull Everhart, 
* en, 
* Brown, W. W. Davis, G. R. Fyan, 
Bayne, Campbell, J. M. Davis, R. T. back, 
Be s Cannon, uster, Hart, 


Strait, 


Haynes, 
Henderson, T. J. Price, Struble, 
Hepburn, Millard. Ranney Sumner, D. H. 
Hewitt, A. 8. Miller, $. II. Ray, er w. Taylor, J.D. 
Hiscock, iltiken, bee Wadsworth, 
Hitt, TAN, Rockwell, Wait, 
Holmes, Morrill, — Wakefield, 
Howey, Morse, Russell, White, J. D. 
James, Murray, Skinner, C. R. White, Milo 
Kean, O'Neill, Charles ls, Whiting, 
— — rker, Smith, H. Y. — — a 
elley, Peters, * nans, . 
Lawrence, Phelps, 4 —— nN Winans, John. 
NAYS—176. 
Adams, J. J. Culbertson, W. W. Hunt, Reid, J. W. 
5 Curtin, Jones, B. W. Reese, 
Arnot, š Jones, J. H. J.H. 
Bagley, Davidson Jones, J.T. Rogers, W. F. 
tine, Davis, I. H Ketcham, 
Barbour. Dibble, King, Seney, 
Barksdale, Dibrell, Lacey, Seymour, 
Beach, Dowd, Tame Shively, 
Belmont, Dunn, Lanham, Skinner, T. G 
Bennett, Eldred, Le Fevre, n i 
Bisbee, Elliott, is, nger, 
Blanchard, Ellis, Libbey, Steele, 
Ellwood, re, 
— Engl es r Lovering, Stewart, Charles 
Boyle, crmentrow! wry, r, 
Brainerd, Evan: L; 5 me, 
Bratton, Fe Cold. Sumner, C. A 
„ Findlay, MeMillin, wope, 
Breit Follett, Ma aay, Talbott, 
Brewer, F. B. Foran, Miller, F. Taylor, J. M. 
Broadhend, Forney, Mills, Omas, 
Browne, T. M. Garrison, M n, Tillman, 
Buchanan, Geddes, Money, Townshend, 
Buckner, George, Muldrow, ‘Tucker, 
B Gibson, Muller, Tully, 
Burl Glascock, Mutchler, „H. G. 
Cabell, N, Nelson, Turner, Oscar 
Caldwell. im Grates ea Tartine, 
Campbell, A reen, ree, un Alstyne, 
Carleton, Greenleaf, O'Ha Vance, 
Cassidy, Guenther, O'Neill, J. J. Van Eaton, 
Clardy, Halsell, z Wallace, 
Clay, Hancock, Patton, Warner, Richard 
Clements, Hardeman, Payne, Washburn, 
Cobb, Hardy, Peel, Weaver, 
Connolly, Hatch, H. H Pierce, Wellborn, 
Converse, Hateh, W. II Perkins, Wemple, 
e, Hemphill, Pettibone, Wilkins, 
ngton, enley, Poland, Willis, 
Cox, §. S. Herbert, Post, Wilson, W. L. 
Cox, W. R. Hewitt, G, W. Pryor, Wise, G. D. 
g. 1, Pusey, Wolford, 
Holman, Randall, Yaple, 
Culberson, D. B. Houseman, D, Young. è 
NOT VOTING—72. 
Aiken, Henderson, D.B. Matson, Singleton, 
Blackburn, Hoblitzell, Morrison, Slocum, 
Bowen, Holton, Moulton, Smith, A. Herr 
Brumm, K 5 — soray; 8 Kore 
Burnes, onkins, eece, wart, J. 
Campbell, Felix = Harr. Nicholls, rm, 
Candler, Mow, Oates, Taylor, E. B. 
Chalmers, ‘Hurd, O Ferrall, ‘Thompson, 
Cutcheon, Hutchins, Payson, Throe rton, 
Dingicy, Jefforts, Rankin, Ward, 
Doc G Johnsou, Ray, Ossian Warner, A.J 
Doxstielcher, Jones, J. K. Rice, Weller, 
Bete 5 wie 
Fiedler, ellogg, m, se, 
Naas Kleiner, Robinson, J. 8. ood, 
8 Taye Katonai W. E. 8 
Hammo 00, yan, orthington 
Harmer, McCormick, Shaw, York. í 


Mr. WILLIS. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 

ing of the names. 
eral members objected. 

The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. McCormick, on this vote. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. FIEDLER, on the river and harbor pee: 
tion bill. Mr. Orrs would vote ay“ on the bill, Mr. LER 
s no,” 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. of Pennsylvania. I move that the House take a recess 
until 10 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope gentlemen will let us get on with this bill to- 

ight. 
SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 29, 
noes 80. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum having voted, the Chair will order 


saath ie howard e 
; ers es 22, noes 

of P vania, Still no quorum. 

of Ken I move a call of the House, 


Mr. 
Mr. 


The motion was agreed to. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 


Adams, J. J. Ermentrout, Lovering, Robinson, W. E. 
Aiken, Ferrell, McCoid, Rockwell, 
Atkinson, Fiedler, McCormick, Rowell, 
ksdale, Finerty, Matson, x 
ord Fun S 1 Shivel 
Belſe ely, 
Bennett, Geddes, Money, Singleton, 
Blackburn, 4 Morgan, Skinner, T. G. 
Glascock, Morrill, Slocum, 
Blount, Hammond, Morrison, Spriggs, 
Brainerd Hancock, orse, ewan: 
—.— = —— DS —— J. W. 
rewer, erson, D. urray, Stockslager, 
Brewer, J. H. Henderson, T. J. Neece, Storm, á 
3 — Henley, Nicholls, Struble, ae 
Candier, Hewitt, A. 8. O Terran, Taylor, E. B. 
rs, Hoblitzell, Perkins, Thom N 
Holton, Peters, rton, 

Collins, H h Pettibone, Tilman, 
Sovis n E. P 3 Van ‘Alstyne, 

vington ouk, 
Cox, C. S. Hurd, 7 Wadsworth, 
88 R. 8 K Warner, A. J. 
Jut K. 
E 2 wani, 

n, elley gan s 
Dingiey,’ Kellogg, Rice, Wook 
Dorsheimer, Laird, Robertson, 

Eaton, Long, Robinson, J. S. 


The SPEAKER. The Doork will now close the outer doors of 
the Hall. The Chair will state that this is the proper time to offer 
excuses for absentees. s 

Mr. YORK. Iwill state that my colleague from North Caro 
Judge BENNETT, not feeling very well, has gone to his hotel to get a 
cup of tea, with the intention of returning presently. 

r. MILLS. I ask if a quorum has responded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and FFF I understand a quorum is 
not t, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

SPEAKER, The call of the roll shows that there are two hun- 
dred and five members present. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIS. I move to dispense with further proceedings under 


the call. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] 


moves to dispense with further proceedings under the call, and pend- 
ing that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Warre] moves that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was not agreed 


The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] to dispense with further proceed- 
ings under the call. 

The question was taken; and there were ayes 65. 

Before the negative vote was counted, 

Mr. WH of Kentucky, said: I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEA The House is now dividing. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order relative to 
the vote. I ask whether my colleague from Kentucky, the chairman 
of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, who was not present here at 
the call to answer to his name, has the right to move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] an- 
swered to his name on the call. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, I think not. 

The SPEAKER. The record shows he did. 

The negative vote being called for, there were noes 18. 

So further proceedings under the call were with. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion made by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] that the House take a 
— until to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock, on which no quorum 
voted. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 59, noes 62. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

TheSPEAKER. A quorum No baring Toton, the Chair orders tell- 
ers, and appoints the gentleman from Nebraska, Mr. VALENTINE, and 
the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WILLIS. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 59, noes 78. 

Mr. HEPBU. No quorum. 

Mr. WILLIS. I move a call of the House. 
wire SPEAKER proceeded to put the question on the motion of Mr. 

ILLIS. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending that motion, I move that the 
House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now dividing. 

The being taken, it was decided in the afirmative; and a 
call of the House was ordered. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1885, 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer: 


Adama, J. J. Eaton, Lowry, Rockwell, 
| Aiken, Ermentrout, 3 Rowell, 
Atkinson, Fiedler, cAdoo, Russell, 
‘Bagley, Finerty, McCoid, Seymour, 
ur, Funston, Millard Shaw, 
Geddes, Milliken, Shively, 
Bayne, Glascock, itehell, Singleton, 
Beach, Graves, Money, Skinner, T. G. 
Belford, cock, Slocum, 
Blackburn, Hemphill, Morrill, Smith, A. Herr 
Blount, Henderson, D. B. Morrison, Spriggs, 
Bowen, Herbert, Morse, Springer, 
Breitung, Hewitt, A. S. Moulton, Stewart, J. W. 
Brewer, J. H. 5 urray, r, 
Brown, W. W. Hoblitzell, Neece, Stone, 
Brumm, x Nelson, Strait, 
Burnes, Holton, Nicholls, Struble, 
— — Felix H A es, Sumner, C. A. 
8 Ochiltree, Taylor, E. B. 
Collins, Hard. Perki Throckmort 
+ ins, on, 
Lake pre Pettibo 5 
re, n. me, , 
Cov: S Jones, J. K. Phel Wadsworth, 
Cox, S. S. Jordan, Wash! 
Cox, W. R. Kean, Rankin, Whiting, 
Curtin, Kelley, Ranney Williams, 
Cutcheon, Kellogg, Ray, G. W. Wise, J.S 
i > 5 
— Tank Rice, Young. 
1 ley, Lamb, Robertson, 
i ery, Long, Robinson, J. S. 
‘Dorshelner, Lovering Robinson, W. E. 


The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the outer doors of the 


‘Hall and the Clerk will report the names of the absentees. 
Mr. DUNHAM. Has the House been informed whether a quorum 
is t or not? . 
7 SPEAKER. The House has not been so informed. 
Mr. DUNHAM. That was done before. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has no objection to giving any informa- 
tion to the House; but there is no rule requiring that information to 


be given. 
Mr. DUNHAM. There may be no rule requiring that information 
to be given, but I the Chair will have no objection to letting 


the House know what is the fact as to a quorum being present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state what is the number of mem- 
bers present as soon as the Clerk reports the names of absentees. The 
names of absentees will now be called, and this is the proper time to 


offer ake any. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is there any rule which prevents the Speaker from 
i ing the House whether there is a quorum present or not? 

The SPEAKER. There is not, The Chair has stated as soon as the 
list of absentees is certainly ascertained the Chair will make the an- 
nouncement to the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Onthe previous call of the House did not the Chair, 
on the request of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], inform the 
House that there were something over two hundred members present? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did. 

a DUNHAM. Is the Chair willing to make the announcement 
now 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection. 

Mr. GIBSON and others objected. 

The SPEAKER. The names of members who have not answered to 
their names will now be read, that excuses may be offered. 

The Clerk read the names of absentees, as follows: 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. AIKEN: No excuse offered. 

. ATKINSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BAGLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BARBOUR: No excuse offered.. 

Mr. BARKSDALE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BAYNE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BEACH. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. My colleagne, Mr. BEAcH, went 
home sick. I ask that he be excused. 

Mr. ELLIS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the question is on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] that his col- 
wie. a be excused from further attendance this day. 

motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 51, noes 43. 

Mr. BELFORD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. . 

Mr. CLAY. seo agut, Mr. BLACKBURN, is confined to his room 
by sickness. I that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr, BLACKBURN was excused. 

Mr. BLOUNT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BOWEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BREITUNG: No excuse offered. 
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Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Brown, of Pennsylvania: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BRUMM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BURNES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York. 

Mr. HARDY. My colleague, Mr. CAMPBELL, went home to attend 
the funeral of a friend who was to be buried to-day. I ask that he be 
excused. h 

There being no objection, Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, was ex- 
cused. 


Mr. CANDLER. 

Mr. CRISP, My-colleagne, Mr. CANDLER, has been confined to his 
room the last few days by sickness. I ask that he be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. CANDLER was excused. 

Mr. CHALMERS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CoLLIxs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CONVERSE. 

Mr. WALLACE. I ask that my orane, Mr. CONVERSE, be ex- 
cused from attendance. He went home very much indi k 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WALLACE] states 
that his colleague [Mr. CONVERSE] left the House on account of indis- 


position, and asks that he be excused. 


A MEMBER. On account of what? 

Another MEMBER. Indisposition. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Several members objected. 
water 2 bolas coves on ee Mr. CONVERSE, it was not 

to; yes 39, noes 44. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Does the vote on excusing a member require a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. A call of the House is now proceed- 
ing, and less than a quorum may compel the attendance of members 
or excuse members from attendance. 

Mr. CosGROVE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Covryeton: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Cox, of New York. 

Mr. STEVENS. My colleague, Mr. Cox, left the House stating to 
me that he was e e indisposed; and he requested me, if there 
should be a call of the House, to ask that he be excused. 

Mr. ELLIS. His indisposition was indi tion to stay here. 

The SPEAKER. Ohjection is made; and the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. STEVENS] moves that his colleague [Mr. Cox] be excused. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the reason assigned? 

Mr. STEVENS. When my colleague left the House he stated to me 
that he was feeling quite unwell and indisposed; and he asked me, in 
case there should be a call of the House, to request that he be excused. 

Mr. ELLIS. I have known that gentleman to be arrested, brought 
here, and then dodge the Doorkeeper, and go away, 

The question being taken on the motion to excuse Mr. Cox, of New 
York, it was not agreed to, there being—ayes 16, noes 56. 

Mr. Cox, of North Carolina: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CURTIN 


Mr. MUTCHLER. My colleague, Governor CURTIN, left the House 
a short time ago, saying that he felt too unwell to remain. I ask unan- 
imous consent that he be excused. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

There being no objection, Mr. CURTIN was excused. 


Mr. EON. 

Mr. HORR. My colleague [Mr. CurcHEoN] has indefinite leave of 
absence on account of sickness. 

The SPEAKER. That is the fact. He is so marked. 

Mr. DARGAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAVIDSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DINGLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DOCKERY: No excuse offered. F 

Mr. DORSHEIMER: No excuse offered. 

Mr, Eaton. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move that my colleague, Mr. EATON, be excused 
oe 3 ce. His health is not strong enough to allow him to be 
out at ni 

There being no objection, Mr. EATON was excused. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FERRELL. I tha: eagu 

T. . Imove t my coll Mr. Frepu be ex- 
cused from attendance this e i ac 

Mr. WILLIS. I object. 
rats 5 . Mr. Speaker, on what ground is this request 

e. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 

The motion of Mr. FERRELL was not agreed to. 

Mr. FINERTY: No cxcuse offered. 

Mr. Funston: No excnse offered. 

Mr. GEDDEs. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask that the gentleman from Ohio, Mr, GEDDES, 
be excused. It is known to the House that he is in feeble health. 


2162 


Mr. WILLIS. I ask the gentleman from Iowa whether he makes 
this proposition at the request of Judge GEDDES? 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir. I make the motion because I think it a 
very proper one, from my knowledge of the condition of the gentle- 
man’s health. 

Mr. KEIFER. The motion ought to prevail. 

Mr. MATSON. Judge GEDDES told me during the last week that 
it e eee for him to come here at night an account of the state 
of his th. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is no doubt that is true. 

There being no objection, Mr. GEDDES was excused. 

Mr. GLAscock. 

Mr. VANCE. The gentleman from California, Mr. GLAscock, has 
placed in my hands a request for leave of absence for the residue of 
this day, on account of sickness in his family. 

Mr. FOLLETT. His wife has been seriously ill for the last two 
weeks, so that he has been able to attend only a portion of the time. 

There being no objection, Mr. GLASCocK was excused. 

Mr. GRAVES. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
GRAVES, came to me requesting me to pair with him, stating that 
sickness in his family compelled him to be absent. . I am sure he ought 
to be excused, and I make that request. 

There being no objection, Mr. GRAVES was excused. 

Mr. Hancock: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HEMPHILL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from Iowa, Mr. HENDERSON, has 
pene: opo Qne Ao. Bie zoan for two weeks. I supposed he had leave of 
absence. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has leave of absence, 
and will be so marked. e 

Mr. HENLEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HERBERT. . 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask that my colleague, Mr. HER- 
BERT, be excused from attendance this evening on account of sickness 
in his family. 

There being no objection, Mr. HERBERT was excused. 

Mr. Hewrrt, of New York: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HILL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOBLITZELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ; 

Mr. COBB. I move that my colleague, Judge HOLMAN —— [Cries 
of “Object!” and laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Honse will beinorder. The gentleman from 
Indiana has a right to state his motion. 

Mr. COBB. I move that my colleague, Judge HOLMAN, be excused. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, and others objected. 

Mr. WILLIS. If Judge HoLMAN were present, I know he would 
object. Representing him on this occasion, I object. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Conn, there were 
ayes 54, noes 72. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On ordering the yeas and nays there were—ayes 25, noes 104—less 
than one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call for the tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The tellers were not ordered. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered; and the motion of Mr. COBB 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLTON. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My colleague, Mr. HoLrox, has gone to Baltimore 
on account of sickness in his family. I ask that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] 
asks that his colleague [Mr. 3 be excused. 

Mr. TALBOTT. On account of si in hisfamily. I know that 
to be a fact. 

There being no objection, Mr. HOLTON was excused. 

Mr. HOOPER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Hopkins: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOUK. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. The wife of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
Mr. Hovk, is, as I am informed and believe, seriously ill. I think 
there is no question about the fact. I ask that he be excused. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Houx, before he left, came to members of the 
committee and stated the cause of his leaving, as the gentleman from 
Illinois has stated it. 

There being no objection, Mr, Houk was excused. 

Mr. HURD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Jerrorps: No excuse offered. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 

Mr. WEAVER. The gentleman from New York, Mr. JOHNSON, has 
been confined to his room for several days by sickness. I ask that he 
be excused. 

There being no objection, Mr. JOHNSON was excused. 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas: No excuse offered. 
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Mr. JORDAN. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I think my colleague is absent on leave. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised that the gentleman’s colleague 
[Mr. JORDAN] has no leave of absence. 

Mr. FO. He obtained leave of absence, and has been gone 


some weeks on important business. 


The SPEAKER. His leave has expired. 

Mr. FOLLETT. I ask, then, that he be excused. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I object. 

The motion was di to. 

Mr. KEAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask that the gentleman from South 
Carolina, Mr. AIKEN, who is in the gallery, may be allowed to come 
into the Hall. 

Mr. WELLER. He is accompanied by a lady, and I move that he 
be excused. 

Mr. DUNHAM. There is no objection, provided the glass doors of 
the barber-shop are locked. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has instructed the doorkeepers under 
the rule of the House to close the outer doors. 

Mr. WILLIS. And I hope that will be done whether they be glass 
doors or any other doors. K 

The SPEAKER. If there is any report, made to the Chair that the 
order has been disobeyed the Chair will act promptly. 

The motion of Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, was to. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. There are several gentlemen at the 
Goote mao want to come in, and I move that they be allowed to enter 
the Hall. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I object. 

Mr. KELLEY. 

Mr. O'NEILL rose. £ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has obtained 
leave of the House to absent himself during evening sessions, and is 
therefore excused. 

Mr. KELLOGG: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LACEY: No excuse offered. 


Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move that the gentleman from Nebraska be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska had leave of ab- 
sence, but has since appeared in the Hall. Is there objection to ex- 
cusing the gentleman from Nebraska? 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. - 

Mr. LAMB. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move that Mr. LAMB be excused. 
He is up in the gallery, and he will be all right when he gets here. 
I move that he be excused. 

The motion was disagreed to. z 

Mr. Lona: No excuse offered. - 

. LOVERING: No excuse offered. 
. Lowry: No excuse offered. 

. LYMAN: No excuse offered. 

. McApnoo: No excuse offered. 
Moor: No excuse offered. 

. MILLARD: No excuse offered. 
. MILLIKEN: No excuse offered. 
. MITCHELL: No excuse offered. 
. Money: No excuse offered. 

. MORGAN: No excuse offered. 

. MORRILL. . 

Mr. ANDERSON. My colleague remained here until late and has 
gone home for dinner. I ask that he be excused for one hour. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. We will not object if the gentleman will substitute 


himself for his colleague. 
Mr. MORRISON. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I move that my colleague, Mr. Morrison, be 


excused. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is not Mr. MORRISON absent on leave? 

The SPEAKER. He has not a leave of absence. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will somebody be kind enough to say why Mr. 
MORRISON is absent? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the noes have it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I ask for a division on my motion. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 41. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, called for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the motion was to. 

Mr. MORSE: No excuse offi 

Mr. MOULTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Murray: No excuse offered. 

Mr. NEECE. 

Mr. RIGGS. I would inquire whether my colleague has not leave 
of absence ? 

The SPEAKER. No leave of absence has been granted or asked for. 

Mr. RIGGS. My colleague was suddenly called from the Hall by 


1885. 


telegram, and I move that he be excused. He has been uniformly con- 
stant in his attendance upon the sessions of the House, and under the 
circumstances he ought to be excused for the evening session. 

Mr. DUNHAM. ‘The House should know the reason of the gentle- 
man’s absence. $ 

The SPEAKER. The House can not compel anybody to give a rea- 
son for him. s 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 44. 

So the motion was di to. 

Mr. HORR. Is it in order to go back to the list? [Cries of ‘‘ Regu- 
lar order!“ ]! Task that Mr. Hancock, of Texas, be excused, as it is 
well known to many of us he ought not to be here on account of his 
health, and it is not right to bring him here. 

Mr. ELLIS. There is no objection. 

Mr. HORR. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 


r. OATES: No excuse offered. 
. OCHILTREE: No excuse offered. 
. PEEL: No excuse offered. 


. PETERS: No excuse offered. i 
. PETTIBONE: No excuse offered. 


. PHELPS. 
. HITT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PHELPS] was here the greater part of the afternoon, and went away 
feeling quite unwell. I know that he was severely indisposed, and I 
move that on account of his indisposition he be excused. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. ELLIS. I that Judge PoLAND, of Vermont, be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I ask that Mr. SPRINGER be excused on account 
of sickness in his family. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. >» i 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that Mr. RANDALL be excused. He has 
been quite unwell for some time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I move that Mr. RANDALL be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia has already made the 


motion. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I believe Mr. RANDALL is a member of a 
committee which is entitled to sit during the sessions of the House, and 
I venture to say he is now in his committee-room, and if advised he is 
wanted will come into the Hall. À 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANKIN. 

Mr. DEUSTER. Mr. RANKIN has leave of absence and is away from 
the city. I move that he be excused. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANNEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RAY, of New York. Night before last I was sick with a cold and 
confined to my bed, and to-day I have been suffering with a cough. I 
am not able to continue longer in this night’s session, and therefore ask 
to be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire. = 

Mr. HAYNES. Mr. Speaker, I was informed this morning that my 
colleague, Mr. RAY, was confined at home by sickness and unable to be 
here. He has avery bad cold and is unable to speak aloud. I think it 
is a case that justifies an excuse, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REAGAN. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that my colleague, Mr. REAGAN, be ex- 
cused from attendance to-night, He left here about an hour ago not 
feeling at all well, and stated that he was unable to attend. As is well 
known his health is not vigorous at best. 

There was no objection, and Mr. REAGAN was excused. 

Mr. Rice: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 

Mr. WOLFORD. My coll e, Mr. ROBERTSON, went away from 
here, as he said, sick; and in ition to that 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Kentucky to say that his colleague is sick? 

Mr. WOLFORD, He said he was. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Looking pale, I suppose? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WOLFORD. In addition to that he has not seen his wife for a 
long time, and she is now here, having just come. I move that he be 
excused. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Division. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I ask that the gentleman from Texas, 
Mr. OCHILTREE, be excused, as I understand, owing to some recent 
unpleasantness, it is not safe for him to be out after dark. [Laughter. ] 

bjection was made. ; 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I demanded a division on the motion 
to excuse my colleague, Mr. RoBERTSON. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 63. 

So the motion was not agreed to. : 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
ADAMS, be excused. [Cries of Regular rder !’’] 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Connecticut, Mr. WAIT, is 
present, and has asked me to request that he be excused to-night. 

Mr. WAIT. Ihave had a great deal of work to do in various wa 
to-day in the line of my duty, and I hardly feel as if I ought to stay here 
through the night, particularly when I know from experience in the 
past, and believe now, that no good results follow from such sessions. 

have paired with the gentleman from Missouri, Judge BucKNER, for 
whom I entertain a great deal of esteem, and ask that he also be excused. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Let us have a division of the question. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I demand a division of the question. I 
am perfectly willing to excuse the gentleman from Connecticut, but not 
the gentleman from Missouri. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to demand a division 
and a separate vote. The question is, Shall the gentleman from Con- 
necticut be excused. ? 

Mr. WAIT was excused. 

The questiog recurred on the motion to excuse Mr. BUCKNER. 

Mr. of Kentucky. I move to amend that by excusing as 
many from our side as from the other. It is not fair to excuse gentle · 
men who are against the bill and keep all those here who favor it. | 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. Would it be in order to move to amend 
by excusing the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WHITE? 

The SPEAKER. It would not. The question is, Shall the gentle} 
man from Missouri, Mr. BUCKNER, be excused? 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 47, noes 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I had supposed my colleague [Mr. 
RICE] had leave of absence, until I heard his name called. It is well 
known that he has been ill for a long time, and he is now at his home 
in Massachusetts on that account. 

There was no objection, and Mr. Rick was excused. 

JAMES S. ROBINSON: No excuse offered. 

WILLIAM E. ROBINSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROCKWELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. RO WELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I move that Mr. James S. ROBINSON, secretary of 
state of Ohio, be excused. i 

Mr. HART. Mr. RoBINSON is not a member of the House, and has 
not been since the 12th of January. ' 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understand he is in this city, and as 
we need a quorum we might as well send for him. 

Mr. CANNON. Task that my colleague, Mr. ROWELL, be excused. 

The SPEAKER, There is a question before the House. 

The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ohio that the question as 
to whether or not his late colleague [Mr. ROBINSON ] is a member of this 
House or not has been referred to the Committee on Elections by order 
of the House to settle that very point, and is still pending, no report 
having been made. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is he not a member of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers not to decide the question which 
the Committee on Elections are instructed to investigate. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then insist upon my motion that he be excused. 

Mr. HART. Mr. Speaker, I suppose I will be permitted to make a 
suggestion at least. I stated to the House that Mr. ROBINSON was not 
a member of this House and had not been since January 12. That day 
he filed his resignation with the governor of the State of Ohio, and it 
has been entered upon the records there. The matter was referred here 
to the Committee on Elections and the report is ready to be presented 
as soon as it can be reached. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Bring it in, then. 

Mr. HART. You had better send for it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to lay the motion on the table. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I would like to call attention to one fact: If 
this man shall be arrested and is not a member of this House, we 
would be liable for false imprisonment. 

Mr. COOK. The eant-at-Arms would be. 

The SPEAKER. This motion is not debatable. 

The motion to lay on the table was agreed to. 

Mr. POTTER. I move that mycolleague, Mr. WILLIAM E. ROBIN- 
pe be excused. He is a very old man and not able to be here to- 
night. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RUSSELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SHAW. 2 

Mr. WORTHINGTON. I move that my colleague, Mr. SHAW, be 
excused. He has not been able to attend the House during this ses- 
sion. 
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Mr. PAYSON, I think Mr. Saw has indefinite leave of absence, 
on aceount of sickness, 

The motion to excuse Mr. SHAW was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIVELY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SNdLxrox. i 

Mr. MULDROW. I move that my colleague, Mr. SINGLETON, be 
excused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. THOMAS G. SKINNER: No excuse cffered. 

Mr. SLOCUM. 

Mr. WEMPLE. I move that my colleague, Mr. Stocum, be excused 
from further attendance this day. He is now engaged on the commit- 
tee preparing for the inauguration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. 8 of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I ask that my colleague, Mr. 
SMITH, be excused from attendance at the night session. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. Spriaas: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. The gentleman from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, 
is chairman of a committee that is privileged to sit during the session 
of the House. I know that to-day he was engaged with the business 
of that committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. And I know that Mr. SpRINGER’s 
wife is sick. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. SPRINGER is in attendance on his wife, who is 
ill, and has been so the entire winter. I move that he be excused. 

‘There was no objection. x 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont: No excuse offered. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 

Mr. MATSON. I am informed Si; e gentleman from preg A 
[Mr. MAYBURY] that my colleague, Mr. SrocKsLAGER, left the Hall 
within the last hour requesting him to see some of -his colleagues and 
have him excused on account of ill-health. I know that Mr. STOCK- 
SLAGER is in delicate health, and I think he ought to be excused. 
There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Task that the gentleman from Texas, Mr. OCHIL- 
TREE, be excused, on account of sickness in his family. 3 

The SPEAKER. That request is not in order at this time. 

Mr. Srnarr. . 

Mr. WAKEFIELD. I ask that my colleague, Mr. STRAIT, be ex- 
cused. He is now standing outside the door. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. STRUBLE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. 

Mr. BUDD. I ask that my colleague, Mr. SUMNER, be excused. 
He has been ill for several days and is not able to be out this evening. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. The gentleman’s colleague [Mr. SUMNER] 
is in the lobby now. [Laughter. ] 

* The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia object? 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I do. 

Mr. BUDD. I do not know whether my colleague is in the lobby 
or not, but I know he has been asly ill for several days. Ifhe 
is in the lobby now it is because he has determined to discharge his 
duty, however sick he may be. 

Mr. GIBSON. I know that Mr. SUMNER has been sick. I ask that 
he be allowed to come in. 5 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Bupp] moves 
that his colleague [Mr. SUMNER] be excused. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 65, noes 10. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pe Ivania. I ask that my colleague, Mr. ER- 
MENTROUT, be excused. I understand he is not well. 

The SPEAKER. The name of Mr. ERMENTROUT has been passed. 
The Chair will recognize the gentleman hereafter to make that re- 

nest. - z Z 
> Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR: Absent on leave. 

Mr. THompson: No excuse offered. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. THROCKMORTON, be ex- 
cused. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. > 

Mr. MCCOMAS, I move that Mr. TOWNSHEND be excused. Iun- 
derstand he had to attend a conference. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. TULLY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WADSWORTH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WASHBURN: No excuse offered. 

WIIII NG: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WILLEAMS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask that my colleague be excused 

on account of sickness, He has been sick all day. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. JohN S. WISE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Woop: No excuse offered. 

Mr. YounG: No excuse offered. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move that Mr. Woon be excused. 

Mr. WELLER. I would like to know the reason for the request to 
excuse Mr. Woop. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] 
moves that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] be excused. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I move as an amendment that the - 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] be allowed to come from the gallery 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order as an amendment. It 
requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The request for unanimous consent can not be en- 
tertained pending the motion that Mr. Woop be excused. 

The motion that Mr. Woop be excused was not agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Woop] be allowed to come in. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. Lowry, be permitted to come in. He was 
here allday. He went down to the restaurant to get some lunch and 

ed to miss answering to his name when ealled. 

r. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to include in 
that request the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. RANNEY, and 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. MILLARD. 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. S 
that all members now in the lobby 
House. : 

Mr. BUDD. I object. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope that objection will be withdrawn. 

Mr. BUDD (after a pause). 1 withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, the order will be made. 
The Doorkeeper will admit the gentlemen, and their names will be re- 
corded by the Clerk. ` 

A number of members who had been waiting in the lobby entered 
the Hall and were proceeding to their seats. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentlemen who have 
iust come in that unless they take their placs in such order that the 
Clerk can distinguish them, their names will probably be included in 
the order of the House for the arrest of absentees by the Sergeant-at- 
Arms. 

The following-named gentlemen appeared in front of the Clerk’s desk 
and, as they were called, answered to their names: Messrs. ADAMS of 
New Vork, BAGLEY, Brown of Pennsylvania, DINGLEY, ERMEN- 
TROUT, HENLEY, LONG, Lowry, MILLARD, MITCHELL, MONEY, 
OCHILTREE, RANNEY, ROWELL, STRAIT, SHIVELEY, SKINNER of 
North Carolina, TuLLy, and Woop. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of a resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody and bring to the bar of 
or House such of its members as are now absent without the leave of the 
ouse. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
all farther proceedings under this call. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order at this time. The 
question is upon the adoption of the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask whether 
or not a quorum is now present in the House, according to the count? 
[Cries of ** . order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is more than a quorum. 
The question is on the adoption of the resolution offered by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS]. 

a WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to lay that resolution on the 
table. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, ought not the names of the absent 
members to be included in the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is not usual. 

The question was taken on the resolution offered by Mr. WILLIS; and 
it was agreed to. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
all further proceedings under the call. [Cries of “No!” No! 

Mr. HA’ , of Missouri. “We have a quorum now present. 

A MEMBER. No matter. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from Missouri moves to dispense 
with further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. WILLIS. I hope that motion will be withdrawn. We want to 
pass this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]. 

Mr. WILLIS. I it will be voted down. 


er, I ask unanimous consent 
admitted to the floor of the 


The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH to dispense 
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with farther proceedings under the call; and ona division there were— 
ayes 39, noes 93. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

After a pause, during which the Clerk was engaged in making out 
the warrant for the arrest of the absentees, the following EAE (5A gs 
occurred, 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LONG. A few moments ago, returning from my dinner and at- 
tempting to enter this Hall, officers of the House refused me admit- 
tance. 1 claim that that is a violation of my privileges as a member of 
this House. I understand the rule to be that— 

In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, and in 
all calls of the House the names of the members shall be called by the Clerk, 
and absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no 
sufficient excuse is made may, by order of a majority of those penh be sent 
for and arrested, wherever they may be found, by officers to appointed by 
the Sergeant-at-Arms for that purpose, and their attendance sec ; and the 
House shall determine upon what condition they shall be discharged. 

That is, absent members who are under arrest for violation of the 
order of the House shall be discharged on rendering proper excuse. I 
claim that I was here not under arrest; that I presented myself at the 
door and sought to enter, and that I was excluded 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman submit? 

Mr. LONG. It might be said that the House was justified in ex- 
cluding me because of the constitutional provision which says that the 
House shall make rules to regulate its proceedings. The first question 
is: What are the proceedings there referred to? Whether they are the 
ordinary transaction of business, or whether those proceedings“ go 
so far as to include the matter of the attendance or the exclusion of 
members. è 

It should be remembered that this is a personal right; that the con- 
stitutional provision and all rules and laws relating to personal rights 
should be construed very strictly; and that no member, either in his 
representative or his personal capacity, should be excluded unless the 

ight to exclude him is very clear. Now, it is doubtful whether the con- 

tutional provision applies any further than to the ordinary proceed- 
ings of the House, the transaction of business, and whether it applies 
at all to the tion of the movement of members; and further than 
that, I take it that the constitutional right of each House to regulate 
its own p does not apply to the personal attendance of mem- 
bers, because there is another provision in the Constitution which regu- 
lates that matter. 

The provision is that the House may compel the attendance of absent 
members. That provision also must be construed strictly, because it 
affects a personal right. It gives the House no power over the persons 
of members present, no authority with regard to keeping members in 
the Hall; it simply yra the House power to compel the attendance of 
absent members, and a member must be absent before the House has, 
in this way, any constitutional right over him. I claim that I was not 
an absent member, that I was here, not under arrest, not in contempt, 
not absent in any sense, but a member ofthe House present and seek- 
ing to enter this Hall, and that my privilege was impaired by not per- 
mitting me to enter. 

The SPEAKER. Under Rule IX questions of privilege are defined, 
and there must be some question presented in order to constitute a ques- 
tion of on. Does the gentleman make any motion? 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, ifitis in order I will submit 
a resolution expressive of the sense of the House, I think it raises a 
practical question, and an importantone. Nothing should be done un- 
der the guise of the constitutional right of members to prevent a small 
po of this House from compelling the attendance of absent members, 

ut it is not necessary, when a gentleman returns here and offers vol- 
untarily to come into the Hall of the House, that he should be pre- 
vented from so doing; and the rule ofthe House requiring the doors to be 
closed might be construed, and in my opinion ought to be construed, as 
providing a means whereby members who are here present and whose 
presence is needed should be prevented from leaving the House—which 
I take to be a legitimate exercise of the authority of the House. [Cries 
of No!“ ““No!’’] Therefore, Mr. Speaker, if it is in order, I will 
submit the following resolution: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that the rule requiring the doors to 
be closed upon a call of the House should not be so construed as to prevent 
members from voluntarily returning to the Chamber, provided they are not 
under arrest by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order upon that 
resolution that it would change existing rules. . 

Mr. KING. I move that that resolution be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Rules. * 

Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I desire to inquire whether at this time there 
is anything in order except a motion to adjourn or further proceedings 
under the call. 

TheSPEAKER. There are various motions which might be in order, 
such as questions relating to excusing members, imposing fines upon 
members, or other conditions upon which they might be released 


Mr. MUTCHLER. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that the 
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resolution offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] is not 
in order at this time. 

The SPEAKER (continuing). But the effect of the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] appears to be an instruc- 
tion to the Doorkeeper during these proceedings to admit to the floor of 
the House all members who are not under arrest. The Chair thinks 
the resolution affects the proceedings now going on. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. In order to determine the facts I would like to ask 
a question. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona] has risen 
to a question of privilege and made his point. The doors of the Honse 
were closed pursuant to the order of the House after a call of the House 
underthe iN What I desire to ask the gentleman is whether he was 
present when his name was called as a member and answered ? 

Mr. LONG. Iwill answer the gentleman, I was not present. 

Mr. McMILLIN. He was not. Then it was for the pu of 
securing the attendance of those in the same condition that the call of 


the roll was had. 
Mr. WILLIS. I ask that clause 1 of Rule VIII be read. 
Mr. PAYSON. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. PAYSON. Is the motion of my colleague subject to amend- 


ment? ‘i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not decided yet whether the motion 
is in order. 

Mr. PAYSON. Isa point of order pending? 

The SPEAKER. It is. The Clerk will read clauselof Rule VIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

1. Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its sit- 
tings, unless excused or necessarily prevented. 

The SPEAKER. Now, another rule of the House provides that 
when members are not Sara in the House during its sitting, and it is so 
discldsed by the call of the roll, the doors shall be immediately closed, 
and that, the Chair thinks, is what was done to-day. The Chair does 
not understand the gentleman from Massachusetts to contend that any 
rule of the House has been violated, but that the rule which was 
ad was perhaps beyond the power of the House. 

r. LONG. That is the point. - > 

The SPEAKER, Therefore there is no question for the Chair to de- 
cide. If any question is presented it must be decided by the House. 

Mr. LONG. The rules of the House are not valid unless they are 
authorized by the Constitution. My point is in regard to the first rule, 
which has been read, which says that oy, member shall be present and 
shall not absent himself without leave of the House; that no power is 
given by the Constitution to the House to so far abridge the personal 
liberty of a member that he can not go and come as he pleases, but if 
he goes and is absent then the power is given by the Constitution to 
the House to compel his attendance. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Ihave reduced my resolution to writing, 
and ask it be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That hereafter the order of the House that the doors be closed and 
absent members be sent for shall not be so construed as to prevent members 
not in arrest from voluntarily entering the Hall of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that resolution is not in order, 
because that is a proposition either to change or to construe a rule for 
all time to come in the House. The Chair does think any proposition 
which is in the form of instruction to doorkeepers as to what course they 
shall pursue on the present occasion during these proceedings would be 
in order. If the House adopted such a resolution it would be taken as 
a precedent for the 1 hereafter, as a matter of course. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to say a few 
words and submit the reference of that resolution to the Committee on 
Rules. 

The SPEAKER. It can not be referred while the House is proceed- 
ing under a call of the House. 

r. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I find in the Digest, page 242, the following: 

At the conclusion of the call of the roll, the names of the absentees are called 
over, and a list of those for whom no sufficient excuse is made and furnished 
the Sergeant-at-Arms, and thereupon the doors are closed. 

Now, the inquiry I wish to make is, Was it proper to close the doors 
until the call had been made for members to make their excuses? I 
understand the doors had been closed. . 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read Rule XV, page 195, clause 2. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In the absenceof a quorum fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members.—RULE 


XV, clause 2, But where less than that number are present, a motion for a enll 
can not be entertained.—Journal, 1, 28, page 885. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. As I understood, the doors were 
closed while the Clerk was calling the roll for excuses, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The rule says the names of the members shall be 
called and the absentees entered, and then the doors shall be closed, and 
after that members for whom no excuse was offered may be brought in. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I hold the latest edition of the 
Manual in my hand, and it is different from that on page 242. 

The SPEAKER. Then it is in opposition to the rules of the House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Several members are at the door 


House, and that if he can possibly escape the 
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waiting tocome in. I think the House should permit them to do so as 
we did with others a while ago. : 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I object. 
gis MALLIS. I hope that will be done, their names being called as 


The was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will first call the names of gentlemen 
who are entitled to admission under the unanimous consent given. 

The Clerk called the roll of the following gentlemen, who 
to their names, and were entered, as present: Mr. PETTIBONE, Mr. TILL- 
MAN, Mr. Spriaas, Mr. DAVIDSON, Mr. BARKSDALE, Mr. FINERTY, 
Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. WHITING, Mr. COLLINS, Mr. STRUBLE, Mr. HILL, 
Mr. COSGROVE, Mr. BuRNES, and Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I-nowask to offer the resolution which I 
send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resol That the doorkeepers be,and they hereby are, instructed to admit 
any member in the House who may present himself,and who is not under 
arrest. 


Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will not relieve any 
member who is absent and who does not voluntarily return before being 
served with a process of arrest by the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. COSGROVE. But that is a change of the rule, and I make the 
point of order on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. It simply relates to the 

proceeding now going on-under the call of the House. It is the same 
precisely as the unanimous consents which have been given some two 
or three times to-night to admit members who were at the doors of the 
House after a call of the House had been ordered. 
. Mr, ADAMS, of Illinois. The adoption of that resolution, Mr. 
Speaker, will not relieve any member from the penalty for being ab- 
sent without leave. It will noT relieve him from the physical in- 
convenience of waiting in the lobby until there shall be a number of 
members gathered somebody asks unanimous consent to let them 
in. When any member comes in under this resolution his name can 
be reported, and there is no practical inconvenience to result from it, 
while on the other hand there js great practical inconvenience to result 
from the a of that instruction. 

Mr. BAYNE. I hope that resolution will be adopted. I think it 
important hereafter to be regarded as a precedent in cases of this kind. 
For that reason I believe the rule which contemplates thearrest of mem- 
bers for absence without leave is intended to apply to those who will- 
fully, or, it may be, contumaciously, absent ves without the 
consent of the House. It has often occurred that members, as I have 
observed on many occasions during the years I have been a member of 
this House, have gone out temporarily, intending to return, or leave 
the House perhaps in the belief that it would soon adjourn, and as soon 
as they learned that the House was in session, or that a call of the 
House was going on, or that their presence was needed, have made 
haste to get to be in attendance. s 

On all such occasions they have been stopped by this order which 
the resolution now before us seeks to set aside; and I believe the spirit 
and the meaning of the rule would be embraced in that 
and that when any member not under arrest comes to the door of the 
House and presents himself desiring to be admitted, it should be the 
rule of the House, and if it is not the rule that it should be so amended 
or construed as to allow the member to be admitted without being sub- 
jected to the indignity of being arrested and brought before the bar of 
the House to offer an excuse, or per as is usually the case on such 
occasions, to be made a mere butt of ridicule by the members. 

I hope for these reasons that this resolution will be adopted, because 
I think it is a proper resolution and one that will commend itself to 
the judgment of the House. 

Mr. MATSON, Mr. S I can not agree with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts or with the gentleman from Illinois in their con- 
struction of this rule. More than that, it seems to me that the adop- 
tion of the resolution proposed by the gentleman from Illinois would 
be to establish a bad precedent, for the reason that it would necessarily 

absenteeism. 

Whenever it is known that a member may absent himself from the 
t-at-Arms he may 
return at will without being arrested, it will have the effect of inviting 
members to stay away. It ought to be well understood that if a mem- 
ber is absent without leave and in contempt of the House, he subjects 
himself to arrest and is liable to be called upon to answer at the bar of 
the House an account of his absence. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I agree fully with the views expressed 
by my friend from Indiana who has just taken his seat. If it is an in- 
dignity to be arrested, an indignity which members of Congress desire 
to avoid, they can readily doso by being present during the sessions of 
the House and avoid absence without leave. It is a very great 
indignity for them to go and leave other members of the House here to 
transact the public business without a quorum. - 

Mr. Speaker, I believe the custom heretofore adopted in arresting 
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members of Congress who had absented themselves without leave dur- 
ing its session, and of releasing them here by making a farce of the 
whole proceeding, is a custom that is more honored in the breach than 
in theobservance. Weought to enforce or change that rule, and have it 
understood that when a member of the House during its sessions leaves 
the House without its consent and leaves the House without a quornm 
during its sessions, to the detriment of the public business and the in- 
convenience of other mem he should not only be subjected to the 
indignity of arrest, but he should be i and made to attend the 
sessions of the House. That is my view. 

We have sat here several nights during this session of with- 
out a quorum because members of Congress have neglected duties 
and left the House without leave. The rule now is bad enough in 
itself. But this resolution which is presented by the gentleman from 
IIlinois will simply allow members hereafter to absent themselves with- 
out leave, and when they have gone from the presence of the House to 
return and slip in at one of the doors so as to avoid the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, thereby preventing our ascertaining when we have reached a 
quorum to go on with the public business, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not mean to say that when a gentleman has 
sat here for six, or eight, or ten hours he should not be permitted to go 
to the restaurant or some other place to get his dinner. What I mean 
to say is that when aman willfully and deliberately leaves this body 
and goes to his room understanding that the House is in session and 
leaves us without a quorum for the discharge of our public duties he 
ought to be subjected to the indignity of a public arrest for not being 

because he is in contempt of the dignity of this body. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The rules of the House have never been 
enforced so far as this question of absenteeism is concerned. The co- 
ercive power of the rule amounts to nothing. For eight years past I 
have seen on repeated occasions members arrested; no one has ever been 
punished or even reprimanded because of his absence. I do not believe 
that this rule ought to be continued any longer by the House. It were 
better that we leave representatives of the le upon their honor to be 
present here in the discharge of their public duties, 

I assert, as within the experience of all of us, that when there has 
been a call of the House, and the officers have been sent to arrest those 
who are absent, they come or remain away, as they please. If they 
please to do so, they di the orders of the House, and decline to 
accompany its officers. I that that has been the experience of the 
eee Sse or eee of this Congress. Where 
is the necessity, let me ask, of continuing a rule that has never been 
enforced, that we laugh at, that we sneer at? When men have been 
arrested and Lie, into the presence of the Speaker, and have been 
inquired of as to the reason of their absence, there then begins a stu- 
pendous farce, Deen ay M e Seek fas e TM, 
pahe isa Even my distingui friend from Arkansas [Mr. 

ERS], I have no doubt, enjoy himself with the rest in bring- 
ing reproach and ignominy upon the rules and upon the authority of 
the House. [Cries of Vote! Vote!“ 

The rule is perhaps enough, but we have made it ex: y 
absurd in the manner in which we have sought to enforce it; I 

redict that if members are arrested by the Sergeant-at-Arms and 

rought before the House to-night there will be such an exhibition as 
ought at least to 6 who has a proper sense of 
the dignity of his position. I 7 attention to What will happen 
in the event members are ; and after we have gone through 
with these pocenie I would then like to see some gentleman get 
up in his p and say we ought to preserve the dignity of the House 
and secure the transaction of its public business by the enforcement of 
these rules. 

Mr. COSGROVE. I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 106, noes 36. 

Mr. VALENT I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were ayes 9— 
not a sufficient number. 

So the resolution was laid on the table. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I move to dispense with all further pro- 
ceedings under the call. 

2. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to present 2 motion precedent 
to that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will state his mo- 
tion. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not know if it will be in order 
until I submit it to the Chair. It is that the Sergeant-at-Arms, hav- 
ing been directed not to arrest the members who voluntarily 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call. 4 

Mr. WILLIS. Iask my friend from Virginia to withhold that mo- 
tion for three or four minutes. : 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, 
the Speaker stated that in the judgment of the Chair the “noes” 
had it. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 66, noes 88. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I call for the yeas and nays. 
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reden question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were ayes 27, 
noes 117. 
So (the affirmative not being one-fifth of the whole vote) the yeas 


and nays were refused, and the motion to dispense with further proceed- 


ings under the call was not to. 
Ir. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to make a privileged motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Clause 2 of Rule XV, which has been 
read by the Speaker, provides as follows: i 
2. In the absence of a quorum, fifteen members, including the Speaker, if there 
is one, shall be authorized to compel the attendance of absent members, and in 
all calls of thg House the names of the members shall be called by the Clerk, and 
the absentees noted; the doors shall then be closed, and those for whom no 
sufficient excuse ismade may, by order of a majority of those present, be sent for 
arrested, wherever they may be found, by officers to be appointed 2 the 
Sergeant-at-Arms for that purpose, and their attendance secured; and the House 
shall determine upon what condition they shall be discharged. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have had the roll called; we have had the 
absentees ascertained; we have ascertained who are still absentees; and 
I now move that the Sergeant-at-arms be directed to bring in the ab- 
sentees but that he shall not arrest any member who voluntarily pre- 
sents himself at the door of the House for admission. And I desire to 
make a few remarks on that point. 

Mr. Speaker, I call attention to section 5 of the Constitution (page 4 
of the Manual), which provides that— 

Each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members, and a majority of each shall constitute a quorum to do busi- 
ness; but a smaller number may adjourn from day to day, and may be author- 


ized to compel the attendance of absent members in such manner and under 
such penalties as each House may provide. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, the House has provided by Rule VIII (which is 
on . 167 of the Manual) that every member shall be present within 
the of the House during its sittings” —— 

Mr. BLAND and Mr. LIS addressed. the Chair. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I hope I shall have order. 
[Laughter. ] j 
8 SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] has 

oor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I was calling attention to 
the first clause of Rule VIII, which provides that— 

Every member shall be present within the Hall of the House during its sit- 
tings, unless exoused or necessarily prevented; and shall vote on each question 
put, unless, on motion made before division or the commencement of ‘The roll- 
call and decided without debate, he shall be excused, or unless he has a direct 
personal or pecuniary interest in the event of such question. 

Cries of: Vote!“ “Vote!” Louder!“ „Louder!“ 
Ir. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iwould like to have order, Mr. Speaker. 
Jam clearly king upon the question before the House. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have called attention to 
the fact that under the rules which I have read and under the Consti- 
tution we have the right to compel the attendance of members. Now, 

_ sir, when any member is ‘here and peering to enter this Hall it is not 
ni that we should compel his attendance. These provisions are 
eee for that class of members who are at Welcker’s, who are at 
the theaters, who are in one place or another away from their duties; 
they are designed to enforce the attendance of such members as, in the 
language of the chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, have 
been away ‘‘making cabinets” for the next administration [laughter]; 
such men as the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, who 
is now disturbing the Illinois 1 [Renewed laughter. 

I desire to call the attention of the House also to sections 40 and 41 
of the Revised Statutes, which were passed in order to enforce the attend- 
ance of members; and in order to rest my voice, which is feeble [laugh- 
ter, Lask the Clerk to read. 

he Clerk read as follows: 
Src. 40. The Secretary of the Senate and Sergeant-at-Arms of the House re- 
ively shall deduct from the monthly payment of each Member or Delegate 
the amount of his salary for each day that he has been absent from the Senate 
or House respectively, unless such Member or Delegate assigns as a reason for 
such absence the sickness of himself or of some member of his family. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
I desire to inquire whether the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] 
is present? [Laughter.] ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, before asking the Clerk to 
read the next section, I will say to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
VAN EATON] that even Mr. WELLER, if he were present, would know 
how to behave himself. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if it necessarily fol- 
lows that the man who has the most mouth is entitled to all the time 
of this House? [Laughter. ] s . 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I think the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Nebraska is correct, and as soon as I get through 
I will yield to him. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire the House to listen to the reading of these 


two short sections of the Revised Statutes to which I have called atten- 
They are not welcome sections to some gentlemen here, but they 


tion. 


are in the Revised Statutes, and they bear directly on this question of 
compelling the attendance of members. By the provisions of those sec- 
tions of the Revised Statutes the House has the right (which as a means 
of compelling the attendance of members is worth much more than all 
this performance here to-night) of withholding the salary of a member 
who is absent without proper excuse. That is the point I want to, 
make. You smoke your cigars, gentlemen; you lie back in your seats 
and jeer at me, but the RECORD will show to-morrow whether 
I have spoken the truth or not. I now ask the Clerk to read these two 
sections, section 41 and also section 40, again, because members did not 
hear it; and I ask the Speaker to preserve order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 40. The Secretary of the Senate and the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House, 
respectively, shall deduct from the monthly payment of each Member or Dele- 

the amount of his salary for each day that he has been absent from the 
ouse or Senate respectively, unless such Member or Delegate as the 
reason for such absence the sickness of himself or of some member of hisfamily. 
Sec. 41. When any Member or Delegate withdraws from his seat and does not 
return before the adjournment of Congress, he shall, in addition to the sum de- 
ducted for each day, forfeit a sum equal to the amount which would have been 
allowed by law for his traveling expenses in returning home; and such sum shall 
be deducted from his compensation, unless the withdrawal is with the leave of the 
Senate or House of Representatives, respectively. f 

Now, Mr. Speaker, to these gentlemen who have laughed here so elo- 
quently [laughter], and to this committee, which is doing nothing here 
to-night because it lacksa quorum, and to those who would arresta mem- 
ber who appears at the door asking to be admitted, I commend a care- 
ful reading of these two sections of the Revised Statutes, 

If you are going to compel the attendance of members, enforce the 
law. Youcan withhold the salary of every member who does not attend | 
on this floor. No member hasa right to be absent from a roll-call unless 
he is excused. But, sir, from whose salary has there been any deduc- 
tion made? The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. WEAVER] rises here 
and makes fun of me for calling attention to these laws; yet he stands 
in contempt of the House—in violation of Rule XIV, clause 7, on 
195, which says that no gentlemen shall smoke on the floor 0 
House. [Laughter.] Any man can play the part of a boor; but to a 

tl 


gentleman—— 

Mr. WEAVER. I suggest to the gentleman from e dhe it 
is n for a person to do something to keep from being to 
death. [Laughter. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Anybody can discover that he is a boor. 
Upon such gentlemen I have no time to waste. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what is the situation? Here we are without a 
quorum, with the river and harbor bill upon our hands. It reminds 
me very much of a little anecdote I once heard. During that remarka- 
ble contest in 1876, when it was a question whether Tilden had the one 
majority or whether Hayes had the one majority, Zack Chandler, the 
great hero of Michigan, was Secretary of the Interior. One of the 
clerks in the Interior Department drew a picture of the elephant that 
was supposed to be on Mr. Zack Chandler’s hands as chairman of the 
national Republican committee 

A MEMBER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a question? 


Another MEMBER. Oh, let him finish his anecdote. 3 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I was talking abont an t, Mr. 
Speaker. I will attend to the other animals by and by. hter. ] 


Mr. S er, Í was saying that we had the river and harbor bill on 
our hands, and that it reminded me of a little anecdote, This clerk 
drew the picture of Zack Chandler; and the hands of Mr. Chandler, 
were represented as holding to the caudal appendage of the elephant. | 
[Laughter.] Mr. Chandler was driving the elephant across a bridge. 
The bridge broken down; and Mr. Chandler was represented with 
one foot on each pillar on which the bridge had been supported. The) 
question was whether Mr. Chandler would be able to get his elephant 
across. Mr, Chandler thought this picture so a joke that he pre- 
sented it to General Grant, then President, and asked him whether he 
thought he would be able to deliver the elephant. General Grant told 
him he thought he would if the tail-hold did not break. [Great langh- 
ter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, here is the situation we are in. For seventy years 
the Democratic party has told us that it was unconstitutional to appro- 
priate money out of the public Treasury for river and harbor improve-, 
ments. Away back when the old Cumberland turnpike road was appro-, 
priated for it was declared by the Democratic party 8 
to make such an appropriation. A few years ago, Mr. Speaker, you and 
the chairman of this committee and a few other prominent gentlemen 
on this floor to-day, together with other gentlemen of the country, en- 
tered your solemn protest against the passage of a river and harbor bill 
which was as far superior in merit to this one as the angel of light is 
to the fiend of infernal darkness. 1 

Now we have the elephant on the hands of this Speaker, and on the 
hands of this chairman of the River and Harbor Committee to-day who 
made that protest, but whom I now hear urging us to pass a bill which 
the elegant and eloquent gentleman from Arkansas says has for its 
backbone the Mississippi River Commission and the Minien TH River 
appropriation, which has for its ribs the tentacles of that Mississippi 
River Commission—$150,000,000 to be sunk in the fruitless work which 
the gentleman from Arkansas describes, which hasin the past been begun 
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on the Mississippi River. Here is your elephant. Now the question 
is, can you in the next five days of this e eee ee get your 
ele t across the bridge? Look at the gen from Arkansas, 
and my colleague, the chairman of this committee, and their cohorts 
who are supporting them, and say, do you think they will be able to 
deliver the elephant? Not even if the tail-hold hangs in place! 

Mr. VAN EATON. I rise to a privileged motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. VAN EATON. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the successor of 
the gentleman from Kentucky is present. I move that he now be 
sworn in. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentle- 
man that if there had been a fair election in his district his face would 
never have been seen in this Hall, If there had been a fair election 
in his State there would have been no representative to interrupt and 
insult me on this floor. 

Mr. VAN EATON. If there had been a fair, intelligent election in 
the gentleman’s district he never would have been here. [Laughter 
and applause. ` ‘ 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to say to the gentleman in be- 
half of my successor that he is a gentleman, and that is more than I can 
say of the gentleman from Mississippi. [Laughter.] 

Mr. VAN EATON. It is more than I can say for his predecessor. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I shall not be diverted from my pur- 

. [Laughter and applause. } 

Mr. KING. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. KING. My point of orderis this: What is the order of business 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Kentucky makes a motion to 
instruct the t-at-Arms in execution of the order of the House. 

Mr. KING. I move that it be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has not the floor. 

Mr. KING. Then let us proceed to business. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I make the point of order that the 
gentleman from Kentucky is not confining himself to the question be- 
fore the House 


The SPEAKER. That point of order is well taken. The gentleman 


from Kentucky made a motion to instruct the t-at-Arms not to 
arrest gentlemen who were at the doors of the House seeking admis- 
sion, and that is the only question before the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I submit to you as a fair-minded man 
that I was not di ing from my subject. 3 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman was discussing the river and har- 
bor bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iwillstate to the Chair—if he will keep 
the member from any who holds a position on this floor contrary 
to the will of the people of his district from’ interrup me—that he 
will bear in mind that I did not di from the resolution until I was 
interru repeatedly by the eman—if the House will allow me 
to call him so— from Nebraska [laughter] and the member from Missis- 


sippi. 

Ar. HAMMOND. I demand the words of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky be taken down. Under the rule he will now take his seat until 
the words have been taken down. 

Mr, BROWNE, of Indiana. Then we should take down almost all 
the words that have been said this evening. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Ifit be unparliamentary, I will with- 
draw the expression. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen will proceed in order, The Chair 
will state that the gentleman from Kentucky can not be interrupted 
without his consent, and the Chair will protect him. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope the Chair will do so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman must confine himself to the ques- 
tion before the House. 

Mr. HAMMOND. What has become of my demand:? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has withdrawn his language. 

Mr. GIBSON. I ask whether a member can rise and be impudent 
and offensive and then withdraw his remarks and proceed? 

The SPEAKER. It is always in the power of the House to take such 
roper concerning any gentleman who violates its rules: 
The withdrawal of the remarks by the gentleman does not deprive the 
House of the right to take any course it sees proper in reference to the 
matter; but it does, the Chair thinks, dispense with the taking down 


the language. : 
Mr. GIBSON. I wish to ask whether if under the parliamentary law, 
therules by offensive and nopen 


action as it sees 


when a „ has nner I 1 
mentary remarks, simply by withdrawing them he can go on, or whet! 
it is in the power of the House to stop the gentleman until those re- 
marks can be acted on by the House. 

Mr. SPEAKER. But no proposition has been made to take any ac- 
tion in rd to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. GIBSON. I object. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I rise to a point of order, that this whole proceed- 
ing is out of order. 

Several members rose to interrupt. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 25, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I am not, I believe, obliged to answer for * re- 
marks to any gentleman who may interject questions from the floor. 
I am addressing the Speaker of this House, and I have eyery confidence 
I will be fully protected in my rights by that official. My point of 
order is that objection having been made to the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky and a motion made that his words be taken down, 
the gentleman from Kentucky thereupon „having withdrawn the ex- 
pressions against which objections were urged, and having been per- 
mitted to do so and pursued his line of remark in order, it is not now 
in order for any gentleman to raise the point against him. 

The SPEAKER, It is not, unless the gentleman offers some propo- 
sition in regard to the matter. 0 

Mr. HAMMOND. May I be permitted to make one remark ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. This does not come out of my time? 
[ Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. It will not be taken out of the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. As soon as the gentleman from Kentucky with- 
drew his remark I had no further thought of any motion, because I 
desire to state, while I think the gentleman’s remarks were out of or- 
der, the gentleman from Kentucky had been greatly provoked. [Cries 
of ‘‘ That is true!“ and applause. ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I rise to a point of order, that before 
the gentleman can debate the question his motion should be submitted 
and stated by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated it more than once. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I hope I shall be allowed before pro- 
ceeding to return my sincere thanks to the gentleman from ia for 
his very sincere and kind remark. I would not have de from 
this subject but from frequent and unkind interruptions. The House 
will bear me witness when I rose to discuss this question I was met by 
jeers and laughter and eries of Vote! which culminated in gentleman 
after gentleman rising to interrupt me. Up to that time I assert, and 
to-morrow morning you will find by the RECORD, without correction 
by me, that I had not di one iota from the resolution which is 
on the Clerk’s desk, which is as to how we shall compel the attendance 
of absent members. 

Now we are here wasting hours, you say, but we are not wasting the 
hours if you with seventy majority can not produce a quorum. If a 
member gets to that door and wishes to be admitted I do not want a page 
to put his hand on his breast, as one did on me a few moments ago, and 
as another officer did on the distinguished ex-governor of Massachusetts, 
and say you shall not come in because the rules show you were not 
present. 

On further examination they found that I had been present, and that 
I had not been absent from any roll-call, and had simply gone down to 
get a meal of victuals and had returned before the completion of the 
roll. I say, sir, a member who wants to attend here and is at the door 
waiting to enter should not be prohibited from entering. 

Now, the objection is made to the resolution of the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMs] that it was a change of the rule. I am endeav- 
oring to show that under the rule and under the mone statutes, if the 
rules and the laws were enforced by fining members—not fining them, 
but by withholding their pay if they are absent without leave, or if 
absent without an excuse—that you will never find yourselves without 
aquorum. Members of Congress must eat. Members of Congress in 
order to eat in this city must draw their pay of about $17 a day under 
this law which I have read. 

A MEMBER. No, not $17, but $14. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I am told that it is less than $14. I 
think it is between $16 and $17. But that does not matter. 

Now, under this section 40 it is provided: 

That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House shall deduct from the monthly pay- 
ment of each member the amount of his for each day that he has ast 
absent from the House, unless such Member or Delegate assigns as the reason 
of such absence the sickness of himself or some member of his family. 

That is the law. Here is our rule, Rule VIII, upon the same sub- 
ject, which goes further and says that he shall vote on all questions 
unless he shall be exeused, or unless he has some pecuniary interest in 
the matter. Now what I want to do is to let members come in who 
want to come in. 

But the members who are in Illinois, the members who are away mak- 
ing cabinets, who are giving big dinners at Welcker’s, who are at the 
theaters, and who are al t without excuse and who are not sick, who 
in justice to their constituents and in justice to you and to me, who 
are endeavoring to make a quorum here for the transaction of the pub- 
lie business, ought to be in their seats, I say they should not be per- 
mitted to draw their salaries under the law, and should be brought here 
under that clause of the Constitution to which I have called your at- 
tention, and the other clause which provides that a majority of each 
House shall constitute a quorum to do business. Without a quorum 
we can not do business. 

If they are absent we have not a quorum. If you enforce the law, 
and deduct the pay from their salary for each day they are absent with- 
out leave or excuse, you will make much better headway. 

I speak here, sir, fora reason. It has been alleged through 


your Democratic press, through your mercenary press, that I am here 
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obstructing public business. Has it come to this, that one member on 
this floor under the rules of this House can obstruct the business when 
you have a majority of 70 over my head and over the heads of the Re- 
publican minority who occupy seats on this floor? And, sir, do you 
believe the people of this great nation are such fools that they will 
believe your newspaper liars on that subject? 

It occurs to me, sir, that another reason holds in this case. Every 
member knows that when you fill that lobby with members who vol- 
untarily present themselves there, with the Sergeant-at-Arms closing 
the door in their faces, that when they come in here it is to go through 
a simple farce; for they are excused, they are permitted to take their 
seats and are rehabilitated with all the power vested by the Constitu- 
tion and the ee in a member on this floor. Now, I say you should 
not prohibit those persons from entering. Let them come in, the sooner 
the better; and have your Sergeant-at-Arms not go through a mere 
empty form, but in reality arrest members that are not earning their 


pay. 
Let him arrest those who.are away seeking to interfere with a State 
islature; seeking to corrupt the President-elect, who, the last time 
I heard from him, was in a saloon in Buffalo telling, as they say, a few 
of the boys” he could not be with them at a dinner, and was very 
sorry for it. [Hisses on the Democratic side.] Oh you may hiss, but 
it has never been denied—it has never been denied—and I pause. I 
will not consider it an interruption if any gentleman on this floor will 
rise in his place and say he denies that the President-elect was in a 
saloon in Buffalo and wrote on a piece of paper 

Mr. WILLIS. I rise to a question of order. 

without order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will confine himself to the ques- 
tion before the House, which is on the motion as to how the Sergeant- 
at-Arms shall be directed to arrest absent members. 

Mr. GIBSON. It is disgraceful. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like, Mr. Speaker, for the Clerk 
to state how many are absent, as shown from the last roll-eall, if it be 
in order, in my time. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can have it read as a part of his 


remarks. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker ; 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not want to have the names read: 
I only want to have the number given by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk can not, except by unanimous consent, 
make a statement. 

Several members objected 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right to have anything read 


in his time. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask that the number be read. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I donot wish to advertise those who are 
absent. They may have good excuses. 

Mr. TULLY. Give him the names if he wants them. 

Mr. GIBSON. ‘The gentleman shall not utter deliberate falsehoods 
on this floor. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask that the words of the gentleman 
from West Virginia be taken down. 

Mr. GIBSON. I do not take them back. I t them. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask that the additional statement ot 
the gentleman from West Virginia be taken down also. 
The SPEAKER. That will be done. 

Mr. GIBSON. And if the House 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Lask that the gentleman wh 
words are being taken down be required to take his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The rules require that the gentleman whose lan- 

has been ordered taken down should take his seat. 
The reporter proceeded to write out the words ordered to be taken 


down. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I submit that under the rules the gentleman 
whose words are being taken down shall take his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be enforced. 

Mr. BLAND. 


to continue in attendance. 

There was no objection, and Mr. BLAND was excused from further 
attendance. 

Mr. YORK. I have been here all day and all evening, but am very 
unwell. I ask to be excused from further attendance. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is well known the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. YORK] has been in bad health for a long time. 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the gentleman from North | 


Carolina will be excused. 
There was no objection. . 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to make a similar request on behalf of the 
eman from North Carolina, Mr. VANCE. His wife is very ill. 
Mr. WILLIS. I hope that request will be granted. 
TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] asks un- 
animous consent that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] 


be excused on account of sickness in his family. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
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The gentleman is pro- | 


I ask that I be excused from further attendance. 1 | 
have been here all day and have been sick all evening, and am notable | 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the language of the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia which was ordered to be taken down. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Ginsox. The tleman shall not utter deliberate falsehoods on this floor. 

Mr. Browne, of Indiana. I ask that the words of the gentleman from West 
Virginia be taken down. 

. Grasox. I do not take them back. I repeat them. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am not surprised that in the confu- 
sion which prevailed in the House the reportershould have been some- 
what inaccurate in repeating the of the gentleman from West 
Virginia. I took it down at the time. His language to which I ex- 
cepted was this: 

5 — the gentleman has been standing here to-night uttering deliberate falte- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not in the confusion hear the lan- 

to which exception was taken—that is, the first part of it—and is 
therefore unable to say whether the language has been accurately taken 
down or not. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask that the language of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHITE] to which the gentleman from West Virginia re- 
plied be coupled with the language of the gentleman from West Vir- 
ginia, which has been taken down. 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. MILLS. It is not too late. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read clauses 4 and 5 of Rule XIV, as follows: 

4. 1f ber, i ki therwise, the rul f the H 
the Spealer shall or Any metier way enil him to ardor: in which ease be shall 
immediately sit down, unless permitted, on motion of another member, to ex- 

lain, and the House shall, if appealed to, decide on the case, without debate; 
f the decision is in favor of the member called to order, he shall be at liberty to 

but not otherwise; amd if the case require it, he shall be liable to cen- 
sure or such punishment as the House may proper. 

5. If a member is called to order for words spoken in debate, the member 
calling him to order shall indicate the. words ex: to, and they shall be 
taken down in writing at the Clerk's desk and read aloud to the House; but he 
shall not be held to answer, nor be subject to the censure of the House therefor, 
if further debate or other business has intervened. ; 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLS] is, under the rule, too late in asking the language of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] to be taken down. 

Mr. MILLS. Ido not ask to have the language of the gentleman 
from Kentucky taken down in order to put him on trial; but I desire 
that the language of the gentleman from Kentucky shall be read in 
connection with the reply made by the gentleman from West Virginia. 

The SPEAKER. That may be done as a matter of debate. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I submit the first question that con- 
cerns the House is to ascertain the ! used by the gentleman 
from West Virginia, and then to determine whether or not it is parlia- 
mentary. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, may I be allowed to correct the state- 
ment of my friend from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] as to the language I 
used. I used the word advertise. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman from West Virginia [Mr. Grsson] should not participate in this 

discussion. I make the point as much for his protection as for the en- 
forcement of the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia can not take 
part in the discussion without the consent of the House. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, the language used by the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] has been misquoted here, and if he has 
not a right to be heard, I state for him that the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. BROWN E] is mistaken as to the language used. The gentle- 
man from West Virginia [Mr. Grsson ] says that he used the word“ ad- 
vertised.”’ 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, we heard him. : 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman from Louisiana 

[Mr. ELLIS] state his recollection of the entire sentence? 

Mr. ELLIS. I did not catch the language, but I am contending for 
the right of the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. Grsson] to utter 
his correction. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am entirely willing that 
the gentleman from West Virginia should do so. I do not submit this 
question in malice or with the least ill-will. 
| Mr. ELLIS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the gentleman from 

West Virginia [Mr. Greson] be allowed to state the language he did 
use. 

Mr. KEIFER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I did say—— [Cries of Regular 
order !’?] 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the 
House has consented that the gentleman from West Virginia shall cor- 
rect the language that I have attributed to him wherein he deems that 
| there is i in my statement of it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been endeavoring to secure order so 
that these proceedings may go on in a regular way. The gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. os asks consent to make a ee 

Mr. of Pennsylvania. No; not to make a statement. I 


object to that. 
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Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, under the rules the gentleman hasa | Mr. HAMMOND, And I move to lay that proposition on the table. 
right to make a statement. ` a Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to have read the utterance 
The SPEAKER. He has no right to make any statement without of the gentleman from Kentucky which preceded the remark of the 
the consent of the House. : gentleman from West Virginia. A 
3 Consent is asked only for the gentleman to reiterate Ti tas SPEAKER. But the motion to lay on the table is not debat- 
w e said. e. 
The SPEAKER. That, the Chair supposes, can be done only by a Mr. MILLS. I hope the tleman from Georgia will not make the 
statement. diss motion until the language of the gentleman fram Kentucky has been 
Mr. BUCKNER. Mr. Speaker, there is no misunderstanding among | read. 1 
several gentlemen here, inclu myself, as to what the gentleman Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I had not yielded the floor. 
from West Virginia [Mr. Grsson] said. We understand that he used The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Indiana says he had not 


the word advertise.“ yielded the floor the Chair must respect his right to the floor. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. What was the balance of the state- Mr. HAMMOND. My only purpose is to cut off debate. I am per- 
ment? fectly willing to yield such time as will allow the gentleman from Texas 
A MEMBER. ‘‘ Deliberate falsehood.” [Mr. MILLS] to have the other language read; and I am perfectly will- 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I am willing to take it that way; ‘‘ and | ing to yiéld fora reasonable time to the gentleman from Indiana if then 
the gentleman has been standing on the floor to-night advertising de- | the motion to lay on the table can be voted upon. My whole purpose 


liberate falsehood.”’ is not to waste time in talk. 
Mr. VALENTINE. He did not say that. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana had the floor 
A MEMBER. He said “‘utter;’’ there is no question about that. Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order that my colleague [Mr. 
Mr. MORSE. Admit that, and then it is true. BROWNE] had the floor. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to allowing the gentleman from | TheSPEAKER. The Chair had so decided. The gentleman will 
West Virginia [Mr. Grsson] to make a statement simply as to what | proceed. 3 


he did say. Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not intend—and I never do, [ 
Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Speaker, does that require unanimous consent? | hope—to waste the time of this House. When I asked that the lan- 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is asking unanimous consent guage of the gentleman from West Virginia be taken down I was in- 
Mr. AIKEN. I object. spired to do so because I believed it was an insult to the House itself 
The SPEAKER (continuing). But the House by a vote has a right | and to its dignity. I had no hope that the gentleman would be cen- 
to permit the gentleman to make a statement. , sured by the House, whatever language he might have employed. 
Mr. AIKEN. If it requires unanimous consent I object. ! Mr. WILLIS. Let me ask the gentleman, in order to determine 


Mr. ELLIS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I mov@that the gentleman from | our judgment, what was his opinion of the language used by my col- 
West Virginia [Mr. Grnson] be allowed to proceed to make his state- | league? 
ment. A MEMBER. That is not before the House. 
The SPEAKER. The eman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] moves Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Whenever I am called upon in a proper 


that the gentleman from West Virgi [Mr. GIBSON] be allowed to | way to give an expression of my opinion of the conduct of the gentle- 

make a statement as to what he said at the time his language was ob- man’s colleague, I shall do so freely and frankly. 

jected to. Mr. WILLIS. I do not think the gentleman within parliamentary 
The motion was agreed to. rules can do so. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON ] Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Now, Mr. Speaker, I think I can get 
has permission of the House to make a statement as to what he did say | through much more speedily if gentlemen will not interrupt me. I 


when his language was objected to. said that when I asked to have this language taken down and when I 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Let me suggest, Mr. Speaker | submitted this resolution I had no expectation that the gentleman 
The SPEAKER. The House will be inorder. The gentleman from | would be censured by any vote or expression of opinion on the part of 

West Vi [Mr. Grsson] has the floor. | the majority of this House, The time has come when a member here 


Mr. G N. Mr. Speaker, I said: ‘‘I submit that the gentleman | may charge upon his fellow-member that he is a liar, a scoundrel, or 
from Kentucky ‘has no right to stand on this floor and advertise a de- anything else within the catalogue of invective, yet it is not a violation 
liberate falsehood.’’ [Applause on the Democratic side, and cries of | of the decorum of this dignified body. 


** Regular order!” ] i I have seen exhibitions of OR tpp eT ee DANAA priod 
The SPEAKER (after a pause). What order will the House take | of my service here. I have heard language used o is floor by one 
wi.h reference to this matter? | member against another that would have the vilest pot-house 
Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. | in this iniquitous city; and while tem ly we became very indig- 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. | nant, we have permitted the offending member to make some lame 


Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman who requested that the words of | apology or to withdraw his offensive language, and the dignity of the 
the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON ] should be taken down | House was vindicated. 
makes no motion, and there is nothing ing before the House. If these things are to continue let it be so understood. [Derisive 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I have waiting, Mr. Speaker, for | laughter.] I am not conscious, Mr. Speaker, that I have said anything 
the purpose of ascertaining, if we could, what the language employed | that should have excited the laughter of any gentleman in this House. 
by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. GIBSON] was. I suppose, however, it is inkeeping with the dignity of our proceedings. 
Mr. HAMMOND. And the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 
had it read from the RECORD and said that was wrong, gave his own ver- Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The Speaker takes upon himself, I think, 
sion of it, and then consented that the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. | too onerous and burdensome a duty in attempting to keep order in this 
Gipson] should state it himself. The gentleman from West Virginia | House. I state that; and I am willing to take whatever share of the 
[Mr. Girson] stated it, and the House has waited in vain for a motion, | odium of our proceedings may belong to me. 


and there is nothing now pending before the House. [Cries of Reg- I shall not detain the House a minute! I think it is time that 
ular order! ]! We wait for a motion. we should put our disapprobation upon such scenes as have occurred 

The SPE R. The Chair has asked what action the House will | repeatedly here to-night—not in this instance alone, but in language 
take in the matter. | employed by other gentlemen whose names I shall not mention. Isay 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I ask the Speaker under the rules to | our rules have been violated repeatedly; and if now we are to express 
determine whether or not the language of the gentleman from West | no disapproval of such proceedings, then, so far as I am concerned, I 
Virginia [Mr. Grsson] was in order, whether it was parliamentary? | shall to the end of my short service here believe that it is decorousand 

A MEMBER (to Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana). Now offer your reso- | entirely in order for one gentleman to say of another whatever he 
lution. chooses. That is it. Let us turn this thing into really what it is. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I do not care whether the language was Now, gentlemen, I hope that no member will accuse me of having 
as | understood it, or as understood by the reporter, or as now stated | said this because I entertain the slightest feeling of hostility to the 
by the gentleman from West Virginia himself. gentleman from West Virginia or any other member of this House; but 

ne SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Indiana will examine the the time has come when this House should maintain some degree of 
rule he will find that in cases where exception is taken to the lan- | respect for its own character and dignity of its proceedings. If we do 
guage of a member and it is reduced to writing, it is for the House to | not respect ourselves we deserve the contempt of our constituents. 
determine whether the member shall be censured, or what other course Mr. PETTIBONE. Correct. 


shall be taken with reference to the matter. Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I said here a winter or two ago I re- 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move, therefore gretted each of our constituents could not be assembled on some night 
Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in order that the House—— like this in these galleries to watch our eee and pass judgment 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana has the floor. upon them. We do here what we would not attempt in the presence 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I move, therefore, that it is the judg- of those people by whose suffrages we occupy seats here. 
ment of this House that the language used by the gentleman from West Now, I have said all I desire to, and I close as I began, with the ex- 
Virginia was unparliamentary and in violation of its rules, and that | pression of the belief that the gentleman from West Virginia will not 
he is subject to the censure of the House. be censured, not because he is not subject to a reprimand on the part 
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of the House, but because a fellow-feeling makes us wondrous kind. 
Scarcely one but expects, if these things continue, he will be in like 


tion. 
= far as I am concerned, I hope during my service here I have at no 
time under any sort of provocation used a single unperliamentary ex- 
pression or said anything that was calculated to wound the feelings of 
the most sensitive gentleman who may have heard me. 

I yield the balance of my time, if I have any, to my friend from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has forty-five minutes left, 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Hewirr, of New York, has come to the House 
voluntarily, but is unwell. I ask he be excused from further attend- 
ance. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That can not be done now, except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I ask unanimous consent for that 3 

There was no objection, and Mr. Hewrrt, of New York, was excused. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, for about four hours this House has 
been e in a very extraordinary proceeding, in what I shall call 
a minority veto of the river and harbor bill. Most people who read 
our Constitution superficially think there is but one veto power on legis- 
lation, and that the President has it—that it is a one-man power only. 
There is such a one-man power in analogy to the veto of the tribune 
of Rome; but, sir, our Constitution recognizes two other legislative veto 
powers: First, a minority of one-fifth of the House can prevent the ac- 
tion of the other four-fifths; and second, one-fifth of the Senate can 
thwart the will of the other four-fifths. In other words, we have what 
I shall call a minority veto. If the House will bear with me I will 
quote the Constitution to show how it is we are entangled and estopped 
in public business, and endeavor to call members back to the proprie- 
ties of legislative action, and ask them to act in a becoming manner. 

The third clause of the fifth section of the first article of the Consti- 
tution reads as follows: $ 

Each House shall keep a journal of its proceedings, and from time to time 
publish the same, ing such paris as may in their judgment require se- 


— and the yeas and nays of the members of either House on any question 
shall, at the desire of one- of those present, be entered on the Journal. 


Lask members to mark the language: And the yeas and nays of the 
members of either House on any question shall, at the desire of one-fifth 
of those present, be entered on the Journal.” 

Now, sir, whenever one-fifth of the members of this House of Rep- 
resentatives or one-fifth of the Senators in the other end of the Capitol 
deliberately make up their minds to defeat any measure that the other 
four-fifths of either body are in favor of passing, the Constitution gives 
that one-fifth a veto power to baffle the other four-fifths by calling the 
yeas and nays and having them entered upon the Journal until the 
term of the shall have expired, if they think proper to do it. 

Shortly after 6 o’clock this senini it was very evident that more 
than one-fifth of the members on this floor had unalterably decided that 
the river and harbor bill should not become alaw, and the gentlemen 
of the majority, with whom I co-operated on that bill, may sit here until 
12 o’clock on the 4th day of March protesting the veto of one- 
fifth of the members on this floor in trying to coerce them, and they will 
protest in vain. 

Sir, as a member or as a contestant or contestee I have been a con- 
stant observer or participant in the proceedings of this body for eight 
years, and I have never yet seen a determined filibustering minority 
who meant business beaten or driven from their resolution to veto the 
pe ee 

Mr. WILLIS. I am compelled very reluctantly to make the point of 
order on my friend. We are here in good faith, and the moment I get 
the floor I propose P 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope I will not be taken from the floor. Ihave 
a right to introduce my remarks and present them in any way I wish, 
if I do it decorously. 

The SPEAKER. 
under debate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I propose to come to the question under debate as 
speedily as practicable. 

The SPEAKER. It is on the resolution of the gentleman from In- 
diana, which proposes to declare the language of the gentleman from 
West Virginia as out of order and subject to the censure of the House. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am coming to it, sir, and I propose to come to it 
in my own time and in my own way. 

The SPEAKER. But the qanama from Kentucky makes the point 
of order that the rule shall be enforced which requires each member 
addressing the House to confine himself to the question before the 
House. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isuppose I can talk some common senseand make 
some philosophic or general comments on the situation, [Laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER. It becomes the duty of the Chair in enforcing the 
rule to call the attention of the member addressing the House to the 

fact that the point of order is made against his remarks and to request 
him to confine himself to the subject before the House. It is always 


If the gentleman confines himself to the question 


difficult for the Chair to decide whether the gentleman is doing so or 
not, because a gentleman may make an argument totally irrelevant in 


the opinion of the Chair, but which, in his own opinion, has direct rela- 
tion to the subject pending. The Chair, therefore, can only say to the 
ntleman in terms under the rules of the House he must con- 

e his remarks to the pending question. „ 

Mr. TILLMAN. I propose to do that. I suppose the gentleman 
from Indiana who took the floor had an hour's time, and that he con- 
sumed some fifteen or twenty minutes of it. He then yielded the re- 
mainder to me. If I choose to discuss principles germane to the sub- 
ject under consideration, I think I have a right to do so in that time. 

Now, sir, I have made these remarks with a view to try to get this 
House to quiet its excitement, act as the representatives of 55,000,000 
of American citizens ought to act, and adjourn at a decent hour to- 
night, so that we can come back here refreshed to-morrow for the trans- 
action of the public business. 

As long as there is crimination and recrimination allowed to go on 
and mere personalities to be indulged in, nothing in the way of the pub- 
lic business can be done; and this di struggle of the four-fifths 
majority attempting to coerce the vetoing one-fifth of this body, even if 
every member of the House were present, should have an 

During the eight years of my observation in this House, as I said be- 
fore when I was interrupted, I have never known a resolute vetoing 
minority of one-fifth who were willing to face the responsibility to the 
country and their constituents for preventing the passage of a particular 
law to be defeated ia their purpose. And, sir, when the majority 
attempts to coerce such a minority, who under the Constitution choose 
to assert their rights and face their constituents and be ible to 
them for it, it simply becomes a question of physicial endurance as to 
which party shall yield, and when the contest resolves itself into that 
jackasses are superior to the most intellectual statesmen. [Laughter.] 

. Therefore, sir, to make the application, whenever the majority who 
are in favor of a measure that commands even four-fifths of the 
find out that the vetoing minority are fixed in their purpose to defeat 
the pending legislation, such majority, after putting the vetoing mem- 
bers on record, ought to be satisfied and adjourn. Ay, not only that, 
not only ought they to be satisfied, but they must be satisfied, because 
they can not help themselves. Most of the ill-temper, most of the un- 
seemly personalities that are exhibited on such occasions, arise from 
the helpless impotency of baffled rage. Every intelligent member of 
the majority here must be absolutely conscious that he can not coerce 
10 vetoing minority, that is bent upon defeating this river and harbor 

It can not be done because that vetoing minority has, under the egis 
of the Constitution, this power which permits them, on motions to ad- 
journ or to take a recess or to lay u the table or to reconsider, au- 
thority to demand roll-call after roll-call, and have the yeas and nays 
recorded during the whole term of Congress, if they choose to take the 
responsibility. 

It is a question between them and their constituents. It is a privi- 
lege they have not under the rules of the House, as many seem to 
think, but under the Constitution, and we ought to rejoice that it is 
so. Any proposed measure which one-fifth of the es’ representa- 
tives here are so violently opposed to that they are willing to take the 
sole responsibility of defeating in all probability ought not to pass. A 
majority is often the result of a conspiracy, and the minority ought to 
be able to thwart it. The Constitution and the rules of this House 
were both framed to protect minorities, because majorities can protect 
themselves. 

Let us stand by the great charter of our liberties. There is only 
one instance in our history so far where the vetoing minority has been 
deprived of its power to veto the action of the four-fifths majority, when 
the minority determined to do so, and that was in the last Congress, 
when the revolutionary Republican party suspended the constitutional 
right of the minority to veto the will of the majority in election cases, 
but still that bold, reckless party did not dare to override the veto of 
the minority on any other question. 

Therefore, in order not to consume the time of the House further 
and to appeal to the good sense of gentlemen to cease this wrangle that 
néver can accomplish.any good, I hope that the majority will first move 
to dispense with all further proceedings under the call and then ad- 


journ. And if I am in order, I will offer such motion. ButasI would 


not be in order to make the motion now, I shall move to dispense with 
all further proceedings under the call, as soon as I can get the oppor- 
tunity. 

Mr. WILLIS. 
time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And now I yield the remainder of the time back 
to the gentleman from, Indiana, thanking him for his kindness, and 
apologizing to the House for having occupied so much time, 

Mr. HAMMOND. As I understand the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Browne] yielded the balance of his time to the gentleman from 
South Carolina Gir. TILEMAN]. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. And the gentleman from South Carolina 
has returned to me that portion of the time which hé has not used. 
But I do not intend to occupy a moment of it unless something shall 
be said requiring a response, in which case I may give what time re- 
mains to me to some of my friends. 


I have been waiting to make that motion for some 
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The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana reserve his 
time? 
Mr. HAMMOND. I hope the gentleman will use his time now. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I will say in faith I have no inten- 
tion of talking further on this question. gentlemen on the other 
side desire to it they may discuss it, and meanwhile I will re- 


serve my time for some gentleman who may desire to md. Butif 
the gen from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] will make his motion now 
to lay the resolution on the table I will yield to him for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. HAMMOND. ‘The gentleman from Indiana can not control me 
in that way. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state if the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. HAMMOND] obtains the floor in his own right he can proceed 
to debate the proposition and then he can make any proper parlia- 
mentary motion he sees fit. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I suppose the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] has the right to open and close debate on this subject. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Indiana is entitled to an hour 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. WILLIS. I ty ei that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE] yielded the ce of his time to the gentleman from South 


Mr, TILLMAN. He did soon condition that I should return to him 
any time that I did not consume. 4 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I merely desire to reserve the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair desires that the gentleman from 
Indiana shall not be under any mistake about the tion. If another 
gentleman obtains the floor in his own right, the can not prevent 
that gentleman from making any proper parliamentary motion he sees 
fit to make; and that may result in depriving the gentleman from In- 
diana of the privilege of using the remainder of his time. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-two minutes of his 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Why should not the gentleman from Indiana 
yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] the time that 

tleman wants? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I understood the gentleman from Georgia 
desired to occupy his own time. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Georgia does not desire to 
be indebted to the gentleman from Indiana for the privilege of speak- 
ing. I say so politely, because I want my own time and not his. 

8 BROWNE, of Indiana. The gentleman from Georgia is always 

ite. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Now, will the gentleman from Indiana politely 
answer me whether he desires to go on now or whether I shall go on? 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. As I have the floor, and I presume have 
the right to do so under the rules, I now move the previous question 
on the resolution. 

The SPEAKER, The — from Indiana demands the previ- 
ous question on the adoption of the resolution. 

The question being taken on the motion for the previous question, 
there were—ayes 86, noes 52. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I call for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 19— 
not a sufficient number. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. I call for tellers on ordering the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 21 members voting therefor—not one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

Mr. GIBSON. I rise to a question of privil 

Mr. KEIFER. I think the tleman from West Virginia has not 
the right to do that pending eee 

The SPEAKER. The proposition before the House is, that certain 
language used by the gentleman from West Virginia was out of order and 
that that subjects him to the censure of the House. The Chair thinks 
that pending that proposition the gentleman can not proceed under the 
rules of the House except by the consent of the House. The House 
has ordered the previous question on the resolution, which cuts off all 


I now make the motion to lay the whole pro- 
ceeding on the table. 


Several MEMBERS. - Too late! 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 
The Clerk read clause 4 of Rule XVI, as follows: 


4. When a question is under debate, no motion shall be received but to fix the 
day to which the House shal! adjourn, to adjourn, to take a recess, to lay on the 
table, for the us question (which motions shall be decided without de- 
bate), to postpone to a day certain, to refer or amend, or to postpone indefinitely, 
which several motions shall have precedence in the foregoing order. 


The SPEAKER. There is nothing in the rule which prevents the 
motion at this time to 
debatable, 


lay on the table, which motion, of course, is not 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. There is no objection on the part of 
myself, or I think on the of gentlemen on this side—— 7 

Mr. HAMMOND. I object to further ment. If we are not 
allowed to debate we insist there shall not be debate on the other side. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. What I wish to say is that we have no 
objection to hearing the gentleman from West Virginia if he wants to 
to be heard. That is all. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] to lay the resolution on the table. 

The question being tak e Speaker stated that in the judgment 
of the Chair the ‘‘ayes’’ it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 51. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Although not at all disappointed in the 
result [cries ol Regular order!’’], I will ask for the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Indiana asks for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 43 members voting therefor—more 
than one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. RN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a request for 
unanimous consent that my colleague, Mr. MILLER, who is now in the 
Hall but quite unwell, be excused from further attendance upon this 
sitting of the House. 

The SPEAKER. That can be done only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HISCOCK. If there be objection to letting in all the gentlemen 
who have come here voluntarily $ 

The SPEAKER. This isa proposition to excuse a gentleman who is 
present in the Hall. 

Mr. WELLBORN. He has been here all evening, and he is now 
quite sick. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. S er, the Sergeant-at-Arms, who has called upon 
my colleague, Judge HoLMAN, reports that he found him sick in 
and unable to attend here this evening. Therefore I ask unanimous 
consent that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] No objec- 
tion being made, it is so ordered. ; 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HAMMOND, and there 
were—yeas 132, nays 66, not voting 126; as follows: 


YEAS—122. . 
Adams, J. J El Le Fevre, Shively, 
Aiken, Elliott, Lew Snyder, 
Alexander, EW Lore, Spriggs, 
Arnot, English, Lo i Wart, Charles 
Bagley, F M n, Storm, 
Blanchard, tienen Ma bury — 

e! 8 m 5: a 5 5 . 
Boyle, Follett, Mills, Swope. 
Bratton, Foran, Mitchell, Talbott, 
Breckinridge, Forney, Money, lor, J. M 

1 9 orse, Tillman, 
Garrison, Muldrow, Tucker, 
Buckner, Graves, Muller, Tally, 
Budd, Green Murphy, Turner, H. G 
Cabell, Greenleaf, Mutehler, Turner, 
well, Halsell, Ochiltree, Van Eaton, 
Campbell, J. E. Hardy, oO” 7 Wallace, 
5 Harmer, O'Neill, J. J. Wi 
Cassidy, Hatch, W. H Paige, Warner, Richard 
Clardy, Hemphill, D, Wellborn, 
Clay, Henley, Pierce, Weller, 
nts, Hewitt, A. 8 Post, Wempie, 

7 s Hewitt, G. W. Potter, Wilkins, 
Collins In, Pryor, Willis, 
Connolly, Houseman, Pusey, Wilson, W. L. 
Cook Hunt, Reid, J. W. Winans, 
Davidson, Jones, B. W. Reese, Winans, John 
Deuster, Jones, J. II Riggs, Wise, G. D 
Dibble, Jones, J. T „J. H. Wolford, 
Dibrell, King, Rogers, W. F. Wood, 

ery, er, Rosecrans, Woodward, 
Dowd, Lamb, Seney, Worthington, 
Dunn, Lanham, Seymour, Yaple. 

NAYS—66. 
Adams, G. E. Dickson, Keifer, Rock well, 
Anderson, Dunham, Ketcham, Rowell, 

5 Ellwood, . Lawrence, Russell, 
Bayne, Evans, Long, Smalls, 
Bingham, Everhart, M Steele, 

isbee, * Hanback, MeCormick, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, 3 Millard Strait, 

„F. „H. H Miller, S. H Taylor, J. D. 
Brown, W. W. Haynes, Nutting, ‘Thomas, 
Browne, T. M Henderson, T. J. O Hara, Valentine, 

non, Hepburn, O'Neill, Charles Wakefield, 
Craig, Hiscock, er, White, J. D. 
“Culbertson, W. W. Hitt, ne, White, Milo 
Cullen, Holmes, P ne, Whiting 
Davis, G. R. Horr, Price, Wilson, James, 
Davis, R. T. Howey, Ranney, 

Dingley, James, Reed, T. B. 

NOT VOTING—126. 
Atkinson, Blackburn, Brumm, Converse, 
Ballentine, land, Burleigh, 0 ve, 
Barbour, Blount, Burnes, Covington, 
Beach, Bowen, Campbell, Felix Cox, f. S. 
Belford, Brainerd, Cam 1, J. M Cox, W. R. 
Belmont, Breitung, Candler, 3 
Ben: Brewer, J. H. Chalmers, Culberson, D. B. 
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Curtin, Houk, Nelson, Smith, H. Y, 

Catcheon, Hurd, Nicholls, Spooner, 
Hutchins, Oates, nger, 

Davis, L. II. Jeffords, Payson, 

Dorsheimer, Johnson, Peel, Stewart, J. W. 

Eaton, Jones, J. K. Perkins, Stockslager, 

Ermentrout, Jordan, Pete: Stone, 

Fiedler, Kean, Phelps, Struble, 

. Funston, Kelley, Poland Taylor, E. B. 
Geddes, Kellogg, Randall, Thompson, 
George, 22 Rankin, b 
See. — 55 a Ray, G. W. 3 

lascock, ` y, an Alstyn 
Goff, Lovering, Reagan, Vance, zi 
Guenther, Lyman, Rice, Wadsworth, 
Hammond, CA * Robertson, Wait, 
neock, MeCoid. Robinson, Warner, A. J, 
eman, Miller, J. F. Robinson, W. E. Washburn, 
Henderson, D. B. Milliken, Ryan, Weaver, 
erbert, organ, Shaw, Will * 
Morrill, Singleton, Wise, J 
Holman, Morrison, Skinner, C. R. York, 
Holton, Moulton, Skinner, T. G. Young. 
Hi * Murray, ý 
H Neece, Smith, A. Herr 
On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, the reading of the names was dis- 
with. 5 
The following additional were announced: 


Mr, BALLENTINE with ge ebony on this vote. 

Mr. Youne with Mr. YORK, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. SINGLETON with Mr. MORRILL, for this day. 

Mr, RANDALL with Mr. KELLEY, for this day. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. BELFORD, for this day. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, with Mr. Cox, of New York, for this day. 

Mr. Warr with Mr. BUCKNER, for this evening. 

Mr, REAGAN with Mr, PoLAND, for this evening. 

Mr, SuMNER, of California, with Mr, ROCKWELL, for this evening. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. SKINNER, of New York, until changed 
by mutual consent. Mr. T¢WNSHEND would vote e yea” and 
SKINNER would vote ‘‘nay™ on this vote. 

Mr. SPRINGER with Mr. COSGROVE, for the remainder of this day. 

. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. KEAN, for this vote. 

. BLAND with Mr. SMITH, of Iowa, for this day. 
. COVINGTON with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. 
. ERMENTROUT with Mr. McCorp, for this day. 

. HARDEMAN with Mr. ATKINSON. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Pending that motion I move that 
when the House adjourns it be to meet on Friday next at 12 o’clock. 
The SPEAKER. That would change the order of the House 

fixing 11 o’clock as the hour of meeting each morning. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Then I will change my motion and 
move that when the House adjourns it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock 
on Friday next. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 15, noes 106. 

So the motion of Mr. MILLER was not to. 

9 n HORR. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew the motion that the House 


The he SPEAKER. That motion is now 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker I I rise to a ach 


a SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to know What becomes 
of the order if this motion to adjourn shall prevail. 

The SPEAKER. What order does the gentleman mean ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. The order for a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Of course all proceedings under the call of the 
House terminate with the adjournment of the House. The question 
is u the motion to adjourn. 

e question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were—ayes 
104, noes 73. 

Several MEMBERS. Tellers. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 60 voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER, The tleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. At the time this interruption occurred 
I was occu ying the floor, and I did not yield it. 

The SPE But the gentleman did not resume the floor when 
the proceedings terminated, and the Chair thought, of course, that he 
had surrendered the floor. Several motions have since been made and 
voted on. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What becomes of my resolution ? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman’s resolution is pending. 

The question on the motion to adjourn was taken; and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 106, nays 110, not voting 108, as follows: 


3 YEAS—106. 
Adams, G. E. Barr, oa Browne, T. M. 
Alken, Bayne, Buckner, 
Anderson, Ee Campbell, J. E. 
Arnos, Boutelle, W. w. Cannon, 


be Hanback, ae sean N 
Hardy, eComag, 

Connolly, Harmer, McCormick, 

k, Hart, > Sumner, D. II. 

A Hatch, H. H. Sw. 
Culbertson, W. W. Miller, S. H. Taylor, J. D. 
onan = Henderson, T.J ! : Til 
urn, Neill, Charles Tully, 
Deuster, Hill, Parker, Van Alstyne, 
Dingley, iscock, Patton, Wadsworth, 
Dixon, Hitt, Payson, Wakefield, 
race es ff Hopi Pettibone, Teea 
„ opkins, Post, — 5 
English Hon Price. Wemple 
Owey, ce, 
Evans, Hutchins, Pusey, White, J. D. 
F Jones, B. W Reed, TB. Whiting 
'errell, ones, 4 
Fiedler, Kean, Rowell, Wilson, James 
Finerty, Keifer, Russell, Winans, E. B. 
Funston, Long. v. Winans, John 
Fyan, Lovering, Skinner, C. R. Worthington. 
Garrison, Lyman, Spriggs, 
NAYS—110. 

Adams, J.J. Follett, lo Snyder, 

A Foran, MeMillin, Stephenson, 
ES aE i o pe 
Bisbee, ' Gibson. Mitchell, Storm, 
Blanchard, Goff, Money, Talbott, 
Breckinridge, Grenli Matoha eae 

8 reenleaf, utchler, omas, 
hanan, Guenther, Nutting, Tucker, 
5 Halsell iltree, Turner, H. G. 
Hatch, W. II O’Ferrall, Turner, Oscar 
Cabell, Hemphill, O'Hara, Van n 
Caldwell, enley, O'Neill, J.J. Warner, A. J. 
Car! Hewitt, G. w. arner, 
Cassidy, Houseman, Payne, Weaver, 
Clardy, Hunt, Pierce, Wellborn, 
Clay, effords, yor, Wilkins, 
Clements, Jones, J. H a, J. W. illis, 
Da ri Jones, J. T. Wilson, W. L. 
Dibble, Kellogg, Riggs, Wise, G. D. 
Dibrell, King, Rogers, J. II Wolford. 
Dunn, Kleiner, Rogers, W. F. Woodward, 
Elliott, Lamb, 1 Yaple. 
Ellis, Lanham, Sopon 
Ellwood, Lewis, vely, 
Findlay, Smal 
NOT VOTING—108 
Atkinson, Lawrence, Robinson, J. S. 
Ballentine, Davis, L. II Te Fevre, Robinson, W. E. 
Barbour, Davis, R.T. Libbey, Rockwell, 
Beach, Dorsheimer, Me Ryan, 
Belford, Dowd, Miller, J. F. Shaw. 
Belmont, Eaton, Milliken, Singleton, 
Bennett, Ermentrout, ‘organ, pose, T.G. 
Blackburn, Geddes, Morrill, Slocu 
Bland, Glascock, Morrison, Smith.. A. Herr 
Blount, Graves, forse, Smith, H. Y. 
Bowen, Hammond, Moulton, Spooner, 
Brewer, F. B. Hancock, Muller, Springer, 
Brewer, J. H. Hardeman, Murray, Stewart, J. W. 
Broadhead, Henderson, D. B. Neece, Yi 
Brumm, Terbert, Nelson, q 
Burleigh, x Hewitt A.S. Nicholls, Sumner, ©, A. 
Campbeli, Felix ` Hoblitzell, Oates, Taylor, E. B. 
Cepu J. Holman, Peel, mpson, 

t, staan toa Aa m, 
Chalmers, — * ‘eters, wnshend, 
Converse, Houk, Phelps, Valentine, 

ve, Hurd, Poland, Vance, 
Covington, Johnson, Randall, Wait, 

Cox, 8.8. Jones, J. K. Rankin, ashburn, 
„o egg: | Sa 
„ elley, y, an „8. 
Culberson, D. B Ketcham, Š Wood, 
in, 22 Rice, York, 
Cutcheon, Laird, Robertson, Young. 


So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER (when theroll-call had been concluded). I ask unan- 
imous consent that the reading of the names be dispensed with. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Lask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McM1- 
LIN] whether, out of regard for the clerks whose veices during this 
prolonged session have been subjected to severe labor, he will not Pave 
the kindness to withdraw his objection to dispensing with the reading 


of the names. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I should be very glad indeed to relieve the clerks; 
but this is a close vote, and I think the names should be read. 

The names having been read, 

Mr. ROCKWELL. I desire to withdraw my vote. I understand 
that I am paired with the tleman from California [Mr. SUMNER]. 

Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey. I voted ‘‘ay,’’ but I believe I am 
paired with the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. COVINGTON]; and I 
withdraw my vote. 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to make a privileged motion. 
Mr. WILLIS. I move that the House take a recess till to-morrow 


Dong at 10 o’clock. 
PEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Kentu 
[Mr. WILLIS] is not in order while the House is acting under a 
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Mr. WILLIS. I move, then, to dispense with further proceedings 
under the call. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move that when the House ad- 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Saturday next at 11 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Kentucky to 


dispense with F 
Mr. Mr. WHITE, of Ken aaa AN if Iam 
entitled to the floor now. 

The SPEAKER. The eee 4 not entitled to the floor. He 
did not resume the floor, and the House proceeded with the transac- 
tion of other business, in which it has been engaged for the last half- 
hour, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. My resolutionis still before the House. 

The 8 It is still pending; but the gentleman from Ken- 
Ser pi WILLIS] has made a motion that takes precedence. 

E, of Kentucky. What is the motion? 

The SPEAKER. To with further proceedings under the 
call. The motion of the — from an Seay (Mr. Warre], 
which relates to the call of the House, will be dispensed with if this 
motion be adopted. 

The motion of Mr. WILLIs was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now move that the House take a recess until 10 
o'clock to-mofrow morning. 

Mr. WELLER (at 11 o’clock and 50 minutes). 
House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn has precedence over the 
motion fora recess. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WELLER, there 
were—ayes 83, noes 80. 

Mr. WILLIS. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ene 47 voting therefor; and Mr. WELLER and Mr. 
Wii were 

ne House pt divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 92, noes 82. 

So the motion of Mr. WELLER was agreed to; and accordingly (at 
11 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


I move that the 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk» 

unter the rule, and referred as follows: 

v Mr. BAGLEY: Petition of manufacturers of matches, 
me of commission to those who furnished private dies—to the 
mit ee on App 

+ Mr. PA RESDALE: Papers relating toclaimof Naomi J. Fowler, 

‘fferson County, Mississippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 
iy Mr. BAYNE: Petition of the Women’s Foreign Missionary So- 
cieiy of the Sandusky Baptist church, of Allegheny, Pa., urging early 
action by Congress for checking the evil of Mormonism—to the Com. 
inittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. Robinson and others, of Allegheny County 
Pennsylvania, aging speedy action, action 5 3 for checking the e 
of Mormonism—to 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of citizens of sige Pa., asking 
thac the citizens of South Carolina, Alabama, Mississ Louisiana, 
Tennessee, and Missouri may have all the rights 55 under ar- 
ticle 4, section 2, clause 1 of the Constitution of the United States to 
the same committee. 

ty Mr. F. B. BREWER: Petition of citizens of Chantauqua County, 
Ne. York, in regard to the Mormon question—to the same committee. 

liv Mr. BUDD: Memorial of the Grand Army of the Republic, De- 
pa: ment of California, favoring placing General U. S. Grant on the 
retired-list of the Army—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of Joel R. Prewett, of Paulding 
County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wis- 
consin to place the name of General U. S. Grant upon the retired-list 
of the Army—to the Committee on Mili Affhirs. 

By Mr. HAMMOND: Petition of D. T. and others, citizens of 
Atlanta, Ga., for the prevention of Mormonism—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: Petition of Rev. John G. Chaffee and 33 others, 
citizens of Brookville, Franklin County, Indiana, for effective legisla- 


tion By Kir. f poiygam ygam yi0 the same committee. 
HOLMES: : Petition of John C. Hall and 179 others, citizens 


of Moon Iowa, praying for additional legislation against the continu- 


y- 


of. 


ance of poly in the United States—to the same committee. 
Nitin : Petition of H. A. Ketchum and 35 others, citizens 
Urbana, Ohio, praying for legislation to eradicate the evils of Mor- 


nr ine Bag same committee. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of William L. Cobb and 18 others, citi- 
zens of Middleville, Mich., for the increase of the rate of pensions to 
widows and dependent relatives of Union soldiers—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Ry Mr. LONG: Various petitions in aid of, and memorial of Womans’ 


National Indian Association, for education and citizenship of Indians— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
aan Mr. MULDROW: Petition of Harriet F. McPeters, of Alcorn 
County, Mississippi, for reference of her case to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


By Mr. PETTIBONE: Petition of A. M. Cloud, administrator of Ben. 
F. Cloud, deceased, of Claiborne County, Tennessee, asking reference 
of claim to the Court of Claims for rehearing, under the edie of 
the Bowman act—to the same committee. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of Charles A. Gould and others, citizens of 
Buffalo, N. V., in reference to the Mormon question—to the Committee 
on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. ROSECRANS: Petition of A. W. Hicks, messenger to Mili- 
tary Committee House of Re e e e for arrears of pay, extra ses- 
sion*¥ orty-fifth Congress an part of regular session—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of Rev. P. S. Cleland and others, of To- 
peka, Kans., for legislation suppressing polygamy in the Territories—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: Petitions of J. H. McCall and 86 and 
of Ferdinand Zimeven and 60 others, citizens of Nebraska, praying for 
law granting bounty-land 5 to soldiers of the late war—to the 
Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Boun ngs Smee and Back Pay. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE; Petition from James win Post, No. 
81, Grand Army of the ublie, Owatona, Minn., in favor of purchase 
by the Government of Ransom’s portrait of General George H. 
Thomas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of citizens of the tenth judicial district of 
Indiana, for bounty land—to the Select Committee on Payment of 

Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pays 


The following petitions for the pas passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of James McCafferty and 38 others, citizens of Vi- 
enna Cross Roads, Ohio. 

By Mr. VALENTINE: Of William H. Thompson and 48 others, cit- 
, izens of Custer County; of H. F. Hill and 33 others, citizens of Holt 
County; of O. Graves and 74 others, citizens of Merrick County; of 
| Joseph Westervelt and 17 others, citizens of Custer County; of SA 
Sherman and 50 others, citizens of Sherman County; of H. M. Grimes 

and 31 others, citizens of Holt County; of William Terhune and 61 
others, citizens of Howard County; of J. H. Skinner and 32 others, 
citizens of Brown County; of James D. Russell and others, citizens of 
Buffalo County; of William Young and 31 others, pega of Holt 
County; of F. F. Rexford and 10 raa] citizens of Cass County; of 
W. H. Staley and 62 others, citizens of Saline County; of A. W. Powers 
and 61 others, citizens of Wheeler County; of J. F. Woods and 55 others, 
citizens of Colfax County; of C. L. Harris and 48 others, citizens of 
Boone County; of Charles Harlocker and 61 others, citizens of Burt 
County; of H. H. Haven and 62 others, citizens of Buffalo County; of 
Samuel Monroe and 61 others, e. of Holt County; of C. H. Moul- 
ton and 28 others, citizens of Red Willow County; of W. H. Webster 
and 57 others, citizens of Merrick County; of W. H. Bristol and 32 
others, citizens of Custer County; of John, ae Wood and 63 others, cit- 
izens of Holt County; of L. W. Harris and 130 others, citizens of Val- 
ley County; of Fred. Wright and 65 others, citizens of Hall County; of 
T. M. Kirby and 140 others, citizens of Washington County; of A. C. 
Abbott and 61 others, citizens of Burt County; of J. M. Ellington and 
30 others, citizens of Holt County; of William Watts and 33 others, 
citizens of Boone County; of Jacob Rounds and 29 others, citizens of 
Valley County; of J. S. Cramer and 126 others, citizens of Dixon 
8 s nen of W. C. Sutton and 45 others, citizens of Boone County, 

Nebras 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, February 26, 1885. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

CREDENTIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the credentials of JoHN F. 
Jones, chosen by the Legislature of Nevada a Senator from that State 
for the term commencing March 4, 1885; which were read, and ordered 
to be filed. 

EXECUTIV E COMMUNICATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the ry, transmitting bik ah eyes es- 


timates submitted by the Secretary of the Navy for completing the new 
naval cruisers and dispatch-boat; which, with the accompanying esti- 
mates, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 
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He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary | the word thousand, to strike out the words and twenty; and on 
of the Treasury, transmitting a report of the allowance, by the account- | the end of the bill to add the following proviso: 
ing officers of the Treasury, of the twelfth installmentof the war claims] Provided, however, That said sum shall only be paid out of money which here- 
of the State of Pennsylvania in the sum of $4,378.30, now awaiting an ars belonged to said tribe, if any, and has been confiscated by the United 


Pi ha och for its payment; which, with the accompanying Papers 


referred to the ttee on Appropriations, and ordered to be Litton the title by striking out August, 1860,“ and inserting 
e June 1, 1861; so as to make the bill read: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a | A bin to aul authorise tha Secretary of the 2 to ascertain the amounts due 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in an- , tatinog ; of the United States anio uppi 1. iea aema to 5 Sus Pees or paoe 
swer to a resolution of the 23d instant, a report of the Commissioner of | August, 3 8 thereof. re 9 


Education regarding the progress of Indian education and civilization. CC 
If there be no objection the letter will be printed, and, with the ac- e and directed to in Vestigateand determine the amounts due Ì 4 irad — 


companying report and papers, referred to the Committee on Printing. | citizens of the United States, for lies furnished, in the course of trade agen 


busi to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota t to J 
The papers seem to be quite voluminous, and unless some other direc- | I. 186, and prior to the outbreak and massacre by said 2 80 


tion is suggested the Chair will refer them to the Committee on Print- and for which damages were not awarded by the commissioners inion —.— 
ing. the act entitled An act for the relief of F 


son of depredations and injuries b n bands of Sioux Indians.“ approved 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. Fencuary 18. 1863, for the 3 said act limited the action of said 8 


The PRESIDENT tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla- | sioners to claims arising from depredations, and did not authorize them to act 
ture of Wisconsin; which was read, and referred to the Committee on e ald elalins, wien eg fiainsd, shall be paid by the Sewetary of tne Lnterior 


Appropriations, as follows: out of the money hereby appro; approp: 
Memorial to Congress . wing nection the stim of $100,000, ox so much thereat 
ri out the ns e forego’ ion the sum or som 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : Dagon eee, necessary, Be. and the same is hereby, appro v of any money 
The memorial of the eee of Wisconsin respectfully represents in the Treasury not otherwise 5 „ however, That said sum 
That at the last session an 8 of $50,000 was made for the | shall only be paid out of money wh heretofore belonged to said tribe, if any, 
rpose of experiments in sorg . — ry and improved methods of mak- and has been confiscated by the United States 


therefore your memorialists y ask that the unexpended 


nee of said appropriation be made for the purpose as will enable Se bast: Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate disagree to 
by | the House amendments to the bill, and ask the House for a conference 


8. FIFIELD. on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses, 
woi President of the Senate. The motion was agreed to 

HIRAM O. 53 Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, subsequently said: Upon further ex- 
Approved February 19, 1885. Pea ef Se tere: amination, I have concluded that I am in favor of 3 the 
J. M. RUSK, Governor. | amendments made by the House of Representatives to Senate bill 84. 
Br W = — I therefore move to reconsider the vote by which the Senate disagreed 

F to the amendments and asked for a committee of conference. 
To all to whom these presents shall come : 9 tempore: The erage ton Liban gre ci 
: of state of the State of Wisconsi do hereb t the vote of the Senate disagreeing to the amendments of t ouse 
3 ing has been compared by me with the original nal in thisot | of Representatives to the bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the 


. n the same is a true and correct copy thereof, and of che . of | Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States 
such origina 


In test: hereof, I have hereunto set my hand ahd affixed ficial | for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota 
seal, at the capitol, in the city of Madison, this 23d day of Felruary, inthe year subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, 
coordi ie 3 and providing for the payment thereof, be reconsidered. The question 

` Secrelary of State. | is on agreeing to the motion to reconsider. 


The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Chamber of | The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question es ae ; 8 t 
Commerce of New Orleans, La., praying that J. W. Pearce, of that the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin that the Senate to 
place, be appointed United States minister to Liberia; which was re- | the amendments of the House of Representatives. 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Rélations. Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I withdraw that motion, and move 


He also presented the petition of Reuben N. Hill, of Summum, Ful- | that the Senate concur in the House amendments. 


ton County, Illinois, praying that he may be allowed a pension; which The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin with- 
was referred to the 9 on Pensions. draws the motion to disagree, and moves that the Senate concur in the 


Mr, SHERMAN. resent the Re aries of Barber & Peckham, 
Wi Gates’s Sons, F. ee N n, and others, ci of Ohio, 1 ee ene House of sp en e rei: The question is on agree- 


chusetts, New York, and other States, praying for the refunding of agreed 
taxes erroneously collected. As the petition is based upon a claim Zne monon in = 
founded upon a judgment of the Supreme Court, I move that it be re- REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
ferred to the Committee on re gai oes | Mr. HARRISON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
The motion was agreed to was referred the bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck, 
Mr. SHERMAN presented a resolution of the Toledo (Ohio) Produce Si ia it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Exchange, favoring the acquisition by the Government of title to Lake HARRISON. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Superior and Portage Lake Canals; which was referred to the Commit- Ane to whom was referred the bill (S. 2637) to authorize the Secre- 
tee on Commerce. tary of the Interior to release a right of way across lands of the United 
Mr. JACKSON. I present a petition of members of the Tobacco | States at Carlisle, Pa., to report it favorably. 
Board of Trade of Clarksville, Tenn., praying that the tobacco report of J. With the indulgence of the Senate I desire to say that this is the 
B. Killebrew, prepared for the census reports of 1880, may be published | military reservation or establishment at Carlisle, which under the law 
= ma by the Census Bureau. The petition is addressed to my col- | is now used by the Interior Department as an Indian school. An im- 
Mr. HARRIS] and myself, but is evidently intended for the | portant line of railroad has been surveyed and must go through those 
8 and I ask that it be received and referred to the Select Com- grounds. The Secretary of the Interfor and the superintendent of the 
mittee to make provision for taking the Tenth Census and ascertaining | school have agreed upon a location and upon terms. The bill author- 


the results thereof. izes the Secretary of the Interior to allow the railroad to go through; 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the peti- on. as it ans the other House I am requested by the Senator 
tion will be received, and so referred. [Mr. MITCHELL] to ask for the onlin considera- 


on of the l. Te is very brief and well guarded. 


SUPPLIES TO MINNESOTA SIOUX INDIANS. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will lay before the Sen- Mr. ALLISON. I think we had better finish the mo: business. 
ate a message from the 5 Representatives, returning Senate bill The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The bill will be 
No. 84 with an amendment. The title of the bill will be read. placed on the Calendar. 


The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Railroads, to whom was re- 
Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States | ferred the bill (H. R. 7081) to amend section 17 of an act approved 
for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota | July 2, 1864, entitled ‘‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘Anact toaid 
subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, in the construction of a railroad and tel h line from the Missouri 


and providing for the payment thereof. River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to Government the use of 
The ie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the House of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,’ approved July 1, 
Representatives will be read. 1862, reported it without amendment. 


The amendments of the House of Representatives were, in line 5 0f| He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom the sub- 
section 1, to strike out August and insert June 1;’) in line 8, | ject was referred. repo poria a do oint 3 (S. R. 133) authorizing 
tates to grant permission to one or more 


after the word sixty,“ to insert one; in line 3 of section 2, before | the President of the United 
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officers of the Army to accept temporary service under the Govern- 
ment of Corea; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1963) for the relief of J. G. Fell, Edward Harper, 
and George B , Teported it without amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6122) to extend the time specified in an 
act approved June 27, 1882, entitled An act to authorize the South- 
ern Maryland Railroad Company to extend a railroad into and within 
the District of Columbia,“ reported it without amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8239) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes, to report it with sundry amendments. There is a report ac- 
companying the bill, and I ask that the bill and report be printed. I 
give notice that I shall endeavor to call up the bill to-morrow morning. 


SENATE ELECTION CASES. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
a resolution providing for a compilation and di of contested-elec- 
tion cases in the Senate, to report it favorably withoutamendment. I 
ask that the resolution may be immediately acted upon. 

By unanimous consent the Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections be directed to cause 
to be prepared a compilation and digest of the contested-election cases which 
have arisen in the Senate since its organization, and to rt the same to the 
Senate at the December session of Congress, and be autho: for that purpose 
to employ a clerk at the usual compensation until December 1, 1885, to be paid 
from contingent fund of the Senate. 


Mr. HOAR. Lask leave to make a statement. The contested-elec- 
tion cases of the Senate have not been collected since 1865. The cases 
which had arisen both in the House and Senate were collected in 1834 
and again in 1865; but that compilation is an exceedingly imperfect 
one, owing to the imperfection of the reports. There is a great deal of 
valuable matter found in Niles’s Register which is not found in those 
volumes. Since 1865 those cases which arose in the House have been 
separately published four times, once in 1871—those which had arisen 
for the then past six y in 1876, again in 1880, and again in 
1882; but there has been no collection of the cases which have arisen 
in the Senate since 1865; and, as Senators are aware, there have been 
very numerous and important cases of that class. 

If the resolution passes I expect to have the compilation made under 
my own supervision and care. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


A. L. SINGLETON. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate to report favorably 
a resolution directing a payment out of the contingent fund to the 
widow of A. L. Singleton, and I ask that the resolution may be im- 
mediately acted upon. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion; which was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the widow of A. L, Singleton, deceased, late a fireman in the 
heating department of the United States Senate, a sum equal to three months’ 
sal as fireman aforesaid, at the rate of $1,095 per annum, this amount to be 
— ered as including the funeral expenses of A. L. Singletion and all other 

owances. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF EDUCATION. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 320) authorizing the 
rinting of the report of the Commissioner of Education for 1883 and 
884, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its present con- 
sideration. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. : 
The joint resolution was tothe Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
REPORTS OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 127) to authorize the 
printing of the ea of the Bureauof TADON to report it without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committeeof the Whole, pro- 

ed to consider the joint resolution. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to ask a question in regard to this matter. 
I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska, the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, why it is that the previous volumes of this work 
have not been furnished us for distribution? They were ordered to be 
printed, it seems to me, a year or two ago. I have constant applica- 
tions for them, and they are notin thedocument-room. Is there any 
reason known why they should not have been furnished long ago? 


Mr. MANDERSON. There is none known tome. The considera- 
tion of that matter did not come before the committee in connection 
with this joint resolution. It may be that the volumes are not yet is- 
sued from the Printing Office. I shall be very glad to make inquiry 
for the Senator. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


REPORTS OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. MANDERSON, I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 128) to authorize the 
printing of the 1 pore of the Geological Survey, to report it without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. * 

By unanimous consent, the Benate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 129) to authorize the 
printing of the reports of the Geological Survey, to report it without 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. ' 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendmen 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 


COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Rules to report 
a resolution continuing the Committee on Rules during vacation. I 
ask the reference of the resolution to the Committee on Contingent 


Expenses. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, 9 we continued and au- 


thorized to sit during the recess o! a t e expenses 
thereof be paid out of the miscellaneous items” of the contingent fund of the 


Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Would that include anything more than the recess be- 
‘tween the present session of the Senate and the called session of the 
4th of March? 

Mr. FRYE. I find the resolution all right upon examination; it 
speaks of the ‘‘ recess of Congress.’’ I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses. 

The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildi and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on the Library, reported an 
amendment intended to be p to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on enen, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN and Mr. VANCE submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WALKER and Mr. PLATT submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. s 

Mr. WALKER submitted two amendments intended to be pro 1 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 7 


JOHN H. IVERS. 


Mr. CONGER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill (H. 
R. 6399) granting a pension to John H. Ivers, alias John H. Wilson, 
was indefinitely postponed, and that the case be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. When was the action taken? 

Mr. CONGER. I that the report was made on the 24th instant. 
I su the bill was reported on the 24th. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
to reconsider the vote indefinitely ming the bill (H. R. 6399) 
granting a pension to John H. Ivers, alias John H. Wilson. The vote 
was taken on the 24th instant, and the Senator is in time, the Chair 
understands. The question is on agreeing to the motion to reconsider. 

The motion to reconsider was to. 


agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro rg ot The question recurs on the motion 
to indefinitely postpone the bill. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator from Michigan desire the bill 
to go on the Calendar or to have action upon it now? 
ia CONGER. I desire to have it go on the Calendar. I stated that 

re, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan desires 
that the bill, with the motion to indefinitely postpone, be placed on the 
Calendar. That order will be entered if there be no objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 2 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2663) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An 
act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes, a ed 
July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an 
act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned 
act, and to provide for a settlement of the claims wing out of the 
issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of said railroads, and 
to secure to the United States the payment of all indebtedness of cer- 
beta of the companies therein mentioned; which was read twice by its 

Mr, ier he bill 3 8 5 bill which hes been 

called the fanding bill, dealing with the question of proper 
i security for the debt due from the subsidized Pacific Rail- 
roads, with several amendments and changes which have been suggested 
by experience to Senators while that bill has been upon the Calendar., 
That bill stands as the order of business which I suppose would be next 
taken up in course, except the appropriation bills and the silver bill, 
but that statement indicates that it is very unlikely that it can be con- 
sidered at the present session of the Senate. It is a matter which de- 


serves and undoubtedly would receive great attention and considerable 


discussion. 

I think, therefore, that it would be useless to have this bill referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and I introduce it for the informa- 
tion of the public. I hope that before the first session of the next Con- 

“gress this matter will receive full attention from the business men of 
the country, so that any suggestion as to its justice or injustice which 
they see fit fo make may reach Congress. I move that the bill be printed 
and lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 8255) makin; 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for prior years, and for other purposes; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask consent that we may take up the 
bill (H. R. 48) providing for the erection of a building to contain the 
records of the library and museum of the Medical Department, United 
States Army. It is a bill that in substancé and for the same amount 
has heretofore passed the Senate, It will not take two minutes to read 
it and have it passed, I think. ; 

Mr. HILL. Has the lar morning business been concluded ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not. 

Mr. HILL. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to the request of 
the Senator from Vermont. The introduction of bills and joint resolu- 
tions is still in order. 

Mr. INGALLS. It is important that there should be a brief exec- 
utive session. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 31, 
nays 23; as follows: 


> YEAS—31. 
Allison, Dolph, MeMillan, Pendleton, 
: rye, seasons Platt, 
en. e, anderson 
eron of Wis., Harrison, Miller of Cal. Sewell, 
ce, Hawley, Miller of N. V., Sherman, 
nger, oar, Mitchell, Van Wyck, 
lom, Ingalls, 0 0 Ison. 
Dawes, Lap . Palmer, 
NAYS—23. 
Bayard, Gibson, Jackson, Slater, 
$ Gorman, Jonas, ance, 
Call, G: McPherson, Vest, 
Coke, Hampton, Mo: 4 Walker, 
Fair, 3 Pugh, © Wiliams, 
George, Hill, Saulsbury, 
. ABSENT—22. 
Aldrich. Colquitt, Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Farley, Lamar, Sabin, : 
Butler, Garland, i Sawyer, 
Camden, b Maxey, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Cockrell, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
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sideration of executive business. After thirty-seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. a 


ILLEGAL LAND ENTRIES IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Concurrent and otherresolutions are 
now in order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to interfere with morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution offered on a previous day by the Senator from Colorado [ Mr. 
HILL] which has not yet been laid before the Senate. The resolution 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, submitted by Mr. HILL 
on the 24th instant: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to furnish to the Senate 
es of the reports of Special A t of the Land De ent Wilson T. Smith, 
with accompanying affidayits and papers, sent to the missioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office in August and September, 1883, which reports, affidayits, and 
referred to the illegal timber-land entries and fraudulent issuance of 
titles under the act of June 3, 1878, in the Humboldt land district, Calif said 
entries being confined to townships 8, 9, 10, 11, and 12 north, range 1 and 2 east 
H. M., and townships 7 north, pangs east, rth, range 1 erst H. M., and 
embracing over 100,000 acres of redwood timber land. 
Also copies of the reports of Special Agents George D.Ornerand W.H.Goucher, 
of the Land De ment, sent to the Sec of the Interiorand Commissioner 


of the General nd Office, which refer to the same illegal timber-land entries 


in Humboldt County, California, and inform the Senate what action has been 
taken by the Commissioner and 2 be! the Interior, as to the cancellation 
of the illegal timber-land entries in the abov ibed townships, and if any 
patents have been issued by the Commissioner since June 1, 1 under the act 
of June 3, 1878, for timber lands in the above-enumerated townships, to give the 
date of their issuance, name of entry-men, and description of land. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. k 
The resolution was agreed to. 


DEBATE ON APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before-the Senate a 
resolution offered by the Senator from Iowa, Mr. ALLISON, on the 24th 
instant, which went over under objection. It will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Ordered, That during the remainder of the present session of the Senate it shall 
be in order to move at any time that debate on any amendment, or all amend- 
ments, to any appropriation bill then before the Senate be limited to five min- 
utes for each Senator, and that no Senator shall speak more than once on the 
same amendment in form or substance. The question on such motion shall be 
determined without debate, 

I think it will 


Mr. PLUMB. I hope that resolution will lie over. 
excite some debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well, let it lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is moved that the consideration of 
the resolution be postponed until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to, 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I think we ought to ask that the Public Printer 
have the bill printed immediately, so that the committee may consider 
it this phe 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will give directions for its 
immediate printing. 

EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. FRYE. I offer the following resolution and ask for its present 
consideration: 


Resolved, That, until otherwise ordered, the Senate take a recess each day at 6 
o'clock to 8 p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Maine asks that 
the resolution be now considered. 

Mr, COCKRELL. Let it lie over and be printed. 

The. PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over and be 
printed. 

ARMY MEDICAL MUSEUM. 

Mr. MORRILL. If there be no further concurrent or other reso- 
lutions,” I ask for two minutes and a half of the Senate merely to pass 
a bill that has once been by the Senate and now comes from the 
House of Representatives. It will take no longer than to read the bill— 
not over two minutes probably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolutions 
that order is closed. The Senator from Vermont is ized. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that House bill 48 be taken up for present 
consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 48) pro- 
viding for the erection of a building to contain the records, library, and 
museum of the Medical Department, United States Army. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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NAVAL OFFICERS’ MILEAGE. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I ask leave to offer the following resolution, to be 
printed and lie over until to-morrow: 

PE gi ep Sener og 8 9 for mil 8 
by him to Congress in House Executive Documents 55 and 153 of the present 
session have been allowed by the accounting officers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
go over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE ILOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8120) 1 ap- 
propriations for the support of thé Army for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes, further insisted on its di ment 
to the twenty-third amendment of the Senate insisted on by the Senate 
to the said bill, agreed to the further conference asked by the Senate 
on the di ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. W. H: Forney of Alabama, Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND of Illinois, 
and Mr. J. WARREN KEIFER of Ohio managers at the further confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the re- 

rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
3 on the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1609) to provide 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a publie building thereon 
at Detroit, Mich. 

The message further announced that the House had non-concurred 
in the amendment of the Senate to the fifth amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 66) provid for allotment of lands in severalty to the 
Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, 
and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes, agreed to the 
conference asked for by the Senate on the ng votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. MELVIN C. GEORGE of n, 
Mr. OLIN WELLBORN of Texas, and Mr. R. S. STEVENS of New York 
managers of the conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1810) for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, 

1 


A bin (S. 229) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a 
public building in the city of Key West, Fla.; and 
A bill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella Turner. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, Mr. VEST, Mr. VOORHEES, and Mr. 
WILLIAMS submitted eee, eee be n them 
vely to the general ency approp: ; W were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildi and 
Grounds, reported two amendments intended to be p to the sun- 
dry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be pee 

Mr. MCPHERSON and Mr. MAHONE submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them to the sundry civil . tin par bill; 
which were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 8179, being the legislative, exeeutive, and judicial 
appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 8179. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8179) ma ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 


urposes. ` Ri 
3 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on - 
ing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
MAHONE] to the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
HARRISON] as amended. 8 

Mr. HARRISON. Lask the Senator from Iowa to yield for a mo- 
ment that I may ask consent to take up the bill I reported from the 
Military Committee this morning and put it on its passage. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Indiana will not ask that 
until we have finished this bill. Then there will be no trouble. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no interest in it. The result will be that 
it will not come up at all. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the pending amendment is taken up I ask 
unanimous consent to offer two amendments of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations which were omitted and to present some which were sub- 
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The resolution will be printed and 


mitted to the committee last night. On page 5, line 109, I move to 
insert two hundred’’ after the word thousand; so as to read: 

One clerk in the folding-room, at $1,200. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent pending the present question to offer an amendment on 
page 5, line 109, after the word thousand“ to insert two hundred.” 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. The amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now on page 32, line 767, I move to strike out 
‘five’? and insert four.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mons consent to amend the bill on page 32, line 767, by striking out 
“five” and inserting ‘‘four;’’ so as to read: 

Four copyists and counters, 

Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 768, I move to strike out one and insert 
“í two? where it first occurs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would su to the 
Senator from Iowa that in line 767, the word “copyist’’ should be 
made plural. If there be no objection the word ‘copyist’’ will be 
make to read copyists. It is agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let me ask the Senator about line 768. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 768, I propose to strike out one“ and in- 
sert two“ and add the letter s to the word messenger;’’ so as to 
read two assistant messengers. ’’ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent, in line 768, to amend by striking out one and insert- 
ing two,“ and after ‘‘ messenger“ to insert the letter s;“ so as to 
read two assistant messengers. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 60, I offer this amendment: In line 1461, 
I move to strike out one and insert ‘‘two;’’ so as-to read: 

For the actual and necessary expenses of the judge, marshal, and attorney, 
when traveling in the discharge of their official duties, $2,000. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I also move to amend the bill on the same page, 
after line 1461, by inserting: 

For rent of office for the marshal, fuel, books, stationery, and other incidental 
expenses, $1,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is received and 


agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1464, on the same , move to strike 
out the words one thousand five hundred and insert in lieu thereof 
three thousand; so as to read: 
ana 5 . . es of the Territory, to be expended under 

ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, The amendment is to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On 82, line 2015, I move to strike out ‘‘one 
thousand ’’ and insert two thousand five hundred;’’ so as to read: 

For professional books for Department library, $2,500. 


The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to amend the bill on 82, line 2015, by striking out 
one“ and inserting two; and in line 2016, after the word thou- 
sand,” inserting ‘‘ five hundred;“ so as to read: a 

For professional books for Department library, $2,500, 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is 


to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have one more amendment. On page 56, line 1357, 
in the appropriations for the mint at San Francisco, Cal., I move to 
strike out Sixty“ and insert ‘‘ forty.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent to amend the bill on page 56, line 1357, by striking out 
“sixty ” and inserting ‘‘ forty;’’ so as to read: 

For incidental and contingent expenses, $40,000, 

Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is 


to. 

Mr. HALE. I offer an amendment to come in on page 31. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must inform the Senator 
from Maine that the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. MAHONE] to the amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
HARRISON] is still pending. These amendments of the Senator from 
Towa have made by unanimous consent pending that question. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the road was clear. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not clear. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Ihave consent of the Senator from Virginia to offer 
an amendment which has been several times before adopted by the Sen- 
ate. On page 19, after line 451, I move to insert: 


To enable the Librarian of Congress to arrange, select, edit, and prepare for 
publication the historical manuscripts in the Library of Congress collected by 
the late Peter Force for the publication known as the fourth and fifth series ot 
the American Archives, not heretofore published, and to incorporate such ad- 
ditional manuscript or rare unpublished materials relating to the period em- 
braced as may be approved by the Joint Committee on the Library, the same 
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to be printed in folio form, at the Government Printing Office, under the super- Mr. FRYE. At the present session. 
Congress, $4,000. 


vision of the Librarian of 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to receiving and 
agreeing to this amendment? The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I wish to say just a word so as to.impress upon 
the conferees who will represent the Senate in this matter the impor- 
tance of this proposition. This amendment has been four times re- 
ported by the unanimous vote of the Committee on the Library, com- 
pensa, of many different Senators and Members of the House as well. 

‘hese documents for the continuation of the American Archives, awell- 
hare work, have been prepared and should be now collected, and we 
have to print one volume a year, so that in ten years the 
archives will be completed. 

Mr. BECK. I rise to ask unanimous consent to reconsider an amend- 
ment on page 65, beginning in line 1594, and going down to and in- 
cluding line 1606, striking ont the provision of the House relative to 
the Territory of Wyoming. I do this on a statement made to me by 
the Delegate a moment which I have not had time to lay before 
thecommittee. The last egislature failed to make an apportionment 
of the Territory. The Legislature elected last fall was illegal, and has 
been so declared by the ore authorities. New counties have been or- 
ganized that have no representation, and others have grown until their 
representation is not one-third what it ought to be. The legislation 
in the House bill is absolutely necessary to give them a Legislature at 
all. I was not aware of it until just now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would say to the Senator from Kentucky that that 
is a seriously controverted question about which there is great division 
in the Territory of Wyoming, and it is a party question. 

Mr. BECK. I did not know that. 

Mr. ALLISON. And this is legislation. So I shall have to object to 
a reconsideration. 

Mr. BECK. I can bring it up in the Senate and move to insert the 
clause because they have no Legislature there. 

The PR ESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the Senator from 
Kentucky is entitled to make a motion to reconsider. The Chair is in- 
formed there was no division on this question; and the Chair therefore 
thinks the Senator from Kentucky has a right to move now to recon- 
sider the vote. 

Mr. BECK. I move to reconsider the vote whereby this amendment 
was agreed to, striking out the provision of the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
to reconsider the vote of the Senate agreeing to the amendments of the 
Committee on Appropriations to amend the bill by, striking out from 
line 1594 to 1606 inclusive. The question is on the motion to recon- 
sider. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator to postpone his motion for a few mo- 
ments, as I am called out on a conference committee and desire to offer 
an amendment, or to ask unanimous consent, as I do, to offer an amend- 
ment at this time to come in on 31, at the end of line 751. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent pending this question that the bill be amended on page 
31. The amendment will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. At the end of line 751 it is proposed to add: 


That the port of Mount Desert 3 in the town of Hancock, in the State of 

Maine, be, and the same is hereby, established as a port of eer maps ect to the 

tions, rab aga and facilities as other e ee in the United 

States: the official duties of Fee pors shall be formed under 

the direction of the collector of customs for the ict of Frenchman's Bay and 
by a deputy detailed by him for that purpose. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to this amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator before he objects hear me for a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator give way for one 
moment so that I may ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will request unanimous 
consent for action on that bill when this is of. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. I have offered this amendment at a place in the bill 
where the Senate inserted a clause of this nature making a port of 
entry. The amendment which I have offered has passed the Senate in 
a separate bill after having been regular! y considered by the committee 
having the subject in charge, and it is offered now in the terms and 
language of that bill which has already passed the Senate. I should 
not have thought of offering it had not the Senate put on the provision 
that immediately precedes line 751. Under these circumstances I hope 
the Senator from Iowa will not feel ealled upon to object. 

Mr. ALLISON. I shall feel constrained to object to that amend- 
ment if I have the power to do it. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator raise the point of order? 

Mr, ALLISON. I raise the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. It is the precise subject-matter which the Senate has 
55 and has passed upon, and so far as it can has made an en- 
acted law. 


Mr. HALE. At the present session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa makes the 
point of order. Does the Senator object to unanimous consent ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the amendment being offered at 
this time, but I make the point of order whether it is admissible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Maine offering this améndment, another question being pending 
at this time? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I make the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa TAIN the 
point of order that theamendment e by the Senator from Maine 
conflicts with the rule regarding legislation. The Chair submits that 
question to the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read again 

~ See wa pro tempore. The amendment will be agairrread, 

in read the amendment of Mr. HALE. 

whe PRESIDE? T pro tempore. The question is, Is the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine in order? The Chair submits it to the Sen- 
ate for the reason that the Senate in acting upon the body of the bill 
appears to have been of opinion that certain clauses should be retained. 
The Chair therefore leaves it to the Senate to decide whether this species 
of legislation is in order. 

Mr. FRYE. The only ground of course under which by any 
bility the amendment could be held to be in order is the portion of 
Rule XVI which authorizes and makes in order as an amendment to 
an appropriation bill a resolution or bill under certain circumstances 
which has passed the Senate during the same session. 

I will take advantage of the opportunity to say a word touching the 
merits of the amendment, as that seems to be usual in the Senate. The 
Maine Central Railroad, the leading New England railroad, last season 
extended its road to Mount Desert Terry, w is the best harbor prob- 
ably on the coast of Maine. As soon as the road was extended there 
the company built extensive buildings and depots, and an immense 
trade has sprung up between that port and the ports of Canada. There 
are now in progress negotiations for a regular steam line between there 
and Europe. The regular port of entry is forty miles aati away up 
a river. It must be a port of entry in order to enable vessels carrying 
à foreign flag to discharge their cargoes at Mount Desert Ferry. The 
amendment is entirely in the interest of the Government; itis entirely 
in the interest of our revenues. 

Mr. HALE. It has been submitted to the Treasury Department. 

Mr. FRYE, It has been submitted to the Committee on Commerce, 
was unanimously reported by the committee, was submitted to the 
Treasury Department, was recommended by the Treasury Department, 
and has been passed by the Senate without division, after a full under- 
standing. There is no objection to it anywhere. It has been submit- 
ted to a committee elsewhere and unanimously regarded favorably there. 
There can not possibly be any objection to it. It is an absolute neces- 
sity to commerce. I hope the Senate will allow it to go on to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The question is, Is the amendment 
submitted by the Senate from Maine [Mr. HALE] in order? 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 17, noes 16; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I hope that by unanimous consent the amendment 
will be put on, and that we shall not be called upon to vote on the 
proposition of order. I have no objection to its being put on by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. HALE. Suppose the Senator asks for unanimous consent. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido. I ask it now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I made the point of order on the amendment. I 
wish to know whether it is in order or not. I will simply say to the 
Senator from Maine and other Senators that there are a great many 
bills here and a great many suggestions that are not in order which I 
should be glad to insert on this bill. The Senate during the last ses- 
sion passed a bill with absolute unanimity increasing the compensation 
of the judges of the district courts of the United States; and there is 
an item of appropriation in the bill for thecompensation of those judges; 
yet under the rules of the Senate we can not appropriate the sum neces- 
sary to properly compensate those judicial officers, because it is not 
within our rule. If we can put on these things by unanimous consent, 
I think we ought to put on as many of the bills that the Senate has, 
passed as possible, in order that they may reach the other House for 
consideration, 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator if he does not think the atti- 
tude of the Senate different, after it has deliberately, upon a yea-and-, 
nay vote, admitted a clause of this kind coming from the House of Rep- 
resentatives creating a port of entry and delivery? Has not the Senate 
thereby declared that legislation of that kind for the time being is ap- 
propriate in an appropriation bill? But for that I should not have of- 
fered the amendment. It was only in accordance with the will of the 
Senate expressed on this particular bill that I introduced a germane 
amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. A full Senate did it yesterday. 
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Mr. HALE. The Senate has been doing it all the time, for that 
matter. 
Mr. ALLISON. The Senate can do it now. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Is the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] in order under the 
nie of the Senate? On this question the yeas and nays have been 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions with the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
21, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Brown, Gibson, Miller of Cal., Sewell 
Call, Hale, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Camden, Jackson, Palmer, Williams. 
Coke, Mahone, Pike, 
Conger, Man n, ' 

Maxey, dleberger, 

NAYS—H. 

Allison, Garland, Hoar, Plumb, 
* Gorman, I m, 
Beck, G 8 Jonas, Sherman, 
onani — 5 in, opam, Satar; 
m * 
8 Harrison, Morrill.” Wilson, 
ABSENT—31. 

Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Blair, Dawes, Kenna, Sabin, 
Bowen, Dolph, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Farley, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Cameron of Pa., George, — Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, MeMillan, Voorhees, 
Chace, Hill, Mitchell, Walker. 
Cockrell, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, 


- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate holds that the amend- 
ment isnot in order. The question now is on the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] to reconsider the vote of the Senate 
agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations on page 
65, striking out the words from line 1594 to line 1606. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate on a motion to reconsider, the 
rule says, is not in order. 

Mr. BECK. I beg on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to reconsider. . [Putting the question.] The noes appear to 
have it. 

Mr. BECK. I desire toask if I can renew my motion in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question can be raised again in 
the Senate, 

Mr. BECK. Then I do not care about it now. s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The noes have it, and the motion to 

nsider is not agreed to. The Senate resumes consideration of the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator from Virginia will allow me be- 
fore he proceeds I desire to state that I suggested last evening an amend- 
ment which will not occupy much time, and I trust the Committee on 
Appropriations will assent to it. I think it will be a pleasure for the 
Senate to assent to it. In line 99 I propose to move to strike out 
82,592 and insert in lieu thereof 83,000.“ That is for the com- 
pensation of Amzi Smith, who isin charge of the document-room of the 
Senate. 

J trust that while we are adding to the number and increasing the 
salaries of other officers we shall at least pause long enough to do justice 
toMr. Smith. Every member of the Senate knows probably more than 
I can say in behalf of this proposition. No more valuable man is con- 
nected with this branch of the Government—only one other man pos- 
sibly. He is like Mr. Spofford, the Librarian, and like the clerk of the 
Committee on Appropriations. Mr. Amzi Smith stands as those two 
gentlemen stand. We are paying $2,220 to clerks in this body who 
really do no public business, as every member of the Senate knows. 

Mr. PLUMB. Cut them down. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Cut them down! No, sir; you can not do that. 
Why do not the members of the Committee on Appropriations seek to 
cut them down? That can not be done; but do not let that prevent 
us from doing an act of stern justice. The loss to the Senate of the 
three men whom I have named would be a public calamity greater than 
the loss of two or three Senators ; I mean those who do not belong to 
the Committee on Appropriations, of course. It would be a public 
calamity to the country. 

I do not even know what State Mr. Smith is from. I do not know 
his politics. He is not asking for this p increase, neither does 
he know that this little amendment is to be offered; but I trust now 
that when a man who has made himself so valuable, and is wearing 
his life out very evidently in the document-room, the Senate will not 
refuse to increase his pay. Every Senator has been benefited by the 
value of his services. Take the clerk of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, Mr. Spofford the Librarian, and Mr. Smith, and you can not 


measure the services of such men in dollars. I trust the Senate will 
not hesitate a moment to do to this man this little act of justice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHERMAN in the chair). The 
Senator from Nebraska asks unanimous consent at this time to offer the 
amendment indicated by him. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I object just for the moment. I think we had bet- 
ter dispose of the ing question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] 
to the amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr, HARRISON], 

Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President, the proposition before the Senate is 
to amend the amendment which undertakes to put certain clerks of 
committees on the roll of annual clerks, Three amendments to that 
effect were by their respective committees in conformity with 
the rules of the Senate; they were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and that committee thought it wise and expedient to leave 
them out. Those propositions of amendment have now come before 
the Senate. The Senate has substantially given evidence of its inten- 
tion to adopt two of the propositions, and in the amendment which I 
offer on behalf of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds I 
ask the Senate to adopt the third. I wish only to say that it will oc- 
cur to the Senate, I think, that there is as much propriety in i 
the clerk of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds an ann 
clerk as there is in ing the clerks which have already been in sub- 
stance adopted as annual by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia as an amendment to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed, after the words the clerk of the 
Committee on Territories, and the clerk of the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry, to add the words and the clerk of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds.” . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on-agreeing to th 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before the question is put, after the word 
grounds I propose to insert, as an amendment, and the clerk of 
the Committee on Manufactures.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will not be in order 
until the question is taken on the pending amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I wish to reserve the right to offer it then. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why is it not in order? This is only an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that an amend- 
ment to the amendment is now pending. : ; 

Mr. COCKRELL. How is it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the clerks 
that the pending amendment is an amendment to an amendment. 
The amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRI- 
sox] has been amended. and now a second amendment is pending to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana, and until the 
question is taken upon the amendment to the amendment no further 
amendment is inorder. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I think, sir, we ought not to adopt any of 
these amendments. I do not think that any one Senator on this floor 
would like to put himself in the attitude of discriminating between the 
clerks of these committees, and especially discriminating in favor of 
those who do the least work. That is what we are doing now. I can 
take the very committees the clerks of which it is proposed to increase 
the pay of, and I can demonstrate from the record of those committees 
that they do the least work of any in this body. 

If there should be a proposition here to increase the pay of all the 
committee clerks and make them all annual clerks I should vote for it; 
but I am not willing for one to take the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, from which committee there have been four bills reported dur- 
ing this whole session, and the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, which meets possibly once a week, and to say that they shall 
have annual clerks, and that the clerks of all the other committees now 
excluded from the annual list shall be per diem clerks. I am as liberal 
as any Senator on this floor, but I am not liberal to the extent of giving 
the man the most money who does the least work. If there shall be 
brought in a proposition from the Committee on Appropriations to make, 
all the committee clerks annual I shall vote for it. 

Mr. MAHONE. I should like to be allowed to interrupt the Sen- 


ator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Virginia yield 
to his colleague ? 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER, Certainly. 

Mr. MAHONE. It seems to me he would be singularly falsifying 
his position in proposing to amend this amendment by putting on the 
Committee on Manufactures which he told us yesterday met once in 
two years. I doubt very much whether he has seen his clerk in the 
last three months. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Very well and very playfully said, Mr. 
President. I am not trying to take care of my clerk. If he is not here, 


possibly he is boarding. I am not asking the Senate to increase his pay; 
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I am not asking the Senate to make him an annual clerk. I am oppos- 
ing making an annual clerk of him who is the clerk of the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, But I say that if we are going to 
make one an annual clerk, let them all be annual clerks. Why should 
we make the clerk of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry an 
annual clerk? I should like to have some tor assign a reason for 
it except the mere fact that the proposition is made. Why should we 
make an annual clerk of him who writes for the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds? Make them all annual clerks or leave them 
Just as they are. I undertake to say that if the yeas and nays are called 
on e of this sort the Senate will not adopt any of these amend- 
men 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE] to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. 

Mr. MAHONE. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. ALLISON (after having voted in the negative). I voted in the 
negative, forgetting for the moment that I am paired with the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. Therefore I withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 24, nays 30; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Aldrich, Conger, Ingalls, Mitchell 
Blair, Cullom; Jones of Nevada, er, 
Bowen, Dolph, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Gan” Harrison, Miller of Cal Van Wyek 
d ` er o Ms an Wyck, 
Chace, Hill, Miller of N. V., ‘leon, 
NAYS—30. 
Bayard, Gorman, Maxey, Saulsbury 
Beck, Groome, Morgan, 

r Ham Morrill, Slater, 
Colquitt, Pendleton, Vance, 
Dawes, Hawley, Pike, Vest, ` 
Prye, Platt, Walker. 
Garland, onas, ir 
Gibson, McPherson, A 

ABSENT—22. 

Allison, Edmunds, Ken Ransom, 
Goma — ar, V rhees, 
n, o0) 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, i Klan, Williams. 
Cameron of Wis., Hoar, Manderson, 

Coke, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana as amended. - 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suppose now the amendment which I pre- 
sented last night, and which has been printed, will be in order, to 
insert after the word Senate, in line 72, the words: 

And clerks to each of the other standing committees of the Senate. 


That, I think, will commend itself to the idea of equity which ought 
to in this body. I donot desire to prolong the discussion which 
followed upon that proposition last night when my amendment was 
ruled out of order. Because of that ruling I submitted it and had it 

inted. 

Pr The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Nebraska that the amendment would not now be in order. The 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana isin a different part of the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The same part, I think. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A previous line. The amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana is in line 71, after the words Indian 
Afairs,” while the amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska 
comes in on line 72, at a different place. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the state where the amendment 
of the Senator from Indiana is to be inserted? 

The SECRETARY. In line 71, after the words Indian Affairs.” 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mine comes in on the next line, after the word 
Senate.“ It is germane to this amendment and was intended to be 
an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It can be offered as an amendment to 
the amendment of the Senator from Indiana, if the Senator desires. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I trust there will be no point on that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to make the point of order on this amend- 
ment. I understand it 8 referred by the Senator from Ne- 
braska, and was not the of a standing or select committee of the 
Senate. I presume, therefore, it is not in order. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska offer | Pe 


the amendment as a Senator, or does it come from some committee? 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Not froma committee. I offered it yesterday 
as a Senator in this body, and had it printed and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the sixteenth rule it would not 
be in order unless itcame from acommittee. The rule wil] be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Rue XVI. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


J. All e jon bills shall be referred to the Committee on A. 


except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, whic! 
be . to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments shall be 


received spay — apprepriation bill, the effect of which will be to increase 


an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new item of appro- 
priation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, or 
treaty stipulation, or or resolution — atipa passed by the Senate during 
that session; or unless same be moved by direction of a or select 
committee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head 
of some one of the Departments, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then do I understand that a Senator has no power 
to offer an amendment to an appropriation bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
HARRISON ] reported from the committee of which he is chairman the 
amendment proposed by him, and that was in order; but the motion 
of the Senator from Nebraska is not in order unless he has authority 
from a committee to report it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Isit not in order to present an amendment to the 
amendment presented by the Senator from Indiana? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It would be in order, the Chair thinks, 
but for the fact that the same rule governs amendment to amendment 
as original amendments; the proposition must be reported from a com- 
mittee. Such the Chair is advised is the practice. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then do I understand that a member of the Sen- 
ate, as an individual, has no power at any time to offer an amendment 
to an a 2 bill? Is that the rule, and has that been the prac- 
tice of 8 e? N 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is as stated by the Chair, 
and such has always been the practice of the Senate, that an amend- 
ment can not be offered by a Senator if it involves a new appropriation 
or an increased expenditure, unless it is reported by direction of a 
standing or select committee. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I submit whether this is not carrying out the 
rules and regulations of the Senate already. The Senate have directed 
the appointment of certain committees of this body, and as an incident 
to that they have appointed clerks to those committees. The Senate 
have done this. From the fact of the establishment of the committees 
first and from the fact of the appointment of clerks to those commit- 
tees is not as a necessary incident thereto this matter properly in or- 
der? The only question is for what length of time the clerk shall be 
compensated. Everything else has been provided for, the establishment 
of the committee and the appointment of its clerk. Now, this amend- 
ment merely proposes to make a little more effective what the Senate 
has already ordered to be done. 

I think it is important we should take the sense of the Senate on this 
matter. Some Senator has said, particularly to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations who have ¢ of this matter, that we had better reduce 
e and level down salaries. That would do very well; but that 

ill never be done. The only way of reaching a just and oquitable 
and honest distribution is that we shall put it in such a shape that the 

Senate will be forced or the Committee on Appropriations will be forced 
to do a little nearer justice in this matter. 

Now I ask unanimous consent that this amendment, of which notice 
was given yesterday, be received and considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to offer this amendment at this time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What is the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be again read. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Making annual clerks to all the other committees? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the Chair is of 
opinion that it is not now in order. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
Sas from that decision ? 

. VAN WYCK. No, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 

ment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] as amended. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. t the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as amended will be 

The SECRETARY. After the words Indian Affairs,” in line 71, it 
is proposed to add: - 


Clerk to the Committee on Territories, and clerk to the Committee on Agri-. 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Before the vote is taken I may be pardoned, 
thaps, for asking of the Chair how one objection can control the Sen- 
ate of the United States on a matter that goes only to a rule of the 
Senate. I perfectly understand that the limit of legislative authority 
is fixed by the Constitution of the United States, and it is not fixed by 
any rule of the Senate, and no one objection is equivalent to a majority 
vote of this body. I submit that now as a proposition, not from the 
foundation, but from the top down. If when a tor here offers an 
amendment to an appropriation bill the objection of one Senator shall 
say that it is not in order, then there is no use of our being here. I 
say that a majority of this body fixes its own rules—let him who will 
deny that proposition—and the only limit to our authority here is fixed 
by the Constitution itself. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Allow me to suggest that the trouble 
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with the arguments of the Senator from Virginia is that the Senate has 
fixed its own rules, and under those rules the amendment to which he 
refers was not in order. The Senate can alter or amend those rules so 
that such amendments may be in order; but it has not done that yet. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The trouble with the Senator from Wis- 
consin is that he does not seem to comprehend the difference between 
what one Senator does and what another tries to do. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Oh, yes; I havediscovered that. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I am glad of it. I care not how many rules 
the Senate may adopt, they can not limit or fix a limit to the action of 
the Senate. Why, sir, if I may be permitted to do what members of 
a committee here do, violate one of the fundamental principles of par- 
liamentary law and tell what transpires in committee, which is often 
done here, I may be permitted tosay that I went to the Appropriations 
Committee last year and I found not only a rule of the Senate but what 
they called a courtesy obtaining between the two committees of the two 
Houses of the United States Congress, and they said to me, ‘‘ You must 
go to the House of Representatives and get the imprimatur of the chair- 
man of the committee there before you can have an appropriation here. 

The point that I want to make is this—and if I give away this point 
I and every other Senator here had just as well be at home and leave 
all the business to the Committee on Appropriations—that no rule can 
be prescribed outside of the Constitation itself that binds any Senator 
on this floor, and no one objection can prevent me from offering and 
having entertained by this body an amendment to an appropriation bill. 
L-insist upon it, sir, that no rule can be prescribed by this Senate or 
any other that will inhibit the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Nebraska. I care nothing about his amendment. T should vote 
againstit; I shall vote against all these amendments; but I am not will- 
ing for one to say that there can be a rule which can circumscribe my 
action here; and there can be no valid rule under which the presiding 
officer can say that I am not entitled to any privilege that any Senator 
on this floor whether I be a member of one committee or another. 

Sir, I submit that any amendment offered to this bill is in order and 
no one objection can preclude it; no one objection can defeat it. A ma- 
jority of this body alone can say whether an amendment is to be put 
upon the bill or not. That is the point I am ing. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Chair does not see that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia presents any point of order. The Chair is trying to 
enforce the rules as he finds them. The question now is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON ] as amended. The 
yeas and nays have been ordered, and the Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary: proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. ALLISON (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were here, I should 
vote ‘‘nay. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
tl š n ida [Mr. Jones]. If he werehere, I should vote 

yea. 


The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
23, nays 26; as follows: : 


YEAS—23. 

— Fair, La Pike; 

we Geo „ wyer, 
Chace,” Miller of Cal. Sewell, 

ger, Hill, Miller of N. Y., Fan Wyck, 

Cullom, Ingalls, Mitchell, il 

wes, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 

NAYS—26. 
Bayard, Gorman, Morgan, Slater, 
Beck, Groome, Morrill, Vance, 
Camden, a aag Platt. ‘est, 
Cockrell, — s Voorhees, 
Coke, Jackson, rger, 
Colquitt, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Gibson, McPherson, Sherman, 
ABSENT—27. 

Al Dolph, Hoar, Maxey, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Florida, Pendicton, 
Brown, Farley, enna, Plumb, 
Butler, Frye, j 
Call, Garland, n. Sabin, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale McMillan, Walker. 
-Cameron of Wis., Hawiey, rson, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was to Senate as amended. 5 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Shall the vote upon the amendmen‘ 


made as in Committee of the Whole be taken in gross? 

Mr. BECK. I ask fora oy sep e on the amendment on page 
65 striking out of the bill the from 1594 to 1606, inclusive, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be reserved. 

Mr. ALLISON. Unless some other amendment is reserved, I hope 
the question will be taken on the other amendments in 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question on 
concurring in all the amendments except the one reserved at the re- 
quest of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck]. 

The amendments were con n. 
5 OFFICER. Tue reserved amendment will now 

read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. In Committee of the Whole the Senate struck 
out the following clause: 

Provided, That on the first Monday of September, A. D, 1835, or within ten 
days thereafter, the governor of the Territory and the ding officers of the 
houses of the last Legislature shall meet and reapportion the Territory in ac- 
cordance with the population, as ascertained by the best possible means; and 
that in accordance with such new a rtionment members shall be elected to 
the Ninth ve Assembly, on the second Tuesday of November, 1835, in 
accordance with the election laws of the Territory; and the members of the 
council and house of representatives so elected shall be the legal members and 
constitute the Ninth Legislative Assembly of the Territory. 


Mr. BECK. I think-it was a mistake to strike ont that provision, 
and for reasons which I shall state. 

The last Legislature of the Territory of Wyoming failed to an 
apportionment law; and a Legislature was elected last fall which is 
believed by nearly all the prominent people in the Territory to be il- 
legal, and I believe it is illegal. Unless this provision is made the 
Territory of Wyoming can have no Legislature next year. The pro- 
vision which the House inserted allows a proper apportionment to be 
made and a | Legislature to be elected under that apportionment. 
New counties have been organized within the last few years that have 
no representation at all at this time, while other counties have grown 
far out of proportion to other parts of the Territory since the last ap- 
portionment. 

I have a letter in. my hand addressed to Hon. M. E. Post, the present 
Delegate from Wyoming, from, I suppose, the leading Republican law- 
yer of that Territory, Mr. Corlett, who was at one time the Delegate 
here, in which he expresses the belief that the last election for a Ter- 
ritorial Legislature was ill and unwarranted, and that to avoid any 
question provision ought to be made, which he drew himself and sent 
to the present Delegate, who offered it in the House. This letter shows 
all the facts; and the Delegate laid the correspondence before the House 
of Representatives, and the House inserted in this bill the provision 
which the Senate has stricken out. 

The reason why the Delegate brought it to me, I assume, is that I 
was a member of the Committee on Appropriations and that I have 
been in the habit of going to that Territory for the last three or four 
years, having a son residing in Northern Wyoming. 

The county of Johnson, where he resides, illustrates pretty well what 
the necessity of this legislation is. The county of e has grown 
up from a population of two hundred in the last four or five years to 
somewhere near 5,000 actual, bona fide settlers, opening farms, irrigating 
the land, raising crops, with sheep and cattle and everything that farm- 
ers have about them. That county has grown, perhaps, more than 
any other three counties, but there being no apportionment it has only 
one representative, while perhaps it is entitled to three. The county 
of Carbon, which has been organized since that, has none, although it 
is growing very rapidly. 

do not see why we should not authorize an Spot to be had 
and representatives elected in accordance with law, so as to remove all 
doubts and allow the people of that Territory to legislation for their 
own good. Their legislation is 1 to the building of 
bridges, the establishment of school-houses, and to doing matters which 
will aid them in their material advancement. There is very little poli- 
tics in it as far as I know or believe. 

It seems to me that in view of these facts the Senate ought to agree 
to the provision made by the House. 

Mr. RISON. Will the Senator from Kentucky allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. B Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. What is the particular matter that is thought to 
affect the legality of this Legislature ? 

Mr. BECK. The Legislature that adjourned two years ago failed 
to pass an apportionment bill to apportion the representation in the 
Territory, and their failure to do this is believed to have made the 
last election illegal. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then, if I understand it, it is 


ti itis changed 
that the apportionment once made does not continue until i 


t is changed 


by a new t? 
Mr. B I judge not, from the letter that Mr. Corlett, who is the 
best lawyer there and a former te, wrote to the present Delegate. 


I have not had time to make a personal investigation of the subject, but 


knowing these gentlemen and relying them I believe that is the 
fact. t is all there is in the case as far as I know. I think we had 
better with the House. It can not doany harm, I think. 


Mr. ISON. So far as I know—and the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will correct me if I am this proposition has not been 
submitted to the Committee on Territories of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. Not that I know of. I am not aware of it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not think it has been in any form. I do 
not know how it is that the emergency for this legislation has been so 
recently discovered. I do not know how it may have come about; but 


if there was this condition of things.in that Territory, it is strange 
that the people should not have been advised of it in time to enable 
the Committee on Territories to consider the question and vo report 
some appropriate legislation. 

The proposition here is to give to certain executive officers of the 
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Territory, and to the presiding officers of the two houses of the Terri- 
torial Assembly power to make an apportionment. In an exigency 


where the Legislature had for some reason or other lost control over this 
subject, of course a resort to that method to secure a new apportionment 
might be justifiable; but I think the Senator from Kentucky will agree 
with me that it is nota good method of apportioning a Territory for 
legislative purposes. It gives a few persons, some of them appointed 
to executive offices, the right toapportiona Territory, and upon their ap- 
portionment the next Legislature is tobe chosen. There may be always 
in that case some risk of partiality or unfairness of one sort or another, 
at least they are not the chosen representatives of the people to do this 
sort of thing. The Legislature of the Territory of Wyoming is the 
proper body to make an apportionment for the Legislature that is to 
succeed it, and I do not see myself that there is in this case such an 
exigency as to justify us, without any information from the committee 
that has this subject in charge, in authorizing these men to make a re- 
apportionment for legislative purposes. 

may say that, without any personal knowledge on the subject at all, 
there has been placed in my hands this morning by Judge Carey, the 
Delegate-elect from the Territory of Wyoming, a telegram signed by a 
dozen or more individuals, whom he represents to me to be leading citi- 
zens, in which they N against this measure as an injustice and a 
needless expense to the Territory. I donot myselfknow what the facts 
are, and I do not know upon what line the citizens of that Territory are 
divided upon this question. I do not know whether it is a political 
division or upon what lines they divide, but it seems clear that they 
are divided in opinion as to whether this ought to be done. And it 
seems to me that, aside from the objection of the 3 Com- 
mittee, that they are charged with a matter which appropriately be- 
longs elsewhere, and that there has been an insufficient investigation, 
the committee ought to adhere to the same rule they applied in the case 
of Dakota, namely, strikeout the provision. The legislation in the case 
of Dakota, which provided for an increase of the number constituting the 
Territorial council and house of representatives, the committee have 
stricken out, That legislation had been favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Territories, and the necessity for it was apparent, for, as the 
Senator from Kentucky knows, thereare probably 500,000 people in that 
whole or and they are governed by a council that consists of 
twelve men and a house that consists of twenty-four. 

The Senate can see how inadequate the representation of the people 
must be in a Legislature representing so vast a Territory and so largea 
population; and yet the Committee on Appropriations have stricken 
out that legislation here, though it had secured the support of the par- 
ticular committee of this body having the subject in charge, and we 
have made no resistance. Though we think that legislation ought to 
be passed we have not sought to retain it in this bill. In the other 
case there seems for some reason to be a divided sentiment in the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming as to whether the legislation ought to be had, and 
it is a question that no one here seems to have investigated sufficiently 
to justify putting it in the shape of law. 

Mr. DAWES. Ido not know anything personally of this matter; 
but I received yesterday a telegram from-a gentleman a resident of 
that Territory who has resided there some time, a former resident of 
Massachusetts, whom I know to be a man of great intelligence and in- 
tegrity, and who knows as well as anyone man can the interests of the 
Territory, and he very strongly urges that this measure berejected. He 
is very much to the proposition contained in this clause of the 
House bill. He has identified himself and has for some time been a 
leading citizen of that Territory, and expects it to be his home for the 
future. Identified with its interests, he is very much opposed to this 
measure. 

Mr. BECK. I am not able to answer whether there is any political 
matter in this or not. The Senator from Iowa ht there was. My 
only information comes from the Delegate from the Territory [Mr. 
Post], who handed me the papers which I have submitted to the Senate 
Both he and a former Delegate and the lawyers of that Territory who 
understand their Territorial laws believe that the Legislature purport- 
ing to have been elected last fall was illegally elected and can not there- 
fore act as the Territorial Legislature. this is so, it ought to be rem- 
edied. The county of Carbon, to which my attention has been called, 
has no tation; a former Delegate from the Territory in the 
House, evidently a fair ses: te fe there is no representation from that 
county. Another county which is entitled to three members has only 
one. Ifthe elected can not meet because of illegality, the 
defect ought to be remedied. The House has remedied it; but the Sen- 
ate has stricken out the clause proposed by the House. I think it was 
a mistake to do that. I believe the clause ought to be allowed to re- 
main. 

I know personally the importance of very much legislation by that 
Territorial Legislature. Actual settlers are going in there with their 
families, many of them ‘of means, people of education. They 
want bridges over their rivers and streams, public highways, and many 
other things that the Legislature must provide for. If because of the 
illegality of the last election they are to be deprived of the right of 
baroga Legislature for two or three to come, there oe only 
bi e 


years 
sessions, it will be a great deprivation to those people. 
a protest comes to the Senator from Indiana on the ground of expense, 


it should be remembered that the expense is a very small matter com- 


pared to the benefits to be derived from it. 
about it. 

Mr. HARRISON. In referring to the legislation in this bill in ref- 
erence to Dakota I did it without more than glancing at it. I find 
the legislation contained in the bill was to enable the Territory to ap- 
portion their members of the council in single districts instead of as 
now two in a district, something that of course ought to be done, but 
it was obnoxious to thé rule of the Senate and went out of this bill. 
We did not retain it notwithstanding it is undoubtedly wise legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I understand this question—and the Senator 
from Kentucky can correct me if Iam mistaken—a Legislature of Wy- 
oming was elected at the last election and will be known as the Ninth 
Legislature. This provision in the bill legislates that Legislature out 
of office and provides that next year a new apportionment shall be 
made and a new Legislature elected which shall be the Ninth Legisla- 
ture. In view of the fact that there are serious difficulties in the way, 
and in view of the fact also that a very large number of the people of 
Wyoming, including the Delegate-elect, protest against this legislation 
and insist that the Legislature already elected is the proper Legislature 
of the Territory, it seems to me rather dangerous for us to interfere 
with the subject on an appropriation bill. If I am mistaken in my 
facts, the Senator from Kentucky can correct me. 

Mr. BECK. Iam advised that the reason for the House legislation 
is that while there were members elected to the Legislature last fall, 
that election was in fact illegal, null, and void by reason of the law re- 
quiring an apportionment to be made before an election could be had. 
If that is the case, nothing will come of the election. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator must see that the gentlemen who 
have been elected claim that the election was legal; and I think there 
is in the committee-room of the Committee on Appropriations now a 
telegram from one of the members elected to this islature to that 
effect. Weare undertaking here without a hearing and without full 
information of the facts to annul the election of last year and provide 
for an entirely new election next year. I do not think that ought to - 
be done in this summary manner. 

Mr. CALL. It seems, on the statement of the Delegate from Wyo- 
ming and the action of the House in the bill now before the Senate, 
that there has been an election in the Territory of Wyoming under an 
jie hang re law which has ceased by its terms to exist, and that that 
election has left a very large portion of the people of Wyoming unre; 
sented. The letter read by the Senator from Kentucky was from aRe- 
publican lawyer of eminence, as I understand, in the Territory of Wy- 
oming, a former Delegate; and I understand it to be very largely 
wish of the people of that Territory that there should be left no doubt 
as to the legality of the election of the Legislature that is to meet. The 
bill of the House simply proposes to add to that Legislature a represen- 
tation made upon an apportionment of the population so as to make it 
a full KIOTE 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not so understand the provision. It provides 
for the election of an entirely new Legislature and says that shall be 
the Ninth Legislature of the Territory of Wyoming. 

Mr. CALL. But only for the purpose of introducing the new rep- 
resentation of people who have not been represented in the apportion- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring inthe 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, striking out the words 
which have been read. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I desire to ask whether an amendment striking 
out the word ‘‘ ninth” would be in order. I shall make that motion 
if it is in order, because I do not like to pass here by my vote on the 
question of whether the existing Legislature is a legal islature or 
not, but I am in favor of making some provision for another 
ture upon a new apportionment, inasmuch as a doubt exists as to the le- 
gality of the present Legislature. If it is in order, Imake that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Which word ‘‘ninth ’’ does the Sena- 
tor from Delaware move to strike out? There are two words “‘ ninth.’ 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I move to strike it out in both cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware moves 
to amend the paragraph proposed to be stricken out by striking there- 
Rom ae word *‘ ninth,” occurring in two places, in line 1601 and in 

ine 1605, 

Mr. SAULSBURY. By adopting my amendment and retaining the 

clause we do not pass on the question of the legality of the existing 
islature, but make provision for the election of another Legislature 
under a new apportionment; and that is what I desire. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. CONGER. If the amendment should prevail and the Senate 
should insist upon striking out, then these two words would be leftin 
the bill, as I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the motion of the Senator from 
Delaware prevails those words will already have been stricken out. 
Then if the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole should be 


That is all I care to say ` 
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agreed to, all the rest of the words would be stricken out. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Senator from Delaware to strike out 
the word “‘ninth”’ in two different places. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The question ndw recurs on agree- 
ing to the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole to strike out 
the whole paragraph, on which the ycas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary called the roll, 

Mr. MANDERSON. My pair with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
JONES] has been tranfi to the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Mc- 


MILLAN]. 
The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 15; as follows: 
YEAS—33, 
Aldrich, Frye, Lapham, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Garland, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Blair, Gorman, Miller of N. V., Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Chace, Harrison, Morrill, Van Wyck, 
Co r, Hawley, Palmer, Wilson. 
Cullom, Jloar, Pike, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Platt, 
Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, 
NAYS—15. 
Bayard, Coke, Jackson, s 
Beck, Colquitt, Maxey, Walker, 
Brown, George, Saulsbury, Williams. 
Call, Hampton, Vanee, 
ADBSENT—23, 
Bowen, Farley, Kenna, Morgan, 
Butler, Gibson, Lamar, Pendleton, 
Camden, Groome, Logan Pugh, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, McMillan, Ransom, 
Cockrel), Hill, McPherson, Sabin, 
Dolph, Jonas, Mahone, Slater, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal. ~ Voorhees. 


So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 137, I ask that the footing may be corrected 
to c to an amendment agreed to by the Senate. -Before the 
word hundred I move to strike out six and insert eight;“ so 
as to read $51,821.80.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That correction will be made, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 769, I also wish to change the footing to cor- 
respond to the action of the Senate. Before the word hundred ” I 
move to strike out nine“ and insert ‘‘eight;’’ and before the word 
“dollars ’’ to strike out “‘ ninety ’’ and insert ten;“ so as to read 
888, 810.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This amendment will be agreed to, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I now ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment to increase the compensation of the superintendent of the docu- 
ment-room, Amzi Smith, named in the bill. In line 99, I wish to move to 
strike out 52,592“ and insert 53,000.“ I have already made some 
suggestions to the Senate in that behalf, and the matter was laid over 
on the request of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro eg The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be amended, in lines 99 and 100, by 
striking out 52,592“ and inserting ‘‘$3,000;”’ so as to read: 

Superintendent of the document-room (Amzi Smith), $3,000. 

Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. Amzi Smith is a very competent and worthy 
officer, but I think I shall be obliged to object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not hear the Senator 
from Iowa. Does the Senator from Iowa object? 

Mr, ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the amend- 
ment can not be received. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT. 
Mr. MAHONE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the ry votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 1609) to provide for the purchase of a 
site and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich., after full and 
free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Add as an addi- 
tional provision to said House amendment the following: “And provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed in any event to increase the 


cost of the site and building, including a: hes, when completed, beyond 
the sum of $900,000, as provided in this ection; and the House agree to the 
same, 

WM. MAHONE 

ANGUS CAMERON, 


. G. VEST, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


EDWARD BREITUNG, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 8 CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following joint reso- 
lutions; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 338) providing for printing additional copies 
of the sixth and seventh annual reports of the Director of the United 
States Geological Survey; . 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 339) providing ſor printing the sixth and 
seventh annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 340) providing for printing monograph 2 of 
the publications of the United States Geological Survey; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 342) to authorize the printing of 400,000 
copies of the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the 
year 1885. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 256) granting a pension to Mary A. Land; 

A bill . R. 891) granting a pension to Reuben J. Ebberman; 

A bill (H. R. 1219) granting a pension to Charles Hendrix; 

A bill (H. R. 1653) granting a pension to John R. Hurlburt; 

A bill (H. R. ee) granting a pension to Harriet Armstrong; 

A bill (H. R. 2398) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Anne W. 
Mulvey; 

A bill (H. 

A bill (II. 


R. 2538) granting a pension to Christiana Almier; 
R. 2540) granting a pension to Priscilla J. Small; 

A bill (H. R. 2627) granting a pension to Noah Caton; 

A bill (H. R. 3108) to protect fish in the Potomac River in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to provide a spawning-ground for shad and her- 
ring in said Potomac River; 

A bill (H. R. 3336) for the relief of Sherman C, Perry; 

A bill H. R. 3355) for the relief of Mary Mulholland; 

A bill (H. R. 3751) granting a pension to Francis Curran; 

A bill (H. R. 3994) granting a pension to William Strickland, 

A bill (H. R. 4263) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hood; 

R. 4869) for the relief of Morris Geld; 
R. 5123) granting a pension to Frederick Braunwald; 
R. 5374) granting a pension to Phillip Wiggins; 
5925) granting a pension to Margaret A. Berry; 
6287) for the relief of John H. Johnson; 
. 6596) granting a pension to John Hazelwood; 
R. 6798) granting a pension to Lloyd W. Hixon; 
R. ri granting a pension to Leonard King; 

nting a pension to George W. Eagles; 

‘or the relief of Harriet L. Stevens; 
granting a pension to Jeremiah P. Swatzell; 
to increase the pension of Jacob Wiener; 
for the relief of Sarah 2 Sa x 
granting a pension to mas D. Fitch; 
granting a pension to Joseph R. Dodds; and 
granting a pension to Emeline L. Fitch. 


COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tionof the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the 
trade-dollar. 

Tho motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] to strike ont section 5 
of the amendment reported by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CULLOM. | I ask the Senator from Vermont if he will not yield 
to me to take up a little bill. 

Mr. BECK. I desire the yeas and nays upon the motion to strike 


ut. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is hearing the Senator 
from Illinois on another request. 

Mr. BECK. I thought the bill was "p. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is up and the question is 

ding, pending which the Senator from Illinois rose to address the 
r. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
allow the bill to be 
bill 7659. 

Mr. BECK. I object before hearing the title of the bill. 
know what the bill is, but I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The 
order is called for. The pending g queson ison agreeing to the motion 
to strike out section 5 of the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Finance, on which the yeas and nays are demanded by the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr, BECK]. 

Mn SHERMAN. T believe upon tha 

Mr. Š ieve u or upon the di ues- 
tion, whatever it is, I have the floor. $ z ann 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill i 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (f. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. R. 6948 
A bill (II. 

‘A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (II. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


0 


Tappia! to the Senator from Vermont if he will not 
informally laid aside so that I may call up House 


I do not 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2185 


The PRESIDENT pro re. The Chair believes that the Senator 
from Ohio has the floor on ing question. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have that section read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section will be read which it is 
moved to strike ont. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In the amendment of the committee it is pro- 
posed to strike out section 5, which is in the following words: 


Sec. 5. That in case no such treaties as aforesaid shall have been made and 
ratified prior to August 1, 1886, then and thereafter so much of the act of Feb- 
ruary 28, 1878, entitled “An act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver 
dollar and to restore its legal-tender character,“ as authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase from time to time of silver bullion, at the 
market price thereof, not less than two million dollars’ worth per month nor 
more than four million dollars’ worth per month, and cause the same to be 
coined into such dollars monthly as fast as so purchased, shall be suspended. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to strike out the words which have been read, on which the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr, SHERMAN] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, it has been so long since this bill 
was before the Senate for consideration that no doubt the Senate have 
Jost much of their interest in it. The feeling has prevailed that it 
would be ineffective to press upon the attention of the Senate the im- 
portant questions involved in the silver coinage of the United States. 
Still if the Senator from Vermont thinks it is possible to pass any bill 
upon the subject at this session I desire to submit some remarks, but 
I do not wish to do so merely for the sake of making a speech. My 
views upon this question are pretty well understood, and I certainly 
have no desire to agitate the question unless it is the intention of the 
Senate to vote upon the bill. 

This is a House bill, which has been amended and greatly improved 
by the Senate Finance Committee, and as it now stands I should be 
willing to support the bill in the amended form. It presents only two 
questions, both of which are important from the amount involved and 
also from the principles involved. 

The first question is whether the trade-dollars should be redeemed at 
their par in gold. The second is whether the co of the standard sil- 
ver dollar should be discontinued in August, 1886. Upon these two ques- 
tions gt bee I wish to make my observations. On account of the lapse 
of time that has occurred I propose, in order to condense my remarks, 
to confine myself mainly to what I have written, although I shall be 
very willing at any time as I proceed to answer any question that may 
arise in the propre of my remarks. 

The House bill as it came to us is based upon the assumption that 
the United States is under a moral obligation to receive and redeem 
without erop or limitation all the trade-dollars issued under the 
coinage act of Fébruary 12, 1873. 

I am convinced that no such obligation exists on the part of the United 
States; that the trade-dollar was coined for dealers in silver bullion at 
their expense, for their benefit, to enable them to secure a better market 
for their bullion by putting it in convenient form for exportation; that 
the only obligation assumed by the United States was to guarantee that 
each dollar issued contained 420 grains of standard silver; that the lim- 
ited legal-tender quality given to these coins was repealed before they 
were in circulation in nited States, and that, with few exceptions, 
those now in the hands of the people were coined after they ceased to 
be a legal tender, and when they were what their name denotes, silver 
bullion in convenient form, for which the United States was no more 
liable than for the silver bars issued from the mints and assay-offices 
of the United States, and that these dollars in the hands of the holders 
should be taken only at their market bullion value, or be exported ac- 
cording to the object of their origi 

Mr. MITCHELL, Will the Ratatat at that point allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; if it will not tend to prolong my remarks, 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator states that these coins were not in 
circulation in the United States prior to the passage of the joint reso- 
lution of 1876. Is it not a fact that they were in circulation before that 
time, at the close of the year 1875, on the Pacific coast, and that the 
Senator, while he was Secretary of the Treasury, so stated in a letter 
which was communicated to the public? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Undoubtedly they were in circulation to a limited 
extent, but to a very limited extent, indeed; and I shall show hereafter 
the reason why they were not in circulation. 

As the various petitions to Congress asking for the redemption of the 
trade-dollar at its nominal par in gold indicate a strong and no dou 
sincere opinion that the United States is bound in honor to so redeem 
these coins, and some of these petitions charge the Government with 
fraud and repudiation for its neglect to do so, I deem it proper to more 
fully state the grounds of my opinion that neither honor nor public policy 
require or would justify Congress in giving tosilver bullion in the form 
of trade-dollars any preference, advantage, or value over other forms of 
silver bullion daily purchased at its market value. 

The coinage of this dollar was authorized by the coinage act of Feb- 
ruary 12, 1873, in words as follows: 

That any owner of silver bullion may deposit the same at any mint to be 
formed into bars or into dollars of the weight of 8 twenty grains 


t , designated in this act as trade-dollars, and the charges for con- 
8 standard silver into trade-dollars è shall be fixed from time to 


enn by So Director [cE the Bini, wiih (ha Gonoutionen of She Beiesinry « 
„o as to equal, not exceed, indgmens, ual aver- 
Tater Jabor, 


of the 


age cost to each mint and assay-office of the 
machinery employed in each of the cases aforementi . 

As its name indicates, the purpose of this coin was for trade, not for 
circulation, though by classifying it with othersilver coins the law made 
it a legal tender to the amount of $5 in any one payment. 

At the time of the of the act the actual value of this dollar, 
including the charge of 1} cents for coinage, was a little more than $1.04 
in gold, or $1.18 in United States notes. 

Under such circumstances there could be no object for the owner to 
put the coins into circulation, and consequently they were exported 
mostly to China, where, from lack of a circulating medium, these pieces, 
convenient in size, and bearing the guarantee of a great Government 
as to their weight and fineness, obtained an extensive circulation, and 
created a market for the silver of the Pacific States, as intended by the 
act. 
After a few months, however, an unforeseen depreciation in the value 
of silver bullion occurred, and in the early part of 1876 this deprecia- 
tion reached such a point that one dollar in gold would purchase more 
than the necessary amount of silver for a trade-dollar and pay for its 
coinage. 

Under such conditions dealers in bullion found a profit in putting 
trade-dollars into circulation at par in the Pacific States, where the cur- 
rency was upon a gold basis, but the coin being a legal tender for only 
$5, its circulation was necessarily limited in amount as well as re- 
stricted in locality. 

The people of the Pacific States, however, objected to its use at all 
for circulation, and the attention of Congress having been called to the 
matter, on the 8th of May, 1876, Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDALL, of Penn- 
sylvania, introduced into the House a bill the third section of which 
repealed the legal-tender quality of these coins. 

On the 10th of June following, Hon. S. S. Cox, of New York, reported 
the measure to the House, arging its adoption. 

No objection was raised, and it became a law July 22, 1876, without 
modification or an opposing voice or vote in either House, and is as 
follows: 

That the trade-dollar shall not hereafter be a legal tender; and the Se 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized to limit from time to time the coinage 


thereof to such an amount as he may deem sufficient to meet the export demand 
for the same. 


Mr. President, remember that up to this date the people of the United 
States east of the Nevada range had taken no interest in the trade-dol? 
lar. It was the people of the Pacific States who demanded the coi 
of the trade-dollur to enable them to convert their silver bullion into 
convenient form for exportation. When a few of these coins were issu 
and circulated among the people of the Pacific coast they remonstra 
against that, and it was upon their remonstrance that a bill was in 
duced by Mr. RANDALL in the House and finally passed taking a 
from the trade-dollar all quality whatever as money, leaving it to 
where the law made it, a trade-dollar, to be coined for the benefit of 
merchants or the owners of bullion and to be transported to China 
the Chinese trade. 

Up to that time probably no single citizen east of the Nevada 


wastage, and use of 


had the slightest interest in or care for the trade-dollar, for the si 
reason that up to the time when the legal-tender quality was 


away from it it was worth from 10 to 15 per cent. more the 
rency of the United States, and therefore it would not circulate 
What I said at the beginning is absolutely true as aaa up to th 
time of the taking away of the legal-tender quality of the 
there were none in circulation east of the mountains. All that 
circulated east of the mountains and all that were coined after the 
of July, 1876, were made at a time when the trade-dollars were 
received by the Government, were not paid by the Government, 
were not practically a 1 tender to the extent of a single farthing. ` 

Mr. McPHERSON. ould it interfere with the Senator to answer 
a question? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no. 

Mr..McPHERSON. I do not wish to interfere with the continuity 
“oe Senator’s remarks, but there is one question which suggests it- 


Mr. SHERMAN. It does not interfere, except that it tends to the 
prolongation of the few remarks I proposed to submit. i 

Mr. MCPHERSON. There is one question which suggests itself to 
me right here. The Senator admits that Con had peel eun en 
viding for the coinage of the trade-dollars and making them coins of the 
United States; that from 1873 to 1876 they were coins of the United 
States and a legal tender. I wish to ask the Senator if he thinks it was 
honorable on the part of a great Government to take away the legal- 
tender quality of the trade-dollars without providing for their retire- 
ment at the time of the of the law of 1876. 


Mr. SHERMAN. To have talked about the retirement of the trade- 
dollar at that time would have been simple folly. At the time the 
legal-tender quality was taken away from it the trade-dollar was worth’ 
13 cents more than any dollar of the money of the United States then in 
circulation. Perhaps it would have been better if Mr. RANDALL had 
provided in his measure that the holder of the trade-dollar might con- 
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vert it into a greenback, but that would have been simply a ludicrous 


and ridiculous tion which would have been rejected with scorn, 
because the trade-dollar was then worth 13 cents more than the paper 
dollar. 


Mr. McPHERSON. But I submit to the Senator that if the green- 
back currency or national-bank currency, or any of the paper money of 
the United States, was worth less than gold at that time, that is no 
reason at all for the Government commencing the coinage of a mone- 
tary metal, and then in the end demonetizing it or robbing it of all its 
value as a circulating medium. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. -On and after the 22d of July, 1876, it would have 
been folly to call the trade-dollar money. It was money neither by 
law nor by custom. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Did the Government continue to coin it? 

Mr.SHERMAN. Iam afraid I shall never get through if my friend 
continues to interrupt me. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I wish to make my meaning plain, and I hope 
the Senator will bear with me. After the passage of the joint resolu- 
tion of 1876, which only robbed the trade-dollar of its legal-tender 
value and still left it a coin of the United States, the Senator 8 it 
had no value at all, and that people should not have received it. What 
notice did you give to the people? Take the coin and the law, com- 
pare the two things together, and show me how any man in this coun- 
try would know from either the coin or the law that it was not a legal- 
tender coin of the United States to the extent of $5. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator propounds quite a number of ques- 
tions. What notice did we give the people? We gave them the notice 
of the law. What notice can Co give to the people except in the 
law plainly written? Under the law as it stood after the 22d of July, 
1876, the trade-dollars ceased to be a legal tender. They were only 
issued upon the demand of the holders of bullion, who brought their 
bullion to the mint, and at their cost, for their benefit, without any 

rofit to the Government of the United States, those trade-dollars were 

under a law which expressly made them the private property 

of the individual depositor, and under a law too which took away from 
them the temporary quality they had had of being a legal tender. 

Mr. McPHERSON. As to those issued prior to 1876? 

Nr. SHERMAN. As to those issued after that time the law gave 
notice, and pt those which have been brought back from China— 
there may be a few exceptions here and there—all that were issued 
after the day of July, 1876, were issued simply upon bullion owned 
by private parties. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Ifthe Senator will bear with me a moment more, 
the Director of the Mintin his in 1879 reports that of the number 
of trade-dollars issued up to that time, something like fifteen million 
in amount, about twelve million had been exported, showing plainly 
and clearly that under that issue three million werein circulation among 
the people of the country. The people certainly were deceived as to 
the three million that had not been exported. As to the twelve million 
of which the Senator speaks as being designed expressly for export, they 
were designed no more for export than the three million which remained 
in the country. What matters it, let me ask the Senator, as to the is- 
sue prior to 1876, if every one of them had been exported and returned 
to the country the next day, or the next week, or the next month, they 


were coins of the United States of a legal-tender value, and for the 
Government to diate them seems to me to be very strange. 
Mr. SHER: The only objection I have to an interruption, be- 


cause I am a very patient man and I can take it very leisurely and it 
does not disturb me, is that it 1 the discussion and scat- 
t, as 


ters my ment instead of confining wish to confine it, to as 
brief a 8 
Mr. McP N. If the Senator will make that thing plain, I 


shall not interrupt him 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not object to the interruption, and I intended 
to go on and state the points to which the Senator has called my at- 
tention. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I hope the Senator will make that thing plain. 
If he will do that, I shall certainly not interrupt him again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make a marked distinction between the trade- 
dollars issued before the 22d of July, 1876, and those issued afterward. 
Before the 22d of July, 1876, they were a nominal tender, and 
the Government had pledged its faith to receive them to the extent of 
$5 in a ps payment, and that was all; but after that time the Gov- 
ernment of the United States did not undertake to do anything with 
them except to issue them to the holders of bullion who brought their 
bullion to the mint and to give them back in trade-dollars the identi- 
cal silver that they brought to the mint, unless they preferred or were 
in a hurry to get an advance payment, when they would be paid out 
of the trade-dollars on hand. 

The fact must not be forgotten that the Government of the United 
States never received the trade-dollar into its T ; it never paid 
out a trade-dollar from its Treasury after the act of July 22, 1876; it 
never put these dollars in circulation except as it coined them for the 
benefit of the holders of silver bullion. is day any citizen of the 
United States has a right to go to the mint and have his gold coined 
and have the identical bullion put into coin without cost and receive 


it; and also any citizen I believe (it used to be the law and I think it 
is so yet) may go to the mint and get any coin of the United States in 
order to preserve it in a collection, merely by paying its actual cost. 

I have here a table which is familiar to all Senators of the amount of 
coinage of the trade-dollar before the legal-tender quality was taken 
away and afterward. These coins were issued as follows: 

During the fiscal year ending June 50— 


It will be seen by this table that the total amount of trade-dollars 


issued prior to the passage of the law of July 22, 1876, was a little over 
15,000,000, and it can be safely asserted that these, with the exception 
of a small number in circulation on the Pacific coast and a few held as 
curiosities at a time when coin was not in circulation, had been exported 
to foreign countries. If they are now in the United States they must 
have been imported since. A Senator stated that 80, 000 trade-dollars, 
issued while they were a legal tender, were in the hands of a banker in 
New York. Ifso he probably imported them since July, 1876. More 
than 20,000,000 have been coined since, without any pretense whatever 
that it was a legal-tender coin of the United States for any amount, or 
that it bore the sanction or credit of the United States, except the guar- 
antee that it contained 420 grains of standard silver, issued under a law 
which confined it to an amount sufficient to meet the export demand for 
silver. In this respectit was regarded by the law and the mint precisely 
like silver bars, as to which no pretense is made that the United States 
is bound, except only as to their weight and fineness; but substantially 
the whole of the trade-dollars now in circulation in the United States 
are part of the $20,000,000 issued since the legal-tender quality was 
taken away from them. 

Owing to the Ra Fa Trae of the paper currency, however, in the 
fall of 1877, the e-dollar became of less value than the paper dollar, 
and in December of that year a large number of them were put into cir- 
culation, at their face value, at a profit to the owners of the bullion. 

Apprehensive of such misuse of the coins, on the 15th of October in 
that year the Secretary of the Treasury ordered the discontinuance of 
their coinage at the mint at Philadelphia, and four days later at the 
other mints. à 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What year was that? 

Mr. SHERMAN. In October, 1877. At that time they first com- 
menced appearing in our circulation, because under the policy then 
adopted the notes of the United States were rapidly a in 
value, The notes soon rose above the market value of the trade-dol- 
lars, and a year or more after the legal-tender quality of the trade-dol- 
lars had been taken away dealers and people, who could make a little 
money by getting the trade-dollars or taking bullion to the mint and 
having it coined into trade-dollars, began to issue the trade-dollars 
because they could make a little by doing it, the paper money 
e country having advanced above the market value of the trade - 

Then they commenced circulating in our country. It was for the 
purpose of profit that the owners of silver bullion then rushed their 
silver into mints and had it converted into trade-dollars, and issued 
those trade-dollars, and the people took them, although there was no 
law which justified their being passed as current money. They were 
issued because they were cheaper to the bullion dealer than the 8 
money of the United States they could pass them off on a par with the 
paper money of the United States, and thus make a profit. There was 
the commencement of this trouble. 

Appreciating that, the Secretary of the Treasury, in October, 1877, 
under the law which I have already read, stopped the coinage of them; 
but in the few months from the 1st of July, 1877, to the 20th of Octo- 
ber, 1877, when the then Secre of the discontinued the 

there had been issued $11,378,010 in those three or four 

mon in order to make the difference between the market value of 

the trade-dollar and the current value of the United States notes. The 

was then stopped. Since that time no trade-dollars have been 

issued except occasionally as keepsakes or as curiosities, &c.; for under 

the law now anybody can go to the mint and get any of the coins of 
the United States in that way. 

This is the history of the trade-dollar. I must confess my desire to 
oblige the many people who hold these trade-dollars; I appreciate their 
feelings; I know they are hearing me now; I sympathize with them in 
their loss; but I say, in spite of all that, they have no more right to 
complain of us or to call upon the Government to repair their losses in 
a fai tion than they would if they had invested their money 
in wheat, or corn, or barley, or rice. To all the world except so far as 
the United States were concerned after the 22d of July, 1876, the silver 
in the trade-dollars was bullion, and if it fell in market value it was 
like other silver bullion mined by the miner, or held by oN else, 
and it t to have been so treated. The Government of the United 
States no part or lot in this matter after the 15th of October, 1877. 


Sometimes tables are misleading, as was shown in the case of even 
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my friend from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD],who is usually so very accu- 
rate in his remarks. In his remarks on this bill I agree, except that 
he made a mistake in the date; he supposed that this coinage was con- 
tinued until 1878. It was continued into the fiscal year 1878, because 
the fiscal year 1878 commenced on the Ist of July, 1877; but the coin- 
age of the trade-dollar was discontinued on the 20th of October, 1877, 
in Philadelphia, and three or four days afterward in California, as soon 
as by course of mail the order to discontinue might reach the mint at 
San Francisco. 

In the use of the trade-dollars as money the United States has never 
had any interest or derived any profit. For the expense of their coin- 
age the owner of the bullion reimbursed the Government, and this 
ended the connection of the Government with the transaction. At no 
time and on noaccount have they ever been received or paid out by the 
Treasury, and it is a cause of regret that so many of our people should 
have accepted them at more than their bullion value, thus enabling 
their owners to put them into circulation at a considerable profit. 

The coinage act does not authorize their receipt or payment. The 
Government has uniformly treated them əs bullion put in convenient 
form for the use of private parties. It has had no agency in their issue 
except tostamp them of legal weight and fineness. There is no equita- 
ble ground upon which the Government could be held to pay them, to 
redeem them, or to receive them except as four hundred and twenty 
grains of standard silver. Their market value has been ascertained 
and stated by the Director of the Mint from time to time. They are 
purchased at the mint as other silver bullion at current market rates. 

This, so far as I am concerned, would end my argument on the silver 
question, but I know that a great many plausible arguments have been 
introduced. It is said that the credit of the Government is involved. 
I am sure if I thought so I would rather spend $5,000,000 than to vote 
to tarnish it in theslightest degree. But where is the credit of the Gov- 
ernment involved? Where has the Government after the act of July 
22, 1876, promised to pay the trade-dollars in anything? Indeed the 
law was plain and known to everybody. It was published all over the 
world. These dollars circulated around among the people, al 
they were tarnished and fell sometimes more or less below the par line. 
Then they got in large masses into the hands of persons who received 
them as an inducement for trade and held them as bullion, believing 
either that they could be passed off by being exported or that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States would redeem them. 

Sir, [havemyself seen, as you haveseen, published in the newspapers 
**trade-dollars received at par. Why was that done? It was because 
legally they had fallen below par. They were bullion, they were not 
at par, and as inducement to trade, especially by the butchers, by the 
grocerymen, and by the various retail dealers of the country, they were 
invited in as an inducement for trade, and probably a little extra price 
was put on thearticlesold. That would be the natural order of things. 

Bullion dealers bought them as silver bullion. They were always 
worth a little more than their weight in other silver, because there was 
an indefinite idea that the Government would redeem them; but from 
1876 to 1882, a period of six years, there was no demand made upon the 
Government of the United States to redeem the trade-dollars, although 
during all that time they were more or less falling in value. But when 


they had become by the refusal of the banks to receive them 
and they were then ht up in masses and held, this demand 
was made upon us for their mpti 


ption. 

I do not speak about our being bound to redeem them in clear law, 
because there is no pretense that there is any legal obligation to redeem 
them; but if we are bound in honor to redeem them, if we have deceived 


our e, if we have misled them, or if the Government had ever said 
anything in the world that would indicate that it was bound to pay the 
trade · do in gold coin or in its equivalent, I should vote to pay them 


if it took the last dollar in the crib. But there was no such obligation 
made; it is all inferential. If you choose to pay $5,000,000 to redeem 
the trade-dollars, well and good; it will make good some bad bargains 
of bullion dealers; that is about all there is of it. 

There were 35,000,000 trade-dollars issued. They are worth now 
about 85 cents on the dollar, although one very intelligent and able 

tleman, whom I very highly, tells me he thinks they are not 
worth that much now in market value. I assume that they are worth 
about 85 cents on the dollar as bullion. The Government has taken 
them as bullion. We have bought some of them as bullion, just like 
any other bullion. Ever since the of the law of 1878, in the 
pecas of silver which have been made in the last six years we have 
ight more or less of these trade-dollars as bullion. e have fixed 
their price. The Director of the mint has from time to time fixed their 
market value and announced it, and they are taken as bullion. 

If the holders of the trade-dollars wish, they can now turn every one 
of them into the Treasury at the bullion value fixed every month by 
public advertisement, I may say; that is, at the lowest bid every week 
for the purchase of bullion to be coined into money. There is no dif- 
ficulty now in the holder of bullion converting this form of bullion into 
money, and that will stop the interest. Some of these gentlemen say 
they have held this bullion so long that they have lost more in interest 
than the difference between the market value and the nominal value. 
That is their fault. The Government was willing to buy trade-dollars 


at the bullion price always. Still I say if there could be shown any 
moral obligation because of any false inducement made by the Govern- 
ment or even by the officers of the Government I should not hesitate 
at all to make good their losses. But there is none, sir. 

My desire is, if possible, to avoid any controversy with any holder 
of anything bearing the impress of the eagle of the United States, but 
I have come to the conclusion that there is no moral obligation on the 
part of the United States to buy this bullion at any other price than is 
paid for that of the miner. Why should we? 

It is admitted on all hands that three-fourths, yes, four-fifths (I think 
the Senator from Kentucky has insisted, and most of those who believe 
that this measure ought to paas have insisted, that four-fifths) of these 
trade-dollars are in foreign lands, and yet it is proposed to pay $1 in 
gold, I may say, or the equivalent of gold, for 420. grains of silver in 
the hands of the Chinese and the Japanese and the other foreign nations 
which hold these coins and in the hands of our own bullion brokers, 
while we will only pay $1 for 485 grains in the hands of the hardy 
miner who digs this precious metal from the bowels of the earth. 

In other words, we discriminate against our own miners, our own 
citizens, our own workmen, and give a higher price for bullion in the 
hands of the money-dealers here and in foreign lands. It is true the 
Senator from Kentucky seeks to obviate that, and to the extent he goes 
Lam willing to vote with him, by providing that wherever the Chinese 
have stamped the trade-dollar with their own insignia in order to give 
it additional credit there it shall not be redeemed. Al I do not 
see any reason in morals why if one ought to be redeemed the other 
ought not to be redeemed, yet, as I am opposed to the redemption of 
any, I am inclined to vote for the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, because that will lessen the number tobe redeemed. He seems 
to think that many of these coins have gone into the melting-pots or 
have been stamped by Chinese characters, and that where they are so 
marked we can avoid the redemption of them; but in morals, if we are 
bound to redeem any one of them, we are bound to redeem them all, 
those in the hands of the Chinese as well as those in the hands of Amer- 


icans. 

There is another ridiculous feature about thismeasure. I think my 
friend from New Jersey was guilty of the solecism of suggesting that 
we do not propose to pay them in gold, but we propose to them in 
the standard silver dollar of 412} grains. So say some of gentle- 
men, We will not redeem them in gold, but we will give you another 
dollar which contains 412} grains.“ If that was all the value in the 
standard dollar of 412} grains you could not get the Chinaman or any- 
body else to exchange 420 grains for 412} grains. Such a bargain as that 
would all be on one side; it would be laughed at as frivolous and ridi- 
culous. But we know very well that the coin of 412) grains of standard 
silver means more than 412} grains of silver; it means a dollar in gold, 
unless we intend to go back to the silver standard in this country. 
Four hundred and twelve and one-half grains of silver are worth about 
84 cents in gold. It would be no favor to the holdersof the trade-dollar 
to pay them 412} grains for 420 grains, but it is because that standard 
dollar has an artificial value growing out of the fact that we maintain 
it at par with gold, that we receive it for all purposes, that we prac- 
tically make it a legal tender, the equivalent of gold; it is because that 
standard dollar represents not only 412} grains of silver, but it repre- 
sents the promise and faith of the United States to make it as good as 
gold. Then the proposition to convert the 420 grains of silver in one 

into 412} grains in the other becomes a very different proposition. 
It involves the solecism of saying, ‘‘Oh, well, we will only give 
them 412} for 420,’’ when we give them in addition to the 412} 
a promise of the United States to make it good, because the 412}-grain 
dollar is a legal tender, receivable for all public dues. 

Mr. President, I would not care so much about this bill, nor would 
I have detained the Senate to make a speech upon it, if the trade-dollar 
were all there was init. If Senators choose to give anywhere ranging 
from one and a half million dollars to five million three hundred thou- 
sand dollars to the holders of the trade-dollars, well and good; the Gov- 
ernment can stand it; it will not break us up. 

It is thought, and by my friend from New Jersey especially, that 
nearly all these dollars are circled around Philadelphia. That is the 

lace of a great many good things, and nearly all the trade-dollars, I 

lieve, now have in the course of commerce probably come within a 
radius of one hundred and fifty or two hundred miles of Philadelphia 
and New York, taking them together. They are held there as bullion 
in large masses, and I have no doubt that Senators representing those 
communities are very sensitive now about the honor and good faith of 
the United States, but I think they are far more sensitive to the inter- 
ests of the constitutents they represent, I do not blame them at all. 
If the Senate chooses under all the circumstances to redeem the trade- 
dollars, well and ; it is only a matter of dollars and cents. 

If the bill as the House sent it to us I would not vote for it, 
but as ay now amended on the motion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON ] it contains a proposition of infinitely greater importance than 
all this dispute about the trade-dollar; that is, it declares that after the 
Ist of August, 1886, the standard silver dollar shall no longer be coined. 


Mr. MITCHELL, Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him be- 
fore he passes from the consideration of the other question? 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The Senator stated that this coin is largely held 
in and about Philadelphia, and in that connection he stated that it is 
held as bullion. Is the Senator not informed of the fact that a very 
careful inquiry was made in respect to the holding of this coin in Penn- 
sylvania since the subject has been under consideration and while it 
was under consideration in the House of Representatives, and that as 
the result of that inquiry it was found from the returns from bankers 
and business men and people at large in P. Ivania that of $2,500,- 
000 held in that State less than $100,000 had been taken at less than 
their face value? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave seen in the Philadelphia papers which have 
been sent to me that they were taken atpar nominally, and some of the 

t dealers there advertised that they would take them at parasan 
inducement to trade. In that way they were taken at par; but the 
bullion dealers never dealt with them at par. They never bought them 
at par. The market men and the clothing men and barbers and the 
liquor-sellers and a great many other classes of people took them as an 
inducement for business. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If the Senator will allow me I will inform him 
of the fact, at least as I understand it, that before the trade-dollar came 
into the hands of these dealers so largely as they may now be in their 
hands, this inquiry was made by actual communication, by letter, with 

ms who hold that poin panion all over the State of Pennsylvania, 
in almost every county, I think, and that the computation was made 
from the facts as stated in those letters by a memher of the House of 
Representatives, who himself made the inquiry. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Well, I have said all I care to say about the trade- 
dollar. 

All business transactions in the United States, both foreign and do- 
mestic, are now based upon the gold dollar, weighing 25.8 grains of 
standard gold. : 

The silver dollar, worth in market value .859 in gold, is maintained 
at par in gold by a limit to its issue, and its receipt into the Treasury 
for all debts, yoni and private. The market value of silver bullion 
has been slowly and steadily declining since the of the act pro- 
viding for the coinage of the standard dollar. No serious effect has 
thus far been caused by the widening difference between the two stand- 
ards of value, but it is manifest that if the result of this difference 
should lead to the large exportation and hoarding of gold, the sole 
standard of value would in time be based upon the market value of 
the silver bullion in the standard dollar. y the occasional ex- 

of gold is one of the causes of financial strin; By a 
law as immutable as fate, the gold dollar, demonetized, would then be 
quoted at a premium, and all current business transactions would be 
based upon a silver standard alone. 

What would be the effect of this? The immediate effect would be a 


contraction of the currency so and abrupt as to extend its shock 
to every village in the country. Id is now held here in such vast 
seus thes it might not at once be exported, but it would be hoarded 


and sold only ata premium, while the volumeof silver and paper money 
redeemable in silver being insufficient to meet the current wants of 
business would be used for the payment of all labor, but its purchasing 
power would gradually decline until it reached the level of its market 
value measured by gold—illustrated by what occurred in 187779. 
This d ted currency would then take the place of the hoarded 
gold gold certificates, and yet be insufficient for the wants of busi- 


ness, 

We would then have a monometallie currency composed of silver alone 
as the standard of value of United States notes and bank notes, and 
another standard of value. Gold coin and certificates based upon such 
coin would be quoted ata premium. The laborer will receive his hire 
in the depreciated coin. e capitalist would stipulate for gold. All 
Yoreign commerce would be based upon gold. The pound sterling would 
be quoted at $5.56 instead of 54. 84. All domestic exchanges would 
vary according to the kind of coin used in payment. In regions where 
the silver dollar is so greatly favored by popular opinion they would be 
paid in such dollars and be cheated in the p power of their 
dollar. The mysteries of ex: which have been the basis of nearly 
all the financial fallacies of d will lead them to sell their pro- 
ductions at ‘gold prices and buy their supplies at silver prices, and the 
bankers and brokers—the middlemen, who can see ata glance the 
chance of a profit—will make the difference. Then after the injury is 
done we have an outcry for the redemption of the standard d 
in gold just as we now have for the redemption of the trade-dollars. 

nd that cry will be just and right. The standard dollar, unlike the 
trade-dollar, was issued by the United States to maintain the bimetallic 
pun, at the profit of the United States as thecoequal of gold coin, to 
de received and paid in all respects and for all purposes like gold coin. 
If it isissued in excess of the demand, or for any reason falls below its co- 
equal standard, then the United States are bound in honor as well as 
policy to redeem it or put ah silver in it to moke it equal in the 
market to gold coin. Now the silver dollar represents 85 cents in actual 
value and 15 cents in faith that the United States will not allow it to 
fall below the gold coin. If that faith is doubted, the silver dollar will 
decline. If that faith is broken, then it will fall to 85 cents, and we will 
have two metallic standards, 


I assume that in any event the Government of the United States 
would not willingly debase the standard of value upon which all con- 
tracts made since 1837 have been based. This unquestionably has been 
the gold dollar, the unit of value, which though for a time not in actual 
circulation, yet has always since been the nominal basis of silver and 
minor coins, and of all forms of paper money as well as of all contracts 
between private citizens. To take advantage of the fall in the value 
of silver bullion and base our contracts upon silver alone would be to 
reduce the commereial value ofour dollar compared with the coin of other 
nations, derange the purchasing power of all annuities and of all bonds 
and securities, and enormously contract the currency by converting 
gold and gold certificates into articles of merchandise instead of active 

ts in commercial exchanges, and, whether designed or not, to bring 
dishonor upon the public credit and public securities. 

The changing relations between gold and silver have continued for 
near four hundred years—since the discovery of America. During all 
that time, with slight pulsations, silver has steadily declined. Na 
have many times changed the coinage ratio between the two metals. 
It is a matter of reproach that despotic governments have taken advan- 
tage of this change to reduce the standard of value in order to supply 
the extravagance of the court and waste of war, but it is hardly to be 
supposed that the United States, a free Government, founded upon the 
consent of the people, and desiring only to do equal and exact justice 
to all, would resort to an expedient so damaging to its own credit and 
so injurious alike to the laborer and the holder of property. 

It is the true interest of all classes and all industries to maintain a 
circulation of both of the precious metals. The aggregate of both is 
necessary to form the basis of money, but it must be coined acoording 
to their respective market value, as near as may be. The miner sells 
his bullion according to its market value, and the Government should 
coin it according to the same value. To purchase it at market value 
and coin it at a fictitious value, known to be above its real value, with 
a view to make a profit on coinage, would seem to be bad alike in 
morals and in public policy. To debase the coinage, or to aes 3 the 
cheaper metal merely to make profit to the Treasury, can not be de- 
fended. The silver coin, in order to be freely taken, exported, or dealt 
in, must have the full, equal market value possessed by the gold coin. 
This alone constitutes bimetallic money. Any departure from this 
rule fills the market with cheaper money and drives out the better 
money. It is believed that thedemonetization of either of the precious 
metals would be a wide-reaching calamity, extending to all quarters of 
the.globe. 

If there is any pressing question pending in our politics it is this 
question of making our standards of coin equal to each other sccord- 
ing to their market value. This can only be done either— 

irst, by an international agreement with other nations to maintain 
a free corna? of silver at >a fixed e 5 a 3 1 

Second, by sus g the coinage of silver until it is deman: y 
the wants of pei sity or 

Third, by the 75 aa of an American bimetallic policy of the free 

of silver and gold according to their market value. 

The Committee on Finance does not seem inclined to meet this broad 
economic problem, though, in my judgment, it is wise at this moment 
not only to suspend the coinage of the silver dollar, but boldly to pro- 
claim the purpose of the United States to maintain bimetallic m S 
even if it stands alone in that position among the nations of the 
As the chief producer of both gold and silver we are better able to estab- 
lish this new policy than any other country. France did it in 1795 and, 
with the aid of the Latin nations, preserved the equilibrium upon a 
given ratio of silver and gold for two generations. The same policy 
adopted now will, I confidently believe, secure steadiness in the relative 
market value of these two metals for a long period of time. 

If any slight change occurs, the ee ee Ye will be re- 
tained here and the metal too cheaply valued will be exported. Slight 
mutations in this exportation between the two metals may from time 
to time exist with no material injury, but the substantial converti- 
bility of one into the other in all multiplied business of our coun- 
try and the uniform steadiness of our paper money based upon both 
metals, including certificates based upon the deposit of both gold and 
silver, will secure us a currency of uniform value and steadiness, both 
of coin and paper, greatly superior to that enjoyed by any other nation 
in the world. 

But the policy I have indicated is, perhaps, at this time in advance 
of the sentiment of the country and of Congress, and, therefore, I do 
not seek to press it now, but am content to deal with such propositions 
as will give us some safeguard against what I as Sis gna 
threatened evil, that of the demonetization or hoarding and exporting 
of gold. 

I do not have much faith, and never had, that we could negotiate for 
an international ratio, for the first step in such a negotiation with the 
Latin nations would be to stipulate for the old ratio of 154 to 1. With- 
out the concurrence of Great Britain such a ratio could not be obtained, 
and I have no hope of such a concurrence, nor do I believe such a ratio 
is wise or could long be maintained. What we want now is to give to 
our own le assurance and confidence that we intend to mafntal 


our silver and gold coins as equal and convertible standard that a dol- 
lar of one shal) be equal toa dollar of the other. 


In the absence of 
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such an assurance, and in view of the enormous accumulations of silver 
coin in the Treasury and the evident disposition to select silver coin 
and silver certificates for payment to the Treasury, there is danger that 
a continued coinage of the silver dollar may precipitate its decline in 
market value. 

To check this tendency the Finance Committee propose by the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] to renew ne- 
gotiations with the Latin Union and with other foreign powers to 
secure such co-operation as will enable these nations to open their re- 
spective mints to the free coinage of silver at an ratio, and it 
provides that in case such treaties can not be concluded prior to Au- 
gust 1, 1886, then the coinage of the silver dollar of the United States 
shall be suspended. This important amendment will, in my judgment, 
arrest the tendency of the depreciation of the silver dollar by giving as- 
surance that withina limited time the threatened danger will beaverted. 
With this amendment I should vote for the bill, though it involves the 
payment of the trade-dollar, a measure of preference of one form of sil- 
ver bullion to which it is not entitled. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I had 
Colorado [Mr. HILL) would-reply to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], and I shall detain him but a few moments. 

I am prepared to stand on the me I made the other day, but 
since the Senator from Ohio, who himself been a distinguished 
Secretary of the Treasury, has reasserted with great emphasis that we 
are under no sort of obligation to retire the trade-dollar, that no one 
was misled by it, that no one has the trade-dollors except speculators 
and men who obtained them at less than par, and who want to substi- 
tute standard silver dollars for them, I desire to read what Hon. 
Charles J. Folger, late Secretary of the Treasury, in his report to Con- 
gress on the 3d day of December, 1883, said in regard to this matter, 
and there I will leave it between the two Secretaries, both distinguished 
representatives of the party that I differ with in many things: Mr. 
Folger said: 


that the Senator from 


of 1873, un er which the coi these words: 
coins of the United States be a tra jollar; a half-dollar, or fifty-cent 
iece; a quarter-dollar, or twenty-five-cent piece; a dime, or ten-cent piece. 
e act further declares that the relative proportion of pure metal and alloy in 
the trade-dollar, and the devices and legends upon it, shall be the same as those 
of the other coins of the United States. 3 That act, and a later one of 1877, made 
it a crime to counterfeit any of our coins, and, as the trade-dollar was declared 
to be a coin, made it a crime to counterfeit it. 

The act of 1873 made the silver coins of the United States, and hence the trade- 
dollars, a legal tender at their nominal value for any amount not over $5, Thus 
the reading ofthe laws taught the people that the trade- dollar was a coin of their 
sovereignty, and for the redem n of which, at an unabated value, their Gov- 
ernment was bound, The real ve pur is to be blindly sought for in 
tradition or in the record of Congressional discussion, and is indicated in the 
joint resolution of 1876, which took away from this coin ‘the legal-tender quality 
of it, and held down the co of it to the call for it forexportation. It is plain 
that beh tree fh ponpa, anal finding this coin afloat in the channels of business styled a 
coin of th States, would readily believe that it was an authentic issue 
of the Government, and to be redeemed by the Government the same as other 
money put out by it. From time to time, however, as it suits scheming men 
and the occasion fits, a hue and cry is raised against it; it is discredited in the 
marts,and unwary holders suffer lo loss or inconvenience. 

As itis a coin of the United States, having the image and superscription 

thereof, sanctioned as such by penalties upon the ae of it, and once 
digniiea as a legal tender in payment of debts and dues, it should be restored 
to its first state, or called in at its nominal value and melted. In the judgment 
of this Department, it should be thus called in and melted. And why not? 
First; It has been claimed officially that it did not go into home circulation un- 
tilafter the of the joint resolution above spoken of “ono a the legal- 
tender quality of it was en from it. Hence, it is said it is no duty to our 
people to redeem it at more than the value of it as silver bullion.” 


Then he says: 
The first of these contentions— 
The one I have read 


The first of these contentions is too technical and close for use in dealing with 
80 practical a matter,and one in which the 3 action and continued silent 
sufferance of the Government has been so m ending. 


That is the way he disposed of that argument. Again he said: 

It is calculated that five-sixths thereof went abroad in the 9 — and it 
is believed that but a small part of that has come back, and that there is now 
held by our 3 but from flve to eight millions. Of that which remained 

8 authority for saying that much of it found its way from 
China to is die, and into the melting-pot at the mint in Calcutta, and has been 
there cast into the coin of that country. 


That is all I care to take the time of the Senate in reading on that 
branch of the question. The Secretary proceeded: 

A thoro! “ss — erate Sh 89 of it can be brought about in this wa: 
Let autho 5 by Congress to the e Department to barter for 
E at their nominal value standard dollars at their nominal value, 
and melting the trade-dollars to recoin them into standard silver dollars, count- 
ing the trade-dollars got in this 4 a part of the silver bullion which the act 
of 1878 empowers and directs to be bought and coined monthly. 

That is precisely what I propose to do in the amendment referred to 
by the Senator from Ohio and precisely what the Senate Committee on 
Finance report, following the recommendation of Secretary Folger. 
Again that Secretary said: 

This Department would rather seé all the trade-dollars ss are afloat any- 


where brought in and made bullion of, even at a cost to vernment, if 
thus we may be rid of a discredited and debased coin; but 2 oe it 


still will wish that those in the hands of our people be redeemed in the mode 
recommended, with safeguards against foreign holders, 

That is what my amendment to the original bill proposes, and not to 
readopt those which have beenstamped by foreign nations as their own. 

Again the Secretary said: 

trade · d b; change in an; th shall 

SEa Le oap ots more in ee teen weal Sa yena atone 

worth of bullion, then the excess thereon can be carried forward from month to 


month, so as need be to keep within the direction of the act of 1878 for 
monthiy p 


SAna we have guarded that in the amendment applying only $500,000 


onth. 
8 5 MORRILL. Will the Senator from Kentucky yield to me for 
a question? 
Mr. BECK. Certainly. 
Mr. MORRILL. I desire to know if the whole proposition as stated 
Dy te Secretary of the Treasury was not to pay a small premium of 


ut 2 per cent. 
Mr. BECK. No, sir. The Senator from Vermont the chairman of 
the committee will see before I am done i I will only read 
a little more—that he proposed to take them dollar for dollar and ex- 
change standard dollars for them. I have read that already, he repeats 
it again in a passage which I will now proceed to read. 

M MORRILL. That was the position of the President—I was 
thinking about his message—and of the present Secretary of the Treas- 


ury. 
Mr. BECK. This is the report of Secretary Folger in December, 
1883, to the Congress of the United States: 
And 9 of the trade - dollars by the exchange in any month shall be, 
when treated as lion, more in sum than would be a p. of two mill- 


ions’ worth of bullion, then the excess thereon can be carried forward from month 
to month, so far as be to keep within the direction of the act of 1878 for 


monthly purchases, And this would be more or less 3 to come into play 
as the Univer time for redemption is shorter or longer. indeed, no limit of 
time. was fixed, or it was made us long as atwelvemonth, thy. thie Desporto ent could 


be empowered to refuse redemption in one month of a sum more — — enough 
to meet the ee of — act, and still make full redemption of all that is 
likely to be brought in the 

If it be said that much of this 8 


As seems to be now the scarecrow that is being used by gentlemen 
who oppose the view I take— 


If it be said that much of this coin, discredited and practically debased, is in 
the bands of ators who have taken it at a discount, and that they would 
profit by legislation which would increase the actual Seis of it; while it may 
not be denied that Jamentably this is too far the case, still it is to be answered 
that such is the luck brought VVT 
deemed. Speculators will make a depreciation and follo appreciation. 
A law for a fair redemption = have, with its good, the evil of helping come 
to gain who ill deserve it. earan of not much more With the 
trader than with the e that has given him the 3 gain: 
His profit is a light incident, N slightly for attention, beca: 
general good to come from calling in a discredited coinage. 

Besides, leave this coin unredeemed, and by and by, when public attentionis 
ata Tull ag again, it will be once more set at nominal value, to be in fullness 
of time once more discredited and lowered in purchasing power to the harm of 


people. Moreover, the information whish I have from and re- 

le men, who are at the sourcesof knowledge on this head, is those known 
tradesfolk, and most of the working people not in straits, uncom by 
—— to part with the trade-dollar at a loss, mereka it during cs, look- 


ing and waiting for action by the Government; and that the amount stored by 
brokers is a smal! part of what is in domestic ownership, the bein 
held by those who took them at full face for labor and in traffic in 

honorable dealing. It is best, once for all, to call it in and put it outof possible 
nse, 

That is the opinion given us by the Senator from New Jersey, and 
by others who appeared before the committee and by facts that have 
been exhibited, that there are many thousands of trade-dollars coined 
before 1876 yet held by the people who took them then, and this is the 
bill that I have advocated and now advocate. TheSecretary concludes: 

This Department d not nd that a h -tend valit; again 
given to the trade-dollar, to the sudden inorenee 2. — timate utr, money 
of the ey with the inconvenience sheen) incongruity of two dollars circulat- 


oe together, of the same metal, of value and of d t devices, 
— 5 value in payment of debts a and of purchase of property. It recom- 
ends t authority be given for the redemption of the trade-dollar in the 


— silver dollar dollar for dollar of nominal value 


Does the Senator from Vermont hear that declaration with emphasis 

by the Secretary ?— 
for the recoinage of the metal so received into a standard silver dollar to ac- 
cord with olan. law for ate coin, and fora reduction of the amount of silver bullion 
retera from the ex ge from the quantity of bullion uired to be got by 
hanes ie the pr e of 8 under the act of 1878. — the Judg- 


Taani red Tis Denes Department ba and is demanded b: 
acter of this issue, and by the eye rir het people for relief from the A era 
1 — — to recurring loss caused by its presence in the monetary system of 
Mr. President, I lay the plain, practical, honest views of that Secre- 
tary of the Treasury before the Senate as a full answer to all that has 
been said by the Senator from Ohio. 
In to the section sought to be stricken out, I do not care to 


e it any further than to say that whatever ma: 
this Congress should deal with the question . 


nation, but in the last hours re mode proposed by telling re 
down our silver coi in the mode E= 
that if they can so far interven as to Koop the da 


using countries from with 


agreeing us, then England an 
shall. have their way against silver and strike it down. indies 
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I think of any proposition that is being made to say to any President 
that he may in his discretion suspend or strike down the coin of the 
country, which every State, and every municipality, and every corpora- 

tion, and every individual has a right to have coined by the United 
States. It was because the States and the people believed the United 
States would coin silver that they gave that power to the General Gov- 
ernment. I would as soon think of giving to any President, no matter 
how much faith I might have in him, the power to declare war as to 
give him the power to strike down or suspend the coinage of this coun- 

try; and I am glad to be able to say that there is no danger of its being 
done; that elsewhere in a body that wer, on an attempt that was 
made this very day, it has failed and unmistakably. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in — to Senators who have in this 
debate advocated the extraordinary amendment proposed by the Fi- 
nance Committee to the pending bill I must take up successively some 
of the points which they have made, and this will necessarily give to 
my remarks somewhat of a desultory character. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] praises the Secretaries of 
ee Denes Be 25 ing and industrious zeal ’’ ey Pg Ning he 

to get silver into circulation. Among these dis- 
n AE EA An DA AOSE DASANE E perio 
the re of the New York Clearing-House, the principal point of Gov- 
ernment payments, in the rule adopted by it on the 12th of November, 
1878, sh ies which neither silver dollars nor silver certificates were to 
Dozen received at all for clearing-house balances ? 

Does he regard this assent of the Treasury Department to the taboo- 
ing of silver as mooy, at the place where the bulk of the Government 
disbursements is made, as being compensated for pie its show of favor 
to the silver dollars, in sending them to the few e who may happen 
to make special application for them ? in whet t does he regard 
the action of the Treasury Department in 1882, and down to the present 
time, in tacitly agreeing, and in strictly acting upon its tacit agreement, 
not to offer silver in of its balances at the New York Clearing- 
House after the New York had been compelled by Congress to 
repeal the rule under which silver was made non-receivable? Did this 
show a ‘‘pushing and industrious zeal’’ in circulating silver, or even 
a decent regard of the Treasury ent to the law-making power? 

The violation by the banks of New York of the plain intent of the 
act of 1882 in respect to the settlement of cl house balances in 
silver certificates and the palpable connivance of ee a Secretary 
of the Treasury and of his immediate predecessor in this misconduct of 
those institutions have been many times pointed out in this Chamber. 
An occurrence which took place on the 9th of this month adds to their 
misdoings very ery sgetavating features of evasion and hypocrisy. On the 
pride roca is believed by a preconcert between the banks and 

the Treasury Department, the assistant treasurer at New York tendered 
to the banks in part settlement of the cl -house balances a small 
sum in silver stated by the New York papers to be $120,000, 
end the banks accepted it. 

The local editor of the New York 2 a paper which has been 
distinguished for its zeal in supporting the refusal of the banks to re- 
ceive silver certificates, gives in that of f Febroaty 11 the follow- 

account of the motives of the in seeming on the 9th to have 
ed in their exclusion of silver: 

It is understood that the Monday payment by the 1 was intended 
to accomplish two objects, to — 8 jealousy on the part of country banks 

and to enable the Secretary of Treasury to answersat 
sional inquiry whether an — banks or clearing-house associations re- 
has — acce: — 9 — ng ent of balances, both it and the 
have com Nel with the F. — law. It is generally understood 88 
ficers payment in silver will not be repeated except in cases of emergency. 

This acceptance of silver certificates on the 9th instant is thus ad- 
mitted to have been partly a temporary sham to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to answer troublesome inquiries from Congress, and 

a 9 measure to keep banks in other cities from complain- 

t they are compelled to take silver certificates, while the New 
York banks are in gold and Treasury notes. 

The country will understand, as this writer admits that the New York 
bank officers understand, that the New York Clearing-House will not 
hereafter be asked to accept silver certificates except in cases of emer- 
ee that things will run along in their old course after Con- 
gron a urns, unless the new administration shall enforce the act of 

in L. faith, which is evidently not expected by the banks. 

But is the Senator from Vermont quite sure that with all the ill-will 
to silver of successive Secretaries of the Treasury, apparently most ma- 
lignant on the part of a free-trade doctrinaire and ex-London and New 
York banker who now presides over the Treasury by a mysterious dis- 
paris of the power of President Arthur, there has been no success 

silver into circulation? With all his painstaking attention 
is it not remarkable that the Senator from Vermont has over- 

looked the fact that of the silver dollars so far coined no greater pro- 
portion is owned by the Treasury Department than it owns and holda 
of tho axieting gold money, and that as great a proportion of the silver 
outside of the in either the metallic or cer- 

8 form, as there is of the gold money? 

At the close of business on the 31st of January, 1885, the Treasury 


held and owned of gold, after deducting the amount belonging to the 
holders of ou ing certificates, $125, 187,578, whileit held and owned 
of the silver dollars, deducting the amount belonging to the holders of 
outstanding certificates, $36,783,343. If we adopt the estimate that 
there is now in the country $610,000,000 of gold money, and it is gen- 
erally regarded as a correct estimate, one-fourth of it, within a minute 
fraction, was held and owned by the Treasury January 31, and only 
three-fourths of it was in circulation. But at the same date, of the 
$192,000,000 of silver coined, a little less than one-fifth was held and 
owned by the Treasury, and slightly more than four-fifths was in cir- 
culation. And, furthermore, of the silver dollars and silver certificates 
outside of the Treasury, nearly the whole was in circulation from hand 
to hand, because the banks as a rule make it a point to keep as little 
silver as possible among their reserves; whereas of the gold outside of 
the Treasury a large part is locked up in the vaults of the banks. 

Even if he has not examined the figures, how can the Senator from 
Vermont have failed to know, what isa matter of universal obsèrva- 
tion and knowledge, that the 1 to be seen in the cireulation 
this side of the Pacific coast isa piece of gold money ? 

As a part of his objection to the silver dollar the Senator from Ver- 
mont takes occasion to say that all of our people pre a paper-money 
currency, if it is only the equal of our standard co 

That is exactly what the framers of the silver 3 of 1878 knew and 
acted upon when they provided that the holders of silver dollars could, 
at their option, have them represented by silver certificates in money- 
note form’’ of the denomination of $10 and upward. Nothing con be 
more nearly equal to standard coin, and more perfectly combine the 
convenience of paper with the safety of coin, than a certificate of gold 
or silver deposited in the Treasury of the United States, and requ 
to be kept unused until the owners call for it. 

During the last session of Congress I submitted a bill making such 
description of paper, backed by coin dollar for dollar, a legal tender. 
I have only been restrained from pressing it by the belief that the 
Senator from.Vermont and those who act ee. upon 8 of 
currency would oppose it by all the resources of legislative delays. 

It is certain that President Arthur, both the Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury of his appointment, and numerous other official and unofficial 

ns, with whom the Senator from Vermont is in the habit of act- 

„ have recommended, in addition to stopping the further coinage 
of silver dollars, that the issue of certificates for such dollars already 
coined shall not be hereafter permitted. I have reason to believe that 
the Senator from Vermont will support these recommendations when 
I notice that he stigmatizes the silver certificates as a queer form of 
paper money,” and says that it is a form of money which is ‘rapidly 
pen 4 and usurping the place of United States notes as well as of 
national-bank notes,“ and finally declares that “it is by far the dear- 
est and A ost expensive paper currency ever invented.“ 

There is no mistaking the animus of a Senator who denounces as 
queer a currency of silver certificates when he has been since 1863 
an assenting regi rting party, in either this or the other branch 
of Congress, tion providing for gold certificates, which are 
identical N Beds a and principle with the silver certificates. 

There i is no mistaking the animus when he asserts that silver certifi- 
cates are pear, e place” of United States notes and national- 
bank notes, when plain truth known of all men is that they have 
not taken the place of either class of notes, but have been 4 useful 
and much-needed addition to both. Within a few weeks after the 
passage of the silver law of 1878 Co fixed absolutely by law the 
volume of United States notes, and it not been varied by one single 
dollar from that day to this from the usurpation of their place by sil- 
yer certificates, or in any other way. 

The circulation of bank notes to-day is about the same in volume as 
it was when the silver law of 1878, with its provision for silver certifi- 
cates, was enacted. During the time which has pen since 1878 the 
volume of bank notes first increased and has since decreased, but neither 
the increase nor the decrease was caused by the existence of silver certifi- 
cates or of gold certificates. Their volume is now declining, but, as 
everybody knows, it is from the high premium which Government bonds 
have attained and from the small profits to be made from purchasing 
such bonds at their present prices as the basis for bank. note circulation. 

Among the other amazing declarations made by the Senator from 
Vermont is the following, which I read in the exact language in which 
it appears in the RECORD: “Certainly no one has ever pretended that 
it [the silver law of 1878] could be . — without the co-operation 
of other nations, and it should not be charged to the friends of bimet- 
allism (the supporters of the silver law of 1878) that they intended an 
insidious measure to separate the United States from the great com- 
mercial nations of the world by fastening upon us the silver standard 
of monometallism.’’ 

It is true that the supporters of the silver law of 1878, who were 
the t body of the people and of the representatives in Congress of 
the States and the people, did not intend by the law of 1578 to fasten 
upon the country the silver standard of monometallism.“ It is also 
true that that law has not produced any such result, but that, on the 
contrary, the volume of gold in the country has more than doubled 
since the law was passed, and that the prospect for an indefinite future 
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is that it will continue to increase. But the supporters of the silver 
law were and are determined that a gold standard of monometallism "’ 
shall not be fastened upon the country, and as one of them I declare 
for myself that if we must have monometallism in any form, which I do 
not believe and to which I am opposed, I prefer silver monometallism to 
gold monometallism, because the latter will most completely sacrifice 
the interests of producers, laborers, and tax-payers to aggrandize the 
moneyed creditors and income classes. - 

When the Senator from Vermont says that the supporters of the sil- 
ver law of 1878 believed its success to be dependent upon the co-oper- 
ation of the great commercial nations by which he means England 
and Germany—or that the law must be abandoned, unless we could 
make a bimetallic treaty with some of the nations of Europe, which is 
constantly becoming a less important part of the world, he must have 
totally forgotten the discussions which preceded and attended the pas- 
* of that law. f 

n the report of the United States monetary commission, appointed 
by Congress in 1876, the concluding language of the majority who rec- 
ommended the remonetization of silver was: 

The commission believe that the facts that Germany and the Scandinavian 
States have car A the 1 id standard, and that some other nations may 
possibly adopt it, instead of being reasons for perseverance in the attempt to 
establish it in the United States, are precisely the facts which make such an at- 
tempt entirely impracticable and ruinous, * * * The attainment of such a 
standard becomes difficult, aay in proportion to the number and impor- 
tance of the countries engaged in ving after it; and itis precisely in the same 
proportion the ruinous effects of striving after it are aggravated. 

The provision for an international monetary conference with European 

wers was voted on as an amendment (February 15, 1878) of the bill 

r silver coinage sent up by the House. The vote on the amendment 
was yeas 40, nays 30. Of the Senators in favor of a gold standard, 
and who finally voted against the bill after the amendment was adopted, 
twenty-one voted in favor of the amendment, and only one [Mr. ED- 
Mu xps] voted against it. Mr. Epmunps objected that the proposed con- 
ference was limited to an effort to regulate a double e ae i whereas 
he was opposed to a double standard, and believed that the conference 
should be empowered to agree upon a single standard. His language 
was: 

The commission is tied up; the matter is decided in advance to the theory 
of a double standard of value, which the experience of this country and every 
other has shown from the beginning to be only fraught with disaster to every- 


body who engages in it. 

Of the Senators in favor of silver coinage, and whose votes the 
bill at last over the President’s veto, 19 voted for the amendment and 
29 voted in the negative. It thus appears that the amendment was carried 
by the unanimous votes, with one exception, of the Senators opposed 
to silver remonetization, combined with the vote of a minority of the 
Senators whò were in favor of silver remonetization. 

One view taken by the Senators who were in favor of silver coinage, 
and who voted the amendment, was, as the record of the debate 
will show, that the amendment might be construed as an admission 
that the success of silver coinage in the United States depended upon 
European co-operation, which they utterly denied and repudiated. An- 
other view was that it was unwise to fetter by treaty stipulation the 
free exercise at all times of the constitutional power of Congress over 
the coinage of money. 

As respects the great body of the Senators who were in favor of sil- 
ver coi and who voted for the amendment, there is no reason to 
doubt that their opinions were fairly expressed by Senator Ferry, of 
Michigan, who said: My view is that it is desirable to secure the co- 
operation of foreign powers, but if they decline it we can stand alone.’’ 
How extraordinary it will appear in the face of these authentic evi- 
dences of the opinions of the supporters of the silver coinage duri 
the struggle which preceded the law of 1878 that it shall now be sai 
that nobody ever maintained that we could coin silver in this country 
unless certain European nations, such as England and Germany, should 
also agree to coin it, or unless the larger part of the specie-paying Eu- 
ropean nations could enter into bimetallic ents with us! 

Undoubtedly the supporters of silver money in the United States 
would have been willing in 1878 to admit that without some foreign 
co-operation silver could not be supported as one of the moneys of the 
world. But it was true then, as it is true to-day, that silver is the ex- 
clusive metallic money of the larger part of the human race; and it is 
impossible that the supporters of silver coinage in this country could 
have doubted in 1878, or that they now doubt, the entire feasibility of 
sustaining silver, with the assured aid of Asia and of the great and ad- 
vancing countries south of us in North and South America, and in the 
presence of the further fact that there is in Europe, which can not be 
exchanged for gold, more than eight hundred million dollars in full- 
tender silver coins. 

The Senator from Vermont affirms that the law of 1878 has been ‘‘of 
no benefit to our silver mines,“ and that it has not sustained the price 
of silver,” by which he means the value of silver in exchange for gold, 
or, in other words, the gold price of silver. But if there is any undis- 
puted truth in political economy it is that the prices of everything de- 
pend upon the play against each other of the two forces of demand and 
supply, and it would be a waste of words to combat the proposition 
which the Senator advances that a new demand at our mints for silver 


to an extent of more than one-fourth of the world's total product has 
not helped to sustain its price and has not benefited the miners. To 
prevent a fall of 10 per cent. when it might otherwise have been 20 
per cent. is a benefit to producers equal in importance to that which 
would arise from raising it 10 per cent. British India, the principal 
silver market in the world, absorbed during the fiscal year March 
31, 1878, the extraordinary amount of $73,331,675 of silver, while it ab- 
sorbed during its fiscal year ending March 31, 1879, only $19,853,475. 

It was the unusually great India demand during the year immedi- 
ately preceding the American silver law of February 28, 1878, which 
b t up the price of silver from the point of depression which it 
had reached in 1876, and which was lower than it had reached before 
or has reached since, to the comparatively high point at which it stood 
when our silver law was passed. The price fell in 1878, after Febru- 
ary 28, because the Indian demand fell off by a greater sum than the 
amount of the coinage at our mints, and the price would have fallen 
very much more if our coinage of silver had not prevented it. Ifthe 
Senator really expects to carry his plan of closing our mints to silver 
by making either Congress or the country believe that a monthly de- 
mand of our mints for $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion does not 
sustain the price of silver, and does not benefit those who mine it, he 
has undertaken an enterprise in which, with all his ability and all his 
perseverance, he will certainly fail. 

The Senator admits that silver certificates, and of course silver dol- 
lars, which can at any time at the option of the holder be converted 
into silver certificates, are at a parity with gold, but he that is 
only because the Treasury receives them on the par of gold in the 
payment of duties.“ Without doubt the receivability of silver for all 
Government debts and taxes, including custom-house duties, assists 
the eurrency of silver, and so does also the function of al 
tender for private debts assist it; but itis no more true of silver than it 
is of other descriptions of money that their currency and acceptability 
as mediums of exchange depend upon the functions of legal-tender and 
tax-paying power with which the law endows them. 

But without following the Senator into the mazes of a theoretical 
discussion of the causes of the actual parity of value in the markets 
between silver and gold coined money, it is sufficient that he admits 
that the parity exists, and that he also admits that men of business are 
constantly ing gold for silver certificates at the United States 
Treasury offices on equal terms, dollar for dollar, on account of the su- 
perior convenience in the use of such certificates. 

But while admitting that silver dollars are to-day, and have been 
during the seven years since the coinage was resumed, of equal value 
with gold dollars, he not only insists that this equality can not long 
exist, but he undertakes to fix the date be which it can not be 
expected to be maintained. Disclaiming the intention of being an 
alarmist he declares that the depreciation of silver, the expulsion of 
gold, and the bringing the country to a silver standard may not hap- 
pen in the present year, possibly not in the next,“ thus indicating 
that it is only barely possible,“ but by no means probable, that the 
calamity can be bg piconet end Prd 1886, — he abstains, and 
it seems to me very prudently abstains, from stating the reasons which 
have led his mind to that conclusion. 

At the present rate of coinage we will have coined at the end of 1886 
246,000,000 silver dollars, Is it conceivable that that number of silver 
dollars will depreciate when they are receivable on the par of gold for 
the taxes of every description of a government with an annual reve- 
nue of $300,000,000, and when they are a tender for all the private 
debts of 57,000,000 of people who have no equals on the face of the globe 
in the activity, number, and magnitude of their industries, exchanges, 
and credit transactions? And especially can we conceive of this result 
when we know that France, with only two-thirds of our ion 
and one-eighteenth of our territorial area, does to-day sustain, at a per- 
fect parity with gold, $537,000, 000 of full-tender silver coins, contai 
3 per cent. less of silver, as compared with its gold coins, than is con- 

ned in the silver coi of our mints? 

The Senator says that the Latin nations have kept silver on a par 
with gold by a limitation of its coinage, or by ceasing to coin it in ex? 
cess.” But neither France nor any other of the Latin nations has 
found by experience that its silver coinage was in excess,“ and no 
one of them has melted down or withdrawn in any way any part ofits 
silver coins. It is true that they have stopped their silver coinage at 
certain limits (and that this limit in the case of France was fixed at 
the amount of $537,000,000) from mixed motives, of perhaps excessive 
caution, and of antagonism to Germany, whose operation of exchang- 
ing silver for gold the French people preferred rather to obstruct than 
to facilitate. But can it be gravely argued that because France has, 
from whatever motives, suspended its silver coinage at a certain limit, 
we ought either now or eighteen months hence to suspend our coinage, 
when we are not within twenty years of reaching that limit at our pres- 
ent rate of coi „taking into account relative differences of area and 
population and the rapid growth of this country in all the elements of 
numbers, trade, and wealth which occasion a demand for money? 

What evidence is there that there is an occasional surplus’? of sil- 
ver in France which ** has to be gathered up and held as is done by the 
Bank of France? What French or other authority does the Senator 
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citein support of the statement that the Bank of France wasever obliged 
to gather up and hold a single dollar of silver because silver dollars 
were in excess, or ever took in a dollar of silver except in the course of 


its business and for the purpose of protecting its own safety, solvency, 
and solidity as a coin-paying institution? ere is no such evidence 
and there is no such fact. 

While there is no public man in France who suggests the withdrawal 
of either the whole or any part of its coined silver money, the Bank of 
France has been from the beginning and is to-day the sturdiest and 
most pronounced opponent of any such impossible and suicidal policy, 
Instead of regarding the silver of France as a burden, which the Bank 
of France must carry, its managers regard it as the best bulwark of the 
safety of the institution over which they preside and of the finances 


and poom of their country. 

I do not charge the Senator from Vermont, who has served so long, 
sọ usefully, and so honorably in the highest councils of his country, 
with any set purpose of exciting alarms, false in themselves and dan- 
gerous to public confidence. Nevertheless his declaration that ‘‘silver 
certificates may ultimately prove less valuable than United States 
notes must have the effect with those who believe that the declara- 
tion has any good foundation to induce them to receive such certificates 
with reluctance and to impair their acceptability and usefulness as a 


currency. 

But it is too plain that a certificate promising to pay silver dollars, 
and also promising to keep always on hand and unused the full amount 
of silver dollars promised, can never be less valuable than a note which 
is redeemable in silver at the option of the same Government, but for 
which the silver in which it is redeemable is not kept on hand. The 
act of 1875 directing the resumption of specie payments JANI L 
1879, ordered the greenbacks to be then and ard paid in 
coin. There is not the slightest ground for pretending that at any 
time or in any act the Government ever made e, express or 

implied, to pay them in gold; and any the Treasury who 
should dare to pay them in gold, if that me of payment was more 
onerous to the country, ought to be impeached and punished for it. 

The notes of the United States are a perfectly safe currency, but they 
con not become a more valuable currency than silver certificates until 
our laws relating to currency and finances are fundamentally 

The Senator from Vermont says that ‘‘the vital k in business 
industries is the solid and unchanging character of the money in cir- 
culation.” 

Without doubt frequent changes in our monetary system are at- 
tended with many mischiefs, and they can rarely be necessary; but the 
remark which I have quoted seems hardly a suitable one to come from 
a Senator who is the reporter and leading manager of a proposition to 
unsettle all that was deliberately done in 1878. 

Tas popen is to strike down the only coin we have ever had un- 
der the tution of the United States which has never been changed 
in its essential feature. The amount of pure silver which it contains, 
originally fixed by-Alexander Hamilton at 371} grains in 1792 is the 
same now as it was then. The gold eagle has been twice in 
the amount of pure metal which it contains, but the silver dollar has 
never in that particular, and has therefore come to be natu- 
rally ed and spoken of as the standard silver dollar.“ 

If we have any old and time-honored landmark in monetary and 
financial affairs it is the silver dollar. 

It is as old within three years as the beginning of George Washing- 
ton’s first Presidential term, and yet we have a proposition to destroy 
it from a Senator who tells us that nothing is more essential to business 
industries than the unchanging character of the money in circulation.’’ 

If the efforts of the Senator from Vermont to introduce can 
be defeated, as I feel assured they will be, it can be said of this Con- 
et dee 

one no good in that particular it had done no harm. 

TheSenator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] has favored this body with 
a speech upon the pending bill. Rather more than half of it was de- 
voted to a demonstration that this Government isnot under the slight- 
est obligation to redeem the trade-dollarat more than its bullion value, 
but closes with a declaration that he was ready to vote to pay forthem 
at their nominal value, at a cost or loss to the Government of something 
like $1,500,000, for the p of giving the country a moral lesson 
of some kind or other, I have never heard before that Congress had 
any right to appropriate the money of the tax - pa except to provide 
for carrying on the Government and paying its debts. o warrant is 
‘found in the Constitution chy gig eg. money for the purpose of 

aying maral lessons to anybody. The Senator from Delaware will 
Sot ess explain to the Senate, and to his constituents, in his own way 
and at the proper time, on what political or ethical basis he will vote 
$1,500,000 to individuals whom he says have no just claim to it. 

A part of the speech of the Senator from Delaware is in support of 
the ition to stop the coi of silver dollars, to the resumption 
‘of which in 1878 he was one of the strongest opponents, and which he 
has never ceased to denounce from that day to this. He reiterates 
statements which have been shown over and over to be com- 
{pletely erroneous, and principles of political economy which are not 


supported by a single good authority, and which are incomprehensible 
as a matter of reasoning. 

He says that the standard silver dollar, as compared with the trade- 
dollar, is ‘‘ confessedly less in actual value,” when all market quota- 
tions and the knowledge of everybody proves it to be about 15 per cent. 
higher. The trade-dollar is worth a good deal less than a gold dollar, 
but I do not believe that the Senator from Delaware ever purchased a 
standard dollar at less than its face value in gold, or that he can name 
any market in the United States where it can now be purchased for 
less. If there is anybody who has confessed that the silver dollar is of 
less “' actual value“ than the gold dollar the Senator from Delaware 
does not name him. I am certain that no supporter of the double 
standard has ever ‘‘confessed’’ that the actual market and ex 
able value of the silver dollar is inferior to that of the gold dollar, or 
believes that it is likely to become so for an indefinitely long period to 
come. : 

If confessions of that kind have been made it must have been by the 
clearing-house bankers of New York or similar classes of persons. 

The Seaton from Delaware quotes, adopts, and indorses the state- 
ment of Mr. McCulloch, the Secretary of the Treasury, that the Gov- 
ernment is under certain gold obligations. That statement is wholly 
gratuitous and without a shadow of foundation. 

From the Secretary of the who is an executive official, and 
bound to obey the laws enacted by it was an unwarrantable 
statement, inasmuch as Congress declared seven years ago that the 
silver dollar should discharge all public debts except where it was other- 
wise stipulated in the contract, and neither Mr. McCulloch nor anybody 
else has or can show any existing bond, contract, note, or other obliga- 
tion in which the Government has stipulated to pay gold. 

The Senator from Delaware also quotes, adopts, and indorses the pre- 
diction of Mr, McCulloch that unless the coinage of silver is soon stopped 
it will cause the total disappearance Scpa by export or hoarding, or 
both, and a severe contraction, w. the Senator himself 
and emphasizes by predicting n most severe contraction, convulsing 
all business. 

And to fortify these ominous predictions the Senator declares that 
they are confirmed by his correspondence from the money centers, 
doubtless meaning by that such sources of intelligence as Chestnut 
street in Philadelphia, State street in Boston, and last, but not least; 
Wall street in New York. 

The following is an accountin the Senator’s own language of the 
statement of these letter-writers: 

h there is a great apprehensio; epicted 
by Mr Moca oa of thee ee to follow our 8 a mono- 
metallic basis of silver will convulse business, and the other evil, that the 
of what is needed by the laboring classes necessarily will be increased by the 
measurement in the less valuable metal. 

Elsewhere in his speech eee oy his own and amplifies the 
theory that while the expulsion of gold contract currency and con- 
vulse business, it will at the same time raise prices by them to 
be stated and estimated in a less valuable kind of dollar. To quote 
his exact language: 

What will measure prices when gold is gone? In what will be the estimate 
of the cost of living for these for w I am sure our are Sir, 
the measure of prices will be in silver, and silver being of lesser value, 


those 
must be nominally in to make up for the deficiency of real value. 
e scale will be higher. 


It is not unnatural that the Senator from Delaware and his corre- 
spongenta Som the money centers“ whose hearts are anxious“ for 

e laboring classes should have had their fears concentrated upon the 
one point that a silver standard would increase the prices of the necessa- 
ries of life. It is nevertheless plain that if prices rise as a consequence 
of the depreciation of money, the prices of everything, luxuries as well 
as necessaries, will be raised, and that wages, the price of labor, will 
also be raised. ! 

The mere statement of these propositions of Mr. McCulloch, of the 
Senator from Delaware, and of his correspondents from the ‘‘money 
centers shows how untenable they are. į 

The coinage of silver can not possibly tend to contract the volume 
of money. On the contrary, to the extent of it the tendency must be 
to expand the volume of money in the world and to make our share of 
it absolutely greater. The coinage of silver will be followed by the 
expulsion of gold under only one or the other of the two following con- 
ditions: 

First. That our silver coinage shall so expand our prices relatively to 
prices abroad as to cause an unfavorable balance of trade. We know 
that the balance has been since 1878, and still is, heavily in our favor. 

Second. That the banking and moneyed interests hostile to silver 
coinage shall by deliberately concerted action create a 2 fear of 
an impending depreciation of silver and a belief that the hoarding of 
gold would result in a profit from the premium upon it within some 
pays period, and thereby cause the locking up of large quantities of 
go. 2 
In respect to a withdrawal of gold from circulation by hoarding, it is 
not impossible that it might be brought about to some extent if the 
banking classes should combine as a unit and instigate others who are 
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under their influence to co-operate with them. But bankers as a body 
have too much prudence and know too well how large a share they must 
themselves bear of any calamity falling upon the business interests of 
the country to be concerned in getting up a panic in respect to an ap- 
proaching premium on gold. i 

The hoarding of $610,000,000 of gold for the purpose of profiting by 
an expected premium upon it would cost the banks and individuals 
engaged in it $30,500,000 annually in interest, if we count it at 5 per 
cent. At the same time there would be no certainty that such a hoard- 
ing would of itself cause a premium on gold. Silver, greenbacks, and 
national-bank notes perform all the offices and answer all the purposes 
of money for domestic uses, Until there arose some demand for gold 
for foreign purchases and payments nobody would have any inducement 
to pay a premium on it. The present state of our trade enables us to 
pay gold abroad at less cost, by the method of using bills of exchange, 
than by shipping gold; and the time when gold will be in demand for 
foreign shipment is indefinitely remote. xr 

The loss of interest in hoarding it is a certainty. The gain is pros- 
pective, doubtful, and really improbable. Bankers, who are not apt to 
be governed by their passions, will be slow to embark in such an en- 
terprise considered in the aspect of a plan for making money. 

In all events, if the gold now in circylation is expelled, in whatever 
way it may be done, the money remaining in circulation, which will 
then consist of silver and of paper representing silver, must increase 
largely in value and purchasing power, because the total volume of the 
circulation will have been largely reduced. It is not enhanced prices 
of commodities which we shall then see, but prices lowered, and to such 
a degree that gold would flow here from all parts of the world. 

It was not my intention to address the Senate at length at this time 
on the questions involved in this bill and in the amendments p: 
by the committee. I presented my views upon the general subject 
somewhat fully at an earlier day in the session. 

In closing, I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the unad- 
visedness of attempting to dis of such an important measure, af- 
fecting as it does the volume of the currency, and to the impossibility 
of doing so even if it is advisable, in the closing days of the session. 

The pending bill was reported to the Senate on the 27th of January, 
when there remained only thirty-one working days of the life of this 

and with no warning or reason to expect that the Senate 
would be called upon during the brief remainder of this session to dis- 
cuss any such measure as that of suspending either absolutely or con- 
tingently the coinage of the standard silver dollar. On the 27th of 
January, when the committee agreed to report the pending bill with 
amendments relating to entirely different subjects, it did not have be- 
fore it by any reference made by the Senate the question of the con- 
tinuance or discontinuance of the silver-dollar coinage. 

At the beginning of the last session that question was before the com- 
mittee by reference of a bill submitted by the senior Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], covering various things connected with the 
mints and the coinage, and containing among its provisions one for the 
suspension of the silver-dollar coinage. In the course of the last ses- 
sion the committee acted upon and reported that bill after having 
stricken from it that part which suspended the coinage of silver dol- 
Jars, and by no subsequent vote of the Senate, within my knowledge, 
has that subject been referred to the committee. I feel justified, there- 
fore, in saying that their — on the 27th of January of a silver dol- 
Jar suspension law was without warning; that it was gratuitous and 
unauthorized, and, as it seems to me, violates good parliamentary prac- 
tice, by attempting to foist upon a bill referred to it a measure not ger- 
mane and relating to a totally different subject-matter. 

The trade-dollar was wholly deprived of the monetary function in 
1876, and has since then formed no part of the money of the country. 
The bill sent up by the House proposes the purchase and withdrawal 
of the trade-dollar on certain terms, and has no provision in it relating 
to the currency to which such a proposition as arresting the further is- 
sue of legal- tender silver dollars can by any possibility begermane. The 
bill, with the amendment proposed, was for the first time called up for 
consideration with only twenty-three working days of the session re- 
maining, with the Calendars of both branches of Congress loaded with 
important measures, and with some of the most important of the regu- 
Jar 1 jon bills ſor the support of the Government as yet scarcely 
tou A 


It must be quite obvious that under such circumstance very little 
time can be given to the consideration of the bill and proposed amend- 
ment in the Senate, and still less time to the consideration in the House 
of the amendment if it should be adopted here and sent to the other 
branch of Congress for its concurrence. The or, what is the 
same thing, the suspension for an indefinite period of the silver-coinage 
law of 1878 is a measure of as much importance as the original passage 
of that law. It involves the same points of discussion; and unless the 
deliberations which preceded that enactment were protracted beyond 
all reason, the time now proposed in which to consider the repeal is 
totally inadequate. 

The law of 1878 was debated by two successive Congresses, and it was 
considered t to take final action until a monetary commission 
had been appointed to hear such testimony and suggestions as might 
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be offered from any part of this country or from foreign countries, and 
until that commission in addition to reporting such testimony and sug- 
gestions had submitted their own opinion in an exhaustive and able 
review of the whole subject. 

How thorongh and elaborate the debates in Congress were may be 
judged from the fact that during the session when the law was passed 
there were forty-one set speeches made in the Senate upon the law as 
a whole, in addition to the discussion of the various amendments pro- 
posed to it. It was not then considered that too much time was given 
to the subject, because everybody saw that it involved all the questions 
of a sufficiency of the money volume, of the prices of land, labor, and 
commodities, of the pressure of public debts, of the interest of tax-pay- 
ers, and of the preservation of justice and equity in the relations between 
classes and geographical sections. All these questions are involved, 
and in an equal degree, in the repeal of the law of 1878, which is now 
proposed to be accomplished by a side blow in the form of an amend- 
ment of a bill on another subject. 

With no disposition to impute motives to committees or members of 
this body, it is true and it is proper to be said that if not so intended 
the late day at which this measure has been sprung upon the Senate is 
calculated to favor a plan which may have been 1 in certain quar- 
ters to secure snap judgment in this body and in the qther House 
against the coinage of silver by the aid of the machinery which exists 
in such quarters for sounding and resounding false intelligence and false 
alarms through subsidized, unscrupulous, and widely circulated daily 
ne Abundant motives for such planning and plotting are 
found in the enormous gain which would result to faaks and bankers 
and creditor and income classes generally from that appreciation of 
the value of the money certain to be caused by confining coinage tothe 


roposed | single metal, gold, the total current production of which from the mines 


is now swallawed up by consumption in the arts. 

The pending bill as it came from the House, and when it was con- 
fined to the trade-dollar, was very objectionable and could not have 
failed to have provoked lengthy debates in the Senate. I refer to the 
proposition to give a price gratuitously enhanced 15 or 20 per cent. for 
approximately eight millions of trade-dollars, the present holders of 
which obtained them as a rule, although doubtless with some exceptions, 
at not more than their bullion value. 

President Arthur and Mr. Folger, the late Secretary of the Treasury, 
both recommended that no more should be offered for the trade-dollar 
than a slight premium above its bullion value, barely sufficient to in- 
duce the holders to bring them to the mints. 

Objectionable as the bill was as it come from the House, the amend- 
ment proposed by the Finance Committee in respect to the trade-dollar 
makes it very much worse. The House bill gave a 15 or 20 per cent. 
gratuity to the holders of the trade-dollars, but not at the expense of 
the Treasury or the tax-payers. By making the standard dollars coined 
out of the trade-dollars an addition to the present coinage of standard 
dollars it gave the gratuity to the holders of trade-dollars out of the 
profit upon the additional number of standard dollars. But the amend- 
mentof the Finance Committee throws the burden of the gratuity, which 
will be approximately one and a half millions of dollars, upon the 
Treasury and the tax-payers. A p ition so offensive as that, and 
presented in this sudden way, after the bill itself to which we are asked 
to attach it had been held back in the Finance Committee for nearly a 
year, ought to be more tho: scrutinized than there is time for 
during the closing days of the Forty-eighth Congress. 

If there is any justice in treating the trade-dollar as m of the 

money of the country, and not merely as so much stamped bullion, let 
the question be considered on its merits and by itself. It is in any 
view we may take of it a matter of but slight importance, except to a 
comparatively few persons who hold these dollars. The amendments 
proposed by the committee involve the monetary system and the mon- 
etary policy of this Government, and their hasty consideration may 
lead to disastrous results. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The familiarity of the Senator from Colorado with 
these questions, and the fact that he is accepted as the representative 
of a particular class of the friends of silver, gives great weight to his 
opinions on these questions; and I should be very glad if he would per- 
mit me to ask him one or two questions. I should like to ask him if 
I understood him aright to say that he believes the United States can, 
unaided or aided only by the countries using a single silver standard, 
maintain a parity between silver and gold with the free coinage of sil- 
ver at the present ratio? 

Mr. HILL. I will say in reply to the Senator that I do not make 
that statement. I did not go so far as to say that we could sustain the 
parity of the coins with the free coinage of silver under the existing 
conditions. I believe, however, that within a very short time, and as 
soon as arrangements can be made with certain other countries which 
use silver money mainly or solely, we couldmaintain such parity. I 
do not know that the Senator’s question will cover the remark I pro- 
pose to make now, but in my belief at the present rate of coinage we 
alone can sustain permanently a parity between the value of the gold 
and silver coins of this country for any length of time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. One other question. Did I understand the Senator 
correctly to say that if it had not been for the limited coinage provided 
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by the act of February, 1878, the price of silver bullion would have 
declined at least 20 per cent. more than the decline which has taken 
place since the passage of that act? 

Mr. HILL. I did not make such a statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly so understood the Senator. 

Mr. HILL. As an illustration, I said if the coinage of silver had 
prevented a decline of more than 10 per cent. when it would otherwise 
have been 20 per cent., it was equivalent to raising the price 10 per 
cent. No one can say what the decline would have been if we had not 
coined silver under the law of 1878. — 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator to give it as his opinion 
that a further decline of 20 per cent. would have taken place in the 
price of silver bullion had it not been for the legislation of 1878. 

Mr. HILL. No; I did not intend to make such a statement. It 
world be presumptuous for any one to say definitely what the decline 
‘would have been. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the House bill “ for the retirement and 
recoinage of the trade- dollar meets my approval. The holders of this 
coin have in my judgment a right to the relief proposed, to wit, to re- 
ceive standard legal-tender silver dollars in exchange for the trade- 
dollars held by them. Rather than see a failure to pass any bill on 
this subject I am willing to accept the bill so far as it relates to this 
subject as amended by the Senate committee. The fourth section of 
the amendment to the House bill, authorizing the President to renew 
negotiations with the States of the Latin Union“ and other foreign 
powers for the purpose of the co-operation of those States in 
the free coinage of silver with full legal-tender power at an agreed ratio 
to gold, I favor because the object is a desirable one. ; 

But the fifth section of the Senate committee amendment, which 
provides that in case no such treaties as are provided for in the fourth 
section can be made and ratified prior to Ase 1, 1886, the coinage 
of silver under.existing laws from that date be indefinitely sus- 
pended, I am opposed to, and if not stricken out I shall oppose the en- 
tire bill. We have made repeatedly such efforts as section 4 provides 
for, and have always failed. While I am willing to renew the effort, I 
am not willing to make the continued coinage of silver dependent upon 
the contingency of its success. Ido not propose to go into a discussion 
of the silver question, as I have on two occasions since I have been a 
member of this body addressed the Senate at length on that subject, 
and have nothing now to add to what I have heretofore said. 

I rise now simply to say that my opinions have undergone no change, 
except to be confirmed and hened, and that the experience of 
the country under the act of 1878 remonetizing silver has to the fullest 
extent vindicated the judgment of the advocates of that law aud falsi- 
fied the predictions and refuted the arguments of those who opposed 
it. That this is true is notorious, yet we find in the debate on this 
bill the same old stale and exploded theories and arguments rehashed 
and rehabilitated by the same Senators who urged and pressed them in 
opposition to the bill enacted into law in 1878. If chere is anything 
fixed and settled and irrevocably determined in the minds of the great 
body of the American people it is that the silver dollar of 412} grains 
is and shall continue to be legal-tender money. 

No one doubts or questions but that this is the well-considered and 
immovable judgment and will of the American people. Notwithstand- 
ing this, we find on every occasion, in season and out of season, the na- 
tional bankers who opposed the remonetization of silver, and the Sen- 
ators on this floor who used every possible means to defeat the act of 
1878, agitating the question of repealing, or what amounts to the same 
thing, suspending the law providing for the coinage of silver. The 
Finance Committee of the Senate has never, within my knowledge, had 
an opportunity to strike a blow at silver money that has not been de- 
livered ome and with all the force it could command, with one 
single exception, and that was the last session of this Congress. 

The House bill providing simply for the redemption of trade-dollars 
in legal-tender silver dollars, which the committee propose to substi- 
tute with the pending bill, came from the House and was referred to 
that committee on the 3d day of April, 1884. sat until in 
July some time, and instead of reporting it so that it could be 
the bill was permitted to sleep in committee until this session. It is 
now reported with an amendment suspending the coinage of silver. 
The year 1884 was Presidential year, and the people were scanning the 
merits of parties and aspirants preparatory to their choice in Novem- 
ber last, and it was not a propitious time for an attack upon a policy so 
highly favored by the people of all political parties, and for once the 
Senate committee forebore to strike; but since the election has passed, 
and another is four years distant, it is by the vigor of its assault now 
making up for lost time. 

Why this attack upon silver now? Is it believed that this bill asit 
comes from the committee can be passed into law? No sane man can 
believe it or does believe it. The only argument against the further 
coinage of silver, the sole reason a for suspending the coinage of 
that metal, is that the bullion out of which the silver dollar is coined 
is worth in the market only about 85 cents as compared with gold; all 
the other ents used are simply corollaries from this. Is our 


silver dollar worth as much as the gold dollar? Will it buy as much 
of any commodity in the market as the gold dollar? These questions 


all men will answer in the affirmative, hecaras itia trna AS oe pan 
i and the debt-paying power ilver is, in 

eee Ger pee e . : 

Nobody denies this. Fifteen and one-half grains of silver to 1 of 
gold is the ratio throughout Europe, while our ratio is 16 grains of 
silver to 1 of gold. Our silver dollar contains a greater proportion of 
pure silver than any other silver coin in the world except that of Mex- 
ico. Throughout Europe the silver coin circulates by the side of gold 
at par and without discount. The bank of France, which regulates the 
circulation in France, as we are informed by the report of the Comp- 
troller of the Currency, has in its vaults „837,867 of silver and 
only $210,927,912 of gold, while in our Treasury there is by the latest 
official report of the Secretary of the Treasury, from which I read, as 


follows: 
1 
Available 
Total assets. Liabilities. — 
Gold coin and bullion . — 360 13 
Gold certificates . . . 


$222, 536, 


32,477,750 00 | 


255, 014, 110 43 


Less gold certificates out- 
standing 


. 99797972 20,388, 320 00 
$134, 670,790 43 
Standard silver dolla 
silver bullion 147.573, 221 89 
Silver certificates 30.814.970 00 | 
| 178, 388, 191 89 
Less silver certificates out- | 
17700 IO AAEE PE 131,556,531 00 
46, 831, 660 89 


From this statement it will beseen that France circulates very much 
more silver in proportion to gold than we do, and that the silverin our 
Treasury is represented by $131,556,531 of silver certificates outstand- 
ing against it and in active circulation among the people, performing all 
the offices of good money, while the gold, largely in excess of the silver, is 
represented by only $120,343,320 of gold certificates. In the face of this 
fact, so clearly shown in his report, the Secretary of the Treasury on the 
very next page of his makes the statement I now read, which, 
while literally true as to the amount of silver in actual circulation, is 
utterly erroneous and misleading in the impression made on the coun- 
try when it is remembered that the silver certificates in circulation 
represent the silver dollars in the Treasury which he says can not be 
circulated. I read the statement and leave the Senate to judge from 
it the character of warfare made on silver by the high officials of our 
Government. 

The coinage of silver dollars under the act of February 28, 1878, has now 
reached the very large amount of 730,829, being an increase of $28,009,830 for 
the year ending November 1, 1881. The amount of these dollars in actual cireu- 
lation is $41,326,736, The increase in the circulation for the year has only been 
$1,260,346, against an increase of $4,136,321 for the previous year. These 
8 are an insuperable argument against the continued coinage of 


Why did not the honorable Secretary of the Treasury tell the coun- 
try that the silver in actual circulation is very greatly in excess of the 
gold in actual circulation—perhaps four or five dollars of the former to 
one of the latter? And why did he not say, what is true, that neither 
metal is much circulated in actual coin, but is stored away in bank and 
Treasury vaults to make good and current and redeemable the more 
convenient and portable paper circulation of the country, and that for 
this purpose silver is as good as gold? 

Not only is the silver dollar in every conceivable aspect as good and 
valuable as the gold dollar, but silver certificates, redeemable in silver 
dollars, are frequently preferred to gold, as is shown by the response 
of the Secretary of the ury to a Senate resolution of January 14, 
1884, in which that official states that from December 31, 1880, to De- 
cember 31, 1883, $79,754,000 ofgold coin was received into the 
in exchange for the sameamount of silver certificates. Thesesilver cer- 
tificates, it may be observed, represented on the 31st December, 1883, 
about half, or nearly so, of all the silver dollars coined up to that time. 
If the honorable Secretary had covered the time up to the 31st Decem- 
ber, 1884, with his statement, it doubtless would have appeared that 
more than half of the silver certificates issued have been exchanged for 

d. 
othe honorable chairman of the Finance Committee [Mr. MORRILL], 
not to be outdone by the Secretary of the Treasury, makes in his speech 
of February 4 a statement, remarkable as an illustration of the power 
of language literally true to convey an impression absolutely erroneous 
and untrue. I read from page 5 of the speech: 


In eighty-five years, or up to 1878,the whole amount of silver dollars coined 
at our mints was only $8,045,833, and the amount in circulation must have been 
far leas. Since 1878 we have comed the immense sum of $191,947,194.and have 
got into circulation, according to the Director of the Mint, $41,350,040, or about 

ve times as much as was ever coined in all our previous history. If this does 
not show a pushing and industrious zeal on the part of the Treasury Depart- 
ment to get the silver dollar into circulation I know not what would. 


No man uninformed on the subject can read the first clause of that 
statement without concluding that the $8,045,838 of silver, which is 
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Korrectly said to be all the silver dollars coined during the period named, 
without concluding that the amount named was our entire stock of 
VEliver money, and even all of that is said not to have been in circula- 
tian. Now, the whole truth on this subject, as was conclusively shown 
yby the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Beck] in his able speech on this 
‘bill a few days ago, is that during the period named by the honorable 
‘chairman of the Finance Committee, while we did coin only the amount 
! of standard silver dollars named, we also coined $100,000,000 of half- 
dollars, $40,000,000 of quarters, and a sufficient amount of smaller coins 
to make in all $184,280,941.40 up to 1877, and all of it, with a large 
amount of the Spanish milled dollars, was in circulation. 

The second clause of the statement, to the effect that out of $191,947,- 
194 we have been able to force into circulation only about $41,350,040, is 
made in the face of the fact shown in the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, before adverted to, that silver certificates representing the sil- 
ver dollars in the Treasury are in active cireulation among the people, 
maintaining the prices of property, the wages of labor, doing good 
service as ready instrumentalities in the business and commerce of the 
country. If anything were needed to complete the fullness and rotund- 
ity of this most remarkable statement it is found in the next proposi- 
tion of the speech, in which it is said: 

It is evident that all of our prefer a 

coins. It is far more conven 


moters of the silver bill of 1878, who were 5 
and va will be ready to claim that it has accomplished a great and important 
service, T 

Is not the fact that about one-half of the silver certificates issued 
have been exchanged dollar for dollar for gold coin evidence that this 
form of paper money is acceptable to our people and that it is“ the 
equal of our standard con? 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator from Texas allow me to say a 
word ? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. Does not the Senator from Texas know that the sil- 
ver certificates would not be in circulation except from the fact that 
they are the equivalent of gold in paying duties upon imports? 

Mr, COKE. Neither would gold be at par or worthanything unless 
it was money and could be used as such in paying debts and public dues. 

Mr. MORRILL. Not one dollar of these certificates will ever be re- 
deemed in silver, but they will all be used for the purpose of paying 
duties where gold is required otherwise. 

Mr. COKE. I will proceed. 

This great fact can not be explained away, nor its significance be 
clouded. It makes no difference why it is true; the fact remains that 
it is true, and that is sufficient. Silver certificates measure fully up to 
the standard for good paper money prescribed by the honorable Sena- 
tor. It is an axiom in mathematics that things equal to the same 
thing are equal to each other.“ Silver certificates, the representatives 
of and redeemable in silver dollars, for which gold coin is every day 
ing exchanged on equal terms, can not be held otherwise than as the 
equal in value of the gold coin. 

If the honorable chairman of the Finance Committee had really de- 
sired to force the actual silver coin into circulation why did not he and 
his coworkers bring in a bill retiring all notes of denominations under 
$10 or even under $5. This would force silver dollars and small gold 
coins into circulation if enacted into law. It is in this way that such 
coins are maintained in circulation in Europe. This would increase 
the demand for both silver and gold, but would to that extent supersede 
the necessity for bank notes, and of course will not be recommended 
by those who in the interest of the banks bitterly opposed the remon- 
etization of silver and have in every possible way disparaged it since 
that metal was remonetized. 

The European quotations for silver bullion control the price of that 
commodity in the American market. Silver bullion is as cheap there 
as here. When their silver coin in the ratio of 15} of silver to 1 of 
gold maintains itself without discount in circulation by the side of 

ought we to be alarmed about our silver dollar of 16 of silver to 
1 of gold? It seems to me not. 
The fact has been adverted to in this debate that many of the Euro- 
states have ceased to coin silver, and the conclusion is drawn 
that we should also cease for the same reasons. The conditions sur- 
rounding this country are widely different from those pre in 
Europe. The states of Europe reached their highest point of develop- 
ment many years ago. They are now stationary in population, in com- 
merce and production, while this country is advancing with wonderful 
rapidity in all those respects. Europe has enough of silver to answer 
all the needs of trade and population, and is content for the present. 
The United States, with enough for to-day, must provide an increased 
amount for increased population, increased commerce, and increased in- 
dustrial activities certain to need it the next year, and so on with each 
recurring year as this vast country and its teeming wealth is populated 
and developed. 

On page 33 of the latest report of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
official says: The production of gold is diminishing; that of silver has 
practically reached its maximum, and there are strong indications that 


from this time the yield of both gold and silver mines will speedily de- 
cline.” ‘The insufficiency of the world’s supply of gold asa basis for the 
necessary supply of paper circulation is admitted on all sides. Thede- 
cline in its production, if silver is discarded as money, will necessarily 
restrict the paper circulation, which is based upon it as a redemption 
fund. A contraction of the circulation means an increased p 
power for money, lower lower prices for property, an i 
enon for debt; in a word, that the rich are made richer, and! 
poor made poorer. It is the duty of this Government to do all that 
is possible to avert such calamitous consequences, and the wisest and 
best method of preventing them is to continue its coinage of silver, there- 
by insuring a sufficient metallic basis for a safe, redeemable, and ade- 
quate paper circulation. 

We coin only $28,000,000 per annum, and this the Senate amend- 
ment proposes shall cease, because forsooth the silver bullion in the 
dollar is worth only about 85 cents, when, as I have shown, the silver 
dollar and silver certificates are in every equal in value to the 
gold. European governments preserve the interconvertibility of silver 
and gold, notwithstanding the discount on bullion, by limiting, regu- 
lating, and at times stopping the coinage of silver. Adopting this idea, 
the remonetizing act of 1878 placed the limitation upon silver coi 
under which a fraction over $2,000,000 per month has coined. 
facts to which I have adverted show conclusively that the limitation was 
unnecessarily restrictive, and that the ind progress, the advance 
in population and wealth, and the enterprise in this country would 
equally well have maintained interconvertibility between silver and 
gold had the amount coined been much greater, or indeed if the coins 
age of silver had been made free. 

The power of the Government brought to its aid in this way would 
also haye buoyed and appreciated the value of bullion and destroyed the 

in between itand coin, It has been asserted in this debate that 
if silver coi is not suspended the result will be to transfer our gold 
to Europe, and that we will be left with an exclusively silver % 
This ent is met and refuted so completely in the able speech of 
the Senator from Colorado, Mr. HILL, delivered a few weeks ago, that 
I will content myself with reading what he says: 

It is often said that in dealing with European nations we must liquidate in 
gold the balances of trade when they are against us, because silver hasno rights 
of coinage, and is therefore nota money metalin ; and that, on the other 
hand, when the balances of trade are in our favor we will be paidin silver. Pay- 
ing Europe in gold but being paid by Europe in silver would sooner or later 
transfer our gold to the other side of the Atlantic, But in truth Europeans can 
no more pay usin silver than we can pay them in that metal. They could pay 
us in our silver dollars if they possessed any, but they have none, and can 
not get any except at the price of gold dollars, Their own silver coins can not 
be d of in this country at a better rate than 80 per cent. of their value at 
home. As to silver bullion, it is as commercially impossible that it should be 
sent here from Europe as that coals should be sent to Newcastle. 

Weare the chief silver-mining nation in the world, and our total home de- 
mand for silver in the arts and at the mints (with our annual coinage of $28,000,000) 
is less by about ten millions annually than the home production. The excess, 
whatever it is, must be sold abroad, and must always be, as it is now, put at a 
price which will force its sale in foreign markets. During the three fiscal years 
ending June 30, 1884, the excess of our exports of silver over imports was 629. 
584,783, or at the rate of about $10,000,000 annually, The flow of silver from the 
United States to the London market will continue constant until all the facts of 
the situation are changed. It is as idle to 8 an import of silver coin 
or bullion from Europe as to 2 an import from the same quarter of 
timber, wheat, petroleum, naval stores, or cotton. No silver from Europe will 
oe be 8 upon this country until commodities move from dearer to 

eaper n . 

8 effect of the whole situation is what we know as a fact of obser- 
vation, that the money balances due to us from Europe are received always in 
gold, and in nothing else. The other kinds of money which we use, namely, 
silver dollars, pen cks, and national-bank notes, would be accepted by us 
with equal rea: „but foreigners neither, and can not obtain either 
at less theirface valuein gold. Our position is precisely like that of France, 
in which silver frances are, at home, of the same value as gold francs, but are 
worth only fo as much anywhere outside of the Latin Union. When 
the state of the exchanges requires the transmission of money from Paris to Lon- 
don, or to New York, it is only gold which can be sent, because it is only gold 
which will be accepted. But it is equally true that when London and New York 
8 money to Paris it can only be gold, because they have no French silver 


I remember well in the debate in 1878 it was vehemently predicted 
that silver, being the ¢heaper metal, would expel gold from the coun- 
try just as this reason is given now with great emphasis for repealing 
or suspending the law of that date, when the official reports show since 
that time an increase net of three hundred and fifty million seven hun- 
dred and ninety-three thousand five hundred and thirty dollars in the 
stock of gold in this country. Not only is this true, but the same of- 
ficial reports show that our monthly imports of gold in payment for 

due on our foreign trade, together with the product of our 
mines are largely in excess of our monthly silver coinage, more than 
double, thus maintaining up to the present moment the same ratio of 
increase of gold that has obtained ever since the silver law of 1878 
was passed. If the law of 1878 had not been enacted—and it was 
enacted over the earnest and combined opposition of those now de- 
manding its repeal—the condition of this country in respect of its 
currency would have been most deplorable. I read from the last re- 
port of the Secretary of the Treasury: ; 


It will be that the circulation decreased $25,156,452 
The bonds ted to secure circulation, which decreas-d 


i 


during the year. 
20.618.550 in 1833, 


were still fu © reduced $25,442,300 during 1834—a reduction of $35,055,650 in 
two years. 
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The 3 per cent. bonds of the United States have now been reduced to less than 


two hundred millions, and will be further reduced through the operations 
of the sinking ſund by — Fi millions each year. 

The market prices of the 4 per cent. and the 4} per cent. bonds of the United 
States have declined somewhat du the past year; but that these bonds are 


still too to enable banks to base cireulation upon them at a profit is plain, 
decreased than 


from the that the circulation has been voluntarily more 
$25,000,000 during the year. 
Among the measures of relief recommended in the last were an in- 


crease of the issue of notes to the face value of the bonds 
authorize which the Senate Leng eyes last session of Congress; the 
acceptance of the 3.65 per cent. bonds of 1924 of the District of Columbia, the 


on ion. I earnestly commend 
gress, believing that, if they will enable banks which now contem; 
a surrender of their circulation in con the calling of their 3 per cent. 


sequence of 

panas to maintain iton the long-time bonds with a small profit, or at least with- 
ou 

Inasmuch as about $135,000,000 uf the circulation of banks is based upon our 3 
per cent. bonds, which are now redeemable and being ra; say redeemed, reme- 
dial action can not be med beyond the ry im coi arapid reduction 
of our bank-note circulation is to be avoided. The subject is a very important 
one, and should receive immediate attention. 


This statement shows a contraction of bank circulation for the last 
two years of $35,055,650. It shows that of the less than two hundred 
millions of 3 per cent. bonds $135,000,000 of them are the basis of bank 

i that all of them are now redeemable and being rapidly 
redeemed,’’ and that they will continue to be redeemed at the rate of 


$50,000,000ayear. It urges some us action at this session of Con- 
pan in order to arrest a ruinous reduction of bank circulation. The 
w providing for the recoinage of silver has taken monthly from the 


dead surplus buried in the vaults of the Treasury a little upward of 
$2,000,000 for the purchase of silver bullion and put it in circulation, 
The silver has been coined and put in the Treasury, but silver cer- 
tificates representing it have been issued and put in circulation, mak- 
ing $2,000,000 more monthly, the two amounts aggregating about fifty 
mflilons a year addition to the circulation. This process has been 
going on since 1878, and has made a difference of about 8300, 000, 000 in 
the active circulating medium of the country, about one hundred and 
eighty-five millions of it, the coined silver, being a permanent addi- 
tion to our stock of money. While the banks have been reducing 
their circulation silver and silver certificates have been much more 
than ge re Se the loss. Had it not been for this constant addition 
to our circulation under the silver law, it is morally certain that the 
country would have suffered all the evils which flow from an insuffici- 
ent circulation. 

I presume I will be told that if the silver law had not passed the 
banks would have supplied the needed currency; indeed we have been 
informed to that effect by the report of a Secretary of the Treasury, not 
the present incumbent, but one of his predecessors. Exactly; and the 
meaning of this ceaseless war on silver is to put that metal and silver 
certificates out of the way, and leave the entire field clear to the na- 
tional banks, so that they may furnish our currency on their own terms 
and contract or expand it at pleasure. These institutions fought sav- 
agely against the remonetization of silver, and when their representa- 
tives meet, as they do annually, in convention, they always denounce 
silver money and demand the repeal of the law. They are about as in- 
cessant and determined and untiring in their attacks as the Senate 
Finance Committee, except that they are not discreet like the latter in 
being silent just before Presidential nominations are made, for at their 
convention last summer they demanded a repeal of the silver law. 

The denunciations of these people and the tirades in the messages of 
the Presidents, the reports of the Secretaries of the and of 
the Comptrollers of the Currency, have done more to di it silver 
and degrade it than all other agencies combined, creating the appre- 
hension that it could not be maintained as money against such power- 
ful influences. It is simply wonderful that silver bullion under such 
combined and powerful assaults is not de to a lower point than 
it has yet reached; and that the silver dollar is still current and at par 
with gold and silver certificates preferred to gold is still more wonder- 
ful, If the same efforts had been directed to the maintenance of silver 
aay pss have been made to destroy it in the confidence of the world, 
and banks had recognized and sustained it in their operations as 
the law requires them to do, and had not, in open violation of a posi- 
tive law and with the consent and acquiescence of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, whose duty it was to enforce the law, kicked it ont of the 
New York Clearing-House, silver bullion would to-day, in my judgment, 
and in that of others more competent than myself to form a correct 
opinion, be at par. 

After waging a war upon silver which could only result in reducin 
it below par, the same persons now make the fact that it is discoun 
the chief, indeed the only, argument for 3 it; for that is the 
Ta PETS re us. 

Now, Mr. President, if the amended bill before the Senate should pass, 
in what predicament will the country be left in respect to its circulating 
medium? I have read from the report of the of the Treasury 
that an annual contraction of fifty millions of the national-bank circu- 
lation is bound, under the ion of laws now on the statute-book, 
to ensue, and he urges remedial action at this session of Congress. This 
bill responds to his suggestion by contracting the fifty millions 
more per annum from the date when 8 silver coinage 
commences. 


When asked to provide against contraction already commenced and 
certain to continue if we pass this bill, we have simply doubled the evil 
we are called on to avert. We then will be called on to refund the 
national debt in such way as to enable the national banks to issue and 
maintain an adequate supply of currency for the country, at least such 
will be the next step in the programme of those who would discard 
silver, and the outcome would be that the banks would have won the 
fight they have been making for years, and find themselves in posses- 
sion of a clear field, with all the people and wealth of this country to 
operate on in their own way and on their own terms. Believing this, 
I shall to the end the fifth section of Senate amendment to the 
House bill. I believe the people engaged in national banking are neither 
better nor worse than other people. They are a fair average of Ameri- 
ean citizenship. : 

I will never by my vote intrust them or any other living men with 
the unrestrained power over the prosperity of the 8 the Prop. 
erty and values and products of labor of the people w they w 
— if permitted to dictate the amount and character of money to 

used in this country, as they will have if we abolish the use of sil- 
ver. God gave us gold and silver; the Constitution of the United States 
recognizes both metals, and declares that no State shall make any other 
al tender. Human labor is required to dig these metals out of the 
earth and human skill to refine and coin them, and when coined they 
are labor capitalized and represent intrinsic value. When these coins 
are stamped with the devices, and invested with the legal-tender qual- 
ities of money, and come within the protection of the laws against coun- 
terfeiting and alteration, they represent units and standards of value 
as prescribed by the supreme power of the Government. They differ 
from the bullion, out of which they are made, as the finely wrought 
ſabrie differs from the crude raw material from which it is worked. 
They are too fur removed from the dirty ore, or the crude bullion, for 
the market values of the latter to determine their intrinsic value. This 
is as true of silver as it is of gold. These metals, both of them, are not 
more than sufficient to support the volume of redeemable paper money 
necessary for the trade, commerce, and business of the country. 

To discard either will necessitate a reduction of volume of good, solv- 
ent, redeemable paper money, and this will increase the value of all 
money, will lessen the value of all the products of labor, will reduce 
W. and bring down all prices, and make debts doubly hard to pay. 

Those who are urging the destruction of silver money are, in my 
judgment, forcing these disastrous results, and, if successful, will in- 
evitably build up a formidable party in this country favoring the issue 
by the Government of an irredeemable paper currency, for the simple 
reason that an insufficient gold basis now, with a rapidly declining gold 
produet, if confined to gold alone as a redemption fund, will so reduce 
our volume of paper money that the country will not stand the con- 
traction, and will demand and seek relief wherever it may be found. 
Seven or eight States in the northern and eastern sections of this Union, 
which hold three-fourths of the bonds, the credits, and the money and 
active banking capital of this country, which would be immeasurably 
enhanced in value by the destruction of silver as money and whose 
representatives in both Houses of Congress are pressing this measure, 
will not be permitted, as long as any reasonable avenue of escape is 
left open, to hold this vast country in a condition of financial vassalage 
such as would ensue from the success of the pending measure. 

It is because I foresee these results that I am opposed to this bill. 
The $346,000,000 of legal-tender notes now in circulation, and the sil- 
ver coin and silver certificates now in existence and annually increas- 
ing in a proportion not adequate, it is true, to annually increasing de- 
mands for money, are nevertheless a check upon the power of the 
banks and a reasonable provision against contraction which I will 
never willingly surrender, 

I desire to see silver have a fuir chance. It has been dishonored by 
our highest officials in the executive department of the Government 
and by the national banks—the Government's fiscal agents. The Sec- 
retaries of the Treasury have refused to pay this money to the public 
creditors, although our obligations, except about $122,000,000 of out- 
standing gold certificates, are payable in coin, and can and ought to be 
paid in silver as well as gold, and the national banks have refused to 
recognize it in their operations in violation of expresslaw. These gold 
certificates are the only gold obligations due by this Government to 
anybody. All other debts, bonds, and obligations are payable in coin, 
and may justly and honestly be paid in silver coin or in gold, or in both, 
at the option of the Government. With the incoming of a new admin- 
istration I hope to see the laws on this subject obeyed and enforced. If 
they are bad laws, the best way to get rid of them is to enforce them. 
If this course will vindicate them. 

e friends of the act of 1878 remonetizing silver have never ceased 
to demand an honest enforcement of the law, and have ever been anx- 
ious to subject it to the test, with the fullest confidence that its bene- 
ficial results can not fail fo be as great as they have claimed they would 
be. When the national banks are compelled, as they ought to be, to 
recognize silver and silver certificates, as the laws require; when the 


Secretaries of the Treasury pay public debts equally with silver and 
gold, as they should, and when the denunciations of silver money cease 
to come annually from the national banks, from the White House and 
the Treasury Department, and from the Finance Committee of the 


1885. 
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Senate, as they should, in deference to a public sentiment in favor of 
silver, believed to be fixed and immovable—when all these influences 
unite in ing silver coi as they are now and have been in 


sustaining 
breaking it down and dishono: it, as they will be if the laws are 
obeyed and enforced, silver bullion will in a short time, both at home 
and abroad, in the opinion of many good judges, rise to par with the 
eoined ge dollar, less tA expense “3 coinage; thus removing the only 
pretext for suspending the coinage of silver. 

The Senator from Alabama has proposed an amendment to this bill, 
reposing in the President the power at his discretion to suspend the 
coinage of silver. The framers of the Constitution deemed it wise to 
make the legislative, executive, and judicial departments of the Gov- 
ernment separate from and independent ofeach other. I believe it wise 
to maintain these departments thus separate and independent. Dicta- 
torial power over a great subject like this should not be reposed in the 
hands of any man, and will never be by my vote. I believe as firmly 
in the wisdom and patriotism of the President-elect as anybody can, 
and it is no di ment of him to say that I will not so far as I am 
concerned consent that Congress shall abdicate its just powers and turn 
them over to his exercise and discretion. Besides, it is unjust to the 
new President to saddle this responsibility upon him which belongs to 
and should be fearlessly met by Congress. For one, I propose to take 
my share of the responsibility. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had passed a concurrent resolution for P 


printing 25,000 extra copies of the report and of the com- 
mission to provide suitable ceremonies for the dedication of the Wash- 
ington Monument, together with the engraved.card attached thereto. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speakerof the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 78) for the erection of a public building at La 
Crosse, Wis. ; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2664) making an appropriation to 
preserve the works on the Mississippi River and to continue the im- 
provement of said river; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. Z 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following joint resolutions were severally read twice 
titles, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 
of the sixth and seventh annual reports of the Director of the United 
States Geological 17 1 OR 

Joint resolution (H. 339) providing for printing the sixth and 
seventh annual re of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 340) providing for printing monograph 2 of 
the publications of the United States Geological Survey; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 342) to authorize the printing of 400,000 

: as — the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture ſor the 
year 5 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CULLOM, Mr. HOAR, Mr. PIKE, and Mr, VOORHEES sub- 
mitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro by 
him to the general ee bill; which, with the ac- 
companying pa was refe to the Corhmittee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GARLAND, and Mr. JONES, of Nevada, submitted amend- 
ments intended to be ea by them respectively to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


WASHINGTON MONUMENT DEDICATION PROCEEDINGS. 


The following concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: i 
IS THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 26, 1885. 


copies to Col. Thomas L. 5 
and workmen employed in the ¢ 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. MCMILLAN, it was 


Ordered, That John Jones, late ordnance sergeant United States Army and 
eaptain Third Minnesota have leave to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers in his case, su to the rules of the Senate. 


by their | tation being received at this time? The 
A ee printing additional copies 


EXECUTIVE MESSAGES. 


Several executive messages were received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 


GEOLOGICAL SURVEY REPORTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I have three joint resolutions that have just 
passed the House which are identical with three Senate resolutions 
passed this morning, and I ask consent at this time to report favorably 
upon these resolutions from the Committee on Printing and have them 

t on their ge. 

P'he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FRYE in the chair). The Senator 
from Nebraska reports at this time a joint resolution, and asks for its 
present consideration. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 338) providing for printing additional copies 
of the sixth and seventh annual reports of the Director of the United 
States Geological Survey. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PRINTING OF ETHNOLOGICAL REPORTS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. also re from the Committee on Printing 
the joint resolution (H. Res. 339) providing for printing the sixth and 
seventh annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of and 
I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MONOGRAPH SECOND OF GEOGRAPHICAL SURVEY. 
the joint resolution (E Bes 340) providing for printing. snonograph 
oint resolution 0) provi or p monogra) 

second of the publications of the United States Daal Barre and 
I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PLANTS FOR INAUGURATION DECORATIONS. 


Mr. VOORHEES. Lask leave to introduce a joint resolution for 
t consideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the joint reso- 


Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 134) relative tothe use of plants belong- 
ing to the public conservatories of the District of Columbia for inau- 
guration ceremonies, was read the first time by its title and the see- 
ond time at length, as follows: 

Resolved, de., That it shall be lawful to use for the approaching inauguration 
ceremonies and the decoration of the Executive Mansion and other public build- 
ings such plants as may be spared without material injury by the officers in 
charge of the publie conservatories of the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indianaasks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution. Is 
there obiection ? 

Mr. HOAR. What is that that is to be used? I did not catch it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Let the resolution be read again; it answers bet- 
ter than I can. 

The joint resolution was in read. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


MARIA G. UNDERWOOD. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask leave to make a report from the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the report 
will be received. 

Mr, JONES, of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, to report it favorably: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund of the Se to Alice 
E. Underwood, executrix of the last will and testament of Maria G. Underwood, 
— eig iy — 2 9 — = am oe — ote com- 
pensation for me and expenses o! said John C. Underwood, in prose- 
cuting his claim to a seat in the Senate as a Senator from the State of Virginia, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


DISTRICT TAX SALES. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent to call up House bill 
8236, Order of Business 1345, for present consideration. 
bill, which it is necessary should be 
with amendments, in order to get 
amendments. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Rhode Island asks 


It is a House 
immediately, as itis reported 
concurrence of the House in the 
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unanimous consent that the Senate now consider Order of Business 
1345, being the bill (H. R. 8236) relating to sales for taxes in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? The Chair hears none. 
x ey Senate as in Committee of the Whole proceeded to consider the 
The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 
The first amendment was, in line 10, after the word ‘‘deed,”’ to strike 
out shall vest in the grantee a good and valid title, and.“ 


The PRESIDENT 88 The question is on the amendment 
recommended by the ittee on the District of Columbia, which has 
just been read. 


Mr. PLATT. Ishonld like to hear the bill read as it will be with 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut asks 
that the bill be read as it will stand with the amendment recommended 
by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are two amendments. The last one ought 
to be read as well as the first. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read as it will stand when amended in 
accordance with the recommendation of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood that to be the 
request of the Senator from Connecticut. The bill will now be read as 
it would stand if amended as recommended by the committee. 

The CHIEF CLERK. As proposed to be amended by the Committee 
on the District of Columbia the bill will read: 


That hereafter sales of real 


levied by the commissioners of said 
entitle the purchaser, his 3 if 
e, 


Distri: 


two years from the date of such as 
of the hich deed shall be in all 
controversies in relation thereto that the so conveyed was su’ tothe 
taxes for which the pro was sold, were not the 
aie eee gers ore the execution of the deed, the man- 
ner of 7. . ake piano eed opiate 
with n to make such and title valid; and unless suit 
shall be brought within one year after the execution and record of such deed to 
shall be conclusive e 


— ee E ERIR oti Dasions tS 
assessment collection of such tax were valid,and the said deed vest | 


complete and valid title in the purchaser. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. I did not observe in the bill that there was any 
saving for under disability. 

Mr. HARRIS. I rose for the purpose of informing the Senator from 
Delaware that I held in ny eal an amendment that I to offer 
containing the sa clause that the Senator thinks necessary. I quite 
agree with him that it is. 

Mr. HOAR. Has consent been given to the consideration of this 
bill at the t time? i 

The P. IDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent has been given 
that the bill be now considered. 

Mr. HOAR. Idid not so understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stated the question dis- 
tinctly and paused for objection. i 

Mr. C „I did not understand that it was taken up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that the amendment is offered by the 
Senator from Tennessee as the agent of the committee, and so far as I 
am able I am willing to accept it. 

Mr. HOAR. My attention was called away at the time, and I did 
not understand that unanimous consent was given. It seems to me a 
very extraordinary and severe bill, a provision that as against the land- 
owner the deed of the commissioners shall be prima facie evidence of 
everything necessary to be proved in a tax sale. I was not aware such 
a system existed anywhere in the country. 

Mr. GEORGE, e can not hear the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the bill may go over. I ask to have the bill 
read again as mie of my remarks, 

Mr. HARRIS. Before itis read I ask that the Secretary take the 
amendment that I shall propose when in order, and read that to come 
in at the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be again read if there 
be no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments recommended by 
ont mag ittee on the District of Columbia will now be read for infor- 
mation. 

TheCHIEFCLERK. The first amendment is, inline 10, after the word 
t deed,” to strike out shall vest in the grantee a good and valid title 
and; and the next amendment is, at the end of the bill, to insert: 


And unless suit shall be brought within one year after the execution and record 
of such deed to annul the same, the same shall be conclusive evidence that all 


the in the assessment and collection of such tax were valid, and the said 
deed 1 vest complete and valid title in the purchaser. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem The amendment intended to be pro- 


posed by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] will now be read 
for information. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to add the follow- 
Provided, — under legal disability shall be precluded from 
t not 

bringing suit one year from the persia fe such disability. 


The PRESIDENT (in Heda The question is on the. first amend- 
ment rted by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. HOAR. I the bill will not be pressed for consideration. 


Mr. MORRILL. 
draw his request. 

Mr. HO. It is a very serious innovation on the present law to 
make as against the owner of real estate the simple deed of an official 
presumptive evidence, that is, I suppose, prima facie ey of the 
great variety of steps which are necessary to divest his title. It seems 
to me those things ought to be proved as facts. Here they are made 
conclusive evidence after the expiration of a single year, putting on him 
the burden of bringing a suit. A in of real estate is 
made by this bill, as I understand it, subject to have his estate di- 
vested unless he is able to disprove the regularity of a variety of pro- 

It may be almost impossible to do it. 

I trust the bill will be taken up at some time when the Senate ean 
carefully consider it, and when the amendments proper to secure the 
rights of acitizen can be made. It seems to me, with great respect to 
the honorable Senator from Tennessee, that one year from the removal 
of a disability like that of coverture, ora disability like that of insanity, 
or a disability like that of infancy, is an exceedingly short time in which 
to have a conclusive ption established, The in possession 
of his estate all the time may never even have h of the assessment 
or of the sale. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will with- 
draw his request to haye this bill considered now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am willing the bill shall go over until to-morrow 
morn: s 

Mr. MORRILL. Imove that the bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. -The Senator from Vermont moves 
that the further consideration of the bill be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. INGALLS. There are at the present time in this District about 
$900,000 of delinquent emg; and there is no possible power anywhere 
to enforce their collection. I know of no other community in which 
there is not some power lodged somewhere to enforce the payment of 
delinquent taxes, and I know of nothing that is more efficient than the 
issuing of a deed for property that is sold for taxes. 

I heard the Senator from Massachusetts characterize this bill as vile 
and extraordinary. Sir, it is the mildest measure of the kind that I 
have ever heard of being recognized. that is ble has 
been thrown around the right of the citizen; 
under disabilities are assiduously protected. 
in which to set the deed aside. 

Mr. HOAR. He may never have heard of it. 

Mr. INGALLS. Who never has heard of it? 

Mr. HOAR. He may never have heard of it. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘True. If he never has heard of it that does not 

the necessity of having some method of collecting taxes, I sup- 


pose 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Kansas yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do for the purpose of an interrogatory. 

Mr. HOAR. The interrogatory is this: Does not the bill provide 
that a person within one year after the expiration of the disabili of 
coverture or of infancy or of lunacy shall have his real-estate title di- 
vested by a conclusive presumption of the validity of these ings, 
the statute requiring no notice to the party whatever that they ever 
aars existed, and there may be cases where they may never have heard 

them? a 

Mr. INGALLS. In theschedule of human life I never have heard the 
paymeny of taxes considered as a luxury. Ido not know that it can 

counted as one of the comforts of human existence. I believe it is 
usually considered as one of the stern necessities. There is in this com- 
munity as in every other community a class of popia that do not intend 
to pay their taxes as long as they can help it. There is an abundance 
of pro in this town loaded with d uent taxes, allowed to re- 
main by prams amply able to pay them, who take the income 
from day to day and put itin their pocket rather than pay their taxes, 
because there is no way of enforcing taxes against delinquents. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Kansas if he is aware that 
he has not answered my question? 

Mr. INGALLS. I do not intend to answer it, because it has no con- 
nection whatever with this subject. It is absolutely im ble to 
make any general law bearing upon this subject that does not hurt some- 
body. You cannot enforce a law for the payment of taxes without in 
some way or other injuring somebody or hurting somebody’s feelings. 
It is not a question whether somebody may be hurt by it, or whether 
somebody may be injured by it, or whether it may be inconvenient or 
uncomfortable to somebody to pay his taxes, It isa question whether 
there shall be machinery v in the tax-levying power that ¢hall be 


hope the Senator from Rhode Island will with- 


sufficient to compel the payment of taxes. 
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Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Kansas, as we can not 
finish this discussion to-night, yield to a motion for an executive ses- 
sion? 

Mr. INGALLS. If the Senator desires it. 
this matter on the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. There are a number of nominations, a large list 
of military nominations, and the Committee on Military Affairs meets 
to-morrow morning, and if they are not referred to-night it will be dif- 
ficult to get a committee meeting for their consideration. 

Mr. INGALLS. With the understanding that this bill will be the 
unfinished business for to-morrow morning, I have no objection to an 
executive session. i 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HARRISON. I understood the Senator from Kansas to yield to 


me. 

Mr. INGALLS. I said that with the understanding that this bill 
might be the unfinished business for to-morrow morning I had no ob- 
jection to yielding to a motion for an executive session. 

The P 1D pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas yield 
to the Senator from Indiana or not? 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for the 10 order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending which the Senator from 
Vermont calls for the regular order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. KENNA. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to offer an 
amendment ? 

Mr. HARRISON. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. BAYARD. Allow me to offer an amendment. 


I do not wish to press 


Mr. KENNA. I desire to offer an amendment to House bill 1457. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana with- 
draw his motion? 


Mr. HARRISON. No; I see the indications around are such that 
SC I think, if I do not insist on the mo- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate on the motion is not in order. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
rises to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. HOAR. What will be the pending or unfinished business in the 
morning? s 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will answer that question 
in the morning; he is not obliged to do it at this moment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now I should like 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not rise to debate—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana has moved 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business and 
declines to withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HARRISON. If it is the desire of Senators to offer some amend- 
ments to Marg. e aon bills that ought to be in to- night I have 
no objection to yielding for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator withdraw his mo- 
tion ? 

Mr. BAYARD. 
a moment. : 

Mr. HARRISON. I withdraw it for that purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana with- 
draws his motion, and the Chair recognizes the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Kenna]. 


I will ask the Senator to withdraw the motion for 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. KENNA submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 1457) to establish a department of agriculture; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. BAYARD and Mr. MORGAN submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them respectively to the bill (H. R. 8236) relating 
to sales for taxes in the District of Columbia; which were ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. BOWEN, Mr. FRYE, Mr. GORMAN, and Mr. WILSON sub- 
mitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, reported an amendment intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, submitted two amendments intended 
to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were 3 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
Print 


Mr. COKE, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. LAMAR submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them respectively to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. — 

COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. Presideut—— ` 

Mr. HOAR. [I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR. I for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts in- 
sists upon the regular order, which is the bill (H. R. 4976) for the re- 
tirement and recoinage of the trade-dollar. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I trust the Senator will not insist on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please address the Chair 
and cease loud conversation to each other. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to appeal to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts in addressing the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must address the Chair. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Kansas 
(Mr. INGALLS] to strike ont section 5 of the amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. HOAR (in his seat). Now I withdraw my call for the regular 
order, having found out what it is. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
not recognized. The Senator from Nebraska has the floor. 


INDEBTEDNESS OF PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to offer three provisos as amendments 
intended to be proposed to the bill introduced this morning by the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I offer them so that they may 
be printed, and I shall ask that for the present they lie upon the table, 
because if that bill is not to be acted upon, as it should be, at this ses- 
sion, as the Senator from Massachusetts has invoked the examination 
of the public to this matter, I desire that some other su shall’ 
go out that the public rally may understand the status of the enor- 
mous debt of 8 These are three provisos. One 
is that no dividends shall be issued upon stock, and another is that the 
consolidation shall not be recognized. Lask to have them printed and 
laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
leave to submit sundry amendments intended to be proposed to the Pa- 
cific Railroad settlement bill, introduced this morning by the Senator 
from Massachusetts. The Chair hears no objection. The amendments 
will be printed and laid on the table. 


COINAGE OF SILVER DOLLARS. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to take the floor on the pending measure, and 
avail myself of my right to the floor long enough to express my aston- 
ishment at the very extraordinary by the Chair to a courteous 
question as to what the pending measure would be to-morrow 
after the adjournment to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not feel called upon 
to make any reply. The Chair stated what the question and the 
question as to what will be the pending order to-morrow 2 
upon the rules and will arise then. If the present oceupant had 
in the chair all the afternoon, and therefore had kept the run of the 
business, he would have been glad to have answered the question. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam happy to believe that no occupant of the chair 
since the organization of the Senate ever declined to answer that ques- 
tion before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
dent. 

Mr. HOAR. And the last, I have no doubt. 

Mr. MAHONE. I ask leave to offer a resolution at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no objection be made, the resolu- 
tion will be received. 


This will then be the first prece- 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. MAHONE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds be directed ta 
compile a statement showing the number of public buildings constructed and 
authorized to be constructed under existing laws for each State, the amount ex- 
pended or authorized for each such building from the first public building con- 
structed to the 4th of March, 1885, and to report such statement to the Senate in 
December next; and for such purpose the said committee be authorized to em- 
ploy aclerk at the usual com tion until the Ist of December next; to be 
paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After one hour and ten minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 7 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, February 26, 1885. 


The House met at 11 0’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun S. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Clerk proceeded to rend the Journal of yesterday. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move that portion of the Journal not connected 
with the actual transaction of legislative business be omitted in the 
reading. 

There being no objection it was ordered accordingly. 

The Journal was then approved. 

MRS. LIZZIE D. CLARKE, OF NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. TUCKER. I ask, by unanimous consent, that I may be permit- 
ted to submit some reports this morning from the Committee on the 
J 3 not for present consideration but merely for reference. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection? 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported the 
bill (H. R. 8275) for the relief of Mrs. Lizzie D. Clarke, of New Orleans; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing repoct, ordered to be printed. 


APPELLATE POWERS UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT.. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
a bill (H. R. 8276) to extend the appellate powers of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in certain cases; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


J. TAYLOR. WOOD. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
the bill (H. R. 8277) to remove the political disabilities of J. Taylor 
Wood, of Louisiana; which was read a first. and second time, referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


THOMAS R. WARE. 


Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, also reported 
the bill (H. R. 8278) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. 
Ware, of Virginia; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


JURISDICTION OF PROBATE COURTS, DAKOTA TERRITORY. 


Mr, TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judi „ also reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8173) to increase the j iction of pro- 
bate courts of Dakota Territory; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TUCKER. I ask whether there will be any objection to putting 
on their passage the bills reported from the Judiciary Committee merely 
for the removal of political disabilities ? 

The SPEAKER. Unless they are privileged matters the Chair, un- 
der the rule, can not entertain the request. 


DEDICATION OF WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask to submit the report of 
the joint committee in relation to the dedication of the Washington 
Monument and for the passage of the accompanying resolution. 

The report is as follows: 


The commission organized under the joint resolution approved May 13, 1854, 
in relation to ceremonies to be authorized upon the completion of Wash- 
ington Monument,“ as notified by joint resolution approved December 18, 1884, 
respectfully report that at a meeting of said commission, held in the room of the 
Joint Committee on the Library, June 19, 1834, Hon, JOHN SHERMAN was desig- 
nated chairman, E. J. Babcock secretary, and F. L. Harney assistant secretary. 
An invitation was extended to Hon. Robert C. Winthrop to deliver an a 
in the House of Representatives on the occasion of the dedication, which was 

. The correspondence relating thereto is herewith communicated. 
l invitations were sent to the distinguished persons described in the joint 
resolution, and an engraved card of invitation was sent to a great number of 


civil and military organizations throughout the United States, the Regents of | read 


Mount Vernon, relatives of General Washington, and distinguished persons, a 
cape ined which is herewith communicated. 
ee from the letters of acceptance and declination are also communi- 
cat 
The commission invited Lieut. Gen, P. II. Sheridan to act as marshal of the 
day, with an aid-de-camp from every State and Territory. This invitation was 
and eral Sheridan entered with zeal and activity upon 
the performance of the duties assigned him. 


lutions of the two Houses. This order of pronbedings was executed in all its 
details without any accident, interruption, or change. 

The thanks of the commission are justly due to General Sheridan for the ad- 
mirable manner in which the order of procession was executed. 4 

The addresses, prayers,and ceremonies are herewith communicated in the 
order in which they oecurred, 

Your commission feel that they will not have fully 8 their duty 
without reporting to the two Houses a resolution of thanks to Col. Thomas Lin- 
coln Casey, Engineer Co: United States Army, for his skill, ability, and fidelity, 
and to his associates, and the workmen for the manner in whieh they 
have performed their respective duties in the erection and completion of the 
monument. 

A monument has been erected to the name and fame of George Washington 


more imposing, costly, and than ever before was erected in honor 
of any man,and without the of a life in its construction or any accident or 
event to mar the hearty satisfaction of the American people at its successful 


completion. 
| NATHANIEL B. ELDREDGE, 
HENRY H. BINGHAM. 


JOHN SHERMAN. 
JUSTIN 8. MORRILL, 5 

JOSEPH G. CANNON. 
LAIRD. 


WILLIAM B, ALLISON. 

THOMAS F. BAYARD. 

LUCIUS Q. C. LAMAR, RCOOR 
WILLIAM DORSHEIMER. JAMES C. WE G. 
JOHN RANDOLPH TUCKER, JOSEPH M. TONER. 
JOHN H. REAGAN. THOMAS L. CASEY. 
PATRICK A. COLLINS. 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. I ask the Clerk to read the resolution accom- 


panying the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the thanks 
of Congress are hereby tendered to Col, Thomas Lincoln y, Corps of En- 
gineers, United States Army, and to his assistants, and to the workmen for the 
admirable manner in which he and they have performed their respective duties 
— the completion of the monument to the name and fame of George Washing- 

on. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will state there is a concurrent resolu- 
tion from the Senate to the same effect precisely, which if acted upon 
will dispose of the whole matter. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Then let the resolution be laid aside and the 
Senate resolution taken up instead. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question, then, is on the adoption of the eon- 
current resolution. k 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Yes; I ask the adoption of the concurrent 
resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was adopted, 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. There is another resolution providing for the 
printing of the proceedings, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That 10,000 extra copies of the report and proceedi of the com- 
mission to provide suitable ceremonies for the dedication of the Washi: n 
Monument r with the engraved card attached thereto, be printed, 
copies for the use of the Senate, 6,000 copies for the use of the House of 
sentatives, 500 copies for distribution by Lieutenant-General P. H. She 
United States Army, to the civil and military ion which part: 
in the procession, 400 copies for the Washington National Monument 
for distribution among its members, and 100 copies to Col. Thomas Lincoln 
Casey, engineer, for distribution among the mechanics and workmen employed 
in the erection of the monument. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from New 
York by reason of the provision in relation to @ngra’ it may be the 
House itself has not power to order that printing to be done, and there- 
fore it ought to be a joint resolution. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. The view of the joint commission was that a 
concurrent resolation should be passed. The Senate has passed already 
this identical resolution. 

Mr, HAMMOND. Why not pass the Senate resolution, then? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Iam willing to do so, 

The SPEAKER, This is not a concurrent resolution. It isa simple 
House resolution. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I submit, Mr. Speaker, the view in the joint 
committee was that concurring resolutions would be sufficient not a 
concurrent resolution; but the Senate has passed such a resolution. 

Mr. HAMMOND. ‘Take up the Senate resolution, then. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I ask the resolution be amended so as to make 
it a concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to make it a concur- 
rent resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS. Is it open to amendment? If so, I ask it be read 
as modified so we may see what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The only modification is to make it a concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. THOMAS, I ask it be again read. 

The resolution as modified, making it a concurrent resolution, was 


Mr. THOMAS. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. RUSSELL. I move tostrike out 10,000“ and insert 20, 000.“ 
Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by iaserting 25, 
cr ae with the ratio of distribution changed to conform there- 
wi 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I now suggest that the other numbers in the 
resolution be correspondingly changed; that is, that the same ratio of 
distribution shall prevail as was originally fixed in the resolution. 

are SPEAKER. The gentleman had better suggest the numbers to 
the Clerk. 

Mr. MILLS. What is to be the method of distributing these addi- 
tional copies ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. DorsHer- 
MER] is preparing an amendment to conform to the increased number 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOMAS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. THOMAS. I wish to ask, in reference to the resolution offered 


just before this, whether it was a House or Senate resolution. 
to the resolution just adopted. 

The SPEAKER, It was a House resolution; the gentleman objected 
to the Senate resolution. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is it understood that this additional printing is to 
be proportionately divided ? : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York is preparing an 
amendment. 4 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I now offer the following amendment so as to 
make the distribution of the additional numbers ordered printed con- 
form to the distribution heretofore provided in the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert: Of which 8,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 16,000 copies 
for the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 copies, Ke. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WELLER. I desire to know what became of the resolution 
ing this. 
y The SPEAKER. It was passed. The question now is on the adop- 
tion of the resolution as amended. i 

The resolution was to. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the res- 
olution was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I now move to reconsider the vote by 
which the former resolution was adopted—the resolution tendering the 
thanks of Congress to Colonel Casey and others. 

Mr. BELFORD. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. There is a question of privilege pending—a motion 
to reconsider. _ 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I move to lay that on the table, and on that 
motion call the previous question. $ 

.Mr. THOMAS. I have not yielded the floor to the gentleman to 
submit a motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS) will 


I refer 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, the reason.I move this reconsideration 
is that the resolution which has been adopted is a proposition to tender 
the thanks of Congress to this officer, Colonel Casey. It is admitted 
that his achievement is a great engineering achievement; but, sir, in 
all cases where Congress has granted its thanks heretofore it has been, 
with three exceptions, to which I shall presently refer, for great military 
achievements in the service of the country, and only in cases of that 
kind. 

I think the thanks of Congress have been voted in thirty-eight dif- 
ferent instances, and with the exception of three eases always for gal- 
lantry in the military service. These three instances were: In the first 
instance where a captain of an American man-of- war went into the har- 
bor of Smyrna and demanded the release of Koszta under the very guns 
of the fortress; next, the thanks of Congress were granted to the cap- 
tain of au American man-of-war who rescued a transport loaded with 
American marines, and rescued a man-of-war which had been aban- 
doned at sea; and again to Captain Dahlgren for the invention of the 
Dahl, gun during the war. In all ot the other instances this great- 
est of all honors was conferred for gallantry in action. 

Now, the effect of this resolution, if adopted, is to extend the time of 
this officer on the active-list for ten years; and I want to know if this 
Congress is ready to grant this greatest of all honors that can be con- 
ferred upon an officer in the Army or the Navy and grant it together 
with all the privileges that go hand and hand with it, simply because 
he has succeeded in carrying out the plans of Capt. George W. Davis, 
which he admittedly did in the new foundation under the monument 
and completing it in accordance with the plans of Captain Davis. This 
resolution does not pro; to give the thanks of Congress to Captain 
Davis, of the Corps of Engineers of the Army, who made and submit- 
ted the plan to the commission for its confirmation by which the foun- 
dation of the monument was strengthened and its completion made 
possible; but it proposes to give the thanks simply to a man who had 
executed that plan. I do not think, sir, it is right and proper. I think 
it is a step in the wrong direction. If the thanks of Congress are to be 
conferred at all, give them to Capt. George H. Davis, of the Army, who 
made the plans and furnished the specifications by which the foun- 
dations were strengthened, taking the old foundation from under the 
monument and replacing it with a new one more substantial and suit- 
able. 

Mr. HAMMOND. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. : 

Mr. HAMMOND. Who are embraced by the words of this resolu- 
tion under assistants and “‘laborers?”’ 

Mr. THOMAS. It is only those who were subordinates; but as far 
as they are concerned the resolution amounts to nothing. The prece- 
dents are that the thanks of Congress are granted to those who receive 
the thanks of Congress by name. What is the benefit to Captain Davis 
in passing a resolution of this character when his name is not mentioned? 


I think he was the man who deserved the greatest credit for this great 
achievement. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Warr]. 

Mr. WAIT. Mr. Speaker, I agree most heartily in all that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois has said in regard to the marked ability and sci- 
entific attainments of Captain Davis, as well as in respect to the valu- 
able service rendered by him in the construction of the Washington 
Monument. I have long known Captain Davis personally, for he is a 
native of my State and born in the district which I have the honor to 
represent, I believe him to be an intelligent and admirably trained 
engineer, who by his ability, rare skill, and scientific uirements 
added greatly to the possibility of the successful work which was done 
on this monument. l 

If I have been correctly informed he has had the constant oversight 
of the work, and his suggestions, the fruit of his in and ad- 
mirable professional training, have been most invaluable to Colonel 
Casey. And, Mr. Speaker, let me here say that I do not mean to de; 
tract one iota from the ability of Colonel Casey or his 8 
utation as an accomplished engineer, or the credit which is ped 
due to him for most valuable service rendered in the prosecution of this 
great national work. It is a pleasure to me to unite with other gen- 
tlemen in paying évery tribute to his ability, fidelity, and effi 8 
But when it is proposed to amend the 8 resolution by i 
it the name of Captain Davis as the able and faithful associate of Col- 
onel Casey—and I call to mind the fact that he was the man upon whom 
Colonel Casey leaned for counsel and for aid from the tothe 
end of this great work, and also call to mind the extent and great value of 
his services—I do feel that the House should not for a moment hesitate 
to associate the names of these two distinguished gentlemen in this res- 
olution. ‘ 

If I understand the facts, and the gentleman from Illinois will correct 
me if I am wrong, it was Captain Davis who arranged and perfected all 
the elevating machinery that carried the stones one after another front 
the surface of the earth as they went up toward the sky in the con= 
struction of the monument. It was his skill and rare that 
invented this machinery, which was so vitally important as a most effi- 
cientagent in the rapid and successful prosecution of the work. I havé 
no hesitation in that in the important matter of : 
and perfecting the foundation of the monument Colonel Casey, as an 
honorable gentleman, would say that the the counsel, and 
the assistance of Captain Davis were invaluable to him. À 

Captain Davis is one of the most meritorious officers connected with 
the Engineer Department of the Army. Few, if any, men” connected 
with that branch of the service rank higher in point of i and 
attainments than he does; and I certainly think that we only pay due 
respect to him and show a proper appreciation of his ability and his 
services if we associate his name with that of Colonel Casey in the reso? 
lution which is now pending. 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order. There is a great deal 
of confusion. I hope the House will be brought to order. 

The SPEAKER. Order will be secured if gentlemen would resume 
their seats. Gentlemen will please do so. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, my friend from ie (r: 
THOMAS] has doubtless drawn his precedents from some 8 
that came to us the other day in the Naval Committee as to thanki 
cartain gentlemen connected with the Arctic expedition. Werepo 
against giving them the thanks of Congress, because it tended to pro- 
motion in the first place, and in the second place becanse we did not 
want to make the thanks of Congress too cheap. 

So far as I am concerned, I would give unstinted thanks to any one 
who has achieved anything very notable and great in connection with 
our people and our country; and I would not be quite so particular un- 
less certain consequences followed. I do not believe in giving thanks 
merely for martial or for civic achievements, I believe that the engi- 
neering qualities of our time—the new forces that are being harnessed 
by civilization—call for some notice from the Congress of Americans 
sitting here in their connection with invention and physical progress. 
But there is nothing very great in this monument. In one respect it 
is the old Egyptian obelisk done over again and made a little higher. 
The lifting of these stones so praised by my friend from Connecticut 
[Mr. Wart] is not a very great mechanical feat. It does not belong to 
the muse of mechanism, like the Eddystone light-house and some 3 
things that might be mentioned. It only belongs to the plain old sys- 
tem of masonry known from the time of Cheops down. Therefore I 
do not so much aggrandize what has been done. But if thanks are to 
be given at all, do not let us discriminate against the men or the man, 
Captain Davis, who originated this proposition, who gave the plan, who 
fixed the foundation on which this grand superstructure been 


erected. Let us, if you please, and I suggest it to my colleague [Mr. 
DORSHEIMER ]—let us include both men in the thanks of Congress if 


E DUNN (in his seat). And then lay the whole matter on the 
table. 
Mr. COX, of New York. And then, if you please, on a fair vote table 
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it. But when a resolution comes in here so well considered, and on so 
patriotic an occasion, and for so grand an object, I would not, Isay, be 
stinted in the praise which belongs to the men who have done the work 
‘among so ory da p ape tars poled aaa atime. 

f I do not wish to detract anything from the achieve- 
ments of Colonel Casey. I would be the last man on earth to do that. 
‘But I think if the thanks of Congress are to be given, the one who 
merits them most should not be left out in order that honor may be 


Congress to a man en; in a purely civil enterprise over the heads 
of men fighting on the frontier and doing legitimate military duty. I 
do not think it right that his term of service on the active-list should 
be increased ten years for rendering this simple civil enterprise, while 
officers are fighting the enemy on the frontier without receiving the 
thanks of Congress. 


i ae eee otra tor ts ig oit 
ere including the name of Cap- 


y erected to W. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] rose in his 
B if he desires to make any remarks I will yield to 


Mr. BLOUNT. I do not. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I move the previous question on my motion. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I hope the gentleman will not do that. 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman from New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER ] 

to cut me off debate a while ago. 
. DORSHEIMER. I did not to cut you off. 
Mr. THOMAS. Tou moved the previous question. 
— DORSHEIMER. I did not. I moved to lay on the table, in 
0 —— 
Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, let the resolution be reported. 

Mr. THOMAS, Iam ing to yitld five or ten minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER] if he desires, 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I wish the floor in my right. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then I move the previous question. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Very well. Then ask my friends on this side 
of the House to vote it down. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, is there any objection to having the 
resolution reported ? 

TheSPEAKER. It has been reported twice, and the question is not 
now upon the resolution; it is on a motion for the previous question. 

The question was taken; and on a division, there were—ayes 71, 


noes 50. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 19 gen- 
tlemen voted in the affirmative—not a sufficient number. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for tellers upon the motion 
for vious question. 

The SPEAKER. The ayes and noes are refused, and the gentleman 
from New York demands tellers. x 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
no quorum has voted. 

Mr. KEAN and others. Too late. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I insist on the point, Mr. Speaker. [Cries of 
Joo late! 

The SPEAKER. The result has not been announced, and the Chair 
is bound to take notice of the point made by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND]. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. OMAS, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
DorsHEIMER. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Is there enough in this to warrant filibustering? 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Pending the count by tellers, 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I should like a statement of this 
question. The tellers di 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated the question very plainly, 
but if the House will be in order, so that the statement of the ir can 
be heard, it will be repeated. The question upon which the House is 
now voting is the demand of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] 
for the previous question upon his motion to reconsider. 

Pending the announcement of the result of the vote by tellers, 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, an agreement having been reached by 
which the gentleman from New York [Mr. DoRSHEIMER] accepts time 
from me, I withdraw the motion for the previous question and yield him 
twenty minutes. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 


formed the House that the Senate returned to the House of Represent- 
atives with amendments the bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settle- 
ment of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of 
private property destroyed in the military service of the United States, 
asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Sen- 
ate Mr. COCKRELL, Mr. HARRISON, and Mr. SEWELL. 


DEDICATION OF WASHINGTON MONUMENT, ET, 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Speaker, by a joint resolution of Congress 
a commission was created to carry out appropriate ceremonies at the 
dedication of the Washington Monument and to recommend to Congress 
whatever it might regard as suitable upon that interesting historie oc- 
casion. That joint commission, by a unanimous vote, recommended 
that should grant a vote of thanks to the officer of 
who has charge of the monument since its construction has in 
the hands of the Government, and accordingly a resolution of thanks 
has the Senate and is now upon the Speaker’s table. 

The propriety of this action is challenged upon two grounds: First, 
it is said that it will increase the term of service of the officer receiving 
it. I have to say that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] is 
entirely mistaken in making that statement. A vote of thanks by Con- 
gress does, under certain cirenmstances, operate to extend the term of 
service of a naval officer, but it does not extend the term of service of an 
Army officer. General Sherman received the thanks of Congress, but 
the term of his service was not extended an hour by that circumstance. 
It is also said that some one other than Colonel Casey was the author 
of the bold design upon which the foundations were removed from un- 
derneath the monument when it stood at the height of one hundred 
and eighty feet and larger foundations substituted. I know Captain 
Davis, and I venture to say that the statement of the gentleman from Ili- 
nois is made without any authority from him whatever, and he would 
be the first to repudiate it. The plans for taking out the old founda- 
tion were submitted to the committees of Congress by Colonel Casey in 
person and by designs which bear his name; and I now state that he 
claims those designs in general and in detail. 

We have thought that the successful erection of the most important, 
the loftiest, the largest, and the most costly structure ever erected in 
human history to the memory of a man—erected under circumstances 


gular among engineers“ if he 
fully carried out. But it was 
loss in the height of the structure. I believe that the vast mass was 
held up in the air, its foundations removed, and the new foundations 
put in their place with the loss of only about an inch in the total t 
of a structure then 180 feet high and with no variation at all from 
ork era but on the other hand correcting in its result a slight 
eviation from the perpendicular which had been discovered in the 
monument as it stood. 

The members of the House upon the joint commission, as well as the 
Senators, thought that a work so entirely without parallel or ent 
in eering was deserving of special recognition by Congress. Now 
that the joint commission of Co has placed this resolution upon 
the records of this House, and in view of the fact that the Senate 
by, I believe, a unanimous vote passed the resolution, I hope that we 
shall not stand here and refuse to give our propery of the praise 
which is due this most skillful and meritorious officer. 

In a debate on this floor a year ago the distinguished member from In- 
diana said that the officers of the Army of the United States, however 
skillful in war, had not won their fair proportion of the laurels of peace. 
Here is an instance in which a peaceful triumph has been achieved by 
one of the officers of our Army—a triumph which, as I have said, is 
without a parallel, and I hope there will be no hesitation on the part of 
the House in generously and with essential unanimity giving the thanks 
of Congress to Colonel Casey. f 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I understood the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. 
THOMAS] to yield twenty minutes to me. 

The SPEAKER. He did; but the remainder of the hour belongs to 
the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. THOMAS. So I understand. Mr. Speaker, how much time 
have I? 

The SPEAKER. About twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. Ishall not occupy that much time. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. THOMAS. How much time does the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. O'NEILL] desire? 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Three or four minutes. 

Mr. THOMAS. I yield three minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I desire merely to make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman from Illinois. If he will look at the Congres- 
sional Directory he will find that Col. Thomas L. Casey, Corps of En- 


gineers, is in charge as engineer of the State, War, and Navy building, 
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and Washington Monument,“ and that he has two prominent assistants 
under him—one Capt. G. W. Davis, United States Army, designated 
for the Washington Monument, and the other Mr. B. R. Green, civil 
engineer and architect, for the State, War, and Navy building. Now 
I wish to suggest that in voting the thanks of Congress to Colonel Casey 
we are reflectively voting thanks to these gentlemen who have been his 
subordinates, and who are gentlemen of distinguished skill and accom- 
plishments, worthy of being associated with Colonel Casey in these 
great works, each of them, I have no doubt, consulted by him in their 
respective assignments of work. I believe the thanks of Congress are 
due to Colonel Casey. He has finished the monument. It is one of 
the completed structures in the city of Washington; and he is pushing 
rapidly to co 3 the building of the War, State, and Navy De- 
partments, w. finished, will haveoccupied i in its construction 
a shorter time an any public building that has ever been erected here, 
and at less cost, I have always understood, comparatively. He deserves 
the thanks of Congress as being the engineer who has had in.charge 
the work on this monument; and by thanking him, as I have said 
before, you thank every one who has worked under his direction. 
Ifyou give the thanks of Congress to the feet of an army, to whom 
does such a testimonial in effect extend? e thanks of Congress were 
given to General Grant for bringing about the surrender at Appomat- 
tox. Did not his subordinate Is and officers help him to plan 
that t campaign which ended in that surrender? So Congress ex- 
tended its thanks to General Sheridan; but did not his subordinate 
officers aid him in arranging his brilliant canis in the valley? So 
you gave the thanks of Congress to General Sherman for his march 
to the sea. Had he not the aid of subordinates in planning that grand 
military eee So I say, Mr. Speaker, when you thank Colonel 
these men who aided in bringing to 
great monument to the Father of his Country, and I 
thin he should be thanked. Captain Davis, I am sure, will so under- 
stand this well-deserved compliment, and, my word for it, were he 
entitled to vote on this question, would do so most cheerfully for his 
chief, and would say to us that we are giving credit to the one entitled 
to 52 and detracting nothing from his reputation as his assistant. 
Here the hammer fell. 

. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, if the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Ivania [Mr. O'NEILL] were followed these subordinate 
officers might be called into the dining-room where the great chief 
feasts; but he alone is to be benefited by thanks of Congress as now 

posed. Who will know five years from now that Capt. George W. 
Davis was the man who furnished the plans. I assert it again, and am 
borne out by the current literature of the day, the statement having 
been often repeated and so faras I have heard never denied before—— 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, rose. 

Mr. THO No, sir; not another word. This is the first time 
23 have 2 known the statement questioned that Captain Davis fur- 

D lans and was the officer who practically executed this work. 

1109 te thanks of Congress are given to Capt. George W. Davis 
at the same time they are given to his superior officer I shall not object 
so strenuously; but I do object to making fish of one and flesh of the 
other. I object to this officer in of the State, War, and Navy 
buildings and the Washington Monument receiving all the thanks of 

while the officer in charge of the Washington Monument is 

left out and barely permitted to shine by the reflected light of his 
superior omot If this work entitles any one to the thanks of Con- 
gress it is Captain Davis, and the reason I move this reconsideration is 
that the resolution may be amended so as to include his name, and then 
he will not be conipelled to stand while his superior officer feasts at 
the sumptuous table spread for him by a generous Congress. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Bring in a separate resolution for 
Captain Davis, if you will. 

THOMAS. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Before the gentleman takes his seat I would like to 
ask him a question. 

Mr. THOMAS. I will yield for a question. [Cries of Vote!“ 

Mr. BLOUNT. What comes to Colonel Casey by reason of this vote 
of thanks by Con 

Mr, THOMAS. Iam under the impression it increases hisrank, or 
rather increases his length of service on the active-list, but the gentle- 
man from New York says Lam mistaken about that. Without the stat- 
ute before me I can not speak positively, but it has been my impression 
that if he receives a vote of thanks by Congress the term of service on 
the active-list of Colonel Casey will be increased not three years, but 
ten years. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask the gentleman further whether he is 
making the point between Captain Davis and Colonel Casey ? 

Mr. THOMAS. In the first place, I question the propriety of con- 


ferring this greatest honor by Congress simply for civil services and 
achievements. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the gentleman is willing to waive his 
. objection if Captain Davis is included? 

Mr. THOMAS. I might have waived my objection if Captain Davis 
had been coupled with Colonel Casey in this resolution of thanks. I 
was compelled to move a reconsideration in order that the resolution 


might be brought before the House for amendment, so as to include tho 
the name of Capt. George W. Davis. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me one other question ? 

Mr. THOMAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Has tho. controversy between Cepiain Davis and 
Colonel Casey been upon by the commission ? 

Mr. THOMAS.. I do not know whether it has or not; but it does 
not preclude others who may haye their own opinion in the matter, 
This can scarcely be regarded res adjudicate because Col. Casey may 
have made claim for the thanks of Congress. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow the statute to be read? - 

ai THOMAS. I haveno objection to yielding for a minnte to have 
it I 

Mr. DORSHEIMER, The only provision of the statute which re- 
lates to the thanks of Congress in relation to the retirement of an offi- 
cer is section 1446. It is chapter 3, title 15 of the Revised Statutes, 
entitled ‘‘ Retired Officers of the Navy,” and this is the language of the 
section: 

Sec. 1446. Officers on the active-list, not below the grade of commander, who 
have, upon the recommendation of the President, received by name, during the 
war for the of the rebellion, a vote of thanks of Co Congress for dis- 


tinguished service, shall not be retired, except 5 cause, until they have been 
fifty-five years in the service of the United States 


There is no provision whatever . the term of an Army 
officer by reason of the thanks of Congress. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I simply desire to know whether I correctly un- 
derstand the gentleman’s argument. As I understand it, the Lor 
man thought all this was wrong; butif he could get Captain Davis 
then he would be all right. 

Mr. THOMAS. I did not say so. 

Mr, HAMMOND. I so understood the gentleman. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then you misunderstood me. I have denounced 
from the begi the whole business of voting the thanks of casey — 
merely for civil services, They should be reserved, like the Iron 
of Germany and the Victoria Cross of England, for distinguished and 
conspicuous gallantry and for successful military and naval achieve- 
ments. 

Mr. HAMMOND. You think it is all wrong? 

3 Mr. THOMAS. Itisall wrong, and the resolution should be voted 
own. 

Mr. HAMMOND. If your fellow gets in, then it is all right. 

Mr. THOMAS. I did not say that. It might palliate wrong 
thing being done if by amendment the right man was included in the 
vote of thanks as well as the wrong one. I now demand the previous 
question, 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I move that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 93. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER, I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 110, noes 49. 

So the motion was to. 

Mr, THOMAS. I move to lay the resolution upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. It brings it before the House on the motion of the 
gentleman from IIlinois. 

Mr. THOMAS. And I have the floor, and have moved to lay the 
resolution upon the table. If necessary I will demand the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay upon the table is not amendable 
or debatable. 

The resolution was again read. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 127, noes 64. 

So the resolution was laid upon the table. 

Mr. THOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was laid on the table; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (S. 229) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to erect a 
public building in the city of Key West, Fla. ; 

A bill (S. 1810) for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, 


and 
A pill (S. 2009) granting a pension to Isabella Turner. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a privileged report. 
I am directed by the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for 
~~ brig san of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
; to submit the following report. 
onthe SPEAKER, The report will be read. 
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The report is as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8120) * ms 
for the of the Army forthe fiscal year ending June 30, and for other 

having met, after full and free conference have to recommend 
— do recommend to their ng, Pope Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 9, 11, and 12. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3,4, 5,6,7,8, 10, 14, 15,17, 18,19, 20, 21, and 22, and agree to the 
same, 7 

Amendment numbered 13: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out by said amendment 
insert the foliowing: And employed as train-masters, and in opening roads, 
and building wharves ;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

t numbered 16: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $675,000; and the 


Senate to the same. 
Ame nt numbered 23: On amendment numbered 23 the committee are 


unable to agree. 
> W. H. FORNEY, 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
J. WARREN KEIFER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 
P. B. PLUMB. a 
M. W. RANSOM, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the statement accompanying 
the report. 
The statement is as follows: 

The m the part of the House of the conf the di 1 
votes of the — e the amendments of the Nenate to the bill (H. k 8120) 
making ions for the support of the Army for the fiscal year 1886, sub- 
g in explanation of the action of the conference committee as 


accompanying report. 
agreed upon in conference W LAN $24,014,052.50. being $405,- 
$65,000 more as it the Senate, 


The bill as 

as it passed the House, $65, 
$440,397.50 less than the law for the current year, and $2,096,437.45 less than the 
estimates submitted for the fiscal year 1888. 
On amendment numbered 23, which strikes out the provision contained in 
the bill as it passed the House, that proceedings of trial by court-martial shall be 
carried on during such hours as the court-martial shall determine, the confer- 
ence committee have been unable to agree. 

5 WM. H. FORNEY. 


I move the adoption of the report. 

3 there an explanation accompanying this, show- 
ing the effects of the amendments ? 

It has just been read. 

Mr, WELLER. In the confusion I did not hear it. 

The report of the conference committee was concurred in. 

Mr. FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the House will agree to the re- 
quest of the Senate for a further conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses. a 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. FORNEY, Mr. TOWNSHEND, and Mr. 
KEIFER as conferees on the part of the House on said bill. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of 
personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Last night on the first call of the 
House I was present and answered to my name, as the RECORD will 
show. I consulted with the gentleman from Kentucky having charge 
of the bill then under consideration shortly afterward as to whether 
I would have time 2 gemy dianar; i 3 vee 3 with as 

as ible, and was in the lobby of the House at the time 
888 ent. I listened to that call from the lobby, but was 
not permitted to enter the Hall. I am reported this morning in the 
RECORD as not having answered to my name on the second roll. 

The SPEAKER. id the gentleman answer? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I did not, because, as I have said, I 
was prevented by the officers of the House from being present. 

Mr. RANDALL. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 8 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I have not finished my statement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that the gentleman pre- 
sents a matter of privilege. The gentleman states himself that he was 
not present and did not answer, and consequently there is no correc- 
tion to make. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I stated that I was not present on 
the second call, being temporarily out of the Hall, but I think I have 
the privilege of asserting that I was prevented from being present when 
I was entitled to be present by the officers of the House and through 
no fault or neglect of my own. 

Mr. KEIFER. The officers of the House did what they are required 
to do when a call or the House is proceeding. ‘The doors were ordered 


to be closed and the gentleman was not entitled to come in, not having 
answered to the call. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
in and was prevented. 

The SPEAKER. The officers executed the rule of the House and the 
order of the House. The rule may be wrong, but whether right or 
wrong it was being enforced under the order of the House, and the gen- 
tleman himself has shown by his statement that he was not present. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I was entitled to come in, having 
answered on the previous call, instead of being reported as absent as 
shown by the RECORD of this morning. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman had answered at the previous 
call he would be recorded as present. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I am so recorded; but claim that 
I was entitled to answer on the second call because I was present, I 
therefore ask that the REcoRD be corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The statement the gentleman now makes will go 
into the RECORD. - 


ANNUAL REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I rise to submit some privileged re- 
ports from the Committee on Printing. 

I am instructed by the Committee on Printing to report back the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 342) authorizing the printing of 400,000 copies 
of the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 
1885, and recommend its passage. 

The joint resolution is as follows: ó Eey 

Ko., That there be ted 400,000 iesof th ual of the 

—.— issioner of 8 the year Is; 300,000 copies for the use of 
members of the House of Representatives. 70,000 for the use of members of the 
Senate, and 30,000 copies for use of the t ot ; the illus- 
trations for the same to be executed, under the supervision of the Public Printer, 
in accordance with directions of the Joint Committee on Printing, the work to 
be subject to the approval of the Commissioner of Agriculture. 
Serene EPESI A, TTT 
priated, to defray the cost of ihe publication of said report. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be fora third ing; 
and being , Was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. Í 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES GEOLOGICAL SURVEY. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I am also instructed by the Commit- 
tce on Printing to report back the joint resolution (H. Res. 340) pro- 
viding for printing monograph second of the publications of the U 
States Geological Survey, and recommend its adoption. . 

The resolution is as follows: 


Ersolved, Go., That there be printed at the Government Printing Office the 
usual number of monograph second of the publications of the United States 
Geological Survey, with the necessary illustrations, and to conform to the edi- 
tions already issued by the Survey. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
und being en was accordingly read the third time, and pron 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 


I claim that I was entitled tocome 


sider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. t 
Mr. ROGERS, of New York. . Iam also instructed by the committee 
to report back the joint resolution (H. Res. 338) providing for printing 
additional oopa of the sixth and seventh anuual reports of the Director 
of the United States Geologieal Survey, and recommend its passage. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
eg qe That there be printed at the Government Printing Office, in ad- 


Survey. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and bei rossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. R , of New York moved to.reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF BUREAU OF ETHNOLOGY. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York. Iam also instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Printing to report back the resolution (H. Res. 339) providing 
for ar Seas sixth and seventh annual reports of the Director of the 
Bureau of Ethnology, and recommend its adoption. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, dc., That there be printed at the Government Printing Office 15,500 
copies cach of the sixth and seventh annual reports of the Director of the Bureau 
of Ethnology, with accompanying papers and illustrations, and uniform with 
the preceding volumes of series; of which 3,500 shall be for the use of the 


Senate, 7,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for distribu- 
tion by the Bureau of Ethnology. iY 


The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is.demanded. - 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DETROIT, MICH. 


Mr. STOCKLAGER. I desire to make a privileged report. 
sent the report of a conference committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill of the Senate No. 1609, to provide for 
the of the site and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, 
.. after full and free conference have to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their disagreement to the amendment of the 
House, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Add as an ad- 
ditional vision to said House amendment the following: Provided 7 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed in any event to increase the 
cost of the site and buildi: including approaches, when completed, beyond 
the sum of $900,000, as provided in this section; and the House agree to the 


eame, 
ee KINS, 


Managers on the part of the House. 


I pre- 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The Senate recedes from its di t to 
the amendment of the House, with an additional provision which more 
certainly confines the limit of the cost of the building within $900,000. 
I am sure there will be no objection to the adoption of the report. 

‘The report was ad 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the re- 
port was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER, I ask unanimous consent to make a report 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, not to be con- 
sidered now. = 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. The gen- 
tileman from Oregon [Mr. GEORGE] rises to a privileged matter. 


UMATILLA RESERVATION, OREGON. 


Mr. GEORGE. I move that the House insist on its amendments to 
the bill (S. 66) providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the In- 
dians residing on the Umatilla reservation in the State of Oregon, and 
granting patents therefor, and for other purposes, and agree to the con- 
ference asked by the Senate. l 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as managers òf the confer- 
ence on the part of the House Mr. GEORGE, Mr. WELLBORN, and Mr. 
STEVENS. 

PUBLIC-LAND LAWS. 

Mr. COBB. I move to take from the Speaker’s table the bill H, R. 
7004, with amendments by the Senate, with a view to having the bill 
and amendments referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. NELSON. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. COBB. I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Copp] moves 
to suspend the rules and take from the Speaker’s table the bill he has 
indicated and refer the bill with Senate amendments to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Mr. VALENTINE. On that motion I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (II. R. 7004) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public 
lands and the laws allowing entries for timber culture. 


Mr. PERKINS. I demand a second on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
has already demanded a second. 

Mi KEIFER. I think the amendments of the Senate should be 
read. > 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman has a right to have the amendments 
read. The Clerk will report them. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 1, after “that,” insert section 2299 and; 
aur 1, line J, after “32,” insert ‘excepting sections 2275, 2276, 2283, 2286, and 


— ri 1 5 24 rera Gut Oneal eee pre-empti 
nes an e out “and all o ws allo ion 
of the public lands of the United States ;” z * 
Page 1, strike out all after “repealed,” in line 6, down to and including “laws,” 
in line 15, and insert: 
“Prov „ however, That this repeat shall not affect any valid rights hereto- 


. but all . were 
ated before 7 , may be perfected, upon due compliance wi 
Sanita tho AAA NORLA T 


same limitations, forfeitures, and contestsas if thisact had not been passed: And 
‘urther, any person who has not fore had the benefit of the 

press law, and who bas failed, from any cause, to perfect title to a tract of 
heretofore entered by him under the homestead laws, may make a second 
homestead entry in lieu of the pre-emption privilege here : And pro- 
y mg certifica t on account of surveys 


vised Statutes and acts su p emental thereto shall be receivable as cash (except 
for fees and eeri ne be 7 n the disposal of public lands at the land offices at 
which ea tes are now receivable in commutation of homestead and pre- 
ion rights. 
ike out section 2 and insert: 

“Sec. 2. That an act entitled An act to amend an act entitled “An act to en- 
288 the growth of timber on the Western prairies,” approved June 1 peo 
be, the same is hereby, repealed: Provided, however, t this 
not affect any valid rights heretofore accrued or accruing under said laws, but 
all bona claims lawfully initiated before the Ist day of July, I may be 

upon due compliance with law, in the same manner, upon the same 
terms and conditions, and subject to the same limitation, forfeitures, and con- 
tests as if this act had not been passed. 

Strike out section 3, pase 3, line 14, changing section 4 to section 3. 

Strike out all after word entry,“ in line 24, page 3, down to and includ- 
ing the word ts,” in line 4, on page 4, and insert: 

And before expiration of five years and obtaining a patent therefor from 
the Government, as other cases directed by law ou making proof of settle- 
ment and cultivation as provided by the law heretofore in force granting pre- 
emption rights.“ 

4, line 5, change section 5 to section 4. 
Page 4, after “repealed,” in line 8, insert: 
“Provided, however, That this repeal shall notaffect any valid rights heretofore 


-| accrued or accruing ‘under said laws, but all bona Ade claims plac? saon 


before the Ist day of July, 1885, may be perfected, upon due compliance with 
law, in the same manner, upon the same terms and conditions, and subject to 
same proper — ir pea and contests as if this act had not been passed. 

r line 8, insert: 
P% — That hereafter no public lands of the Uni ted States not heretofore 
offered dpa sale, except abandoned military or other reservations and. 
other lands the sale of which at public auction has been 


mineral authorizedt 
by acts of Congress of a nature having local application, shall be sold at 
public auction or be subject to private entry.” 

Strike out section 6. 


At the end of the bill insert the following section: - 
$ ——.— 6. That section 2288 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as to read as 

follows : 

s SEC. 2288, aay paon who has already settled on the public lands either by 
pre-emption or by virtue of the homestead law or any amendments thereto, and 
3 who shall hereafter settle on the public lands by virtue of the home- 
st law or any amendments thereto, shall have the right to transfer by war- 
ranty against his own acts any portion of his pre-emption or homestead for 
church, cemetery, or school purposes, or for the righ! t 
such pre-emption or homestead; and the transfer for such public purposes shall 
in no way vitiate the right to complete and perfect the title to their pre-emptions 
or homesteads.’ ” s 

At the end of the bill insert the following section : 

"SEC. 7. That an act entiled ‘An act to provide additional regulations for 
homestead and pre-emption entries on the public lands,’ approved March 3, 
1879, be, and the same is hereby, repealed.” 

At the end of the bill insert the following section: 2 

* Sec, S. That wherever lands have been withdrawn from sale or disposition 
on the part of the United States by reason of grants made to aid inconstruction 
of railroads or other works of internal improvement, and such withdrawals have 
been terminated by act of Congress, executive order, or order of the Land De: 

ent, or where lands have been, by operation of law, reduced in price to 


ent have 


y 

legal. all questions relating to such conflicting claims or settlements shall 
be subject to adjudication and decision in the Department of the ee 
and the proper judicial courts; and in case there is any actual settlement o) 
said lands in good faith under the homestead or pre-emption laws of the United 
States made prior to January 25, 1885, the rights of such settlers shall prevail 
against any previous entry at the price of $1.25 per acre." 

Amend the title so as to read: 

“An act to all laws providing for the pre-emption of the public Jands, 
ng entries for timber-culture, the laws authorizing the sale of 
desert lands in certain States and Territories, and for other purposes.“ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Conn] moves to 
suspend the rules and take this bill from the Speaker’s table and refer 
it, with the Senate amendments, to the Committee on Public Lands. 

The SPEAKER. A second has been demanded. The Chair will ap- 
point the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Conn, and the gentleman from 
Nebraska, Mr. VALENTINE, to act as tellers. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the second be considered as ordered. 

Mr. VALENTINE and Mr. MAGINNIS. I object. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 92, noes 85. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this question the tellers report ayes 92, noes 
85. The ayes have it, and there is a second. Under the rules thirty 
minutes are allowed for debate—fifteen minutes in support of the mo- 
tion and fifteen minutes in tion. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Conn] will be recognized to con- 
trol the time in support of the motion, and the gentleman from Nebraska 
[Mr. VALENTINE] to control the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I shall occupy the time of the House for 
only a few minutes. This bill which is proposed to be referred to the 
Committee on Publie Lands has been amended by the Senate in some 
essential particulars. I do not believe the House fully understands the 
provisions of the bill. It provides for amending the estead law so 


as to require the proof necessary to a patent to be made twelve months 
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before the patent issues, That amendment is recommended by the Com- Mr. CONVERSE. Twice to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 


missioner of the General Land Office, and the object of ibis tenable 
ee to tnont inte Og uestion whether fraud in the home- 
has been committed. "The hill ales DOTHAN foe the repeal of 

ture law and for the repeal of the pre-emption law. The 
pre-emption law is somewhat similar to the homestead law. The home- 
stead — leſt standing with the amendment which I have indicated, 
giving to each actual settler one hundred and sixty acres of land. As 
the law now stands he may become the owner of one hundred and sixty 
acres more under the pre-emption law, and then he may become the 
owner of one hundred and sixty more under the timber-culture law, 
making in all four hundred and eighty acres. Now, the knowledge 
and experience of the Commissioner of the General Land Office and of 
the Interior ent are to this effect you will find it fully stated 
in three or four of the last reports of the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office—that under the pre-emption law and the timber-culture 
law lands are constantly being ‘‘gobbled’’ up and passing into the 
hands of monopolists. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. If that be the object of the bill why could you 
not easily provide that a man who takes up one hundred and sixty 
acres under one of those laws shall not take up land under the others ? 

Mr. COBB. Yes; and at the same time leave the imperfections of 
the three laws untouched. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Correct them. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Why not correct the imperfections ? 

Mr. COBB. Instead of giving to the settler one hundred and sixty 
acres definitely under the homestead law, the gentleman would have 
him a under the homestead law or the pre-emption law or the 
timbe ture law. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. I would have the timber-culture law repealed. 

Mr. COBB. The Secretary of the Interior has said that frauds illim- 
itable have been committed under the timber-culture law and the pre- 
emption law, and I can take the gentleman into Kansas and Nebraska 
kai. show him whole townships owned by capitalists under the timber- 
culture law, and there is not one stick of timber. on them. 

r. VALENTINE. The gentleman can not do that. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Why not take means to prevent those frauds in- 
stead of bringing in such a bill as this? 

Mr. COBB. r. Speaker, I insist and submit to the House that the 
better way to get rid of the frauds committed under the pre-emption 
and the timber-culture laws is to repeal the laws themselves, leaving 
the homestead law, which was intended to be sufficient to supply the 
needs and demands of actual settlers. One hundred and sixty acres 
of land is enough, and I submit that we ought not to allow individuals 
to procure more than that under these laws. Our public lands are 

idly passing into the hands of private owners. A few acres now 
exist in the public domain compared with its extent years ago. 
Those few acres ouni to be preserved intact for actual settlers and 
their homes in the future. I insist, sir, that no greater evil, no greater 

wrong, has been done to the future of this country than has been done 
under these laws. More than 10,000,000 of acres of the best lands in 
the country have been taken up through fraud and perjury and subor- 
nation of perjury under the pre-emption and the timber-culture laws, as 
the evidence shows. Now, I say the best way to remedy these wrongs 
is to repeal the laws themselves. The Commissioner of the General 
Land Office has stated in his report that under existing laws it is Beat 

ible to prevent these frauds. He tells you that he sends his 

Tato the territories or the sections where these public lands are to 8 
out frauds, but that the parties who have committed the frauds some- 
times buy up the agents, and in that and other ways the law. 
Now, in order to prevent ies from evading the law I eve the 
best thing to do is to re the timber-culture and the pre-emption 
laws, and leave the homestead: act, so that actual settlers who in good 
faith seek homes on the public domains can still obtain them. 

Mr. Speaker, I will occupy no further time unless some gentleman 
wants to ask a question. 

Mr. BUDD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question if he will 
permit me. 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir, 

Mr. BUDD. How is it that the Committee on Public Lands did not 
on the last suspension day a up one of the forfeiture bills? 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, I do not know that that is the gentle- 
man’s business exactly, or that it is my business to answer the ques- 
tion. He can put his own eee upon the facts. Iam doing 
my duty now. That is all I have to say. 

Mr. HENLEY. If the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Conn] will 
yield I will answer the question. No land-forfeiture bill co be 
taken up and on suspension day for want of time. 

Mr. BUDD. I will state to the tleman that we did have the 
time; no bill was called up. 


the committee was passed, 
Mr. HENLEY. tleman's pardon. If he will inform 


I beg the gen 


himself he will discover that it was impossible in the time we had to 
call up any land-forfeiture bill. 


Conn] whether the great frauds in connection with the public lands 
have not been perpetrated mainly under the homestead law instead of 
the pre-emption or the timber-culture law ? 

Mr. COBB. No, sir. 

Mr, CONVERSE, I desire to ask the gentleman whether the en- 
tire Estes Park and the valuable lands around Lake Tahoe have not 
all been taken up in that way? Have not the great frauds in the West 
in connection with the public lands been perpetrated under this wise, 
humane, and wholesome law ’’—the homestead act. 

Mr. COBB. No, sir. I denyit entirely; and the report of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office will bear me out in this denial. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I wish to ask further whether the trouble is not 
in an improper execution of the laws as they now exist, rather than in 
the laws themselves 

Mr. ANDERSON, That is the point 

Mr. COBB. That may be; but it is claimed by the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office that he can not enforce pre-emption law so 
as to prevent fraud. He has been appealing to Congress for four years 
to repeal that law and save the public lands. I deny the statement of 
the from Ohio. I say he is mistaken in stating that the 
lands to which he refers were taken up under the homestead law. 
While there may have been some frauds under the homestead law, the 
great body of the frauds have been committed under the pre-emption 
and timber-culture laws. 

Geng! CONVERSE. Will the gentleman allow me a suggestion right 
there? 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I. 

SRL EAR ER ore tenpere (M2 E ea of Missouri ). 

Mr. COBB. I can not yield 

ur. CONVERSE. I desire . pat the gentleman’s statement. 

Mr. COBB. I can not yield further. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will my colleague on the ‘committee [Mr. Conn] 
yield to me to answer the question propounded by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE]? 

Mr. COBB. Yes; I yield to my colleague on the committee. 

Mr. PAYSON. Let me say to the gentleman from Ohio that the 
great fraud in connection with the Estes Park, by which that entire 
tract was taken up by the Earl of Dunraven, was not consummated 
under the homestead law, but under the pre-emption law. I have in 
my desk poen to prove this statement, and I shall be glad to submit 
them to the gentleman from Ohio. The whole fraud in connection with 
the Estes Park was perpetrated under the pre-emption law. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I desire to state 

Mr. COBB. I can not yield to the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana declines 
to yield further. The gentleman from N Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] is 
recognized to control the time in opposition to this mofion. 

Mr. COBB. I reserve the residue of my time, intending to yield to 
my rogers ye e (Mr. HoLx ANI. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, the question now before the 
House is one of great importance to the country, especially to that por- 
tion where the public domain is now located. If the bill before the 
House should become a law it will wipe out the present pre-emption 
and timber-culture acts and amend the eighth section of the homestead 
law relative to the commutation of homesteads. 

We who live in the West—and I have lived upon the public domain 
or adjacent to it all my life, and am perfectly familiar with these laws 
and the system which has grown up under them—we of the West are 
opposed to the repeal of these laws, because we believe they are benefi- 
cial to that section and to the whole country. 

I believe—indeed, I think I can say I know—that this cry which has 
come up, commencing in a small way as it did until it has almost be- 
come a shout, for the repeal of the pre-emption and timber-culture acts 
has come directly from two sources. First, it has come from the 
railroad tions of the West, who desire to sell their lands but can 
not do so at a price beyond $1.25 an acre so long as the Government 
permits the actual settler to go there and enter land at that price. The 
railroads of the West desire this legislation repealed so that they may 
advance the price of their lands. Next, it is desired by the great cat- 
tle-kings’’ of this country. There is a fight going on to-day in my 
State, and in fact in all the Western States, between the actual 3 
and the “‘ cattle-kings”’ for supremacy. hen we go upon the frontier 
and under the timber-culture act plant-ten, twenty, thirty, or forty 
acres with timber whereby we reclaim those lands and make them agri- 
cultural, the cattle-kings turn out upon those lands their herds to 
eat the trees as they sprout from the ground. These cattle-kings 
are anxious to have this law wiped out, that their cattle may roam over 
those prairies undisturbed by the settler. 

When the poor homesteader comes there with all he has in a ee 
drawn by a pair of oxen, and sits down with his family, hand! 
spade and plow, gathers together a temporary hut in which he puts his 
family, then they send out their cowboys to drive him off. But, sir, 
they can not drive off the men who go there with sufficient capital and 
who reside upon the landa year or six months, pay forit, and are backed 


Six minutes. 
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by friends, influential financially as well as ise, who gather around 
them other homesteaders and establish a settlement which defies the 
efforts of the cattle-kings. Those are the men who open these Terri- 
tories to actual settlers. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I speak the sentiment of the West when I 
say that these laws ought not to be repealed. These laws, and 
cially the pre-emption laws, have been those under which the West 
been settled. I am in favor of a homestead law. If the law has not 
been enforced, if fraud has been practiced in reference to the public do- 
main, then change it. To practice fraud a man must commit perjury, 
and if he does that, he can be sent to the penitentiary. Enforce the 
law criminally against these people, and there will be no trouble on this 
account. 

How much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I wish to say simply that the fault is in the ex- 
ecution of the law and not in the law itself. I now yield to the gen- 
tleman from Kansas. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, as has been suggested by the gentle- 
man from Nebraska, this is legislation of vital importance to our section 
of the country. It is indeed only legislation in the interest of the cattle 
organizations of this land, and I am astonished that men come upon 
the floor of this House professing to be in favor of legislation in behalf 
of the settlers and yet advocating this bill. What will be its effect if 
adopted? What will be the consequences precipitated upon the coun- 
try if this bill becomes a law? Repeal the provisions of the statutes 
which we have already given the people by which opportunities are 
afforded the pioneer of acquiring title to the public domain; strike them 
down, and say the people shall only acquire title under the provisions 
of the homestead law, and what is the effect? 

There are thousands of acres in my own State, there are thousands of 
acres in Nebraska, there are thousands of acres in Colorado, there are 
thousands of acres in every Territory of the West which can not be taken 
under the homestead law. Compel the settler to settle on one hundred 
and sixty acres of that arid land and live there until he cansecure the 
benefits and title under the homestead law, and he can not avail him- 
self of it. It is impossible to make a living on one hundred and sixty 
acres of that land in many cases. That is true, as I have said, in every 
Territory in the West. Repeal the pre-emption law, strike down the 
timber-culture act, abrogate the desert law, and strike down all pro- 
visions by which settlers may obtain title to the public domain except 
the homestead law, and all that yi domain pr engi for occu- 
pancy by the cattle companies of the country; and hence I charge that 
this proposed legislation is in their interest, and that they are organ- 
izing and pressing for its enactment. 

Who else is demanding or asking for the repeal of these several stat- 
utes? 

Have you had a petition from a settler anywhere asking for all this? 
Are they memorializing for this legislation? There is a concurrent res- 
olution pending in the Legislature of my own State at this time asking 
for the sale of a large tract of land in Kansas at 50 cents an acre, and not 
to the speculator but for the poopie But there is no legislation or me- 
morial pending there or in any other lature of the West, so far as I 
can learn, asking for a repeal of the timber-culture and pre-emption 
laws. Instead, however, you find the people who have gone out upon 
the prairies of the West, cultivating and reclaiming them, building 
them up, paying taxes, and contributing to that wonderful growth, op- 

this legislation. 

It is under the 88 law the West has grown up and thrived 
and prospered as it has and constructed those grand Commonwealths. 
But now, if it shall be the disposition of this ae ‘pe to say that no 
acre of our great domaim shall be disposed of or title obtained thereto 
except under the homestead law, the cattle companies will possess them- 
selves of thousands of acres, and graze their vast herds without let or 
hindrance and smile at our simplicity. 

a will organize at once for the occupation of thousands of acres 
of that are hot adapted to agricultural pursuits, but are of some 
value for grazing p and will keep out the homestead settler and, 
under the provisions of this bill, will feed their herds and grow fat upon 
land owned by the Government, and from which the community and 
State get no tax or return. Strike down every provision of law under 
which title may be obtained to the public domain except the homestead 
law, and large sections of our t West will remain Government land 
to be in the manner I have suggested; and the honest pioneer 
is wronged, the community and State suffers, the Government realizes 
ns: and only the cattle companies prosper and rejoice at our legis- 

tion. 

It is said that fraud has been practiced under these several statutes. 
Concede it; but set up against that what has been effected—the ma- 
terial growth and prosperity secured under these several laws—and the 
ape is all with us. The Government has got its money for the land. 

e property passes to individuals and becomes subject to taxation. 
Homes are made, industry is enco , and good is done to the 
country. I would, however, improve the legislation. I would enact 
laws which will protect against fraud, but give to the honest 


the right to choose between these several statutes. I am in favor of 


extending be e ems law to every acre of the 


lic domain. I would give to the settler the right to secure a title to 
his home by continuous occupation and cultivation under the home- 
stead law, if such should be his interest or desire; but I would also 
give to him these other statutes and the right of electing between, that 
all portions of our great domain may be occupied and owned by our 
honest yeomen who are to secure homes for wife and little 
ones and those dependent upon them. If the homestead law can be 
amended so as to prevent fraud, so that those other statutes—— 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I desire to call attention to one statement made 
by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] that he could go into Ne- 
braska and Kansas and show whole townships fraudulently entered 
under the timber-culture act. Let me say, under the timber-culture 
act there can not be any more than one-fourth in every section of the 
public domain. That can not be true, therefore. I yield for three 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE]. 

Mr. WASHBURN, Lask the gentleman from Nebraska whether the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office has not stated that for the last 
five years 88 cent. 8 have been fraudulently made? 

Mr. VA TINE. so, most of them are in the timber lands of 


Minnesota. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The timber lands of Minnesota and the prairie 
lands of Dakota Territory. 

Mr. CONVERSE. Mr. Speaker, I hope, if this bill is to pass, we 
shall have more consideration than is likely to be given in the closing 
hours of this session. My own observation, which runs through two 
years in connection with the public lands, is that the great stealing 
which has been carried on under this Government has been through its 
land and a portion has been thro the homestead law. 
The trouble is not with the laws themselves. homestead law, the 
pre-emption law, the timber-culture act are each and all wise and 
wholesome laws, but the trouble is in the execution of these laws. 
What we want is reform in the administration,. The thing to be done, 
Mr. N is to turn the rascals out and put in honest men to see 
that these laws are enforced as they were intended to be and as they 
were in former times. F 

I desire to repeat what I said a few moments ago—that my investi- 
gaion as to Estes Park showed that every acre of that land was taken 

rom the Government without the payment of a single dollar. If it 
had been taken under the pre-emption law we would have received 
$1.25 per acre for the ten or twelve thousand acres in that park, but 
we never received a cent to pay even for the survey of the land. The 
same is true of the fine timber lands abont Lake Tahoe, amounting to 
millions of acres. Not a dollar went into the Treasury for the pur- 
chase of those lands, but men of straw filed homestead claims, made the 
necessary affidavits, transferred their titles to the mill companies, tim- 
ber merchants, companies, and thus the frauds amounting to mill- 
ions were perpetrated upon the Government. 

I saw more than a million acres of timber land around Lake Tahoe, 
which were in possession of five companies, for which the Government 
never received one dollar, although the Government had paid for all 
the expenses connected with the surveys, and when I saw the lands 
about 1880 they would have brought under the hammer in cash at 
least $15 per acre. 

(Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. VALENTINE, I yield now to the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. MAGINNIS] for two minutes. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Public Lands 
state that they urge the adoption of this measure for two reasons: First, 
because under the present land laws a settler, they say, can take ad- 
vantage of three different laws; and secondly, on account of frauds 
claimed to be perpetrated under the homestead or pre-emption laws. 
These are the two reasons which they urge. 

The proper answer to the suggestions made by the committee is, that 
if they simply want to confine a settler to one hundred and sixty 
acres of land instead of permi im to take advan of other 
land laws to acquire additional lands, all that is necessary for them to 
do here is to bring in a bill saying that the settler who has taken ad- 
vantage of one of these acts and gets his one hundred and sixty acres 
of land shall not be entitled to the privileges of the ather to acquire one 
hundred and sixty additional acres. That would cure that evil, which 
knocks the ground from under the committee on that proposition. 

The next ground on which they propose to repeal this beneficent act 
made by our fathers in 1801, and under repeated Democratic adminis- 
trations down to 1861, is on the ground of alleged or attempted fraud. 
Now, that there may be fraud committed under the act is very true; 
but why not amend the law so that these frauds can not be committed? 

Would not that seem to be the more reasonable cy? And I 
would like to have people who talk about fraud take of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office and point me to the case of 
one single conviction of any person, or any prosecution under that Com- 
missioner or his agents, for any frauds committed under any of the 
land laws, which would have been the case if it was true, as theystate, 
that their is to prevent fraud. 


Now, sir, there are hundreds and thousands of acres which ean not 
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be taken up or entered upon for cultivation in these desert or arid 
lands 


Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MAGINNIS. No, sir; I can not yield for a question. 

Under the desert-land act these arid where there is no water, 
a man to make a settlement would have to build a ditch costing him 
$500 or $1,000 or $1,500 to convey the water to his farm and i it. 
For the purpose of doing this he must have sufficient land to enable him 
to construct his ditch so that he may reclaim the land and make it val- 
uable; otherwise itis worthless. I repeat, then, if there are frauds com- 

i under the act, amend the act so as to prevent it. But if you 
repeal the laws in such manner as you propose you prevent settlement, 
and there is no way of getting title except thro’ the railroad com- 
panies. This act should be entitled An act in the interest of the 
cattle-kings and to double the price of railroad ” which are the 
only lands settlers can buy if you pass this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. COBB. I now yield two minutes to my colleague from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN]. z 

Mr. HO Mr. Speaker, I trust the House will not be deceived 
as to the matter in issue. It is a question between the disposition of 
what remains of the public lands, under the homestead taeda a 
amendments under this bill to secure its efficiency, or the disposition 
of your lands through agencies to I repeat, it is an issue 
between the disposition of what remains of your public land under the 
homestead law or to speculators upon the public lands; and no gen- 
tleman who has made the subject a study can entertain any doubt 


upon that point. 
On the 21st day of January a year ago the gentleman from Nebraska, 
the gentleman from Kansas, the gentleman Ohio, and others, de- 


clared in favor of the policy by their votes, eee ee ere 
unanimity, of securing what remained of the public lands to set- 
tlers er the homestead law. But yet gentlemen are here on the 
floor of the House insisting that the law under which we are assured by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office 90 per cent. of all the frauds 
have been committed shall still remainin force. I appeal to the friends 
of the homestead law to stand by the Public Lands Committee; for that 
and that alone can put a stop to the enormous frauds by which 

you build up these great landed estates. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COBB. I will now yield two minutes to my colleague on the 
committee from Illinois [Mr. Payson]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the time of the gentleman has 
been exhausted. 

Mr. COBB. I thought I had five minutes of my time remaining and 
yielded two to my colleague from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under the impression that the 
gentleman had yielded to the gentleman from Ohio a portion of his 


time. 

Mr. COBB. No, sir, [did not. That was yielded by the other side. 
I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illinois, and I would 
like to ask how much time I have remaining. 

The SPEAKER. According tothe statement of the gentleman from 
Indiana he has five minutes remaining. 

Mr. PAYSON. This whole proposition may be very simply stated. 
The proposal in this bill is simply this and this alone: That the public 
domain which is yet remaining shall be disposed of only under the pro- 
visions of the homestead law and in quantities not exceeding one hun- 
dred and sixty acres toeach individual, and existing law which conflicts 
with this scheme we propose to repeal. There is all there is of it. 

The statement e by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALEN- 
TINE] that this legislation is in the interest of the cattle-kings in this 
country is his assertion alone. When gentlemen undertake to say here 
that frauds are not being perpetrated to any particular extent under 
the pre-emption law, let me say to those gentlemen that there has not 
been a sundry civil appropriation bill reported for the last four years 
that has contained an appropriation of less than $90,000 to ferret out 
these frauds, 

Mr. STRAIT. Under the homestead law. 

Mr. PAYSON. I deny it. It is under the pre-emption law, and the 
action recommended here by the Public Lands Committee has been 
recommended for the last four years by the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

When my friend from Ohio [Mr. CONVERSE] says that the proper 
method is to turn the rascals out from this land, we of the Public Lands 
Committee say: Let us lock the doors and keep the rascals out in the 
first instance.“ 

What gentleman can stand here in the light of public sentiment and 
assert that the American e are in favor of the continuation of a 
scheme which allows the public lands to be taken by the thousands and 
thousands of acres by speculators to be sold afterward at an increased 
price to actual settlers? No man dares do that. 

Mr. STRAIT. It does not do that. 

Mr. PAYSON. It does do that. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Commissioner of the General Land Office ac- 
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knowledges under the homestead act frauds are perpetrated the same 


as under wel ser law. 

Mr, PAYSON. isely, and we extend the provisions of the law 
to meet that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Cons]. 

Mr. BUDD. Irise to a question of personal privilege, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUDD. During the discussion of this question the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Cops], the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, yielded to the House for any question that might be asked. I 
thereu asked him the question, why on the 16th of this month, 
when Committee on Public Lands was called for a motion to sus- 

the-rules, as is shown by the Journal of that day, a copy of which 
have, no such motion was made; and with the politeness which char- 
acterizes him he informed me it was none of my business. Thereupon 
the gentleman from California [Mr. HENLEY] answered the question, 
stating that they had notime. For the purpose of showing that it was 
my business, that it was the business of the House, and that they did 
have time, and that the committee was then called after an anti-mo- 
Bopo by one of the members, I simply read from the Journal 

e 1 3 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see any question of personal 
privilege whatever. [Cries of Regular order! 

Mr. BUDD. I suppose it goes into the RECORD now, Mr. Speaker. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committce had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill eee A. Land; 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Reuben J, Ebberman; 

A bill (H. R. 1250 granting a pension to Charles Hendrix; 

. R. 1653) granting a pension to John R. Hurlburt; 
. R. 1898) granting a pension to Harriet Armstrong; 
H. R. 2398) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ann W. 
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. R. 2538) granting a pension to Christiana Almier; 
. R. 2540) granting a pension to Priscilla J. Small; 
R. 2627) granting a ion to Noah Caton; : 
A bill (H. R. 3108) to protect in the Potomac River in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and to 3 a spawning- ground for shad and her- 
ring in the said Potomac River; 5 

A pill (H. R. 3336) for the relief of Sherman C. heny; 

A bill (H. R. 3355) for the relief of Mary Mulholland; 

A bill (H. R. 3751) granting a pension to Francis Curran; 

A bill (H. R. 3994) granting a pension to William Strickland; 

A bill (H. R. 4263) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hood; 

A bill (H. R. 4869) for the relief pf Morris Geld; 

A bill (. R. 5123) granting a pension to Frederick Braunwald; 

A bill (H. R. 5374) granting a pension to Phillip Wiggins; 

A bill (H. R. 5925) granting a pension to Margaret A. Berry; 

A bill . R. 6287) for the relief of John H. Johnson; 

A bill (H. R. 6596) granting a pension to John Hazelwood; 

A bill (H. R. 6798) granting a pension to Lloyd W. Hixon; 

A bill (H. R. 6928) granting a pension to Leonard King; 

A bill H. R. 6948) ting a pension to George Eagles; 

A bill (H. R. 7002) for the relief of Harriet L. Stevens; 

A bill (H. R. 7026) granting a pension to Jeremiah P. Swatzell; 

A bill (H. R. 7292) to increase the pension of Jacob Wiener; 

A bill 85 R. R for the relief Sarah A. Burchfield; 

A bill (H. R. 7696) granting a pension to Thomas D. Fitch; 

A bill (H. R. 7769) granting pension to Joseph R. Dodds; and 

A bill (H. R. 7869) granting a pension to Emeline L. Fitch. 
PUBLIC LAND LAWS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Conn] to suspend the rules. 
Mr. VALENTINE. Lask that the question be taken by tellers. 
Mr. WASHBURN. I think we had better have the yeas and nays. 
Mr. COBB. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether I have not some 


time remaining. 

The SPEAK The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. COBB], having 
five minutes, yielded two minutes to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] and two to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON]; but 
the gentleman from Illinois occupied the whole time. 

Mr. COBB. I did not yield the whole time to him. 

Mr. PAYSON. I did not intend to take it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did take it, notwithstanding. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let us have tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, more than one-fifth of a quorum voting there- 


for. 
Mr. COBB. I think we may as well have the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Cops] demands 
the and nays. 
yeas and nays were ordered, 57 members voting therefor. 


1885. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 92, not vot- 
ing 66; as follows: 


YEAS—166, 
Adams, J. J Ermentrout, Lore, Skinner, C. R. 
Alexander, edler, Lo K Skinner, T. G. 
Ballentine, Findlay, McA „ Smith, A. Herr 
Bar! nerty, McComas, 
Beach, Pose Maybur — 
‘oran, ybury, ; 
Belmont, Forney, Millard, 
land, Garrison, Miller, J. F. Stewart, Charles 
Blount, Geddes, Money, Stocks r, 
Gibson, Moulton, Storm, 
Breitung, G „ W, Sumner, D. H. 
Buchanan, Graves, N Swope, 
Buckner, Green. Mutchler, Talbott, 
Burleigh, Guenther, Nicholls, Taylor, J.D. 
Burnes, Halsell, Nutting, Taylor, J. M. 
Cabell, Hardy, Oates, Thomas, 
Caldwell, Hatch, H. H. O'Ferrall, Thompson, 
— J. E. Hatch, W. H. o Tillman, 
A Hemphill, Parker, Townshend, 
Clay, Henley, Patton, Tucker, 
Clements, Hewitt, A. 8. Payne, Tully, 
Cobb, itt, G. W. Payson, Turner, H. G 
Collins, i Peel, er, 
Connolly, Hoblitzell, Phelps, Vance, 
— Holton,” Pryor Wed 
ve, colton, or, 
. Hopkins, Randall, Warner, A. J. 
Cox, C. S. orr, ? Warner, Ri 
Cox, W. R. Houseman, T. B. ‘ash! 
Crisp, unt, Reid, J, W. Weaver, 
Culberson, D. B Hutehins, Riggs, Wellborn, 
Culbertson, Johnson, Robertson emple, 
a Jones, B. W. Robinson, W. E. Willis, 
Davis GR. Jones J. K —.— Tu Winans E R. 
ones, J. rs, J. nans, 
Davis, L. H. Jones, J.T. Rogers, W. F. Winans, John 
Deuster, x ns, Wise, G. 
Dockery, Lam Rowell, Worthington, 
Dowd, Lanham, Russell, Yaple, 
Dunn, Le Fevre, Seney, Young. 
Eld: Lewis, Seymour, 
Engl Long, Shively, 
NAYS—92. 
Adams, G, E. Kelley, Post, 
Aiken, Elliott, ellogg, Price, 
Anderson, Kleiner, Pusey, 
Arnot, Everhart, Lawrence, Ranney, 
Atkinson, Ferrell, Libbey, Ray,G. W. 
Bagley, Funston, Lovering, Smalls, 
Barr, í man, Snyder, 
Boutelle, Greenleaf, eCoid, 5 
Bowen, Hammond, MeCormick, Steele, 
Boyle, Hanback, MeMillin Strait, 
Brainerd, A Miller, S. II. Strubie. 
Bratton, Harmer, Mills, Valentine, 
Brewer, F. B. Haynes, Morgan, Wadsworth, 
V. W. Henderson, T. J Morrill, Wait, 
B il, Muller, Wakefield, 
Campbell, J, M Hitt, Murphy, Wallace, 
Cannon, olmes, Nelson, Weller. 
Carleton, Houk, O'Neill, Charles White, Milo 
Cassidy, Howey, ree, Whiting, 
Converse, James, Perkins, Wilkins, 
Davis, R. T Jeffords, Peters, Wolford, 
Dibble, ean, Pettibone, Woodward, 
Dixon, Keifer, Poland, Vork. 
NOT VOTING—. 
Barbour, Cutcheon, Ketcham, Shaw, 
Belford, S ng, Singleton, 

z Dingley, rd, Slocum, 
Bingbam, Do imer, Milliken, Smith, H. Y. 
Bisbee, Eaton, itchell, Stewart, J. W. 
Biackburn, Ellis, Morrison, ne, 
Blanchard Ellwood, Morse, Sumner, C. A. 
Brewer, J. H Fyan, Neece, Taylor, E. B. 
B ead, rge, Ochiltree, Throckmorton, 
Browne, T, M. Hancock, O'Neill, J.J. Van Alstyne, 

s Hart Paige, White, J. 
Campbell, Felix Henderson, D. B. Rankin, illiams, 
Candler, Hepburn, Ray, Ossian Wilson, James 
Chalmers, H „ ; Wise, J. S. 

1 Hooper, Rice. ‘ood 
Cullen, Hurd, Robinson, J. S. 
rtin, Jordan, Ryan, 


So the rules were not s 

The following-named gentlemen were announced from the Clerk’s 
desk as paired until further notice: 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. JOHN S. WISE. 

Mr, SHAW with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr, RANKIN with Mr. KELLOGG. 


Mr. JORDAN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. HURD with Mr. RICE. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 
Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. Ryan. 

Mr. GEORGE with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. NEECE with Mr. CurcHEoN. a 

Mr. DIBRELL with Mr. CULLEN. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. BRUMM. 
The f ing were announced as paired on this vote: 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, with Mr. BISBEE. 
XVI——139 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. WILSON. 

Mr. BENNETT, and Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, were announced as 
paired on this vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated, and was re- 
ceived with applause on the Republican side. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to yield to me for a moment while I make a 
request for unanimous consent to take from the er’s table the 
Post-Office appropriation bill and to refer it with Senate amend- 
ments to the Committee on Appropriations. 

There was no objection, and the bill with the Senate amendments 
was so referred. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HANCOCK, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8279) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VALENTINE, Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points of 
order on that bill. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order are reserved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed billsof the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House was re. ce 

Joint resolution (S. R. 127) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Bureau of Ethnology; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 128) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Geological Survey; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 129) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Geological Survey. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint reso- 
lution (H. Res, 320) authorizing the printing of the report of the Com- 
missioner of Education for 1883 and 1884 

Also a bill (H. R. 48) to provide for the erection of a building to 
contain the records, library, and museum of the Medical Department 
of the United States Army. 

The message also announced that the Senate had a to the amend- 
ments of the House to a bill (S. 84) to authorize the of the 
Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States 
for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota sub- 
sequent to Angust, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, 
and providing for the payment thereof. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. RANDALL submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the rules be suspended so as to discharge th of the 
Nur 1 12 = state of the seg) gear bo maps 8 of Arad 
. R. 8256) making appropriations for sun expenses oi v 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1 and for other purposes, and 
consider the same for four hours, which time s be occupied in debate on the 
clauses ing to the suspension of silver co: and the World's Industrial 
and Cotton Exposition, three hours to be occupi th ed clause 


on the first-named c 
and one hour on the second, said time to be equally divided; and said bill shall 


be subject only to amendments to strike out or amend said clauses, after which 
the previous question shall be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BLAND, I demand a second. 

Mr. HAMMOND. U rise to a parliamentary inquiry. If this reso- 
lution be pees can a point of order be made on the new legislation 
contained in this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary question, If 
= 5 De adopted will more than a majority vote be required 

pass the 

The SPEAKER. It will require a two-thirds vote to adopt this 
resolution; if it is adopted a majority vote, after the consideration of 
the bill in the manner provided, can pass it. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I rose for the pu of demanding a 
second upon this proposition, and supposed that I was entitled to rec- 
ognition in dee e, with the usage of the House, which has been so 
long in existence as to have, I believe, almost the force of law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] applied 
to the Chair for recognition for this p The Chair informed him 
that he had already been applied to in connection with this question, 
and had agreed to recognize the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], 
the chairman of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. ` 

Mr. BLAND. The Committee on Appropriations had no jurisdiction 
to b this subject of silver coinage before the House; it is a matter 
belonging to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Mr. KEIFER. A number of members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations are opposed to some features of this bill. 

Mr. RYAN. I have made this point, with the greatest respect to the 
Chair, and the statement the Chair has just made is correct in every 
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particular; but it has been the practice of the House, so faras Lam aware, 
on questions of this character to allow a division of the time between 
members of the committee. To this bill in its present form I am op- 
as are many other members of the committee on this side of the 
ouse. 
Mr. RANDALL. I think I can obviate this difficulty, Eas De 


coinage clause. For one, I am willing that there 

the four hours’ debate, an additional half hour, to be under the control 
of members of the Committee on Appropriations who are opposed to 
this proposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is fair. 

Mr. KEIFER. That changes the of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state 3 of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. The gentleman suggests that 
unanimous consent be given that this debate shall continue for one 
hour instead of thirty minutes 

Mr. RANDALL. No. The provision of the resolution states that 
there shall be three hours’ debate as to the coinage clause, to be equally 
divided 

The SPEAKER. But the present difficulty is about the debate on 
the proposition now 

Mr. RANDALL. I make no suggestion about that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair misunderstood the gentleman. 

Mr. RANDALL. My suggestion was designed to meet the difficulty 

the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ry An]. 

Mr. “ite BLAND. As this subject of silver coinage belongs 3 
mittee on Weights, and M it is entirely proper that a 
representative of that committee should control the time in opposition 
to the proposition. 

Mr. KEIFER and others addressed the Chair. 

Mr. BLAND. Is debate now in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not; but, as the Chair understands, an at- 
— is ln | made to effect some arrangement. 

KEIFER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] insists 
upon claiming the recognition accorded him by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that. Butgentlemen have 
been making an effort (which the Chair was, of course, disposed to in- 
duige and hoped might be sucessful) to make some arrangement. 

Re Mr. MILLS. Let us have the regular order. We all understand 
is matter. 


Mr. CANNON. Ifthe gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] con- 


trols the time in opposition to this proposition, members of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations who are opposed to this bill will be, so faras | © 
I know, left one minute of the fifteen. 


The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] simply took the floor as an individual member of the House and 
moved this resolution. It is not a resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee an Ap i Before the resolution was presented by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania the Chair, upon application of the gen- 
tleman who is at the head of the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures, informed him that he would recognize him to control the time 
in ition to the motion. 

. KEIFER. This resolution is authorized by the committee. 

Mr. RANDALL I do not think the House clearly understood my 

on— 

Mr. REAGAN. I object to any statement now. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a point of order. I submit that this res- 
olution is just as bad as the section of the bill, inasmuch as its effect 
is to change existing legislation. We have now a law providing that 
so many silver dollars shall be coined each month. this resolu- 
tion be passed it makes a change in that respect. 

The SPEAKER. The purpose of the resolution is to suspend the 
rules. 


order reserved on this bill? 

The SPEAKER, They were when the bill was reported. This isa 
proposition to suspend the rules and consider the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. If this resolution be adopted does it amount to a 
waiyer of the point of order as to the suspension of the coinage of the 
silver dollar on the part of the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it does. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest, by unanimous consent, fifteen minutes 
be allowed to the gentleman from Kansas, as this seems to be a three- 
cornered question. 

Mr. COSGROVE. Can this resolution be divided so as to requirethe 
suspension on each ition ? 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the rule is not divisible. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. BLAND were appointed as tellers. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 89. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 


The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. BELFORD. When we come to a division of the time allowed 
I wish to know who has the right in this representative council of the 


Burl 
Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Are all points of oes 


nation to parcel out that time—whether it is to bedone by the Speaker 
or some other gentleman who has not a silver mine in his State at all? 

The SPEAKER. The practice has always been to give control of 
Ioa tapan opposition to the gentleman demanding a second and the 

to the introducer of the proposition. 
RD (at 2 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) moved that the 
eee 

The — divided; and there were —ayes 7, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understood the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KET- 
FER] desired some time at this point. 

Mr. CANNON. He is not here, and I should be glad to have a min- 
ute or two. 

FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. ELLIS. Lask consent at this time to present a substitute for 
the fortification bill reported this morning, in order that it may be 
before the House printed when that bill is brought up. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

LIABILITY OF OWNERS OF VESSELS. 

Mr. DUNN, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, back favorably the bill (H. R. 8225) to amend and 
re-enact section 2249 of the Revised Statutes, relative to limitation of 
liability of the owners of vessels; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BLAND. If the opening is imposed on this side will we not 
have the close of debate ? 

TheSPEAKER. That is not provided for in the rule. Under the 
rules applicable to ordinary proceedings the gentleman introducing a 
proposition has a right to open and close debate. There is no rule 
about debate under a suspension of the rules. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] to whom 
I wish to yield is not in his seat, and for one I am willing to goat once 
to the question. 

The SPEAKER. FFC 
Vote!“ “Vote!” J, the q on is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to the rules and 

Mr. CASSIDY, Mr. BELFORD, and Mr. 
and na; 


the resolution. 
demanded the yeas 


YEAS—118. 
Adams, G. E. Dingley, Hutchins, Ranney, 
Adams, J. J. Dixon, James, Ray, G, W. 
Bagley Eaton, J B. W. 1 
A ones, B. 
Barbour, Elliott, Kean, Rogers, W. F. 
Barr, Ellis, Kelley. Russell. 
Bayne, Ermentrout, Ketcham, — 
Beach, Evans, 2 „G. R. 
Belmont, Everhart, Lawrence, Smith, A. Herr 
Bingham, Ferrell, Long, Snyder, 
— PA Fiedler, L; S Spooner, 
Bou! Findlay, Spriggs, 
Bowen, Follett, McCormick, Steele, 
Bratton, Garrison, Stevens, 
Bro * Ww Guenther, Mishe a * Strait, 
wn, W. W. * * 
Browne, T. M. Hancock, Swope, 
x Hardy, Moulton, Talbott, 
eig! Harmer, Muller, è Tucker, 
Campbell, J. M. Hatch, H. H. Mutchler, Van Alstyne, 
lins, Haynes, N. 5 W. 
Connolly, Hewitt, A. S. ON. Charles Wait, 
Converse, k, Parker, ashburn, 
Cox, S. S. Hi Payne, 55 
Craig, Phelps, White, 
Cullen, — Poland, — 
op Post, Winans, John 
Davis, G. R. Horr, Potter, Woodward. 
Davis, R. T. Howey, P è 
Deuster, Hunt, Randall, 
NAYS—152. 
Aiken, Budd, Cox, W. R. Geddes, 

r, Burnes, Culberson, D. B. Gibson, 
Anderson, Cabell, Davidson, Glascock, 
Ballentine Campbell, J. E ie Grav 

ne, „J. E. ves. 
Barksdale, Gucker. Dibrell, Green, 
Belford, Cannon, Dockery, Halsell, 
Bennett, Carleton’, Dowd, Hammond, 
Blackburn, Cassidy, Dunn, Hanback, 
Bland, Clardy, * Hardeman, 
Blount, Clay, Ellwood, Hart, 
Breckinridge, É Hatch, W. H. 
Breitung. Cobb, . —. = ES 
Broadhead, Cook, ‘orney, erson, A 
Buchanan, Cosgrovs, Funston, Henley, 
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Hepburn, Ma; A Reid, J, W. Turner, H. G. 
Hewitt. W Milliken, 7 i — aiai 
Hin, Mills, . a Van Eaton, 
olmas M n P nee re ard. 
Houk, Muldrow, — è Warner, A.J. 
Jones, J. H. rps Seney, Weaver’ 
Jones, J. K. Nelson, Shively, Wellborn, 
Jones, J. T. Ochiltree, Singleton. Weller, 
Feller One . . Sa K Ni 
Kleiner, Patton, — Springer. Willis, 
Lamb, Payson, Stephenson, Wilson, James 
Lanham, Peel, Stewart, Charles Wilson, W. L. 
Le Fevre, Perkins, Stockslager, Winans, E. B. 
Lewis, Peters, Sumner, CG. A. Wise, G. D 
Lore. Pettibone, Sumner, D. H. Wood, 
Lovering, Pierce, _ ‘Taylor, J. M. W 
Need. Price, Thomas, 2 — 
Matson, Reagan, Tully, ` Young. 
NOT VOTING—S4. 

; f ' N. Stone, 
Blanchard. Fyan Nhe te, 
Brainerd Fae aE D. B. Oates, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, J. H Herz O Hara, Taylor, J. D. 
Campbell, Felix Jeffords, Rankin, n, 
Chalmers, Jordan, Ray, Ossian Townshend, 
Covington, King, Rice, Valentine, 
Crisp, Lai Robinson, J. S. Wakefield, 
Culbertson, W. W. nee i Robinson, W. E. Aa 
Curtin, McAdoo, Shaw, Wise, J. 
Cutcheon, McMillin, Slocum, W. 
— -: Morrison, Stewart, J. W. 

So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the motion to suspend the 
rules was not agreed to. 


Mr. BLAND. I ask to dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. This is a very important matter, and 
gentlemen should see that they are properly recorded. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. WILLIAMS with Mr. OCHILTREE, for this day. 

Mr. Fyawn with Mr. BRAINERD, on this vote. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, with Mr. MORRILL, on this vote. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. GEORGE, for to-day. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. Hooper. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. STRUBLE, on this vote. 

Mr. Crise with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont, on all questions relating 
to the ion of the coinage of silver in the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill. Mr. STEWART would vote ay,“ Mr. Crisp ‘‘no.’’ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, [Loud 


me EP - 
. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word if the 
House will allow it. [Cries of Go ahead! a 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL. Recognizing the significance of the vote which 
has just been taken, and knowing that the issue was distinctly made 
as against the silver clause of this bill, being aware also that a ma- 
jority has declared against that proposition which under a direct vote 
to strike out would have carried, I therefore now assume to myself the 
responsibility, believing that the members of the Appropriations Com- 
mittee if I had an opportunity to confer with them would unani- 
mously sustain me, of proposing to move to suspend the rules in man- 
ner as been stated in the resolution, with everything connected 
with ion of coinage of silver eliminated from the bill and from 


the resolution. [A pplanse.] 
Mr. MILLS. t becomes of the New Orleans proposition ? 
Mr. RANDALL. That is left in the bill. 
Mr. RYAN and Mr. KEIFER demanded a second on the motion to 
d the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the demand for asecond, 
but will first endeavor to secure order on the floor. The Chair will 
inquire of the gentleman from Pennsylvania if it is his purpose toleave 
in the bill that portion of it relating to the New Orleans ition, 
and to modify the resolution so as to limit the time to one hour’s dis- 
cussion on that proposition, as contained in the original resolution? 

Mr. RAND That is the proposition. Ido not attach any sig- 
nificance to the last vote as applying to that part of the bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. One hour will be ample on that proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be modified as suggested by 
the gentleman and will be read by the Clerk, onewhich the gentleman 
from Kansas demands a second. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask that the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. This is simply 
a resolution, which will now be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules be so as to discharge the Committee of the 
consideration 


of the bill 


Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 


of the House 8256, making appropriations for the civil expenses of the 


Government for the fiscal year i JanS 30. Jaa other and 
to consider the same for one hour, which time shall —— e onthe 
clause relating to the World's Ind and Cotton on, said time to be 


amendment, to strikeout, 
clause, after which the previous question shall be considered as 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania states that the 
silver clause in the bill will be omitted. £ 

Mr. VALENTINE. Let the resolution so state. 

Mr. RYAN. I desire the attention of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania for a moment 

Mr. HAMMOND. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The resolution of the gentleman alludes to this 
bill which I hold in my hand, and it makes no exception as to the silver 
clause which the bill contains. If, then, that resolution is passed will 
it not pass the silver clause with the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The resolution nothing. 

Mr. HAMMOND. But if that resolution passes then the silver clause 
will be a of the bill and become as much a law as any other part 
of the bill if it should 3 

The SPEAKER. If by the House it would. 

Mr. HAMMOND: Therefore I submit to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that he omit that clause from the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty, the Chair thinks, can be obviated 
if the gentleman will add a clause to the resolution providing that the 
part of the bill relating to the coinage of silver shall be omitted. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is stricken out. 

Mr. HAMMOND. It is not stricken out. The gentleman speaks of 
9 FFVFVFFFPFPF een ters ts 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask, then, consent to strike it from the bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. Do it yourself and then offer it in that form. 

Mr. RANDALL, I am willing to take any responsibility in the mat- 
ter that may be necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? - 

Mr. PAYSON. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is this bill be- 
fore the House? : 

The SPEAKER. It is not; but the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent to make a certain modification. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is it in order for the gentleman to make that mo- 
tion? 

The SPEAKER. It is, of course, by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PAYSON. To strike out a provision not in the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is in the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON. It is in for consideration. I am in favor of the mo- 
tion the gentleman makes; but I want his motion made in such a shape 
that there can be no question in reference to it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unanimous 
consent to strike from the bill the lines to which he has referred. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I embrace in the resolution the motion to 
strike out. I now modify the resolution so as to strike out those lines 
from the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That will be done. 

Mr. BLAND. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I e the point of order that it is not competent 
for the gentleman from Pennsylvania to strike from this bill at this 
time these lines. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has not done 
so or attempted to do it except by unanimous consent. That was ob- 
jected to. He now embraces in his resolution a proposition which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the rules be nded so as to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union from the further consideration of the bill 


H. R. 8256) making cg civil expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal ending Seta leek and ke omer and consider the 
same for one hour, which time on the clause relat- 
ing to the World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, said time to be 
pa pees py eae and said bill shall be subject only to to strike out 


Mr. RANDALL. That is not correct. I move to suspend the rules 
and consider this bill which I hold in my hand and now send to the 
desk; and these lines relating to the suspension of silver coinage are 
not in this bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. That is the way to do it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. On that I demand a second. 

Mr. RANDALL. With the understanding that a separate vote will 
be taken on the clause relating to the New Or Exposition, and that 
thirty minutes for debate be allowed on each side. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Then I understaud that the portion of the bill 
from line 829 to line 841, inclusive, is stricken out. 

Mr. RANDALL. Les, sir; that is the bill I offer. 

Mr. RYAN. I demand a second. But I desire the attention of the 
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chairman of the Committee on A) ser for a moment to ask 
whether he is not willing to so is motion as to allow one hour’s 
debate on each side on exposition question ? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I thought that that would facilitate business I 
would consent. i 

Mr. RYAN. I think it will. 

Mr. RANDALL. I consent. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Do J understand correctly that the separate vote on 
the New Orleans Exposition is to be a majority vote? s 

Mr. RANDALL, Yes, sir. I modify my motion so that there shall 
be one hour on each side. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will es agree that other portions of the 
bill shall be subject to am: ent without debate? 

Mr. RANDALL, I can not. That would destroy the object I have 
in view in moving to suspend the rules, because it would practically 
open the bill to amendment. It is important that this bill should go 
to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state the question. The gen- 
tleman from eee [Mr. RANDALL] moves to the rules 
and consider the bill which he has sent to the Clerk's desk, with the 
right of one hour's debate on each side on the clause relating to the 

orld’s Exposition at New Orleans and with the right to take a vote 
on striking out or amending that clause, to be decided by a majority. 

Mr. KEIFER. Or to amend it. 

Mr. RANDALL, Yes, sir; or to amend it. 

Co e eee in alargo of tie 

- : of Ken $ e eman in 0 
bill if he will not consent to allow some Aas for the 5 of 


the clause relating to the Yellowstone Park and the clause relating to 
oe and bailiffs? It strikes me those two clauses ought to be 
amended. 


Mr. RANDALL. I will pe willing togive tleman from Ken- 
tucky five minutes of the fifteen allowed me under the rule in regard 
to a motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. A second has been demanded and the Chair will 
appoint tellers. ; 

r. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent that a second be considered 
as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate—fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. WHITE]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that under the rule there will 
be fifteen minutes for debate on each side of the motion to d the 
rules, and then after the vote is taken two hours of debate be al- 
lowed on the proposition as to the New Orleans Exposition. The first 
debate is the thirty minutes’ debate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I find that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and myself are not as to what was 
understood when he promised to yield tome. The request I made, and 
which I thought was granted, was that I might diseuss and move to 
amend the clause relating to the Yellowstone Park at line 1211, and also 
the clauses in to bailiffs and marshals at lines 1946 and 1997. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania did not agree 
to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I said I would give the gentleman from Kentucky 
five minutes to discuss this subject under the rule which allowed fif- 
teen minutes on each side. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. But I desire to amend, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania did not agree to 
that. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understood the gentleman to agree, or 
I should certainly have contended for a division. If I am to occupy 
my five minutes in discussion, with no power of amendment as to those 
clauses, I shall occupy them in relation to tlie New Orleans matter. I 
think it is fair to have the clause relative to the New Orleans Exposi- 
tion ags that the House may understand what it is. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right. 

Mr. WHITE. I do not desire, however, that it shall be read in my 


time. 
The Clerk read the clause referred to, as follows: 


WORLD'S INDUSTRIAL AND COTTON CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


he be im: 
debtedness now outstanding of 
such debts as constitute n lien upon the buil an N ti 
shoa pons; said sum to be ursed under the direction of the Secretary of 

Treasury. 


The SPEAKER. The discussion under the rule allowing thirty 
r, WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr I regret that 

5 of Kentucky. = 5 no oppor- 
3232 ͤĩ 7ͤñͤ U yy for bailiffs and 
and also the clause relating to the Yellowstone Park. But 


any talk on those subjects would result in nothing, as no amendment 
can be offered. I therefore shall occupy the remainder of my time in 


oppii to this clause 5 $300,000 to the liquidation of 
indebtedness of the New Orleans Exposition and to the payment of 
its preferred claims. We are called upon here to set a ee md 
Government to become security ſor the mismanagers of that great expo- 

That it has been mismanaged the New Orleans papers them- 
selves bear witness, by telling us of the meetings that have been held, 
of the resolutions that have been proposed, and have only been laid 
aside lest they should stop this appropriation. 

In those resolutions we see the misappropriation of the money and 
the lack of confidence in the management of the funds. One gentle- 
man ing there—a gentleman who had a right to speak—tells us 
that the two millions and something over have been ‘‘ dumped into the 
river.“ Here is a proposition for the benefit of preferred creditors. 
Who are the preferred creditors? Where are they? Are they in 
Pennsylvania? Are theyin New York? Are they in Massachusetts ? 
Are they in Kentucky, or are they in New Orleans? If we appo- 
priate this $300,000, who will guarantee to us that at the end of the 
next three months there will not be an indebtedness of a million to be 
liquidated? Where is the guarantee that these are just claims even . 
against the management of the exposition? How do we know that 
there is not a Credit Mobilier within that management? That the man- 
2 z been bad de ee ee me rage show — there 

not expenses everybody knows. e gate fees, except during 
the week of Mardi Gras, were not sufficient to pay the current ex- 


penses. 

Will any gentleman rise on this floor and give us an itemized state- 
ment showing for what this $300,000 is to go? Will the Louisiana dele- 
gation, will the friends of the exhibition, tell usthat? The exhibition 
might as well have been put way off on the frontier—you might as well 
have put it at Pierre, Dak., you might as well have had it at x 
Dak., you might as well have held it at Seattle, in Washington Terri- 
tory, as at New Orleans, and with as good a chance of its success. Then, 
think of the management of it! And above all, think of the 
that was shown the old Liberty Bell, when the chief traitor of this 
country was sent out to escort it. 

A MEMBER on the Democratic side. Bah! 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Oh, you may bah.“ The majority on 
that side naturally bah.“ I am speaking of what every one knows 
to be a fact. If the Liberty Bell were back in Pennsylvania, is there 
a gentleman from Louisiana here who believes it would be permitted 
to go to New Orleans again ? 

As a member on this floor, under oath, responsible to my constituents 
and my country, and exercising the right to say, so far as my vote pe 
whether this money shall be taken from the Treasury or not, pe 
that I would like to know first where it is going and what it is for. 
would like to know that these claims arehonest. I would like to know 
that this is not a precedent under which you propose to sink 
millions in your show down there as you have already sunk millions in 
your Misisssippi project. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
has the floor. i 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to occupy any more 
of the time. If there be no objection we will go immediately to the 
debate as provided in the resolution. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. That may be done unless some gentleman desires 
to occupy the fifteen minutes, or a portion of it, in opposition to the 
motion. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to advocate this a 


and to do it now on the threshold. I remember very well the morn- 
ing on which the House appropri 


ropriated the million dollars which we 
gave as a pledge of the good faith of the Government when it invited 
the nations of the world to take part in that exhibition and send their 
people to see the greatness of the Southern section of our country. I 
remember it, because I had heard that, owing to the recall of the money 
advanced by the Government to the great Centennial Exhibition, I 
would op any Government aid in this case, and, though suffering 
intense physical torture, loitered on the floor until the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] would give me time to say I bade the 
exposition Godspeed, that I wished well to every effort which might 
be made in its behalf, and that I did so regardless of whether the Gov- 
ernment should ever receive back one cent of the million dollars I de- 


iation 


sired to see a priated. 
Mr. MI Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 


Mr. KELLEY. Ichave but five minutes, and I propose to make my 
own speech and not that which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN ] would like me to make. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Possibly your speech will be just what I want. 
Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I propose to sustain and vote for this 
appropriation now, in like of whether there has been mis- 


management or whether there has been a failure to receive the patron- 
age that was hoped for, or whether there is a prospect that even a dol- 
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Jar of the money will come back to the Treasury. Our faith is pledged 
to every nation of the world that this exhibition shall not fail in the 
midst of its career and for the want of Government support. We, sir, 
shoald remember where that exposition is, and what it has already done 
for the honor and the glory and the strength of our Republic. North- 
ern men and Southern men of enterprise know each other better now 
than they probably ever have done since the Revolutionary war and the 
few years that succeeded it. They have become acquainted in fostering 
a great industrial enterprise to the glory of our country. 

We are attempting to negotiate reciprocal treaties for the sake of pro- 
moting our trade 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I ask for a minute or two longer. 

Mr. RANDALL. I give the gentleman three minutes more. 

Mr. KELLEY. We are — J to negotiate reciprocal treaties 
for the sake of promoting our trade, but I believe, in all honesty and 
sincerity, as the result of my familiarity with the industries of the 
country and of the manner in which, in these newer times, they are 

ing interlaced, that this exhibition will do more to promote the har- 
mony of our country, to s our Government, and to advance 
our industries, than all the treaties that have been sent to the Senate, 
or that are under consideration by the executive department of the 
Government. 

And I should fail to represent not only the wishes of my constitu- 
ents but the great industrial energies of my State if I did not 
to Congress to supplement the aid which it has already given to this 
aoa by giving that which is now tendered in this bill. 

. MILLS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question 
before he takes his seat ? 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLS. If at that ition at New Orleans you see many 
meritorious and desirable ucts of the labor of forei who 
should propose to exchange those articles for the ucts of the labor 
e e ing to vote for a law which would re- 
move ers and let us have that trade? ; 

Mr. KELLEY. I will meet the gentleman at Philippi [laughter] 
or in the room of the Committee on Ways and Means just after the 
election of Speaker of the Forty-ninth Congress. 

Mr. RYAN obtained the floor and said: I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. POTTER]. 

9 8 ae geting ser f n al : . 
under a 0 es app! on 

such amounts as this bill carries. If there is any matter upon 
which the care and vigilance of individual members of the House should 
be exercised under their responsibility to their constituents, it is upon 
the items of a bill like this. We are not sent here to waste our time 
in frivolous disputations upon unimportant matters or to vote for pub- 
lie build in advance of the need for them, and then when the last 
hours of session come to excuse ourselves from scrutinizing the 
items of such bills as this in order that they may pass under a — 
sion of the rules on the ground of want of time, afai tima haa De 


firm and make 


are to be 
of the items, and then are 
to be brought in here and voted in solido. one, sir, whatever others 
may do, I shall never vote in favor of passing an appropriation bill of 
this kind under suspension of the rules. 
Mr. RYAN. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 


vania ae BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Speaker, Ishall vote for this bill as an entirety. 
It appropriates for the New Orleans Exposition. $300,000. This is an 
absolute gift; the money will never be returned to the Government. 
In connection with the money already given this is a vast fund appro- 
priated out of the of the country to carry on an enterprise of 
this character. I shall vote for this bill the more cheerfully because the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] will propose an amendment 
which will secure the payment to those who have just claims against 
this exposition. I desire to protect the interests of those individuals 
and to protect the honor of my Government. Yet I vote for this ap- 
propriation under protest; for I believe that the money already given 
8 been judiciously and properly expended in the management of 
th ir. 

I t for one reason that this bill is not subject to consideration in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, because I find 
in it a provision for the sale of the arsenals at Allegheny, Pittsburgh, 
Augusta, Ga., Kennebec, Me., and Indianapoli proposed by the 
Committee on App tions and without any recommendation from 
the Committee on Military Affairs. There is some secret influence or 


some power behind the Secretary of War that impels him to make year 
after year these recommendations to Congress. What that influence is 
so far as the State of Pennsylvania is concerned I well know. It is an 
effort to grasp from the Government there a property worth $3,000,000 
by a little coterie, a little ring, which wants to get that property with- 
out an equivalent compensation. The Secretary of War I acquit of all 
blame in this matter; for I know him to be a high-toned and honorable 
man; but I do know that he is being made the instrument of an infa- 
mous ring, which seeks to take this money from the Government. 

That very ring sold a few years ago for $37,000 a property knownas 
the marine-hospital property which was worth more than $100,000; and 
that ring went to a member of the ring itself and bought as a marine- 
hospital site for $30,000 a bare lot which was not worth $5,000. This 
legislation—unconsciously on the part of the Secretary of War, uncon- 
sciously on the part of the Committee on Appropriations—is calculated 
and intended to promote the object whieh this ring has in obtaining 
this vast property from the Governwent without giving for it adequate 
compensation. 

Mr. RANDALL. My colleague [Mr. BAYNE] will allow me to say 
that the provision to which he refers is inserted in this bill after re- 
peated recommendations from the Secretary of War. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. MAGINNIS,. The proposition has never been approved by the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. BAYNE. The proper committee to consider this question, as 
my colleague must admit 

Mr. RANDALL. Ithink there are proper safe thrown around 
this proposition. Ido not believe for a moment that the Secretary of 
War would permit the sale of this property without obtaining for it 
the 5 . possible price. a 

Mr. BAYNE. I am satisfied the Secretary of War does not intend 
to do anything but what is right, but this is no time to sell this pro 
erty at Pittsburgh, and it will be a great mistake if this proposition is 

tted to become a law. 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent to fill a blank on page 3 by 
inserting $225,000. < 

Mr. RANDALL. That is right. 

Mr. LONG. It provides for the sale of the old court-house in Bos- 
ton, and that fixes the minimum at which it will be sold. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Does this come out of my time? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is oceupying the 
oor. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is this provision in reference to the New Orleans 
Exposition to be subject to amendment or not? 

Mr. RYAN. Certainly it will be open to amendment. I will now 
yield ir one minute of time to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MIL- 
LIKEN]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say I voted against the former propo- 
sition, not upon the stated by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] on the silver question, but because I am opposed 
to passing an appropriation bill in this way under a suspension of the 
rules, and upon the ground so succinctly stated just now by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. POTTER]. 

There are some things in this bill which I believe should not become 
the law, and there are many things not in the bill which, in my judg- 
ment, should be there. I believe it is unjust to the country. I be- 
lieve it is unjust to the members of the House that the Committee on 
Appropriations should hold back a bill like this until the close of the 
session and then give the members of this House no opportunity to ex- 
amine and discuss the different items in the bill. 

Mr. RYAN. I now yield five minutes of my time to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to occupy five 
minutes, but I should feel I was doing injustice to this occasion if I did 
not repeat and reiterate what I said upon the passage of the last appro- 
priation bill under suspension of the rules. z 

It seems to me, sir, that this is a most extraordi le. Here 
is a bill containing eighty-six and 2089 lines of printed matter 
and carrying $22,346,749.74, every word and line of which is to have 
no discussion and no vote except the $300,000 appropriation for the ex- 
position at New Orleans. 

Is that what the House of Representatives is for? Is that why we 
have been contending, a large number of us, for the right to originate 
appropriation bills—for the right to pass eighty-six pages of printed 
matter without examination, without reading, and without knowledge? 
Is this the way the business of this country ought to be carried on? 

I am surprised that this preliminary time has been employed in ad- 
vocating the exposition at New Orleans or discussing other matters of 
that kind. Every minute of it ought to be employed in commenting 
upon this. : 

Mr. LEWIS. Did not the gentleman vote for the suspension of the 
rules to put the silver clanse in it? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I did, because I regarded it as a vote on the 
silver question, and for the same reason I may vote for this bill now. 
As I was abont to explain, when the somewhat previous gentleman 
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from Louisiana interrupted me, I was about to say, one of the worst 
things about such a presentation is that it forces gentlemen to vote on 
this subject and become, as it were, participes criminis in its favor, be- 
cause otherwise they may take upon themselves the responsibility of an 
extra session of Congress. 

I say that is the worst part of the whole business that I am obliged 
to do what the gentleman from Louisiana has been kind enough to re- 
mind me I have done. It is because this House is placed in a few days 
before its close in such a condition that it can not review the public 
expenditures. 

And another point of irritation with me is it comes from the hands 
of gentlemen who have reduced the function of this House almost en- 
tirely to auditing accounts. They have reduced us to this kind of 
business, and then they will not let us do this. Why surely the farce 
of this plan and system of the transaction of public business can not 
any further go. 

We passed a deficiency bill carrying between three and four million 
dollars, but that was a mere bagatelle, and here is one that carries $20,- 
000,000, and, rich as the United States is, it is a large sum. 

Now I have made my complaint about the matter and I hope some 
explanation will be vo ed the House, seeing how extraordinary 
the circumstances are, and that some gentleman will give an explana- 
tion that will justify the action of the House. 

Mr. RYAN. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

E RYAN. I will give one minute to my colleague [Mr. ANDER- | 
SON. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I will only occupy half a minute to say upon 

good authority, if this bill should reach the Senate by Saturday that 

y will have time to pass it. I do not want an extra session, but I 
do not want eight gentlemen, in whom I have great confidence—that 
eight gentlemen on the A’ iation Committee shall year after year, 
for last year they did the same thing—put the thumb-screws upon us, 
forcing us to suspend the rules and pass this bill. I will not vote to 

it, but on Saturday, after we have had a chance to consider the | 
bill, I will be ready to vote on it. . | 

Pare RYAN. 2 concur in N -_ has been said in ogari 80 | 

the impropriety of passing a bill of this kind under a suspension 

rules. On the 9th day of this month I called the attention of the 

House to the peril which seemed to me to be imminent. It seemed to 

me then to be a physical impossibility almost to pass the appropria- 

tion bills in a regular and orderly way. It has already been devel- 
oped to be a physical impossibility. It is apparent to me now, as it 

must be to everybody, that a bill of this character, covering 9 

pages, covering appropriations for the entire domain of civil service, 

can not be considered under the five-minute rule in the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union without making it almost 
certain that we shall have to have the Forty-ninth Congress convened 
in extra session. It is for this reason that I yield my objections to 
passing a bill of this kind under a suspension of the rules. I do it to 
avoid a peril 

[Here the hammer 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, in season and out of season I have 
warned the House as chairman of the Committee on A iations 
that unless we had the right of way with our a bills we 
were in danger of an extra session; and y Committee on 
Appropriations has been denied the right of way in this House and 
voted down. 

Now it is manifest by past experience that if this bill is to and 
go to the Senate in time to become a law before the 4th day of March 
EEE P 

In the Forty-seventh Congress, when we came to consider the sundry 
civil bill in detail, as gentlemen now propose or desire to have it done, 
it took eight days; and in the second session of that Congress it took 
six days. The question is, then, whether it shall pass in this way, or 
whether it shall not pass at all, with the consequences that will neces- 

- sarily flow from it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The SPEAKER. The time for general debate on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules has expired. There will be now two hours’ debate upon 
the clause relating to the New Orleans Exposition. 

Mr. KEIFER. That comes up after the suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair on examination of the original resolu- 
tion finds that it was mistaken. The vote on the of the 
rules will be first taken, and after that, if the bill 
for consideration, there will be two hours’ debate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to know whether this would | 
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the bill taken up for consideration in accordance with the resolution 
that has been read? 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish tosay that I should not object to the amend- 
ment I understand the gentleman from Florida [ Mr. BISBEE] proposes. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
desire to know if the rules are now suspended and we proceed to con- 
sider the bill, whether one part of that bill will be carried by a two- 
thirds vote and another by a majority ? 

The SPEAKER. There will be but one vote upon its passage. 
will be acted upon as an entirety. 

The question being taken on the motion to suspend the rules, there 
were, on a division—ayes 118, noes 38. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Lask forthe yeasand nays. Let us see how many 
gentleman are willing to put themselves on record on a yea-and-nay 
vote in favor of passing a bill of this character. 

Mr. KEIFER. The bill is not being passed by this vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, 29 members only voting therefor. 

So (no further count being demanded, two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof) the rules were suspended and the resolution agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk will report the clause of the bill in re- 
lation to the World’s Cotton Centennial Exposition. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that lines 1417 to 1424, in- 
clusive, be stricken ont. I refer to those lines which give peremptory 


It 


orders to the Secretary of War to sell certain arsenal property. 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no such authority from the committee. 

Mr. KEIFER. There is objection to that. 

Mr. BISBEE. I ask unanimous consent to amend the bill from line 
402, page 17, after the word Georgia, to insert the words Saint John's 
River, Florida.’’ I understand the chairman of the committee has no 
objection to the amendment. 

Mr, RANDALL. That was intended, I think, to be put into the bill. 
The money is appropriated for the lighting of that river, and of course 
it ought to be put in. 
de being no objection, the amendment was incorporated in the 

Mr. ANDERSON, I wish to inquire whether it is in order to have 
the bill read ? 

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman can demand its reading before the 
vote is taken. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Can it be called for after the debate? 

The SPEAKER. At any time before the vote is taken. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will throw no obstruction in the way of that. 

Mr. THOMAS, Iwish to make a parliamentary inquiry as to whether 
amendments can now be offered the general debate begins? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks they can after this paragraph is 
read. Two hours are allowed for debate on this particular paragraph. 
The Chair thinks after the debate has closed amendments may be of- 
fered or they may be offered now. 

Mr. THOMAS. Amendments may be offered to other sections of the 
Ed 


The SPEAKER. No; only to the one section. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I ask unanimous consent to amend the bill by 
striking out all after the word Indiana,“ in line 1422, and before the 
word and ” where it occurs the second time, being the following words: 


And Kennebec arsenal, Maine. 


Mr. RANDALL, The committee have not authorized me to accept 
such an amendment, 

The SPEAKER. There is objection. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iam requested to ask unananimous con- 
sent to insert at the end of line 2031 what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


One chief page, Alvin H. Pickens, $900. 


Mr. RANDALL, I have not the authority to accept that, although 
I think itis right. He is a good boy. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. I object. 
* RANDALL. I think it is right, and it can be put on in the Sen- 
a 
Some time subsequently Mr. CONNOLLY withdrew the objection. 
There being no further objection, the amendment was incorporated 


in the bill. 
Mr. of Kentucky. I desire now to make a point of order 
relating to this New Orleans Exposition. 

The SPEAKER. The House by a two-thirds vote has directed the 
consideration of that. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order that it is not 
germane to this bill, and that even if the rules have been suspended it 


be the proper time to make the point of order that this New Orleans | must be considered under some parliamentary procedure. I therefore 


appropriation is not legitimately a part of this bill? 


The SPEAKER. The bill is not before the House. | 


Mr. BISBEE. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment which 
I think the chairman of the committee will accept. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will re that the bill is not yet be- 
fore the House. The first question is, 


make the point of order that this proposition for New Orleans is for an 
expenditure not previously authorized by law, that it is not germane 

to the bill or a iate to it, and consequently not in order. 
The SP The Chair has already ruled that the House has 
the rules bry:a. vote of two-thinds and directed. thie partion. 


suspended x € 
the rules be suspended aud lar matter, by being specially mentioned, to be considered and voted 
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upon in the House, which of course precludes any question of order as 
to the right of the House to consider it. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of calling the atten- 
tion of the House to the clause in this bill which appropriates $300,000 
in aid of the Cotton Exposition now being held in the city of New Or- 
leans; and I desire to say to the members present that what I shall say 
to-day is in no spirit of enmity toward that exposition nor in any spirit 
of sectionalism. You will all remember that I did everything in my 
power to get the Congress of the United States at its last session to make 
the loan of $1,000,000, and the RECORD will bear me out that I went so 
far as to state that that loan should be made even if none of it should be 
repaid. But I wish to state to this House now, and I think I can prove 
it to ‘the satisfaction of every member here, that the loan which we 
made at that time was obtained under false pretenses; that it was ob- 
tained upon statements that were claimed to be facts which are now 
admitted not to have been true. And I shall further prove to the House, 
I think, that the money already given has been expended in such a 
manner as not to warrant the appropriation of any more money to be 
expended by the men at present managing that exposition. - 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in the first place, every member on this floor will 
recollect that we voted the loan of $1,000,000 upon a direct assurance 
of the gentlemen in the vicinity of New Orleans—and they will not take 
it as an offense if I give their names—Mr. ELLIS, Mr. MONEY, and Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE, all of whom assured the House that $700,000 had been 
raised by the people of New Orleans and vicinity, and had been actually 
paid in, and that they expected the city of New Orleans to give $100,- 
000 in addition to that amount, and also that the State of Louisiana 
would donate another sum—$50,000, or perhaps $100,000. 

Mr. Speaker, I know those gentlemen will not think for a moment 
that I claim or even insinuate that they misled the House purposely. 
There is not oneof those three gentlemen whom I have named in whom 
I have not unbounded confidence as being men of honesty and honor. 
Mr. BLOUNT, of Georgia, and he will excuse me fornaming him, pressed 
this question very hard upon those gentlemen, as the RECORD I have 
here vefore me will show. He asked them what guarantee he had that 
any amount had been subscribed or had been paid in. Mr. MONEY 
answered (I read from the eodap af that. datel: 


There are already $700,000 cash subscribed to this enterprise ; and this sum is 
being increased day by day. In addition there are all the recet of the expo- 
sition, the gate-money, and so on, which must be greater than expenses, 


Mr. BLOUNT said: 


If the gentleman will allow me, I will ask the gentleman from Mississippi if 
$700,000 as a matter of fact has been paid in. 


The gentleman’s question was thus answered: 


Mr. Mossy, I am told by the general director that is true. 
Mr. ELLIS. Nearly $750,000, and increasing all the time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE further on stated the same thing. 

Now if it is possible to make a statement more complete than that I 
am unable to conceive the language in which it can be done. Was that 
true? I have no doubt the managers of this enterprise told those gen- 
tlemen they had this amount raised. But what was the fact? 

I have here the report of the general of this exposition made 
to the President of the United States. e shows that instead of 
$750,000 having been subscribed and paid in at that time there was in 
fact only $384,168 pledged at all; and that the $100,000 spoken of from 
New Orleans was afterward given and the $100,000 from the State of 
Louisiana was afterward donated, so that if the $750,000 had been pai 
in at that time as stated, the people of Louisiang would have 
from $900,000 to $950,000, instead of the $584,168 now claimed for 
them. 

Ah, but stop! The city of New Orleans subscribed $100,000. Did 
she pay it? How? Why, I supposeincash. On what condition, Mr. 
Speaker? On condition that the exposition should occupy a park be- 
longing to the city of New Orleans, and that they should improve that 
park by a public building costing $50,000, and by underdraining and 
artificial lakes, &. And this report of those gentlemen shows that 
while they got from New Orleans $100,000 they turned around and 
paid out for her benefit in improving this park over $130,000, so that 
New Orl instead of being out $100,000 for the purpose of inducing 
the people of this country to come within her city limits and make 
this great exhibition a success, has already got in improvements $30,000 
more than she paid in. And Mr. Burke, the man who this 
thing, stated to our committee that the building the cost of which is 
a part of this $130,000 does not belong to the United States as security 
for the $1,000,000 loan, but belongs to the city of New Orleans. 

Mr. POTTER. Has not the Government a lien on it? 

Mr. HORR. We have no lien upon it. The arrangement was that 
it was to belong to the park and to be the property of the city of New 
Orleans. It is a part of the permanent improvement of the property 
belonging to the city. 

Now then, Mr. S er, if these people—I will use the term I mean— 
had been honest with us and had raised the money they said they had, 
that exposition to-day would be on its feet and would not be here beg- 
ging for a further appropriation to keep in it the breath of life. But 


what have they done with the money that we have given them? That 


t 
is a conundrum. I defy any man to take their report and show what 
has been done with it except in a general indefinite way such as does 
not admit of any accuracy whatever or of any verification. They fur- 
nished to us a statement of their indebtedness. I will say to the mem- 
bers of this House that this exposition has had good success in getting 
into debt; the statements rendered leave no doubt as to that. 

I hold in my hand a list of the stated amounts which they claim that 
they owe. It covers one hundred and fifty items, running from $6 up 
to $30,000 each. 

Mr. HAMMOND. 


. HORR. Yes, sir. 
. HAMMOND. How much of that is due in Pittsburgh, Pa.? 

Mr. HORR. Iwill come tothat immediately. They furnish another 
statement, Mr. Speaker, in which they attempt to show where this in- 
debtedness is due. I wish to call the attention of the House to that 
statement, from which it appears that they owe in Saint Louis, Mo., 
$7,400; in Grand Rapids, Mich., $1,800; in New York, $10,300; in 
Boston, $1,200; in Baltimore, $2,500; in Newark, N. J., $5,000; in 
Pittsburgh, Pa., $76,500; in Ohio, mainly in Cincinnati, $45,700; in 
Chicago, $4,250. there are premiums awarded which are due 
mostly to parties living outside the State of Louisiana, $25,000, none 
of which have been paid. There is also due to the Electric Light Com- 
pany $25,000. And then there is the broad statement that they owe 
in New Orleans and vicinity $164,772. 

Now, it is utterly impossible for me to tell just how much of that is 
due to people in and about New Orleans. I have learned, however, that 
one item of a little over $7,000 is due to people living in Mobile, Ala. 
No account has been rendered that will enable us to tell how much money 
they have put into any particular building, but it must be evident to 
anybody who examines these accounts, as I have tried to do, that the 
bulk of this indebtedness is for the material purchased in the States 
outside of Louisiana, while the mangement owes but little for the 
work and material furnished by the people in and about New Orleans., 
They also bought a railroad which cost over $61,000. It is a road four 
or five miles long, and from all I can learn of little value after the ex- 
position closes. This railroad, we are told, will be a part of the assets 
belonging to the United States as security for the $1,000,000 loan. - 

I find another trouble. When I come to take the items of the ac- 
count rendered as to debts due outside of the State, I find that they do 
not correspond at all with the same items given in the general list. 
There is not on the two papers, so far as I can find, a single account 
that agrees with itself on both lists. Asstated on one paper each item 
varies from $500 to $2,000 from the statement on the other paper. 
That leads me to fear that there is not any t accuracy even in these 
apparently official statements. Now, Mr. Speaker, what I complain of 
is this: We loaned to these people $1,000,000; it was done in good faith. 
We loaned it upon their statements to this House, through their general 
agent, that they had already raised $750,000, and would raise more. 
They come now and ask us for more money, saying that they are in 
debt, but they furnish no statement from which any man can get an 
intelligent idea of what has been done with the money they have already 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


and they admit from the start that all that has been 
eluding the donations from the city and State, is only $584,168. One 
thing, however, is clear and certain—they have managed to leave the 


men who furnished them with their roofing, with their sl with 
their iron and steel, with their chairs and their settees, and all their fur- 
niture; they have managed to leave all those men unpaid who furnished 
the material that has gone into the exposition buildings. They come to 
this House now and ask for $300,000 more; they ask for 5500, 000, but 
our committee has restricted them to $300,000, and they propose what? 
Why, that that money shall be distributed first on the debts that are 
a lien under the lawsof the State of Louisiana. What does that mean? 
I will be frank. I fear it means that every man on the i—liv- 
ing right there in New Orleans—will get his proportion of the 5300, 000, 
while the creditors in Pittsburgh, in Ohio, and all over the country where 
coe is $204,000 at least, I think about $235,000 due, will not get a 
ollar. 

Again, they leave the men who have taken their stock there, their! 
cattle and their horses, their exhibits in general, from all parts of the 
United States on the promise that they should receive certain premiums | 
if the quality of their goods entitled them to such premiums. The 

rs of this exposition have permitted these men to take their 
stock there and have made them awards of premiums, but have paid 
none of them. That is to say, the very men who have made the 
show a success, so far as the exhibits are concerned, have been to all 
the of getting their stock and wares there under a solemn prom- 
ise of receiving certain premiums, have so far received simply an award 
but no money. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Will the gentleman allow me toask him a ques- 
tion for information only ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMMOND. This proposed preference is to be given to such 
debts as constitute a lien upon the buildings and machinery on the ex- 
position grounds. Why does the gentleman say that that would ex- 
clude non-resident creditors? It would not under the Laws of Georgia. 


Mr. ELLIS. Nor would it under the laws of Louisiana; but I did 
not want to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. HORR. I know nothing about the laws of Louisiana in that 
regard, although I have tried to learn them. But I find that laborers 
and men who furnish material who are right on the spot have an ad- 
vantage in regard to payment. There is no doubt about that, is there? 

Mr. ELLIS. The laborer and the material-man are paid first. 

Mr. RANNEY. I wish to inquire whether in paying off the liens 
the lien on that building which is to belang to the city is to be paid? 

Mr. HORR. I do not understand that there is any lien on that 
building. They have paid on that as they went along. There is no 
report of indebtedness on the city building. But, mark you, this mat- 
ter as the bill now stands is left open to judicial decision. I am not 
acquainted with the lien laws of Louisiana; but I do know that up to 
this time those who are concerned in the management of this enter- 
prise have succeeded in not paying these men from abroad; and my 
friend from Georgia well knows that a man from a distance is at a great 
disadvantage in enforcing even a lien. The amendment which I shall 
propose to this bill is inténded to provide against all such difficulties; 
and I do not believe the gentleman from Louisiana will object to it. 

Mark, Mr. Speaker, what Congress has already done for this exposi- 
tion. We loaned it $1,000,000, every cent of which has gone into 
Louisiana, into these buildings and other expe they tell us. Sec- 
ondly, we gave $300,000 on account of the exhibits that the United 
States Government has sent down there. Now if we give them $300,000 
more that will make $1,600,000 that we have put into the lap of the 
people of New Orleans and vicinity. But that is not over one-third of 
what really goes there. Every man who pays his 50 cents at the gate 
leaves at least $3 or $4 at the hotels and other places in the city. If a 
man gets off with $3 or $4 pér day he is lucky, in my judgment. 

Now this whole amount tes several millions; and I say it is 
no more than fair that the American if itis going to contribute 
any more cee i should see that it goes to pay the debts of the people 
who live abroad, the people away from this center, and who have to 
work at arms’ J in order to get their pay, and leave the manage- 
ment to take care of their own people in New Orleans and vicinity. 


I am aware that in saying this I am compelled to somewhat 
against the present ent of that exposition. I have letters by 
the half hundred here telling me that the managementis such as to ab- 


solutely preclude men from abroad from getting any money either for 
premiums or material; and among them all there is not a single writer 
who does not advise against paying any more money to the present 
management. Several of the gentlemen who came here asking for this 
appropriation said in so many words, If you give this money, for 
God’s sake give it so that it will dosome to the men who are now 
in trouble.“ The amendment which I propose to offer is as follows: 
For the of aiding the World's Industrial and Centennial Cotton Expo- 
sition, now held in New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, not 
toex the sum of $300,000, or so much as may be necessary, to 
mediately available, and to be used, _ A the payment of the indebtedness 


now outstanding of said e: ition w. is due to firms, or corpora- 
tions living and doi —— the State of serra deg ineludin; debts 
due to fi or foreign nations, and such as are due to States 

ries from said exposition. 


Their statement shows that they owe Territories and States a little 
over $17,000. I propose that this shall be paid. 

Secondly, in payment of all premi heretofore awarded hich shall be 
eee by salt exposition i accordaase wih Mate of awards here- 
tofore published. 

This will take probably about $67,000. It will secure the payment 
to people who have taken theirstock and material at great expense and 
gone down there,to make the exhibition a success. 

Said money— 

I hope you will all give attention to this— 


and verification 
of War is hereby 


directed to detail to the assistance of the Secretary ofthe Treasury s paymaster 
of the regular Army, who shall out the instructions of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and disburse said fu in such manner as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe. 


Mr. ADAMS, of New York. What are the total liabilities? 

Mr. HORR. The total liabilities are $436,080, but subject to a de- 
crease, leaving actually about $346,000. 

Mr. BAYN The gentleman will allow meto suggest that the me- 
chanics’ lien law of Louisana gives preference to the workingman, who, 
if the contractor fails to pay him, may under the mechanics’ lien law 
of that State file lien after lien, piling them up one after another; and 
thus this entire sum may be absorbed unless some such amendment as 
that proposed by the gentleman from Michigan shall be adopted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, Mr. ELLIS, and others, sought to inter- 
rupt Mr. Horr. 

Mr. HORR. I can not yield. I want to close my remarks, because 
there are other gentlemen who wish to talk. I desire to say that from 


the best information I can get the indebtedness, after deducting cash 
on hand, is about $346,000. 

The question may be asked why it is that these premiums have not 
been paid by the gate- money? For this simple reason: While the gate - 
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money has been in excess of expenditures to the amount of quite a 
number of thousands of dollars 

Mr. LONG. The current expenditures. 

Mr. HORR. I mean in excess of the current for several 
days, it turns out that in February last there was a loan effected, I do 
not recollect for how much. 

Mr. LONG. Sixty thousand dollars. 

Mr. HORR. Sixty thousand dollars, perhaps—and a lien was given 
on the money to pay the parties who furnished the money in the 
city of New Orleans. So the exposition to-day is just in this fix: It 
is out of funds with the exception of gate-money receipts. The gate- 
money receipts are pledged to the parties there in New Orleans to pay 
for borrowed money. They owe outside of Louisiana, in my judgment, 
two hundred and thirty-five or two hundred and forty thousand dol- 
lars. Their premiums will amount to about $67,000. 

Mr. ELLIS. Why does not the gentleman state that fairly. The 
impression hé would leave on the House is that all the gate-money is 
pledged. 

Mr. HORR. What is it? 

Mr. ELLIS. State it fairly. The gentleman would leave the im- 
pression on the House that all the gate- money is pledged for debt there. 
That is the impression you leave, and you know it is not true. 

Mr. HORR. What is not true? Did they not borrow the $60,000, 
and did they not pledge the gate-money as security for its payment? 

Mr. ELLIS. There was $60,000 borrowed, and $18,000 has been 
paid back day by day, and since we received the statement $9,000 
more; and that is the end of the business. 

Mr. HORR. That is precisely what I tried to state. 

Mr. ELLIS. No; you said the gate receipts were pledged to the in- 
debtedness in New Orleans. 

. Mr. HORR. I said, or intended to say, that until the $60,000 were 
paid that indebtedness was a lien on those gate receipts. 

Mr. ELLIS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. HORR. Except for the payment of current expenses. Thatis 
the statement as it was made to me. 

Mr. ELLIS. The record does not bear you out. 

Mr. HORR. How much is pledged? Let us get at the facts. Let 
us understand this matter before we go on. 

Mr. ELLIS. Sixty thousand dollars originally, and when we re- 
ceived the statement $18,000 had been repaid, 

Mr. HORR. Well! 

Mr. ELLIS. Since that it has been repaid under agreement at $1,000 
a day, which makes twenty-five or twenty-six thousand dollars that 
have been paid. 

Mr. HORR. Very well; they are not paying these debts outside of 
New Orleans or any premiums, are they, until the $60,000 shall all be 


id? 
Ir. ELLIS. They are paying a special loan. Š 

Mr. HORR. That is just what I said. The gentleman has taken 
three or four minutes of my time and he comes out just where I came 
out. We can not differ about the facts. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will give you more out of my time. 

Mr. HORR. I have stated it as itis. There is no use of trying to 
look at this in any other way than straight in the face. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman’s statement was unlimited. 

Mr. HORR. I stated that $60,000 was borrowed in New Orleans. 

Mr. ELLIS. A temporary loan. 

Mr. HORR. A temporary loan, if you please; but to secure its pay- 
ment the pledged the gate-money, as I understood it—that 
is, all over and above the current expenses, which had to be taken out 
first. But to conclude: The exposition owes about $230,000 outside of 
the city of New Orleans for material furnished to put into these build- 
ings. The premiums, if I mistake not, amount to $67,000. By my 
amendment I propose, if we give this money, we shall protect the parties 
who have been looking somewhat to the ion of the National 
Government by paying these premiums leaving the gate-money, 
leaving the buildings, leaving everything to secure the people who live 
right around there and can protect themselves. My desire is to relieve 
the managers from embarrassment by paying all their outside debts 
and securing the payment of all their iums. 

I we Farag is a fair proposition and one which should be accepted in 
good faith by the members representing this exposition. 

Mr. ELLIS. If they accept it, will the gentleman vote for the ap- 

riation ? 

Mr. HORR. Ves, if you will make it so the money will go to these 
people. I will do it regretfully, but I will doit. Will you put it in 
the bill in that way? 

Mr. ELLIS, I will see. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HORR. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield five minutes, which 
is all I can spare, to the gentleman from New York [Mr. POTTER]. - 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, in these five minutes I desire as well 
as I can to recall the House to what I said a year ago on this bill and 
to awaken it, if possible, to the dangers which lie before us in entering 
upio this policy. We were told: here a year ago this was a loan for 
which sufficient precedent was found in the loan for the celebration of 
the one hundredth anniversary of the Declaration of Independence at 
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the city of Philadelphia in 1876. We were told there was no doubt 
this money would be paid back; we were assured with all the eloquence, 
earnestness, and persuasion of the honorable member from New Orleans 
[Mr. ELLIS] that we were in no danger of losing anything in loaning 
this money. It was not then the most important objection with me 
that we were to lose it, nor is it now that we are to lose what is given 
in this bill, but my objection lies in the fact that we are in this way 
entering upon a course which will overthrow and annihilate the prin- 
ciples of our Constitution. 

Itis changing this Government into one of patronage, converting the 
States and people of the United States into beneficiaries and suppli- 
cunts. If it ] go on, it is introducing into the affairs of this Gov- 
ernment, under control of political parties which from time to time may 
have possession of this Government and this Congress—it isintroducing 
an element of influence, of patronage, and of destruction, I had almost 
said, of the fundamental ciples of the Government itself. 

This Government, sir, is one of prescribed and limited powers. To 
maintain and carry out these powers it may lay taxes and raise rev- 
enue, but beyond this it has no power to lay taxes, and can not lay 
them except in disregard and disobedience of our Constitution. It 
has no power to patronize States or the people of the States. Let it 
assume and exercise this power as governments of unlimited powers 
may and do exercise it, and the end of constitutional liberty is not dis- 
tant. 

Why, sir, if there is a doubtful State to be carried four years hence 
in some other partof this Union what are we to do but to get upanother 
exposition and vote millions there to make the State solid? there 
be any doubt but that this element of patronage, this power to lay 
taxes and dispose of the public funds in this manner, so as to provide 
States with the ability to carry on such exhibitions as this, is an ele- 
ment that must undermine the very foundation of the Government it- 
self if persisted in. 

Sir, I said a year ago, and I repeat now, that there can be no justifi- 
cation for giving this amount of money that can not be urged with 
equal cogency and reason for almost every other State in this Union that 
we may want to carry four years from now for political reasons. Four 
years from now California’s vote may be doubtful, and it will be said 
that if you inaugurate a great exposition there and let the light of our 
great commerce shine over the Pacific Sea and extend to the nations of 
the West we shall be promoting the growth of this countryand ex- 
ercising the constitutional power of the Government in promoting com- 
merce. That argumentcan be made with equal reason in that instance 
as in the case now before us, and that argument will be, if the eloquent 
and able member from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] shall then be 
in theexact line of the eloquent persuasiveness with which he addresses 

this House to-day. 

Now, sir, I protest if we are to give this money at all, that with equal 
reason and justice we may be called upon to do the same thing in every 
dea in this land. Ay! we may be called upon to grant the same 
at Buffalo, upon the lakes, upon the Pacific shore, and th: t all 
the States of the country, introducing this as a new element in the 
government of our country. I regret to see it entered upon under Dem- 
ocratic auspices and by a Democratic Congress. I regret to see this 

introduce the doctrine that we may lay taxes upon the peo- 
ple of this country in order to provide money to w favors where it 
pleases the admin tion and the power that has charge of the Treas- 
ury of the nation to bestow them. 
Here the hammer fell}. 

Mr. HORR. I now yield five minutes to the- gentleman from Tli- 
nois [Mr. ELLwoop]. — 

Mr. ELLWOOD. Mr. Speaker, my object in taking the floor to make 
s few remarks is simply to prepare the way for an amendment which 
I shall p to offer at the proper time. As the gentleman who has 
just occupied the floor has said, from a statement made here by that 
committee at New Orleans, that they had raised $750,000, this House 
was induced to appropriate in aid of that exposition the sum of $1,- 
000,000. 

I do not hesitate to say, sir, for one moment that had it not been for 
the fact, as we were assured, that $750,000 had been raised by donation 
this House never would have appropriated a million of dollars forany 
such purpose. Now on a statement of that sort that a donation of 
that amount had been made this Congress, as I have said, appropriated 
$1,000,000. That 3 was appropriated with certain conditions. It 
was appropriated with the understanding in the first place that $750,- 
000 had been raised, and with the million of dollars appropriated by 
this House should be used to erect buildings not to exceed in cost that 
amount, and for this reason that when these building were completed 
they would be free from indebtedness, More than that, Hight in the 
act itself of the first session of this Congress they make another reser- 
vation, that all the receipts from that exposition above the legitimate 
expenses are to be given to liquidate the indebtedness of the Govern- 
ment loan. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I make this point, that right in the face and eyes 
#¢ that provision of law this board of managers has created an indebt- 
edness that they had no right to create, and have and extended 
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u fraud by pledging the very receipts for its payment that had been 


— 


RECORD — HOUSE. 


already pledged to this Government. For fear that this fraud would 
be upon the Government, the House required the directors 
of the exposition to give a bond that this money should be judiciously 
invested according to the act passed at that time; and I propose to offer 
a resolution here with reference to that bond. 

Iam no lawyer, but I state this fact without fear of contradiction, 
that the bond as given under the statute as it now stands, that no in- 
debtedness should be made over and above the donation of $1,000,000, 
and then this indebtedness created by them against the very surplus 
that was to pay that loan, that these bondsmen have not done their duty 
and should be held liable for the $300,000 of the bond. My idea is, 
then, that we collect the $300,000 and pay these premiums if necessary. 
I do not care, sir, to take up the time of the House, but I shall move 
an amendment at the proper time and at the right point, that a com- 
mittee of three members, on which I will not accepta position, shall be 
appointed to investigate this whole transaction and report to this House 
previous to the 10th day of December. When that report is made, if 
we ought to pay any more for that exposition—if we are to be defrauded 
out of any more money—let us appropriate it when that report gives 
us the facts. : 

Mr. HORR. I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. MILLARD]. : 

Mr. MILLARD. I desire to occupy the attention of the House but 
for a single moment. If I thought this additional appropriation would 
make the exposition a suecess I would not oppose the measure. But 
I do not believe at this stage and at this season of the year that there 
is sufficient money in the national Treasury to make the exposition a 
success, 

I hold in my hand a letter written by an exhibitor, one of the lead- 
ing citizens of my State, who has been present at that exposition from 
the commencement, representing one of the largest industries of this 
country, and he gives briefly the reasons why the exposition can not 
be made a success by any 9 or by any action on the part of 
Congress. I ask, in order that the House may be possessed of the facts, 
that this letter be read. I make it apart of my remarks. 

The Clerk commenced to read the letter sent up by Mr. MILLARD, 
which is as follows: 
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New ORLEANS, LA., February 3, 1888. 
Hon. STEPHEN C. MILLARD, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
s + + s * s > 
I do not now propose to ask of you a favor which if granted will interest me 
more than any citizen of the United States 8 A 
I have been in attendance at this New Orleans Exposition since early in De- 
cember last. I have been a close and careful observer of the manner in which 
it has been managed and mismanaged.» It now scems that the t board of 
management have run their full length. All moneys placed in their hands so 
far have been disposed of. I do not know, but I assume that it has been pro) 
erly and honestly disbu: . They are also in debt to the amount of near 
$400,000. Neither buildings nor grounds are completed, and they have insuffi: 
cient means to light the building or furnish power to run the nery already 
in place, to say nothing about a very large auent of heavy mony etna g ncaa t 
placed and ready to be oj . The means of conveyance to and 
E horse-cars and steamboats is insufficient to handle a sufficient num- 
of tors to even pay running expenses, besides being slow, tedious, and 
unsatisfactory in the extreme, 
* * s + * s * 
While there are many interested largely in the exposition, still hoping that it 
may be carried thro: to success, I am satisfied that the of the 
heaviest exhibitors would be more than glad if econ, Coupe y 


mand to have it closed at once rather than that Con, 
to bolster it up by putting more money in the hands of 


In my humble opinion (and I believe that will be found to differ but slightly} 
if at all, with the opinion of every honest and intelligent man here haying knowl- 
edge of the sit ), but one course can be pursued at this late day in order to 
set the great circus on its feet again and achieve even a partial success. 

The present ment must be compelled to give an accurate and exact 
accounting, as the entire control over to the 
Government of the United Sta * 

At least $500,000 must be forthcoming for immediate use; the best man in the 
United States be placed in charge, with full power to push everything to comple- 
tion at onee;to arrange with Southern railroads for rates to visitors not to ex- 
ceed 1 8 mile, and thus restore confidence to exhibitors, citizens of New 
O Mithin the m — — . be provided between th 

n the ne: wenty days rap nsit must prov’ ween the — 
— — of the city and the exposition, sufficient to Nude e. 
itors y in addition to the present mule-cars and river boats, which are in- 
sufficient to handle more visitors than are required to pay running expenses, 
saying nothing about the tediousness and great discomfort of this means of 


far as in their 1 surrender 
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you fass to prevent the Government from being imposed upon in this con- 
if pol get away from here before Congress adjourns will see you at Wash- 
on. 
Sincerely, yours. 
Before the reading of the letter was concluded, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore said: The time of the gentleman has ex- 


red. 
Mr. HORR. I yield one minute more for the Clerk to continue the 
reading. 

The Clerk continued the reading of the letter. Before he had con- 
clud 

"the SPEAKER pro tempore said: The extension of time has expired. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. What is the date of that letter? 5 
The CLERK. February 3, 1885. 

Mr. MILLARD. Lask that the whole of the letter be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There was no objection. : 

Mr. HORR. Inow yield five minutes to the gentleman from Geo: 
[Mr. HAMMOND], and I desire to reserve the rest of my time until I 
hear what may be said on the other side. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] has also promised hen me three minutes, and has agreed that 
I may use that time now. I may not desire to use the eight minutes, 
but I ask that the gavel shall not fall if I trespass up to that limit. 

When the proposition was originally made, with very much doubt 
as to its propriety, but relyingon the promises then made and the 
resentations before me, I voted for the loan of the $1,000,000. I 
not vote for this $300,000. All the reasons for my not doing so I can 
not give. Some of them have already been given, though not just in 
the form in which I would present them. 

The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] an- 
nounced that he was in favor of the to save the national 
honor. I began to watch the development to wherein the national 
honor was involved. But there has been no word uttered that has 
made any such impression upon my mind. The honor of this nation 
will be intact whether that $76,000 due to Pittsb shall be paid or 
whether it shall take what it can find in the assets of the company with 
all the other debts. 

This is not a proposition to protect national honor. The debate here 
shows just the onaya That is the first 9 of it, but only 
the first appearance. e proposition urged here by the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr] is that it is settled that the United States 
will undertake to pay the debts which this corporation be unable 
to pay. Thecontest is between the local creditors and the cred- 
itors. Iknow no authority ſor paying either. Gentlemen who their 
wares from Ohio and Pennsylvania and New York to that 
sold them as they sell goods to other corporations and and took 
all the risk of insolvency in the debtor and of bad collection laws in the 
locality. i * 

Mr. BAYNE. Will my friend from Georgia yield for a question? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I can not yield. 

Mr. BAYNE. I can disabuse the gentleman’s mind of that impres- 


sion. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I can not yield. The contest here, they say, is 
VFFFCCCCCVFFCFC POO a BA eee ae 
ated. 77... sie maebiody taka give 
it to the laborers who put together the and who built the 
. the even though they may live in 
and around New Orleans. But I will tell the gentleman they do not 
all live there. That city did not furnish and could not furnish the force 
for this great work. eee ee eee ee Pete to 
reap the daily reward of their toil, and those day-laborers be 
preferred in this instance just as they are preferred in the lien laws of 
my State and your States, where, in the last resort, when but few debts 
can be paid, there is a just discrimination between those who can not 
afford to lose and those who can afford to lose. 

I desire to say before I close one other thing. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] per was correct in his declaration 
as to the sentiment of this House on the silver question. And yet he 
had no authority to the reasons of any gentleman voting but his 
own. These two p tions of silver coi and this $300,000 were 
coupled together when that vote was cast. various reasons in- 
fluenced different persons in that vote. 

I desire to say one other word. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] painted in colors not at all too strong the bad practice of pass- 


ing appropriation bills under a suspension of the rules. But he did 
int entirely too strongly the reasons which he thought impelled the 
ad pacts to-day. I may be pardoned for saying (for I have had a 


large part of the suffering while I was a witness in that chair for the 
pat two 8 a word as to the reason why there is now no time to 
egislate in the regular way. 
Mr. HORR. I understand the gentleman is now talking in the time 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. OND. I am, and I am talking against your side of the 
House on the left of the Chair that wasted so much time on the river 


and harbor bill. I do not believe that I could utter a sentiment which 
will more cordially receive the indorsement of every honest man than 


the one I have just uttered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia has expired. A 

Mr. MOND. It is a good time to quit, with that last sentence. 


Mr. HORR. I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has five minutes of the 
hour remaining. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FOLLETT] is recog- 
nized. 


Mr. FOLLETT. Mr. Speaker, the proposition now before Congress 
is not an origi ition for the making of an appropriation in aid 
of the New Orleans Exposition, nor did it originate with this Congress. 
By an act of the Forty-seventh the Government was fully 
committed to this matter, and I desire now to call attention to certain 
passages of that act. After the ‘‘whereases’’ I find this: 

Be it enacted that a World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition be 


held in the 1884 under the joint auspices of the United States Government, 
a awe Cotton Planters’ Association of America, and the city where it may 


Then it provides that the ment of this exposition shall be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States upon the recommenda- 
tion of these two boards; so that the management of the exposition 
are officers provided for by act of Congress. What more did Congress 
do? In the ninth section of the act it is provided that the President 
be ‘‘requested to send, in the name of the United States, invitations to 
other governments to be ted and take part in said World's In- 
dustrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, to be held in some city of 
the United States to be hereafter sel aaa 

Mr. REED, of Maine, Will the gentleman permit a word ? 

Mr. FOLLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to say to the gentleman that the de- 
bate at the time when that bill passed shows that it passed under as- 
surances from the promoters that the exposition should be without ex- 
pense to the Government; and I can produce the debate. 

Mr. FOLLETT. Whatever the assurances were, that is the law, and 
in that act the Government of the United States is committed to this 
exposition and its honor is committed by the invitation to the other 
nations of the world, as well as to our own States and Territories, to 


X 2 y 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ifwe 2 our obligations to those foreign na- 
tions, why have we not done all that is required of us? 

Mr. LONG. There are no obligations. 

Mr. HISCOCK (te Mr, FOLLETT). What are our obligations? 

Mr. LONG. e owe them nothing. 

Mr. FOLLETT. No money ob ion, but the obligation of 
faith on our part to make this exhibition what we represented to them 
it should be when they incurred this expenditure in coming to our 
shores and ad us of their products. 

Mr. MILL May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FOLLETT.. No; Ican not stop; I have not time, What more 
have we done? There are forty-six States and Territories represented 
there. Every State and Territory of the Union, with the single ex- 
ception of Utah, has an exhibit at that exposition, and those exhibits 


have been prepared and sent there, of course, at large In 
yesterday’s Ohio Ae I find a little report made by the er of 
the Ohio house of representatives, who has recently visited the expo- 


sition, There was a charge in Ohio (as there is upon the floors of Con- 
) that there had been bad faith, maladministration, It was al- 
that men who had been intrusted with the representation of their 
States and Territories had violated their trusts. pages op the Leg- 
istature of Ohio (just as the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] is 
doing here to-day with reference to the management of the exposition) 
discredited the management of the Ohio commissioners and their good 
faith in the expenditure of the money which the State of Ohio had 
appropriated and which was still further to be appropriated, for $47,500 
was asked as an additional amount. The speaker of the house of 
resentatives went to the exposition for ae of satisfying himself 
and this is what he says, as reported in the Ohio papers: 

The report had been pretty generally circulated that the money expended b 
the Ohio commissioners to make the display had not been 358 handled. 
and as the speaker had had the appointment of a portion of the commission, he 
wanted to be satisfied that he not been imposed u in the confidence he 
had in the members of the commission w) he had selected. The 

r is of the opinion that the five which he t at New Orleans were 
most profitable of the time which he given to State. His statement 
before conference committee in to the item of 84700 in the appro- 
priation bill for the New Orleans ion will, no doubt, result in a settlement 
of all differences between the two houses on this subject. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, Ohio is not alone in this, nor has Ohio the largest 
or the most ex ive display in that exposition. As I have said, forty- 
allowed 


six States and Territories are there represented, and the $5,000 
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by the management of the exposition to each State and Territory is but 
a mere fraction of the expenses which they have incurred. The man- 
agement of this exposition have met with obstacles that no human fore- 
sight could have anticipted. For sixty days after the exposition was 
opened there were incessant rains, such as even New Orleans had never 
known before. Those rainy days have but just closed. The 9th day of 
February was the first day that the gate receipts equaled the nd- 
itures, and this was not from any fault of the t; for Linsist 
that the management has not only been honest—its showing will sat- 
isfy any business man who gives the matter attention that it has been 
not simply honest, but economical to the very last degree. 

I have here a few figures in the way of comparison between the New 
Orleans Exposition and that at Philadelphia; and there is not one who 
has visited the two expositions who does not admit that the exposition 
at New Orleans is much larger in its proportions than was the exposi- 
tion at Philadelphia. I will read a few of these figures. At Philadel- 
phia there were twenty-five States and Territories that made exhibits; 
in New Orleans there are forty-six. In Philadelphia the area of space 
for State exhibits was 21,711 square feet; in New Orleans there are 
327,198 square feet. In Philadelphia the cost of buildings was $5,242, - 
295; in New Orleans $989,211—less than one-fifth of the cost of the 
buildings at Philadelphia. In Philadelphia the cost of fitting up the 
grounds, of which my T friend from Michigan has spoken so eloquently, 
was $922,780; in New Orleans $130,803. So I could go through with 
this comparison from beginning to end, showing that it is largely in 
favor of the ment of the New Orleans Exposition, while at the 
same time the Philadelphia exposition was under the control and man- 
agement of an honored citizen of my own city, Cincinnati, who was 
— by. reason of his prior experience to have a peculiar fitness for 

t wor! 

I take the liberty of incorporating in my remarks these comparative 
statistics in fall: 

Twenty-five States and Territories were represented at shaper erm and only 
a few of that number by exhibits, the representation being chiefly b buildings 
all except U 


for head rs. Forty-six States and are repre- 
sented at New Orleans by very full collective pes eat tell resources, 
Space occu; State exhibits at phia, 21,711 square feet; at New Or- 
ete square feet—an area fifteen 5 Orleans than at 
ia; proving most conclusively the of expositions to the States 

— Tert tories. f 

CONSTRUCTION. 

Cost of buil at Philadelphia, $5,242,295; at New Orleans, $989,211. The 
construction at elphia was principally of iron, pean age E with a view toor- 
nament and construction at New Orleans was designed for orna- 


ment and area, i extraordinary precautions and appliances for safety. 


IMPROVEMENT OF GROUNDS. 


The cost of preparing the grounds at Philadelphia, grading, drainage, 
n amounted to $922,782 ; eee eee 


i natera nan — wer is req . t the 
a ga grow a wer that was not required cen- 
lighting with electricity had come into 


trees, 
Motive power at Philadelphia, 2,440 horse-power; at New Orleans, 5,937 horse- 
undred horse-po uired at 


ELECTRIC LIGHTS, 

‘There were none at Philadelphia. At New Orleans there are 4,000 electric in- 
candescent — He 1,380 electric arc lamps,5 electric towers,73 dynamos. Mo- 
tive power for electric light, 1,900 horse- power. 

TELEPHONES. 


Orleans the —— cones and — tome . with each 
the city by tel being twent: stations at the exposi- 
FF had 3 into practical use in 


MACHINERY EXHIBITS. 


At the centennial the space actually was 527,528 square 
feet; at New Orleans the total space ocen) frana aayi iy ORARIN 9 —— r, be- 
ing $33,800 square feet. 

MISCELLANEOUS CONTRASTS. 


The tude and economy of the World's Exposition may be further illus- 
ne following comparisons: 


Fees RE cy 


pa including 


2 


There will be 8 to and at New Orleans for installation, expense 
mavagement, and printing for the remaining three months, 


1 


AREA OF OFFICIAL BUILDINGS, 


hia. 1 x 
DAEN 40.— 70 

Agricultural hall . . . do. R 5 eae ss 
Government building. 0. 
Principal buildings..... do. 2,084,542 | 2,370, 825 

Total official buildings . e do- — 2,505, 789 | 2,726,305 

A cost of construction, 37 cents per square foot at New Orleans; 68 acres 
covered by roof; length of buildings, 7,351 feet, 
INTERNATIONAL EXHIBITIONS—AREA IN SQUARE FEET COVERED BY PRINCIPAL 
BUILDINGS. 

Philadelphia —. 2,044, 542 
Louis 

13855. 
Paris, 1878. 

phia. leans. 


46, 967 


14,314 | 


hall and two extensive 


and Peru would have been represented but for recent disturbances in 


The ore ual commerce, exports and imports bined, of the 
ann PO com * 

. 

PE a ENORET AOE A E A E e EA BEAS 2 


Mexico 
Five Central American eee 
Nine South American republics 


————————————————————— 


United States controls but $63,636,000, or less than one-sixth part of this com- 
merce. 

Now I wish to call attention to the law which was paased Inet wir- 
ter. Gentlemen say that law was passed upon the assurance that 
eee eee, e eee ee 

of the “upon 
5300,00 had heen contributed and paid in.” This had to be shown 
to the satisfaction of the ofthe Treasury. Nota dollar could 
be paid out to the New Orleans tion until the Secretary of the 
Treasury was satisfied that New Orleans had done what in the law we 
said she ought to do to entitle her to this appropriation. 

Mr. HORR. Was not that $500,000 to be 

Mr. FOLLETT. Let me read the language of the law itself. I am 


eee 


| the U States on the drafts of the president and 
ent of the World’s Ind: and Cotton 

' thorised of said one-third of amount immediately after the 

of this act upon being satisfied that $500,000 has been con and 
paid in to the board purposes exposition by the contributors 
to of the World's Industrial and Penner — es iol Repost 
and remainder in four enia has 8 
that each of the prior pa: 3 


accounts and all trans- 
actions of said boa 

That is the eke: 

Mr.HORR. But that was to be 3 of the donations 

Mr. FOLLETT. Whatever may have been the gentleman's reason 
or any gentleman's reason in voting at that time, “thus saith the law” 
oad which they voted; and the law concludes the man who voted for 


1 r. ORR. Now let me ask whether that was not understood to be 
$500,000 over and above the donations from New Orleans and the State 
of Louisiana ? 

Mr. FOLLETT. Not at all. If so, how could the Secretary of the 

have paid over the money? He could not make payment 


until satisfied that the law had been complied with. 


Siaran on the drats ofthe president and svereaty of te board ot 
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Mr. HORR. If that is not so, how came gentlemen to talk about 
$750,000 all the while in the debate? 

Mr. FOLLETT. It is a matter of utter unconcern to me what may 
have been the assurance given by the friends of the measure that more 
8 this $500,000 would be contributed from other sources. All that 

asked of them, all that the law required of them, was the con- 
8 ‘of $500,000. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Lappend to my remarks the acts of February 10, 1883, and May 21, 
1884, on this subject: 


An act to encourage the holding of a world's industrial and cotton centennial 
exposition in the year 1881. 


Whereas it is desirable to encourage for celebration the one hundredth anni- 
versary of the production, manufacture, and commerce of cotton, by holding, in 
the year 1884, in some city of the Union, to be selected by the executive com- 
mittee of the National Cotton Planters’ Association of America, an institution for 
the public welfare, rw’ a gente under the laws of Mississippi, a world's — yer 

and cotton centennial exposition, to be held under the joint auspices of 
the United States, the said National Cotton Planters’ on of America, 
and of the city 5 which it may be located, and in which cotton in all its con- 
ditions of culiure and manufacture will be the chief exhibit, but which is de- 
signed also to include all arts, manufactures, and products of the soil and mine; í 


3 aust an exhibition should be national and international in its char- 
acter, in which the ponte ate of this country and 3 of the world who are 
interested in the su ject should . it should have the sanction of the 
Congress of the United States: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in ingress That a world’s industrial and cotton centennial 
exposition be held in the year 1884, under the joint auspices of the United States 
Government, the Nationa! Cotton Planters’ Association of America, and the city 
where it may be located. 

Sec. 2. That the President of the United States may, u 
of the executive committee of the National Cotton Planters’ Association of 
America, appoint six United es commissioners, and upon the recommenda- 
tion of the majori bog subscribers to the enterprise in the — where it may be 
located, may spoons t seven United States commissioners, „together, shall 
constitate a board of managers of said world’s industrial a ad cotton centennial 


tion. 
3. That the President of the United States may, on the recommendation 
po the governors of the various States and Territories of the Union, 2 — one 
mer and one alternate commissioner for each State — 
‘hose frnetions aball be defined by the said board of managemen: 
Sec, 4. That all or — — commissioners shaji be appointed within one year 


Fe Rit ie s 
he said eats f management shall hold its meetings in such 
city as ay be selected for the } location of the said exposition by the National 


n the recommendation 


ton Planters’ Association of America as „and that a ity of said 
5 t shall have full power to make all needful ru and regu- 
lations for its government, 

6. That said board pep eg een shall report to the President of the 


conden me yee sw vag for opening and closing 
of priate ceremonies for ee deen dedicating very same, and such 
— as in their judgment ma: med oe 
Sec. 7. That no compensation for services shall be paid to the commissioners 
or other officers provided by this act from the Treasury of the United States; 
and the United States shall not be liable for any of the expenses attending such 


: 98 or by reason of the sam 
hat whenever the President shall be informed the said board of 
management that provision has been made for suitable bui 
tion of the same, for the purposes of said 5 breton 
t of State, make lamation of the fi 


the exposition ; a schedule 
other 


tries. 

eee in the name of the 2 
invitations to n 9 other es to be re 

part in sald oars tot tein beld 

of the United States to bel 

riate devices, 


the United States, for the said board of to the provisions 
-second section of the co! act o 1873, upon the payment of a sum 
the cost thereof; and all the provisions, whether penal or other- 
act against the counterfeitin 1 . imitatin: sofas coins rey! the 
ly to the medals struck issued u 
That all which shall be imported for the sole —.— 
hibition at the said world’s industrial and cotton centennial ex 
|, shall be admitted without the payment of duty, or of cus- 
un such regulations as Secretary of the Treasury 
preseri That all such articles as shall be sold in the United 
or withdrawn for consumption therein at any time after such importa- 
tion, shall be subject to the dut: if any are imposed on like articles the 
revenue laws in force at the date of importation: And provided „That in 
case any articles imported under the provisions of this act withdrawn 
for consumption, or shall be sold without prac of duty as required law, 
all ties prescribed by the revenue shall be applied and enforced 
such articles, and against the persons who may be guilty of such with- 
drawal or sale. 
Approved February 10, 1883. 


An act to make a loan = 3 in the celebration of the world's industrial and 
centennial exposition. 


Whereas by the act of 83 entitled An act to encourage the holding of 
a * s industrial and cotton centennial ition in the year 1884,“ ap- 
proved February 10, e e eee eee int auspices 
of the United States, the National Cotton Planters’ Associatio: Am ae 
the said city of New Orleans, a world’s industrial and cotton centen: 
ition is to be held, universal in character, comprehending all arts, ee 
products ucts of the soil and mine; a 
gress declares t that such exposition should be national 


of management has been duly constituted and 
rated under the laws of the State of Louisiana, the members of which 

n appointed by the President of the United States, upon recommenda- 
the manner set forth in said act, and 3 are a du W e 


management, 
adequate powers to perform any and all acts essential to the proper and neces- 


Further, That the Goren of the United States shall 


sary management of the affairs of the said world’s industrial and cotton cen- 
tennial exposition in the manner and form prescribed b; e bend 

thorized by the sanction of the Government of the United States to raise the 

Om “pga necessary to carry into effect the provisions of said act of February 10, 


and 

Whereas the President of the United States, in compliance with the termsand 
requirements of said act, has extended, in the name of the United States, a re- 
and cordial invitation to the governments of other nations to be repre- 

sented and take part in the said international ex ition; and 
Whereas the 5 designed by the world's industrial and cotton cen- 
tennial exposition, and in part executed by the board of ment, are in 
accordance with the spirit of the act of Congress. relating thereto, and are on a 
scale creditable to the Government and the people of the United States: There- 


fore. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, the sum of $1,000,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the publie Treasury not otherwise 
n as a loan to the world's industrial and cotton centennial expo- 

tion, to be used and employed the board of management thereof to aug- 
ment and enhance the success of the world’s industrial and cotton centennial 
exposition in such manner as said of management may determine and 
in uccordance with the provisions of this act : That the said sum shall 
be paid the Secretary of = 4 of the United States on the drafts of 
the president and arska oa of management of the world's indus- 
trial and cotton centennia poster fon authorized by order of said board, one- 
third of the amount immediately after the passage of this act upon being satis- 
fied that $500,000 has been contributed and paid in to the said board for the 
purposes of the exposition by the contributors to, and shareholders of the 
world’s industrial and cotton centennial exposition, and the remainder in four 
monthly payments thereafter upon being sat that each of the prior pay- 
ments has been faithfully applied as required by this act, and for this purpose he 
shall have free access to the accounts and all transactions of said board: Pro- 
vided further, That no greater amount shall be expended or liability or indebted- 
ness of any kind incurred upon buildings, er and 5 than the 
aggregate sum that may be paid in, by the subscribers to the capital stock and 
donationsand the amount of the loan ores herein: And provided further, 

That in the distribution of the amounts that may remain in the ips ped of the 
board of management afterthe payments of the current expenses of administra- 
tion the amount of the a, in ye hereinbefore made shall be paid in full 
into the 8 R the United States before any dividend or * of 

its or assets shall be paid to the holders of said stock or contribu’ 

not, under any circum- 
ar ore be b — — aay debt 82 Obligation b or incurred by the 222 
ndustrial an ntennial Exposition, or its board of nt,or for 
any sum whatever in addition to the amount appropriated . that 
adequate space to be determined by the President of the United States for such 
exhibits as the Government of the U to make at said 


* 
on 


to to the hereby appropriated expendi 
Sowers to the Government 
of sald ex 5 after 


8 


That the recei 


ment eee 
and obligations o of this act by the said board 


Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] 
for five minutes. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. S. er, we have done a great deal for this 
World’s Fair and Cotton Exposition at New Orleans, but in doing what 
we have in the way of a loan of a million of dollars to that and 
afterward $300, 000 to get up an exhibition, we have done the very thing 

expected in connection with our partnership arrangement which was 
8 ly made, and we have done the very thing which binds us, not 

egally, because the Government of the United States is never bound 
legally, but with the strongest kind of moral obligation, to do something 
more. And the doubt in my mind, Mr. Speaker, is how we are to do 


that thing. We have induced most ‘of the civilized nations of the world 
to send exhibits to this world’s fair, and we owe an obligation in a 
degree to these nations of the world—we owe it to them to see 


that this exhibition or world’s fair shall not be a failure. 

Ay, Mr. Speaker, we owe something more, and that is to the wien 
and greatness of the United States, that this shall be a success. e 
can not afford to degrade our national character in this matter by step- 
ping aside at this moment and letting the creditors seize the propert; 

to the exhibition and put an end to it in and h 
iation not only to the t at New Orleans, but to the whole 
of the United States. We owe it to the individual States and Terri- 
tories of this country, all of whom have been induced to send exhibits 
at large expense to this fair—done of course in their own interests, but 
with the understanding that the President of the United States had 

ed to the people of the United States, ay, and to the people of 
the whole world, that there was to be a fair there, and it was to be sus- 
tained and maintained by the United States. 

I have listened, Mr. Speaker, to the representatives of some of the 
States of this nation who have spent much time at this world’s fair; I 
have listened to their appeal for help to sustain the dignity of the coun- 
try and the various interests centered in that fair. The great educa- 
tional exhibit down there is said to be worth to America—and if it goes 
mostly to the South all the better—worth to the United States all that 
hasbeen putintoit. It hasbeen furnished by the people who have gath- 
ered itall over the country, some of it rate exhibits of States, and 
others supplied by the United States, all concentrated there and 


made valuable to this country and perhaps to the world. 


1885. 


— 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. KEIFER. IfI more time I had many other things to say. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of P. Ivania. Mr. Speaker, I want in the outset 
of my remarks, which will be very brief, to state that I intend to vote 
for the passage of this bill under a s ion of the rules; but I desire 
now to invite the recollection of the House, and those members who 
were here a few Congresses ago, and especially yourself, Mr. Speaker 
(Mr. Cox, of New York, in the chair), to the vote upon the proposition 
for a loan to the Centennial me grasa in Philadelphia in 1876. It 
will be remembered, after the bill passed allowing us $1,500,000 as a 
loan to that great enterprise, which culminated in a world-wide suc- 
cess, that a year or two afterward another bill passed Congress by which 
that loan was exacted from the men who had originated that — 
position, and it was repaid, every dollar of it, to the Federal 8 

Now, sir, I simply desire to refer to that fact, and I regard this as a 
most appropriate occasion for doing so. I stand here as a representa- 
tive in part of the great city of Philadelphia, with the full knowledge 
that I can not go back to my constituents having voted against this prop- 
osition. I, with my colleagues on this floor, represent a community 
generous and liberal in the extreme, and particularly so in all matters 
pertaining to the t industries of our country. We represent con- 
stituents filled with pride of the country and its resources, and we rep- 
resent constituencies and citizens who are alive to enterprise and alive 
to as is fully shown in the history of this country; and hence 
I shall vote for this proposition. 

I should fail in my duty to them if I voted in opposition to it, al- 
thongh, in fact, and as a measure of justice to those who so liberally 
expended their pne means to make the ee e exposition of 
1876a success, Ishould beglad tosee adopted an ent providing 

That whenever it is ascertained 


made to the Centennial Exposition 
at Philadelphia, and the payment of which was exacted, shall be considered 
è the finance commission of the said Centennial Exposition at 


That would be only an equitable proposition, and it is one that I 
a the sense of justice of the Government will one day approve. 

ut, sir, I shall not do anything here that will jeopardize the passage 

prepared to do this “act of 


of this measure. If this House is not Fe 
it my duty to support the 


justice to my constituents, I shall still 
appropriation for the New Orleans Exposition. This Government has 
lent its aid to that enterprise. All the States of our Union and the 
great nations of the earth have accepted the invitation to participate 
and have sent on their exhibits. Shall we now withdraw, and have 
disastrous failure if not national disgrace to follow ? 
Permit me to say, sir, that Philadelphia was the originator of this 
giet exposition business. The enterprise and publie spirit of Phila- 
elphia F the Centennial Exposition, which ſor six months in 
the year 1876 —from May 10 of that year, when the exposition was 
opened, until the 10th day of November, when it was closed—énabled 
us to illustrate to the country and to illustrate to the world the prog- 
ress, the enterprise, the industry, and the wealth of this country side 
by side with the exhibitions of foreign nations; and we were permitted 
in that manner to show to them that American ingenuity and Ameri- 
can genius were equal and superior in 5 to the ingenuity, 
Old 


enterprise, and p of the nations of World. 
I want to state this, sir, in behalf of this great manufacturing com- 
mercial center of elphia. It is due to that city and to its enter- 


prising people that these facts should be kept before the country. I 
want also to mention here that the three hundred contributors that 
went to New Orleans and who are there to-day from Pennsylvania and 
from the city of Philadelphia are there to enable the country and the 
world to see something of the wonderful resources of that State and of 
that city which I in part represent. Those people, the people who 
honor me by sending me here to occupy a seat in this Hall, would not 
indorse my action did I not vote to extend this further assistance of 
$300,000; andif it be necessary to give it away, as well as to give away 
the million of dollars that we appropriated a short time ago to New 
Orleans, even in the face of the fact that Philadelphia was required at 
the completion of her great exposition to return the million and a half 
of dollars that the Government had given for that purpose, I would 
still feel it my duty to support it, and know that they will indorseand 
justify my action in doing so. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. LORE, Mr, Speaker, when the original proposition was before 
the House for the loan of $1,000,000 to aid the New Orleans Exposition 
I offered an amendment that a bond should be executed conditioned 
for the unconditional repayment of that money. 
loan of $1,000,000 for the exposition. Without that $1,000,000 there 
would be no exposition, and the nations of Europe and the nations of 
South America and our sister States in the Union would not have been 
induced to take their exhibits to New Orleans at a large expenditure 
of money and time and at great sacrifice to themselves. 

That gift and the countenance this Government gave to the exposi- 
tion made it possible that it should be held. Now, if I understand 
the situation, without this additional appropriation of $300,000 for its 
support the exposition will fail. The question now presents itself by 


This House voted a 


thus inviting these people, by thus creating that which would not have 
been without Federal aid, do we not become a party to deception, to 
ie eg eae of under false pretenses ? 

r. FINDLAY (from his seat), The exposition of goods. 

Mr. LORE. My friend the exposition of goods. Yes; we 
strana thoy exposition of such goods by such pretenses. I did not 
lieve the original loan wise, nor would I support a like oa 
if it were a new proposition. But the honor and faith of the nation is 
now pledged, and we can not without national disgrace now withhold 

this aid. I shall vote for the appropriation on these grounds. 

Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. Chairman, the value and importance to our 
people and to the country of a world’s exposition like the one at Phil- 
adelphia in 1876 and the one now going on at New Orleans can not be 
estimated by thousands or hundreds of thousands of dollars. There is 
going on in all the leading countries of the globe new inventions and 
progress in the fields of art, agriculture, and manufacture. Sometimes 
one country and sometimes another is in advance in some branch of 
industry, and these great expositions, binen ing the products and handi- 
work of all nations together in competitive exhibition, at once en- 
lighten and stimulate the whole people to greater 

Our exposition in 1876 not only inspired our ed industries to 
renewed energy and effort in improvement, but new branches of in- 
dustry were established, and have since and have given em- 

loyment to our artisans and added wealth to the country. I am will- 
ing, therefore, to vote additional aid to the New Orleans tion pro- 
vided it is restricted to the conditions proposed by the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Horr]. It is right and proper that the creditors who 
live at long distances from the institution and have received no pay 
whatever should be made special creditors so far as this donation is con- 
cerned. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What right have we to pay these claims any more 
than to pay the creditors of any one else or to pay my debts? 

Mr. RUSSELL. As the gentleman from Ohio has well said, the na- 
tional honor is involved. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What assurance have we that this sum will pay 
the bills and maintain the national honor? 

Mr. RUSSELL. We must meet the emergency as it is presented to 
us, With the restriction provided for in the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Michi Mr. Horr] we know it goes so far as it may in 
liquidating exi aims. 

Their experience, so far as their financial condition is concerned, is 
the experience of every other like scheme, or I may say the experience 
of almost every undertaking of magnitude. It is difficult in an expo- 
sition of this kind to estimate the full cost, there are so many elements 
of uncertainty. In fact, in any large enterprise they seldom keep the 
expenditures within the first estimate. If the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] is accepted I shall vote to donate 
the $300,000 recommended by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
ELLIS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ELLIS. I understand the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
will now occupy the remainder of his time. 

Mr. HORR. . Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in the few moments left me 
that in my effort to divert this money toa fixed channel I simply sought 
to do what I believed will best serve the interests of the people, w 
have the good of this exposition at heart. 

I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that I have in my pocket letters from 
several men who have property on exhibition down there. One man 
writes me that he has paid in getting his horses to that exhibition $930; 
that he has been awarded over $1,600 premiums, not one cent of which 
can be realized, and that he is in trouble for means to remove his 
erty and get it home, unless some provision is made for the payment 
of these premiums, 

I want it well understood by this House that I do not claim we are 
ever going to get the $1,000,000 back that we loaned. We did not look: 
for it. I might further say that a proposition was made to the man- 
agement that is now in charge of that exposition to take the entire 

roperty and raise this $300,000, and that the Government release the 
$1,000,000 to them and give them the whole property if they would 
do that and let the Government get clear from this out. That peop- 
osition was rejected, for the simple reason, I 9 of their ility, 
to raise that amount of money which is needed now to go on with the 
enterprise. 

I shall make this proposition as a. substitute for the section; but if 
there is objection on the part of some of my friends on this side of the 
House, I shall submit it in such a form that the money shall be = 
through an agentof the Secretary of the Treasury, detailed by the Sec- 
retary of the „instead of an Army officer. Iam satisfied to 
make that amendment. All I want is that this money shall be paid 
to the parties who have been induced to go there from all over the 
United States in the payment of the premi and the indebtedness so 


that they shall get their pay; otherwise I can not vote for the proposi- 
tion. : 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Michigan has ex- 


pired. 
Mr. HORR. I offer my amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana has twenty min- 
utes to close debate. 

Mr. ELLIS addressed the committee. [See A 

Mr. ELLIS. I yield the remainder of my 


ix.] 
to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania if he desires it. 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. In view of what I have said I de- 
sire to offer an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
pe jon Horr]. Ido not want any one to conclude I am not 
in favor 


this $300,000. 
The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House the time for debate 
is now closed. 


Mr. RANDALL. I have a suggestion to make, and that is that gen- 
tlemen who desire to submit amendments will send them up to be 
eagle procaine be that after the bill has been read the 


ouse will adjourn. I. the fact that many members of the 
House were here until ight last night, and we now have been in 
continuous session for seven hours. I it is-nothing but reason- 
able to make this order, 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Let us vote on the amendments, 
cme RANDALL. That can not be done, as many members have gone 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennslvania 
members ha amendments to offer will submit them so may be 
printed in the RD for information and then the bill will be read, 
after which the House will stand adjourned. 


There was no objection, and it was ordered y. 
Mr. ELLIS. It is of course understood that ali ts of order are 


Mr. O'HARA. Can amendments be offered outside of this measure? 
Only by unanimous consent. The amendments 

in the RECORD for information. 

To save all rights I reserve all of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The amendments are not now offered, but are sent 

Abe rinted in the RECORD for the information of the House. 

‘The following amendments were submitted under the order of the 


= Mr. Horr, as follows: 

For the p! 

Eo exceed th kg ee GE ee but so much 
d to used 


d ae hie sane due to firms, or corpora- 
3 INOM DODA 

or foreign 7. due to States and —.— 
exposition ; secondly, in payment of all premiums heretofore 
warded or whieh shall be hereafter awarded by said exposition in accordance 
hear ap re aes ny ; said money to be disbursed un- 
the direction of „Who shall peaks prone rules 
vouchers in of such in- 
rse said 
of his 


By Mr. POTTER, as follows: 
ues out from the commencement of line 2034 to the end of line 2041, inclu- 
ive. 


By Mr. GEORGE D. WISE, as follows: 


In line after the word “Smith,” strike out “assistant librarian" and in- 
sert“ Asher , assistant librarians; and in line 2025, after the word 
“dollars,” insert each; so that it will read: “To pay ieee H. Smith and 
Asher librarians, House of additional 


Barnett, assistant 
services during the first and second sessions of the Forty-eighth Congress, $650 


By Mr. ELLWOOD, as follows: 


Strike out lines 2032 to 2041 inclusive and insert : 

“A comm three members of the House shall be 
to inquire into the expenditures by and money recet 
World's Industrial Cotton and 8 Exposition. The said committee are 
hereby empowered to administer oaths, te compel the attendance b. e 
and to send for persons and papers; ne it the result of its investi 
gation to the Forty-ninth Congress on or before — 10, 1885. 


By Mr. KEIFER, as maner 


the Speaker 
y the 98 the 


And if said sum is not sufficient to pay such indebtedness in full, then the 
same shall be paid pro rata.“ 
By Mr. SMALLS, as follows: 


On line 1306 strike out the word “ twenty-two” and insert“ twenty-three. ae 
On 1 out the word thirteen!“ and insert the word “fourteen.” 


On 1314 add the word “five hundred” so as to 
rend and five hundred dollars.” In the same line out the 
words in all, forty-nine thousand dollars” and add for a ſoroe- pump $400, to 
be y available; in all, $51,900," 


By Mr. THOMAS, as follows: 

Amendment to come in renter 1032: 

PM rete merece Commander A. G. xs 

destroyed by the burning of 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


rsonal 


De yp neon Ba States Navy, for 
light-house te Liy, 


Sues” 


that |7 


they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain 
the amounts.due to citizens of the United States for supplies furnished 
to the Sioux or Dakota Indians, of Minnesota, subsequent to June 1, 
1861, and r to the massacre of August, 1862, and providing for the 
payment thereof. 


CALIFORNIA AND OREGON RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President; which was referred to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


and ordered to be printed. 
To the House of Representatives : 
PP) gente A. resolution of the House of Representatives of the 13th in- 
anem ha 2 ele body, if not incompatible with the ic in- 
the reasons which moved me to rs to 


€ that 
of the Interior, setting forth the prac- 


which my action was taken. 
CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


Exxcurtvx MANSION, February 25, 1335, 
BAR OPPOSITE LICKING RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 

of War, transmi VFC 

and examination of bar in the Ohio River opposite the mouth of of Lick- 
ing River; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 


NAVAL CRUISER AND DISPATCH BOAT. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
ofthe Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Navy 
for completing the new naval cruiser and boat; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


DESTITUTE AMERICAN CITIZENS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of the Navy, informing the House of assistance being rendered by that 
Department to destitute American 3 at Livingston, Central Amer- 
ica, and asking approval of hisaction by Congress; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, ordered to be printed. 


PENNSYLVANIA WAR CLAIMS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the 
of the Treasury, transmitting of allowance of the twelfth install - 
ment of the Pennsylvania war ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A IMPROVEMENT OF CONGAREE RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers of the results 
of the survey of the River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

PLATES—MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENT. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 


of War, requi the return of the original copies and plates of the 
report of the ippi River Commission, for the purpose of having 
blue prints made therefrom. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be complied 
with. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered ‘accordingly. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. FINERTY, for the remainder of the day, on account of illness 
in his family. 

To Mr. Hunt, during the night sessions of the House, on account 
of ill-health. 

To Mr. GLascock, for the rest of the day, on account of sickness in 
his family. 

To Mr. Jonson, for the rest of the day, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. BEACH, from attendance on night sessions for the balance of 
the session, on account of ill health. 

To Mr. BLANCHARD, for to-day, on account of sickness. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to withdraw papers in the 
following cases: r 

To Mr. DINGLEY, to withdraw from the files of the House the papers 
accompanying House bill 6311, there being no adverse report. 

To Mr. CULLEN, papers in the case of Mrs. Mary Ripley, without 
waving «ig e on file. 

KINNER, of New York, to withdraw from the files of the 

House the bill (H. R. 1072) for the relief of Robert Tillson and Mait- 
land Boone, with accompanying there being no ad verse report. 


papers, 
To Mr. PETTIBONE, to withdraw papers on file in support of the 
copies, 


bill for the relief of David W. Harrison without leaving 
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the same no longer being necessary, as the relief amoh has beengranted | The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WELLBORN). That request has 
by the general act in regard to the reissue of ! vernment checks. | already been submitted and objection was made. 
es I ir n Mr. "REED, of Maine. There are not forty members of the House 
Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re; ed that Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the House adjourn. 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not entertain that 
lowing title; when the Speaker ee MDa Seme: motion. The order of the House is that the bill shall be read and that 
A bill (S. 78) for the erection of a public building at La Crosse, Wis. the House shall then adjourn. 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. And the farce Ahal) oea: be 2 


en eee Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to ask a Lee pg 
On motion of Mr. MATSON, it was ordered that Senate on bills | The SPEAKER pro tempore. The state it. 
on the Speaker’s table be taken therefrom and appropriately referred. Mr. DUNHAM. Wien khs is plain beyond question that ear to is no 
> uorum present can I not object to business 
BEATE JO EES «The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The order of the House has been made 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. HARDEMAN to print that the bill shall fo: read. 
remarks on the bill to aid in the support of common schools; and to Mr. Mr. DUNHAM. Can the bill be read to the House when it is known 


Evaxs to print remarks on the deficiency bill. there is not a quorum present? 8 
8 E The SPEAKER pro tempore. e order of t ouse is imperative. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 888 
The SPEAKER. By order of the House the Clerk will now pro- Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I would like to hear the order of the 
ceed to read the bill, ee ee er ed re House read. 


Mr. HOLMAN. There is an ap ee made by this bill of $85- | »Ohjection was made. 

199.12 for the public building at Fort ayne, Ind. Aſter this bill was | Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I desire to make a parliamentary 

prepared, as the House is aware, the House increased the limit of the | inquiry. 

appropriation for that building. I ask unanimous consent therefore to The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

reduce that amount in the bill to $60,000. I think in fact the whole Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Would it bein order for the Clerk 
appropriation ought to be stricken out. and the Committee on Appropriations to repair to the committee-room 
Mr. LOWRY. I have no objection to the correction being made. and there finish the reading of the bill? 
Mr, HOLMAN, I refer to line 82 of the bill. The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a e inquiry. 
Mr. WARNER. of Ohio. Before 9 Lask if that increases The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the bil 

the amount which was appropriated the other day for this building? Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I desire to make A parliamentary in- 
Mr. HOLMAN. This reduces the amount fixed in this bill from | quiry. 


$85,000 to $60,000. It is an increase of the amount appropriated the The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
other day. Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. If an order has been made to read this 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman bill would it not now be in order to make a motion to reconsider 
from Indiana ? that? 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not know why it is in here at all, as The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would not, because the order of the 
we passed a bill a few days ago for this purpose. House has been partly executed. 
Mr. KEIFER. What is the limit of the building now? I would Mr. HEPBURN (at 6 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) I move that 
like to ask whether $60,000 will exceed that limit? the House do now adjourn. 
Mr. LOWRY. This reduction is made for the purpose of fixing the The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated that that motion 
amount at the limit. is not in order. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request? | Mr. HEPBURN. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I object. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair declines to entertain the 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman will not object to this redue- appeal. The order of the House must be executed. 
tien. Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 1 wish to inquire of the Chair is 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I do not care whether it isa reduc- not a motion to adjourn always in order? 
tion or not, I object. The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order while the 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. House is executing the order of the House, that this bill shall be read 
MILLER] does not understand the point. I hope he will withdraw his and that the homes shall then adjourn. ` 


objection. We ought not to duplicate this appropriation. | Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a question of order. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I would like to ask unanimous consent to The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has announced repeatedly 
re a bill, | that the only thing in order now is thé reading of this bill, the House 


e SPEAKER, The Chair would be glad to recognize the gentle- by unanimous consent having ordered that it A read. 
man, but the House has made an order with regard to the bill un under Mr. HEPBURN. Will the Chair permit me to remind him that the 
consideration which the Chair must execute. occupant of the chair did entertain a proposition to change the text of 
Mr. ENGLISH. eee ee e out, in lines 1421 that bill? 
and 1422, the words Indianapolis arsenal, Indiana, where they oc- The SPEAKER pro tempore. This occupant of the chair did not. 
cur in the paragraph „ the Secretary of War to sell certain Mr. HEPBURN. Is not that the fact as I have stated it? 
arsenals. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that that was 
Objection was made. 


done before the reading of the bill began. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] Mr. LONG. And it was done by unanimous consent. 
withdraws his objection to the request of the gentleman from Indiana Tae A EAE Se tee wape The Chair will state to members of the 
[Mr. HOLMAN]. House that if the is not interrupted the reading will soon ter- 
Mr. HEPBURN. L renew it. [Cries of Regular order !""} minate. The Chair will further say that under the order of the House 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will to read the bill. as soon as the reading of this bill is completed the present occupant of 
The Clerk proceeded to read the the chair will declare the House adjourned. 
Daring thy rending of to il the lowing proc proceedings occurred: Mr. REED, of Maine. Then those of us who are here need not stay. 
Mr. DUNHAM (interrupting the reading). I rise to ask if unani- The SPEAKER pro tempore. That isa matter that members must 
mous consent can not be given to dispense with the reading of the bill. 


determine for themselves. The Chair, of course, will not undertake 
The SPEAKER. The House has just by unanimous consent ordered | to determine it for them. 
the bill to be read. 


Mr, ADAMS, of Illinois. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I ask unanimous consent now to dispense with the The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 


pres ets Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Tn the course of. the reading of this bill 
EAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- will the occupant of the Chair entertain any request for unanimous 
sent to d with the reading of the bill. consent to change the text of the bill? 

ae ALL. I object. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will not entertain any such 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to make a parliamentary in- request. E 
quiry. Is it understood that as soon as this is read the House will ad- Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. That will do; then we can all go 


journ? home, 
3 That is the order of the House. The Clerk will ing of 8 pro tempore. The Clerk will proceed with the read - 
the bill. 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. he Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill in extenso. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. 6 reading). Lask unan- And then, under the previous order, the House (at 7 o’clock and 3 
imous consent that the furth of the Dal bee be dispensed with. | minutes p. m.) adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and were laid on the Clerk’s desk. 
under the rule, and referred as follows: $ 
By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Petition of 84 citizens of Connersville, Ind., 
on the subject of polygamy in Utah—to the Committee on the Judi- 


By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Petition of Hon. James M. Smith and 60 
others, citizens of Lebanon, Ohio, for legislation upon the Mormon 
question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of Wis- 
consin, in reference to sorghum machinery and improved methods of 
— to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ENTROUT: Petition of John A. Sibbald, against House 
bill 7004 repealing pre-emption and timber-culture Jaws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition in favor of construction of bri across Staten Island 
Sound between New York and New Jersey—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

By Mr. EVANS: Petitions of citizensof Bucks and Montgomery Coun- 
ties, and of Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the education of the Indians and 
their volunteer citizenship, —to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of the Woman’s National Indian As- 
sociation of Delaware County, Pennsylvania—to the same committee. 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of J. T. Stancher and 43 others, asking for 
pensions to disabled soldiers and the repeal of arrears act—to the Select 
Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Isaac N. Ju and 54 others, citizens 
of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking for early action on the Mormon question— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of James Cruikshank and 26 others, mén and women, 
citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y., asking for early action on the Mormon 
question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Memorial of Wisconsin State Legislature, for 
aid to experiments in sorghum culture—to the Committee on Agricult- 


ure, 

By Mr. J. K. JONES: Papers relating to the claim of George W. 
Hughes, of Tulip, Dallas County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War 

ims. 

By Mr. KING: Joint resolution, appropriating $10,000,000 for prose- 
cution of works on rivers and harbors in the United States—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LONG: Memorial of the American Woman Suffrage Associ- 
ation, for an amendment to the Constitution conferring suffrage on 
women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOWRY: Petition of Mrs. Lovey Helper, of Ontario, Ind., 
for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: Petition of 29 citizens of Lancaster 
County, Pennsylvania, in favor of checking the evil of Mormonism; 

y for the passage of certain bills now pending in Congress to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SINGLETON: Petition of J. R. Phillips, of Lauderdale 
County, Mississippi, asking reference of claim to the Court of Claims 
‘for rehearing under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims: k 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Wisconsin, in reference tosorghum machinery and improved methods 
of making su to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. M. TAYLOR: Petition of John J. Burrow, of Carroll 
County, Tennessee, asking reference of claim to the Court of Claims 
under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 
By Mr. WASHBURN: Petition of citizens of Saint Paul, Minn., in- 
so-called 


viting attention to the importance of early action upon the 
Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of George T. Crissman and 87 others, 
citizens of Omaha, Nebr., asking Congress to take action on the Mor- 
mon question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. WEMPLE: Petition of citizens of Johnstown, N. X., asking 
Congress to take early action on the Mormon question—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petitions of A. B. Carter and of C. M. Ayers, 
widow of Tredwell S. Ayres, deceased, of Shelby County, Tennessee, 


asking reference of their claims to the Court of Claims for 
under the provisions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of George P. Mulford and 45 others, of Urbana, 


Ohio. 

prar LACEY: Of Wallace E. Wright and 16 others, of Coldwater, 
Mi 

By Mr. RANDALL: Resolutions of the General Assembly of the 


Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, in relation to the Mexican 
bill. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 27, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suggest, while we are waiting for those mem- 
bers of the Senate who occupy most of the time of it while in session 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is not yet called to order. 
The Chair will, however, the Senate to order. N 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was suggesting whether this might not be an 
opportune time, while waiting for members of the Senate who generally 
occupy most of the time of the Senate while in session, to ask for the 
consideration of a bill which will provoke no discussion. Therefore I 
ask ous consent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing isin order at this time ex- 
cept the reading of the Journal, and that is not in order until a quorum 
has eder [After a pause.] The Chair will now direct the Jour- 
nal of yesterday’s to be read. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


SUPPLIES TO MINNESOTA SIOUX INDIANS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move thatthe House pbc seb 
atives be requested to return to the Senate for further eration 
the bill (8, 84) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the 
amounts due to citizens of the United States for supplies furnished to 
the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, 
and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and providing for the pay- 
ment thereof. a“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent for leave to move at this time that a be sent 
to the House of Representatives requesting the return of the bill named 
by him. Is there objection to ving the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin? The Chair hears none. The question is on agreeing to it. 
If there be no objection it will be agreed to. It is agreed to, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent to take up now the naval ap- 
propriation bill, which is ready for the Senate. I will state the reason 
why I make the request at the present time. I do not anticipate that 
the bill will take much time in Senate. I do not think the trouble 
with the bill will be here; but Senators know how for the last two years 
much time has been consumed in conference between the two Houses 
on the naval appropriation bills, and therefore it is very desirable 
that the bill should be sent to the House as soon as possible. If I can 
get it through this morning I should hope to get a conference to-mor- 
row; and if there are protracted conferences we shall be able at least 
to bring the di ts in conference before the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to make a re- 
port from the Committee on Indian Affairs? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask consent at this time to make a report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine with- 
draw his request ? 

Mr, HALE. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts. 


ROUND VALLEY INDIAN RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. The Committee on Indian Affairs, who were in- 
structed by the-Senate to investigate the condition of affairs in the 
Round Valley Indian reservation in California, have attended to that 
3 instruct me to submit a report in writing, which I ask may 

t 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent to submit a report from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs at this time. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
The Senator submits a report in writing on the subject referred to the 
committee named by him, which will be printed and placed on file. 
The Senator from Maine is now recognized. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator from Maine to yield for morn- 
ing business, 

r. HALE. I am very desirous, for the reason I have given, to get 
the naval aj riation bill through the Senate early to-day. 

Mr. V. CK. I trust the Senator from Maine will not press that 
bill, at least until committees have had an opportunity to make their 
reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It only requires a single objection. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Then I shall have to object at this time, because 
the appropriation bills can force themselves before the Senate for con- 
sideration at any time. 


The PRESID. pro tem Objection is made. : 


ipore. 
Mr. HALE. Will the Senator withhold his objection for a moment? 
Mr. VAN WICK. Ves, sir. . 


accompanying papers, 
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Mr. HALE. Of course I am entirely aware that at this time, except 
by unanimous consent, I can not get the naval appropriation bill before 
the Senate. I want Senators to realize the almost intolerable position 


the Senate is put in on appropriation bills, in the last five or six days 
of a session with the great bills appropriating for the uses of the Gov- 
ernment tumbling in upon us to be considered by the Appropriations 
Committee, after having been under a suspension of the rules 
elsewhere, and it is essential in the largestdegree to the comfort of the 
Senate and in order to save an extra session that every possible advance- 
ment shall be given to the appropriation bills. I know that Senators 
are desirous of going through with the routine business and making their 
reports and getting them off their hands; but if Senators believe, or 
p any 2 5 eee that pong a, ee important now than = 
ispose of the naval appropriation bi course I can not go on. 
the objection is made now, I give notice that at the end of the rou- 
tine morning business I shall move to take up the bill; and with that, of 
course, I leave it to the Senate. 
Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. VAN WYCK. LI object. 
Mr. BOWEN. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. As objection is 
made it implies the regular order of morning business, which is not yet 
comm: and with the permission of the Senator from Colorado the 
Chair will lay before the Senate certain communications from the Ex- 
ecutive Departments. 
Mr. BOWEN. Ido not wish to be understood as objecting to the re- 


quest of the Senator from Maine. 
The Chair did not understand the 


The PRESIDENT pro 
Senator from Colorado to object. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
Mr. BO I merely wish to present an amendment to the defi- 
ciency appropriation bill when I can get the floor for that purpose. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the , transmitting an appropriation 
estimate, received from the of State, for the relief of Samp- 
son P. Baily, late United States consul at Palermo; which, with the 
was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an a iation estimate, received from 
the Secretary of the Navy, for completing the ordnance of the new steel 
cruisers; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid: before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an appropriation estimate, received from 
the Secretary of the Navy, for the repairs of the stone dry-dock at the 
Brooklyn navy-yard; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting a communication from the Secretary of 
State recommending an appropriation for the compensation of William 
Schuchardt for services rendered in procuring testimony to be adduced 
before the United States and Mexican Claims Commission; which, with 
the e e. papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a joint resolution of the 
Legislature of Minnesota; which was read, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, as follows: i j 

STATE OF MINNESOTA. 


[Twenty-fourth session. S.F. No. ger 3 by Mr. Billson, February 5, 
the immediate enlargement of the 
t Saint Mary's Canal. 


A joint resolution Tag d 
of the 
M. Poe, Chief of Engineers, 


0. 
that the commerce through the Sault Saint Mary's Canal, at 


innesola, That we hereby — 
mgress the necessity for immediate and liberal appropriations 


the United Senate, the Speaker of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con x 
C. A. GILMAN, 
President of the Senate. 
JOHN L. GIBBS 


Approved February 20, A. D. 1885. 


STATE OF MINNESOTA, Department of State: 


I hereby certify that I have carefully compared the fo: ing with the origi- 
nal now on file in this department,and thas it is a true pe — — 
and of the whole of the same. : 
en F DAAT ANd tie rans anni of thie State this 24th day of February, A. 
Ea. FRED. VON BAUMBACH, 
Secretary of State. 
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Mr. McMILLAN. i present a joint resolution of the Legislature of 
Minnesota of the character just read from the desk, and I will ask its 
proper reference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand it to be 
identical with the one presented by the Chair? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the joint resolution will be re- 
ferred, without reading, to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, presented a memorial of the Board of 
Trade of Los Angeles, Cal., remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed Spanish reciprocity treaty; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HARRIS presented the petition of Albert Bouldin, Martha Bain, 
H. W. Hinkle, Henry Klinge, and M. A. Triplett, of Washington, D. 
C., praying compensation for damages to their property resulting from 
public improvements in the District of Columbia; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HARRISON presented a petition of Presley Smith and 87 others, 
citizens of Morgan County, Indiana, praying for the repeal of the act 
limiting arrears to those who applied for pension prior to July 1, 1880, 
and that Congress pass other legislation favorable to the soldiers of the 
late war; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB presented two petitions of citizens of Kansas and other 
States, praying for the construction of a wagon-road from Caldwell, 
Kans., to Wichita Falls, Tex.; which were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom were referred the following bills, reported them severally 
without amendment: $ 

A bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the construction of a court-ho' 
and post-office at Clarksburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (H. R. 2123) for the erection of a public building at Wichita, 


Kans. 

A bill (H. R. 870) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-office, United States court, and for 
United States internal-revenue officials, and for other Government 


purposes; 
A bill H. R. 3593) for the erection of a public building at Chicago, 
l. 


A bill (H. R. 3343) for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Auburn, N. Y. 
A bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a public building at Reading, 


Pa. ; 

A bill (H. R. 4067) to change the limit of appropriations for the 
public building at Louisville, Ky.; and 

A bill (H. R. 2949) for the erection of a public building at Port 
Townsend, Wash. 

Mr. MAHONE. Now I hope that it will be the pleasure of the 
Senate to take these bills up and pass them. I ask unanimous consent 
that they may be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HALE. I must object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The bills will 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. MAXEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Moses F. Carleton; and 

A bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Jones. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension to Marion D. Egbert; 

A bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Thomas Jeffries; 

A bill (H. R. 1866) granting a pension to Calvin L. Knick; 

A bill (H. R. 6357) granting a pension to Christian Bauman; 

A bill (H. R. 8189) granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton; 

A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Alexander Weide; 

A bill (H. R. 7718) restoring John Snyder to the ion-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 2607) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2528) for the relief of James McKinley, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2421) for the relief of John Snyder, reported adversely thereon; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am alsoinstructed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1862) for the increase of the pen- 
sion of James Buchanan, to submit an adverse report thereon, and to 
state that the party claimant since the bill was introduced has died, 
and that the widow of the claimant is now seeking a pension through 
the regular channel in the Pension Office. I move that the bill be in- 
detinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


2226 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 27, 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 


and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 8069) granting a pension to Catharine Helton; 
A bill (H. R. 7434 a n to Sylvester Greenough; 


granting a pensio; 
for the relief of Clark G. Maine; 
granting a pension to Amanda Allen; 
granting a pension to Richard W. Barnes; 
granting a pension to L. W. Pitts; 

ting a pension to David N. Bryan; 
for the relief of Harrison Mitchell, late of Com- 
‘orty-eighth Indiana Volunteers: 
H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Albert Harper; and 
H. R. 389) granting a pension to John Boyle. 
habe re from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 

the followin bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 

9 to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 
bill (H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Capt. Vincent Phelps; and 

A bill (8. ja) to eee eee Whitman. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2662) granti 
widow of Capt. James S. 

A bill (S. 1811 

A bill (S. 2359 

A bill (S. st 


an increase of pension to Ella W. Thornton, 
ton, late of the United States Navy; 
granting a pension to Anne T. Dicks; 
ting a pension to M. Louise Butler; 
or the relief of Sally C. Mulligan; 
ting a pension to Charles F. Hildreth; 
) granting an increase of pension to Ji onathan C. 


H. R. 1710) granting a pension to George W. Bean; 

H. R. 7810) granting a pension to Rosanna Riley; 

. R. 5330) granting a pension to Octavia A. Newhall; 

R. 7853) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty; 

R. 8048) to increase the pension of Ferdinand Hercher; 
R. 5378) granting a pension to Henry Milkey; 

2 8082) granting a pension to Lina J. Stearns; 
R. 
R. 


Harrison; 
A bill 
A bill 


5309) for the relief of Charles Milk; 
3947 ting a pension to Joseph Raible; and 
the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel J ohnson Coffin. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2661) granting a pension to Miss Gill, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7538) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary F. Blake, to report it adversely; and I submit the views of the 
minority favoring the passage of the bill. I ask that it be placed on 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse report of the committee, and, if there be no ob- 
jection, the views of the minority will be received and printed. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of Mrs. Ann Atkinson, granddaughter of George Mason, 
of Virginia, praying for an increase of pension, submitted a report 
thereon accompanied by a bill (S. 2665) granting increase of pension 
to Ann Atkinson; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on eee to whom were reſerred 
the following bills, reported adversely thereon and moved their indefi- 
nite postponement; which was agreed to: 

A bill (S. 144) granting a pension to George W. Bean; 

A bill (S. 1894) granting a pension to Octavia A. Newhall; and 

A bill (S. 2193) granting a pension to Ferdinand Hercher. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7177) granting a pension to William H. Kinman; 

A bill (H. R. 7178) granting an increase of pension to John O. Gard- 
ner; 

A bill (H. R. 2085) for the relief of Daniel McAlpin; 


Ei b b i be e e b 
FR PS HE 


A bill (H. R. 2085) granting a pension to Joseph McIntosh; 
A bill (H. R. 8187) granting a pension to G. Darrah; 
A bill (H. R. 4458) granting a pension to Harlan Jackson; and 
A bill R. 7340) granting a pension to John Sperr. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2546) granting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch; 

A bill (S. 2620 granting a pension to Thomas H. Boaz; and 

A bill (S. 2619 paning a pension to Martha Hughes. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, I desire to say in connection with these reports 
that immediately after the naval appropriation bill, which will becalled 
up this morn’ shall have been acted upon, Ishall ask that the Senate 
bills reported favorably from the Committee on Pensions may be consid- 
ered, for the reason that the House Committee on Pensions will meet 
this afternoon for the purpose of considering Senate bills so that they may 
be passed to-night in the House, and this will probably be the last and 


only opportunity to pass the few Senate bills which are reported from 
the Committee on Pensions this I will ask the clerks to retain 
the Senate bills and not send them to the Printer, 1O ADAN VAT TOIT $0 
into the hands of the House committee after their passage by the Senate. 

Mr. FAIR, from the Committee on to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported adversely thereon; and the bills were post- 
poned indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1452) for the relief of B. Reinhart & Co.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4380) for the relief of A. H. Herr. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was referred the bill L R. 4684) forthe relief of cer- 
tain citizens of Marion County, Tennessee, to it favorably. I 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact that this bill is reported with- 
out amendment. By a phical error one word was left out which 
the committee has interpolated. Will that be treated as an amend- 


ment? 
It must be so treated. The bill will 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of Miss Herrmine Thomson, p that she 
be permitted to pre-empt one hundred and twenty acres of the reserva- 
tion at Camp Independence, California, submitted an adverse 7 — 
thereon, which was agreed to; and the committee were discharged 
the further consideration of the petition. 


ninety-first pall Pennsylvania Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. 838) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia S. Huggins; 
H. R. 8229) to grant a pension to James Dye; 
H. R. 7169) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kaler; 
H. R. 383) ting a pension to Creet H. Dougherty; 
A bill (H. R. 8091 vid Sears; 
H. R. 
H. R. granting a pension to Mrs. Lucretia é. Ripley; 
A bill i R. 7572 Sein eee Le a 
A bill (H. R. 


Lefferty; | 
A bill i R. 7836) for the relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher; 


Mr. ELL, the 8 on Pensions, to whom was re- 
aorta en DEIL ne, e., e pas ydia S. Huggins, 
submitted an adverse rt thereon, and moved its indefinite postpone- 
ment; which was to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1308) to grant eee ene the widow of Milton Searl: = 
mitted an adverse which was agreed to; and the bi 
postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5509) for the benefit of soldiers and 
sailors who have lost an arm at the shoulder-joint, to report it with a 
favorable recommendation and to ask the Senate to consider it at this 
time. The bill is very brief and it ought not to take five minutes to 


pass it. 

The PRESIDENT pro Is there objection ? 

Mr. HALE. [ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem Objection is made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Then I shall ask the Senate to take up the bill 
and consider it in connection with the Senate pension bills this after- 


noon. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution peed ns Res. 342) to authorize 
the printing of 400,000 copies of the annual report of the Commissioner 
of ture for the year 1885, to report it with certain amendments, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. HALE. I must call for the order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 
olution will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (i R. 5740) for the zeie of 3 oster; 


to Mrs. L; 


The joint res- 


A bill (H. R. 4878) gran O. Zeigler; and 
A bill (H. R. 8136) for the Teller of Ad Addison M. Copen. 
Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on P to whom was re- 


ensions, 
ferred the bill (8. 993) for the relief of Maria G. Dunbar, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


1885. 
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RETURN OF BILLS. $ 
Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committeeon Printing 
to ask for the following order: 


Ordered, That the Secretary request the House of Representatives to return to 
the Senate the joint resolutions S. R. 127, S. R. 123, S. R. 129. 


The order was agreed to. 


LIEUr. A. W. GREELY. 


Mr. DAWES. Lask the indulgence of the Senate for a moment to 
make an inquiry of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to make a statement. If there be no objection, he 
will proceed. 

Mr. DAWES. The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
is absent and has been for some time. I do not know who acts as chair- 
man in his absence; but I should like to make an inquiry, as I see several 
members of the committee present. 

Some weeks ago a bill was referred to that committee designed to create 
an assistant chief of the Signal Bureau. The object of it was to give an 
opportunity for a recognition of the very distinguished and heroic deeds 
of a member of the Army, Lieutenant Greely. Lieutenant Greely isa 
native of my State, and the people of my State take a great interest as 
well as pride in what he has achieved and what he has suffered. They 
are looking anxiously to Congress for some recognition of his services; 

‘and I make bold to inquire of the committee y whether there 
is any prospect that a report will be made upon that bill, so that the 
sense of the Senate can be taken upon it or upon some opportunity to 
make ition of the services of that distinguished officer? I fear 
that if Congress shall adjourn without doing that, Lieutenant Greely 
will not be where any recognition of his services will be of any avail to 
him before Congress may meet again. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Indiana, if there 
be no objection, will be heard. 

Mr. RRISON. In the absence of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
Locan], who is chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, and of 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON], who is next on 
the committee, I have been for two weeks, perhaps, the acting chairman 
of that committee. 

Prior to that time I am not able to give any account of the bill re- 
ferred to by the Senator from Massechusetts. I do not know in whose 
hands it was or whether it had been referred to any member of the com- 
mittee for consideration uptothattime. Since my attention was called 
to the bill by the Senator from Massachusetts, in a private way, I looked 
it up and had a communication addressed to the tary of War on 
the subject, as isthe custom of the committee. The response of the Sec- 

of War was only laid before the committee this morning. The 
early hour at which the Senate is meeting makes it difficult to get the 
committee together for n full session. At the best, if we are all prompt, 
we can get not more than an hour for the consideration of business be- 
fore the committee. There are a large number of bills pending, some 
of which have been in the hands of subcommittees for a considerable 
length of time, who have been awaiting an opportunity to get in their 
rts. We did not have time this morning to act upon the bill to 
which the Senator from Massachusetts has referred. 

Imay say that the bill brings to the attention of the committee a sub- 
ject of a general character about which there is some division of opin- 
ion, which has no relation whatever to Lieutenant Greely or his claims 
to consideration. It is known, I think, to many members of the Senate 
that the Secre of War has in several communications recommended 
that the roster of offices of the Signal Service should not be increased. 
In ba opino the Signal Service has come chiefly to be a weather bu- 
rean the duties connected with it of a civil rather than a military 
nature. The Secretary of War is disinclined to recommend or approve 
any for increasing the number of officers assigned to that 
corps. So the bill to which the Senator from Massachusetts has referred 


brings before the committee that question as well as the question of giv- | - 


ing by law some proper recognition to Lieutenant Greely for his services 
and exposure in the Arctic regions. 

We shall have another meeting of the committee on Monday, and I 
will say to the Senator that the question will be again considered by the 
committee, and if there is time to reach a decision upon the bill it will 
be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senate will permit me to add a word 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Massachusetts 
will proceed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. DAWES. Of course the Committee on Military Affairs and the 
War Department have a better judgment than any one else as to the 
propriety of increasing the force of the Signal Bureau. It is not the 
purpose of the friends of the measure to seek any special channel of 
recognition of Lieutenant Greely, but the bill gives the committee ju- 
risdiction of the subject-matter, and I hope the Senate will indulge me 
in invoking earnestly their consideration of the subject contemplated 
by the bill. I do it in the feeling that Lieutenant Greely eminently 
deserves some recognition. I do not care to specify it nor do I care 
what it may be if it is in some measure commensurate with the value 


of his services and the heroism which he has exhibited. I I 
Senate Committee on Military Affairs may not omit to do that, if they 
should come to the conclusion that the way suggested in the bill is not 
a wise one. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A-message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. 
R. 109) authorizing the loan of certain flags and bunting to the com- 
mittee on inauguration ceremonies. ( 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House of Bep- 
resentatives had signed the enrolled bill (S. 84) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the 
United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of 
Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of 
August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof. 


EVENING SESSIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro 9 5 5 Concurrent and other resolutions ’*, 
are in order, and the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution offered 
on the 26th instant by the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE], which 
will be read. : ‘ 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That until otherwise ordered the Senate take a recess each day at6 
to 8 o'clock p. m. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President | 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no yay: RE | 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The tor from Maine first ad- 
dressed the Chair. 4 

Mr. HALE. If there is not to be any debate I shall not interpose a 
motion to to the consideration of the naval a iation bill; 
but if there is to be any debate—and I have been noti that there will 
be—I make the motion now that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the naval appropriation bill. H 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator submit the motion ? 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. u 

Mr. SHERMAN. All I wish to say is that there is no necessity for 
the resolution. There is nota particle of necessity for it. 

Mr. HALE. We can take a recess any day we choose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is in order under the rules now to take a recess, 
without such a resolution as this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of the 
resolution, the first hour of the morning hour having been concluded, 
it is in order forthe Senator from Maine to move, and he does move, that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from Maine, 

The motion was agreed to. é 

SUPPLIES TO MINNESOTA SIOUX INDIANS. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliance with its request the bill 
(S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the 
amounts due to citizens of the United States for supplies furnished to 
the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent to August, 1560, 
and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, and providing for the pay- 
ment thereof, with the amendments of the House of Representatives 
thereto. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator from Maine con- 
sent to waive the appropriation bill for a moment while I ask that a 
Senate bill returned from the House with amendments be laid before 
the Senate? 

Mr. HALE. I consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. IXdALLs in the chair). The 

Chair lays before the Senate a bill returned from the House of Repre- 
sentatives with amendments, the title of which will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States 
for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota 
subsequent to Angust, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, 
and providing for the payment thereof.“ 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I now move that the Senate recon- 
sider the vote by which it concurred yesterday in the House amend- 
ments to the bill just laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made if there be 
no objection. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Now I move that the Senate non- 
concur in the amendments and ask the House for a conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two bodies. i 

The motion was agreed to; and, by unanimous consent, the presid- 
ing officer was authorized to appoint the conferees on the part of the 
Senate; and Mr. CAMERON of Wisconsin, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. SLATER 
were appointed. 1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In this connection the Chair would 


| 


state that while the bill was in the custody of the House of Represent- 
atives it was enrolled. and the enrolled copy sent over for the signa- 
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ture of the President 
Senate this enrolled 


tempore. In consequence of the action of the 
will not receive the signature of the President 
pro tempore, and will be returned by the Secretary with a message 
stating the reason therefor. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 8239) making appropriations for the naval service for the 


fiscal year en June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 
Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the first or formal read- 
ing of the bill be di with, and that then the bill be read for 


amendment, and the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations 
be first considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the reading of the bill in extenso be with, 
that it be read by paragraphs, and that the amendments of the Committee 
e ere Fe ee be acted on as they are reached in the reading aad 
consi before amendments offered by individual Senators. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The will k 

The Chief Clerk ed to read the bill till line 14 was reached. 

The PRESID OFFICER. The Chair would call the attention 
rehired Senator from Maine to the fact that the word one“ is repeated 

ine 13. 
Mr. HALE. That is one of the amendments I proposed to call up 


afterward, but it may as well be done now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be made if there 
be no objection, ing out one one. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The first amendment reported 
by the Committee on A iations was, in the appropriations for mis- 
cellaneous’’ expenses, in line 74, after the word pilotage,” to strike 
out the words: 
one nen Sone Pay for ag of naval cr who have died or may hereafter 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 112, to increase the total amount of 
the appropriation for the Bureau of Navigation“ from $87,500 to 
$100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 113, to insert: 

For special ocean surveys and the publication thereof, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 115, to insert: 

For publication of professional papers, $10,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Bureau of 
Ordnance,’’ after line 133, to insert: 

For the purchase or manufacture of steel guns of small caliber for ships now 
in service, and for testing the same at the naval ordnance proving-ground, 

0 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 138, before the word test,“ to 
insert ‘* public; ™ so as to read: 

For the completion and public test of two breech-loading rifle-cannon of the 
larger calibers now in course of construction for the Navy, with carriages and 
ammunition for both, $80,000, é 
The amendment was agreed to. Séd 

The next amendment was, after the word dollars,“ in line 141, to 
strike out the following proviso: 

Provided, That the test shall be conducted as follows: With battering charges 
for two hours, and under the most rapid continuous rate of firing, as rcar as may 
be like the conditions of a hotly-contested battle; then with the service charge 
not less than five hours. Permission, with ample notice to be present, shall 

ven to all persons who indicate a desire to examine the preliminary prepara- 

n and witness the firing. Expenditures of public money on all other naval 
cannon ofand above said caliber shall cease until this public test has terminated. 
Andall the facts and incidents of the test shall be reported to Congress by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance as soon thereafter as possible. 

_ The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 165, to increase the total amount 
of the app tion ‘‘for miscellaneous items“ for the Bureau of Ord- 
nance from $3,000 to $4,000. = ` 

Mr. HALE. There is an error in the print. The word three 
occurs twice in line 165. ; : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee will 
be regarded as to strike out both words three and insert ‘‘ four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committeeon A was, in theappropriations for the ‘‘ Bureau 
of Equipment Recruiting,“ in line 185, to increase the total amount 
appropriated ‘* for pei nes of vessels’’ from $800,000 to $825,000. 

amendment agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in theappropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, in line 221, to increase the total amount of the appropria- 


tion ‘‘for general maintenance of yards and docks from $200,000 to 
$250,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Bureau of Medi- 
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cine and Surgery, in line 235, after the word dollars,“ to strike out 
the following words: 

And if the Secretary of the Navy shall not be able to maintain ty the 
shall a one which are least n to the service, and Pe for — 
patients now cared for therein at such other naval hospitals as may be most 
convenient, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 261, to increase the appropriation 
“í for necessary repairs of naval laboratory, naval hospitals, and append- 
ages, including roads, wharves, outhouses, sidewalks, fences, gardens, 
farms, and cemeteries, from $10,000 to $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Bureau of 
Provisions and Clothing,’’ in line 269, to increase from $1,085,000 to 
$1,100,000 the appropriation ‘‘ for provisions for the seamen and ma- 
rines; commuted rations for officers, naval cadets, seamen, and marines; 
expenses of inspections and storehouses, including labor; purchase of 
water for cooking and drinking on board ships; and for provisions and 
commutation of rations for seven hundred and fifty boys.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair,“ in the proviso to the clause appropriating 
$1,000,000 ‘‘ for preservation and completion of vessels on the stocks 
and in ordinary,“ &c., in line 292, after the word exceed,“ to strike 
out ‘‘thirty’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to the repairs of any 
wooden ship when the estimated cost of such repairs, to be appraised by a com- 
petent board of naval officers, shall exceed 20 per cent.of the estimated cost, 
appraised in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out lines 299 and 300, as follows: 

For the completion of the New York, $400,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the ‘‘ Bureau of 
Steam-Engineering,’’ in the proviso to the clause making i 
tions for repairs, completion, and preservation of machinery and boil- 
ers, including steam-steerers, steam-cay steam-windlasses, &e,’, 
in vessels on the stocks and in ordinary, &c., after the word exceed, 
at the end of line 315, to strike out thirty“ and insert ‘‘ twenty;’’ 
and in line 320, after the words repaired for,’’ to strike out thirty“ 
and insert twenty; so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be applied to the repair of engines 
and machinery of wooden ships where the estimated costs of such repair shall 
exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of new engines and of the 
same character and power; but nothing herein contained shall prevent the re- 


pair or building of boilers for wooden ships the hulls of which can be fully re- 
paired for 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and 


material. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The ing of the bill was continued to line 528. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I thought the understanding was that car- 
tickets’’ were to be stricken out. 

Mr. HALE. I am going to call attention to that when we come to 

It may as well be stricken out now, however, and I will move it. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I want the words ‘‘car-tickets’’ struck ont wher- 
ever they occur. ? 

Mr. HALE. 
priation bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator indicate the lines 
where the amendment is to be made ? 

Mr. HALE. In lines 520 and 521 I move to strike out the words 
“ear tickets, 8200.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be made. It is agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out the clause from line 
529 to line 535, inclusive, as follows: 

To complete the construction of the steel cruiser of not less than 5,000 nor 
more than 6,000 tons dis ment, and the armament therefor, authorized by 
act of Congress August 5, 1882, $1,780,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary: Provided, The Secretary of the Navy shall approve of the construction of 
said vessel. 

And in lieu thereof to insert 

Mr. McPHERSON. _ Is the question first to be taken on striking out 
that paragraph? Do I understand the question to be on striking out 
from line 529 to line 535? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committee is 
to strike out from line 529 to line 535, inclusive-—— 

Mr. HALE. And to insert the matter printed as lines 536 to 559. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I wish to say a word in respect to that. I wish 
to ask the Senator from Maine if the committee have properly consid- 
ered the question as to whether it is possible to build a naval vessel 
of the size which I see the committee p: to build and obtain the 
requisite speed as a cruiser to overtake the modern commercial ships. 
Necessarily in vessels of small size the lines will not be fine, the ship 
will not have the requisite length, and can not have the n 
power to overtake the commercial ships of to-day. I think the Sen 


it. 


We have stricken out ‘‘ car-tickets’’ in other appro- 
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ator will not for a moment argue that the ships the committee here 
propose to build can overtake such a vessel as the Alaska or the Ari- 
zona or other ships of like class and character which have been built 
of late and which will make up the commercial marine of the future. 
‘Therefore I think it wise that the committee should retain this provis- 
jon of the House bill providing for the construction of the larger ship. 
As all the ships we are now building are simply experiments, it would 
seem to be wisdom not to delay longer the commencement of one ship 
of the larger size having the requisite 

Mr: HALE... I am very glad that the Senator from New Jersey has 
ealled attention to this matter and has asked the question which he 
has put to me. The committee did consider this question very care- 
fully. Of course the Senator from New Jersey and other Senators will 
bear in mind that this is not a new subject. These matters have been 

over y heretofore in the Senate at other sessions. Un- 
fonbtedly the class of ships provided fpr by the committee’s amend- 
ment ranging from three to four thousand tons, no specific type pang 
determined, but that being left to the future Secretary of the Navy 
such advice, as. he may gather from _nayal officers, will not be able to 
overtake the largest and fastest of the great steamers that are employed in 
the transportation of goods and passengers, especially those upon the Eu- 
ropean lines; neither would the ship that is provided for in the clause 
of the House bill that the committee strike out be able to dothat. No 
ship can be constructed in the Navy that would overtake such steam- 
ships as ply between the of Americaand unless she went 
up into the range of ships from eight to ten thousand tons. Such a ship 
is immensely expensive. 

When the advisory board came to consider the practical condition of 
the Navy and the need for immediate ships, one of the first questions 
that they met was this which is raised by the Senator from New Jersey, 

- and in making their report in 1883 and 1884 they used this language, 
which I will read: 

In 8 the report the board deems it necessary to record its emphatic 


ions that have of late been so frequently made through- 
country, that the Navy should acquire a numberof extremely 
ing vessels of great endurance, d in 


with special — 
lantic mail steamers. The main isappro' $ 
In order that a petitive vessel should excel in speed and endurance the 


eee ets, she must 2 —— a ieee ieee 
nearly as great dimensions, necessitating a leplacement o at least tons. 
"built, these vessels ‘ould be 


out 


Once so costly in maintenance, so limited in ma- 
neuyering K uspe and scope of effective service, owing to the dimensions, 
draught, and they would absorb for their con such a large pro- 


active service could only be warranted 


s go on further to amplify these reasons. One ship capable of 
ov the fast transatlantic steamships would absorb a tenth part 
of the entire force of the Navy; and the Committee on Naval Affairs 
last year and the Committee on Appropriations now in reporting this 
amendment deemed it wise to take the recommendations of the advisory 
board as to classes and to leave out in their recommendations in com- 
mencing the reconstruction of the Navy this large ship of from five to 
six thousand tons proposed by the House. — 
e 


Now, let mesay one word upon the important matter of j 
Esmeralda, which has been built in Great Britain and sent to a South 
American power, which is the same almost exactly with the Bos- 
ton and Atlanta, has made 18 knots per measured mile in her first trip. 
It is believed that the Boston and Atlanta, which are almost finished, 
will do the same. But the committee realized the force of the objection 
that has been raised by the Senator from New Jersey and by other Sen- 
ators heretofore, that in future building the Department ought not to 
‘be kept down to this type of vessel, and therefore it has made this 
e eee most liberal terms, giving a range of from three to 
four thousand tons and leaving the kind of ship that shall be constructed 
to the discretion and judgment of the Secretary of the Navy upon plans 
that he makes after full examination. 

Now, as to the overtaking of commercial vessels upon the waters of 
the mobe, these ships ifsthey are constructed of about 3,600 tons, as 
the board recommends, will be able to overtake nine-tenths of the com- 
mercial marine of the world impelled by steam. The other tenth, a 
few immense great transatlantic vessels, can not be overtaken by any 
ship that is ge for here, nor by the ship provided for by the House 
bill, and only, as the board says, by constructing an immense vessel of 
ten or eleven or twelve thousand tons displacement; and the commit- 
tee has not felt that it was wise in the decaying condition of the Navy 
to put so many into one basket, and has, therefore, provided for 
the building of four new ships under the discretion of the next admin- 
istration of the-Nayy Department. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. The Senator from Maine will observe that the 
vessels he proposes to build are almost the same in class with those we 
are now buil ... The vessels here proposed to be built will scarcely 
be larger than the Chicago type, perhaps a little larger than the Boston 
and Atlanta. 

The Senator speaks of the Esmeralda as having made eighteen miles 

hour on the measured mile. I think the Senator will not argue 


m that that the vessel was capable of going through an intense wind 
and storm making more than 13 or 14 knots per hour on the ay 
I think the Britannic, one of the White Star steamships, when she first 


came out measured about twenty miles in an hour; but the av of 
1 year, I am informed from a paper lai 
fore the House committee, is only about fifteen miles per hour. The 
Britannic is a vessel some five hundred feet in length and over 5,000 
tons register. In short, all the commercial ships of the t day, 
those that transport a large majority of the commerce of the United 
States between the port of New York, particularly, and the E 
rts, are vessels of that class andtype. The Cunard line, the National 
ine, the Inman line, the White Star line, the German line are all com- 
posed of much larger vessels with larger tonnage, with great power and 
t 


What do we build cruisers for? We build them to cruise for some- 
thing, and as the commerce of the country is transported in these larger 
and faster ships what is the use of continuing the construction of eruis- 
ers which can really overtake nothing except sailing vessels ? 

I have no objection to the amendment of the committee as far as it 
goes; I have no objection to building ships of the class proposed; I think 
perhaps they are needed; but I do submit that certainly as to one ves- 
sel of a larger class, of more with great power and great 
it is time the Government of the United States commenced such a ship. 
Certainly we can afford to experiment with one ship of larger class and 
pa speed, and I think the time to do it is now. It was recommended 

y the present advisory board, I think last year. 

Mr. HALE. No; the Senator is mistaken. The old advisory board 
recommended one of the ships of this kind. The present advisory board 
rejected that and advised te go on with the cruisers of the smaller type. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Then there is only a difference of opinion as 
between the two advisory and certainly the common sense of 
the whole matter is in favor of building the ships. 

I wish to ask the committee to consent to retain that clause in the 
House bill, which they propose to strike out, making appropriations for 
the larger ship in addition to those they propose to construct. The bill 
would then only appropriate money for five new ships of different types, 
and twoof those are gunboats. There are but two cruisers provided for 
by the committee if you strike out the words proposed to be stricken out 
by this amendment. Therefore I shall vote against striking out these 


While I am on my feet, Mr. President, I wish to say that I had the 
honor to submit an amendment to the Senate the day before yesterday, 
which was printed, getting rid of all complications and all jealousies 
between advisory boards and the Navy Department proper. I am sorry 
the committee did not see fit to report that amendment back to the 
Senate favorably; and inasmuch as it has not been re favorably 
by any committee of the Senate I am aware it would be ruled out on a 

int of order, and therefore I shall make no attempt to press it. I am 
in favor of all the committee has proposed in this bill by way of in- 
crease of the naval establishment, but I am in favor of more. I am in 
favor of the House proposition being retained in addition to what is 

roposed by the committee. +3 . 

Mr. HALE. There was an additional reason why the committee 
thought it better to build these four ships rather than one large one. 
To build the larger ship, complete her with machinery and armament, 
would cost in the neighborhood of $3,000,000. Now, I believe in leav- 
ing the responsibility of this matter largely to the administration ef the 
Navy De ent in the future. I have always contended that the re- 
sponsibility should be there. The head of the Department, or the 
President, acting through the Secretary, should be largely responsible, 

er beli 


I have nev eved in limiting that very much. 
Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator yield a moment fer an obser- 
vation right there? - — 


Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. He will notice in lines 534 and 535 of the House 
bill it is provided that the Secretary of the Navy shall approve of the 
construction of said vessel,’’ leaving the responsibility entirely to the 
Secretary as to whether he shall proceed to build such a vessel or not. 

Mr. HALE. I have said that this is left to, the Secretary by our 
amendment. I was going on to remark that I doubt very much whether 
any new Secretary of the Navy coming afresh as he must, whoever he 
may be, however able he may be—and I assume that it will be an able 
and competent man who will be selected for Secretary of the Navy— 
would desire even to be intrusted with the responsibility between now 
and the next session of Congress of going into the question of construct- 
ing one of these large ships. I believe that he would prefer to inves- 
tigate for himself and to form his plan for reconstructing the Navy, and 
not to be beset, as he would be if authority is given him to construct 
this large vessel, by the urgency of contractors, to go on and build it. 

I will say further that if, after the discretion that this amendment al- 
lows him he goes on investigating, making himself informed as to naval 
architecture and to constructing these ships that the committee amend- 
ment provides for, the Secretary of the Navy, who will be responsible 
in the future largely for this work of building up the American Navy, 
shall report and advise that one ofthese large ships should be built, 
and we have his investigation and report on which to rest, then, with 
these additional new vessels that we have built, I shall be in favor of 
the experiment of trying one of those very expensive ships. I do not 
think now and the committee did not think it wise to embark in that 
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will want to do to 


expenditure. It will be all that any new 
investigate and look into and settle the types of the ships provided for 
here, contract for th and commence building them; then when 
he recommends, if he does, that we go into this other domain, I shall 
be willing to follow him. The committee has left it as the advisory 
board leaves it; and so I trust that the committee’s amendment will 
be agreed to to strike out this immensely expensive ship and give us 
these others instead, and let the Department go on, and then if they 
recommend the larger ship we can try that at another Congress. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I ask that the vote may be taken separately on 
the proposition to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to strike out and insert is 
not divisible. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Senator from Maine speaks of large 
ships. The clanse which the committee recommend to be stricken out 
provides for a steel cruiser of not less than 5,000 nor more than 6,000 
tons displacement. That is nota very large ship, a ship of about 3,000 
tons burden. In the amendment of the committee it is provided that 
two cruisers of not less than 3,000 nor more than 4,000 tons 
ment may be built, and these the Senator thinks are smaller ships not 
near so expensive to build. He estimates that a cruiser of five or six 
thousand tons di t will cost $3,000,000. I can not conceive 
how it is ble that a shi of that size should cost thatsum of money, 
unless it is to be an $ 

From the examination which I have given this subject from time to 
time I am of opinion that these ships of 4,000 tons displacement are 
too small for any very valuable purpose in the Navy. They can not 
make time ee eee No ship of that class can 
make in all weather more than fifteen or sixteen miles an hour, no 
matter what material you put into it. It is true that too large a 
cruiser would be a very expensive machine for the Government to 
handle. It is doubtful whether a cruiser as as the merchant 
sailers now plying on the watersof the Atlantic carry coal enough 
to ran her more than ten or twelve days, but a steamer of the size here 
described in the provision in the House bill would not probably con- 
sume more than sixty or seventy tons of coal in twenty-four 
whereas the larger class of steamers, like the Alaska and the Britannic, 
consume from one hundred and seventy-five to two hundred and fifty 
tons of coal in twenty-four hours. 5 

I should like this amendment much better if the limit as to the size 
of these cruisers were raised to 5,000 tons displacement, giving a dis- 
cretionary power to the Secretary of the Navy to build a ship up to 
5,000 tons d t. If the committee would consent to that 
amendment I should be willing to strike out the clause in the House 
bill that they propose to strike out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from California will please 

The hour of 1 o’clock having arrived, it is the duty of the 
Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished business eee 
being the bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trade- 
dol 


lar. 

Mr, MORRILL. Let that be informally laid aside until the naval 
appropriation bill is through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be in- 
formally laid aside and the naval appropriation bill will be continued. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. - In the committee’s amendment in line 
o four“ and inserting “five,” 
80 as to leave a margin between 3, 000 tons and 5,000 tons displacement. 

Mr.HALE. The Senator from California, who is evidently proceed- 
ing on the same proposition and theory as the Senator from New Jer- 
sey, suggests that the discretion given to the Secretary of the Navy as 
to the size of the two new ships be increased from 4,000 to 5,000 tons 
‘displacement, so as to give an opportunity of building one of the two, 
or both, of the larger kind. I am willing to consent to that because it 
leaves the discretion with the of the Navy. He might do one, 
or very bly might do both, but I am willing to leave it to him. 
Mr. HERSON, Would you not be willing to make an amend- 
ment after the word “ each,” in line 545, to read as follows—I submit 
{this also to the Senator from California? 

And one cruiser of not less than 5,000 nor more than 6,000 tons displacement. 

So as to provide for three vessels. That is practically bringing in by 
that amendment to the committee’s amendment the same provision that 
is involved in the House bill between lines 529 and 535. It provides 
for the building of one more ship, and leaves the two eruisers exactly 
as the committee proposed them. 

Mr. COCKR I hope the Senator from Maine will not agree to 
tha 


t. 

Mr. HALE. I can not consent to that. * 

Mr. McPHERSON. Then I agree to the other proposition, though 
I should like to have it increased to 6,000 tons. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I think 5,000 tons is large enough, and 
T think that will be a solution of the difficulty. We can all to 
have two ships, one of which may be of 5,000 tons, and leave that to 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. I ask then that unanimous consent be given that in line 
543 the amendment be amended by inserting ‘‘ five“ instead of four, 
and then I hope the amendment of the committee will be adopted. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
yy Sn nl han npk hb Ec 
y the 7 
Mr. HALE. Iask that that be tead. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The words will be read. 

The read the words proposed to be inserted in lieu of the 
clanse to be stricken out, as follows: 


To enable the President to strengthen the naval establishment of the United 


States by 3 e cok of oo bee * 3 b zation the 
attainable speed, sum of $1,895, hereby appro ex- 

pended as follows and under the following limitation: nce 

For the construction of two of not less than 3,000 nor more than 4, 

tons d pama g, exclusive of armament, not more than $1,100,000 each; 

one heavily armed gunboat of about 1,600 5 costing, exclusive 

of armament, not more than $520,000; and one light gunboat of t tons 
ment, costing, exclusive of armament, not more than $275,000; and au- 

thority is hereby given for the construction of said four vessels, at notexceeding 


y. 
the total cost for each above specified, in rdance with final 
S anera a revision F all 2 
have been heretofore made, and in the manner and conformity to the condi- 
tions and limitations provided for the construction of the new cruisers in the 
acts of August 5, 1882, and of March 3, 1883. 

Mr. HALE. In line 543, after the word than, I move to strike 
out ‘‘four’’ and insert ‘‘five;’’ so as to read: 

For the construction of two cruisers of not less than 3,000 nor morë than 5,000 
tons displacement, &. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the mo- 
tion of the committee is to amend by striking out lines 529 to 535 in- 
clusive and inserting the words which have just been read. The Sen- 
ator from Maine proposes to amend the amendment, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed te. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 559, to insert: 

Toward the armament of the foregoing cruisers and gunboats, $500,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. a 

The next amendment was, after line 561, to insert: 
For continuing work upon the double-turreted monitors, $2,000,000, the same 
ring the side and turret armor and armament and 
the Secretary of the Ssh as Sigong ww nee ma 
respects as inthe construc- 
armor and armament 
cost of such com: the 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask the Senator from Maine if it is 
to be understood that this applies to the four double-turreted monitors 
pe a which work is to be continued at the discretion of the Secretary 


the Navy and the advisory board? 
Mr. E. Yes, it is the same provision that the Senate has put on 
repeatedly before. It refers to the four ironclads, one upon the Pacific 


coast and the three here. They are not named in terms, but the refer- 
ences that are made include them all. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The intention is that this money shall 
be divided ip ber four? 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out section 4 in the following words: 

Sec, 4. That no officer whose name is 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. HALE. I wishnow to go back to page 2. There are some formal 
amendments that should be made. At the top of the page, line 13, was 
the superfluous word one ' struck out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been struck out. 

Mr. HALE. In line 21 the word nine should be erased and the 
word ten substituted; so as to read: 

Ten naval constructors. 

I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. In line 22 the ten“ should be erased an 
substituted; so as to read: 

Nine assistant naval constructors. 

I move that amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 


„nine“ 


Senator from Maine to the fact that the word ten“ occurs twice in 
Which ten“ is it proposed to strike out? 


line 22. 
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Mr. HALE. The first ten“ before assistant naval constructors. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That change will be made. 

Mr. HALE. I have an amendment to offer, not from the Committee 
on A iations but by direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs; 
it has duly presented and sent to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. I now offer it as an additional section. 

The Chief Clerk m the proposed amendment, as follows: 

For the purchase by the Secretary of the Navy of the Destroyer, an iron ves- 
sel designed and built — Capt. John Ericsson, armed with asubmarine un and 
projectile torpedo, including also an any” ndent submarine gun, $112, : Pro- 
vided, ‘That it shall satisfactorily a said veasel, steam-machinery, guns 
projectiles, and experiments deve 3 the same have cost that amount: pr 
2 „That the Government of the United States shall at any time 

er, if it shall so elect, have the option to purchase all 8 
by the United States relating to said vessel, submarine gun, projectile torpedo, 
and all appliances connected with the — the said John Ericsson having 


to communicate to the of the Mevy sey and all improvements 
— tere Aeon make on and concerning the same free of rge, for a sum not exceed- 
ng $100,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to call attention to the provision on pages 
21 and 22 for the naval asylum at Philadelphia. I have just received 
a communication from a prominent gentleman who resides in the same 
ward where this institution is, and he says he has had consultation 
with those in charge of it and that the appropriations p. in this 
bill are entirely inadequate. It appears that by the 3 $98,411 
were thought requisite for the maintenance and support of the institu- 
tion and for some improvements proposed, while the bill only gives 
$60,067. I should be glad if the Senator in charge of the bill would 
inform us why it is that the estimates are not followed in this case. 

Mr. HALE. The committee looked into that and did not find any 
pressing need for additional appropriations, all the more because these 
are the same that they were in the last regular appropriation bill, upon 
which the institution has got along without any deficiency. It is quite 
likely they might use more money to some advantage, but the commit- 
tee did not deem it a case where there was any necessity for adding to 
the House provision this year. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I desire to offer an amendment to come in after 

out of any 


section 3 as a new section: 
(iy specie 
ded under and 


That the sum of $5,000 be, and the same is hereby, a 
money in the 8 not appropriated, to 
direction of the er ele the are, for extending and 3 explo- 


rations in 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from New Jersey 
state the point in the bill where he desires the amendment inserted? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. At the end of the bill, after section 3, to form 
a new section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I am fully sensible of the fact that this amend- 
ment is subject to a point of order that may possibly be raised; but I 
think if the Senate will listen to me for two minutes, there is not a 
single Senator here who will not be willing to make this a part of the 
naval appropriation bill. 

It is well known to every member of the Senate that extensive ex- 
plorations have been made in the great island of r in the 
eighteen months by a young naval officer of the United States. I 
speak of Lieutenant Shufeldt, son of Admiral Shufeldt, who performed 
such t service for the Government in the Corean matter, and young 
Shufeldt himself is one of the most distinguished and successful offi- 
cers in the United States service. 

2 se I can better explain the whole matter by presenting an arti- 
handed me a few moments ago which appeared in one 
of the newspapers; and inasmuch as I desire to read only a few extracts 
from the article I will not send the paper to the Secretary’s desk, but 
will select the extracts myself: 
riefly described, is the third 1 land on the k sur- 
e 12 has 230,000 square miles eee larger in extent | than 
n France, as large as the old man Empire, four times as as Great 


— and equals our New England and M iddle States, including orth Caro- 
na. 


- It goes on to then about the topogra, 
races of people, &c., which is not at this time important to the pend- 
ing question. The article then continues: 


Across this vast country Lieutenant Shufeldt, United States Navy, was about 
piorlng party ago 1 4 by the United States Navy De rtment to conduct an ex- 
pk from sea to sea. He came down from Northeast China (Corea) by 
3 to Singapore, East India, and from thence embarked on a little 
English bei agit igating her through the Java seas and across the Indian 
Ocean—for ys—to the English island of Mauritius. re he was 
detained by itn fren toh Xs of fever for over a month and much embarrassed by 
difficulties in reaching Madagascar on account of the French bombardments at 
Tamatave and their blockade of the Whole eastern coast. Overcom 


phy of the country, of the 


got away finally in an English schooner of eighty tons burden, and in twelve 
ys landed alone on the forest-clad shores of f Southeastern at 
hanova, Entering the dense forest belt and ascending the Man o Riverina 


canoe for a distance of forty miles, the first camp was establ and the native 

party of four hundred men organized to make the long journey to the Hova 

— pp ios the Betsimasaraka . Through the t and ever-silent 
of the east and to the foot of the splendid ra 

aoe the boundary of — interior plateau, da: 

hearted by fierce attac! oF ones sae is party, 

worries and N — neidental toa keen sense 


of lofty mountains that 
by day, often broken and dis- 

and the innumerabie 
personal 


responsibility 


— a nomen and barbarous country, the American lieutenant led Sheaxpedition 
s Ascending the eastern range and reaching the rolling plains of Central Mad-! 
ith ia 

dotted w 


y of the dangers ere is no fever, 
mild an pend poe 8 the hill are are dot the are kind 


Ada oy 
and hospitable, and the scenery nd and aufg n three Lieuten- 


ant Shufeldt rested his party under the walls of the Hova eapital and in sight 
of the palace of the Hova Queen, Ranavolona III. His 3 in Antanana- 
rivo by all the ries of the Hova Government was a perfect ovation to his 
protain and his nationality, Every attention was showered upon him and 
effort made to convey through him to his far-away country the kind! 
and friendly feelings the 8 entertained for the American name. A 
— was sup plied. an army detaited, and native banquets piven in his honor. 
er hufeldt's experiences in the Hova capital would oecup 
in our columns; but suffice to say that his presence did m 
the American interests in } „to rekindle a decaying igang wr of the 
greatest of Western powers, an impressed the Hovas with a sense that there 
are many in America who view with regret the threatened downfall of a new 
and isolated civilization. 
After three weeks“ stay 
And this is the important part that I wish to call the attention of 
the Senate to- 
After three weeks’ stay and a final adieu tothe Queen andher h 
tenant Shufeldt, at the head of six pensres and repitan an (includ: 


men), the capital 3 i wa) as he traveled 
miles—to the western coast. is Journey, consi considered almost 


white residents of eee was successfull 
of strange adventures and many narrow cscapes. i 
contested his ; a devastated country afforded frequently no shelter or 
food ; the deadly fevers of the western forests decimated his people, and it was 
not for two months that the American officer found himselfon the the seacoast that. 

is washed by the waves of —— 1 ue Channel. He had but one a 
and fifty-cight men remain From Madagascar the lie 


Mr. HALE. If the Senate will agree to Jet a vote be taken on hi 
proposition, I will not make the point of order. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Perhaps some F 
to read one statement more, though I know I am detaining the Senate“ 
Let me call attention to a letter written to Lieutenant Shufelat on his 
reaching the capital. This is a letter given him by the prime min- 


It is needless to call to your knowledge that this request of Her Majesty and 
myself 


The request was to return to the capital and try to establish trade 
relations, and assist Her Majesty t 
that this request of Her jesty and myself is extended to you from their cer- 
tainty that your wishes for the advancementof Madagascar are sincere and true, 
but as showing their friendly feeling for the — 7 — try of which you are 
an officer, not only the first American but the first of any yal nationality so 
invited. ‘May God bless you, sir. 


; t 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to this 1 
ment? 
Mr. COCKRELL. That is very beautifully and handsomely 1 
ten—by whom I do not know. ji 
Mr. MCPHERSON. By the prime minister of M i 4 
Mr. COCKRELL. He is a magnificent English scholar, then, and T 


think it is not a barbaric country. I make the point of order on 
proposed amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the 
is open to the point of order, and sustains the point raised by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 
I do not wish to appeal from the decision of the 


Mr. MCPHERSON. 
Chair; but may I ask the Chair if he will submit the question to the 
Senate? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair willbe glad to submit nd 
question to the Senate, on the request of the Senator from New Jersey, 
is the proposed amendment in order under the rules of the Senate? 

The question was decided in the negative. t | 

Mr. HALE. Now, I hope we shall pass the bill. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments to be 
offered to the bill? [A pause.] The Chair willsuggest that the words 
“car tickets“ appear in one or two places in the bill where they have’ 
not yet been eliminated. The Chair understood the Senator from Mis: Mis 
souri to suggest that they were to be stricken out wherever they oc? 
curred. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. Their being left in the bill is an ovi 
sight. I move that they be stricken out wherever they occur. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Where do they occur? 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no objection to striking them out. I know of 
but one place, and that is in line 520. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 9, line 195, after the word er 
occur the words“ car tickets.“ 

Mr. HALE. I move to strike them out there. : | 

The amendment was to. ; 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine, as & 
matter of curiosity 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask thé Senator 
New Jersey to suspend a moment until this order can be carried outs 
Will the Senator from Maine state the places where the words 
tickets!“ occur? 

Mr. HALE. I know of no other place. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. On page 11, at the end of line 243, are the words 
and car tickets.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those words will be stricken out, if 
there be no objection. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 12, line 275, after the word ferri- 

occur the words car tickets. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those words will be stricken out here, 
if there be no objection. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire information in relation to the monitors. I 
have been voting for four years continuously, if I am not mistaken, for 
finishing the monitors, and still they come up every year for an appro- 

riation. 


p 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that the reason is that we 
never could get it through the House? This is the same provision the 
Senator has been voting for, and I hope we shall be able to get it 
through the House now. i 

Mr. SEWELL. Has there not been an appropriation for monitors 
within the last two years? 

Mr. HALE. There was $1,000,000 given three years ago, all of which 
was expended except a portion for the Monadnock, This provision is 
the provision the Senate has put on two naval appropriation bills, but 
the House has eee ee it, and it has gone out. It is put on again 
now, the same provision the Senator has been voting for, and I hope 
that now we shall be able to get it through. It is right in the line 
that the Senator wants. 

Mr. SEWELL. Can not the Senator from Maine tell us how long we 
shall have to vote for this in order to finish the monitors? 

Mr. HALE. Just as often as the committee puts it on to the bill, I 


su 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 3 ‘ 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


; MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. x 
: A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK; its Clerk, 
annot that the House had passed a concurrent resolution for the 
printing of 3,500 copies of the first and second volumes of Decisions Re- 
isting = Publie Lands, prepared under the direction of the Department 
0 nterior. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed | 
the following enrolled bill and joint resolution; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: | 
A bill (H. R. 48) providing for the erection of a building to contain the | 
records, library, and museum of the Medical Department United States | 
Army; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 320) authorizi 
port of the Commissioner of Education for 1 


1 AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION .BILLS. : 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Foreign Relations to report an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the deficiency appropriation bill providing for the payment of the awards 
madein favor of French claimants by the French and American Claims 
Commission created by virtue of the provisions of the claims convention 
of January 15, 1880, amounting to the sum of $625,566.35. It will 

necessary perhaps under the rule that the amendment should be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, so that the committee may 
have it before them for consideration. I move that it be referred, with 
the accompanying papers, to the Committee on Appropriations. It | 
need not be printed. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Iam also directed by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations to report an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill proposing to appropriate $2,000 
to enable the President of the United States to send the Chief of the 
Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury De t asa delegate to re 
resent the Government of the United States at the jubilee to be held 
by the Statistical Society in London in June, 1885. I move that the 
amendment be referred with the accompanying papers, without print- 
ing, to the Committee on Appropriations. | 

The motion was agreed to. | 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, reported | 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- | 
dered to be printed. — 

Mr. HARRIS. I am directed by the Committee on Epidemie Dis- 
eases to rt an amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency 
appropriationill. I understand from the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations that there is ample time for the printing. I there- 
fore move that the amendment be printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 5 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, re- 


the printing of the re- 
and 1884. 
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ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on it Tear 

Mr. BAYARD, Mr. BLAIR, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. G0 N, and 
Mr. PENDLETON submitted amendments intended to be proposed by 
them respectively to the general deficiency appropriation pan whic 
were referred to the Committee on Appropriations, ənd ordered to be 
printed. 

SENATE MANUAL. 

Mr. FRYE. The last edition of the Manual is exhausted, and Sen- 
ators are desirous of more. I offer a resolution for reference to the 
Committee on Printing: i 

That there be printed and bound for the use of the Senate, under 


Resolved, 
the direction of the Committee on Rules, 1,000 additional copies of the revised 
Senate ual, 


The resolution was referred to the Committee on Printing. 
SAC AND FOX AND IOWA INDIAN LANDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS inthe chair). The Chair 
lays before the Senate the unfinished business of yesterday, being the 
bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and recoinage of the trad: 5 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask the Senator to yield a moment for the pas- 
sage of a bill which it is important to be passed, reported favorably. by 
= Indian Committee with an amendment, that it may go to the 

ouse. ö 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion for that purpose only. 

Mr. VAN WICK. [ask unanimous consent for the consi 
of the bill, Calendar No. 1271, reported by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill will be reported 
for information. 

The CHIEF CLERK. - A bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of 
the Sac and Fox Indian reservation, in the States of Nebraska and 


Kansas, and for other p $n } 
is that if it leads to debate it shall 


mrposes, 
Mr. HOAR. The understanding 
be set aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be in- 
formally laid asido, if there be no objection. 

Mr. MORRELL. If this bill gives rise to no debate the unfinished 
business may be laid aside informally. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

roceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of the 

Bac and Fox Indian reservation, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, 
and for other purposes. H 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


States of Nebraska and Kansas. The said lands shall be aj tracts 
Torty acres each, by three com t commissioners, one of whom shall be se- 
lected by the Sac and Foxand lowa tribes of Indians and the other two shall be 
appointed by the Seerctary of the Interior. : 
EC. 2. That after the survey and appraisement of said lands the Secretary of 
the Interior shall be, and hereby is, authorized to offer the same, through the 


office, and filed the same with said officer of the land office at Beatrice or Lin- 
coln, Nebr., that it is his good-faith intention to settle upon and occupy the land 


| which he seeks to paee and improve the same for a home; and, ex in 


case of the death of the purchaser, unless said party shall have executed hisde- 
clared intention by making improvements and being in actual occupation of 
said land, by actual residence thereon, at the time for making the second pay- 
ment, he shall forfeit the payment already made, and the land shall be pd rn 4 
to resale as hereinafter provided. Each r of said lands at such sale 
shall be hundred and sixty acres of land, and no more, 
except in cases where a tract contains a fractional excess over one hundred and 
sixty acres. If the excess is less than forty acres, is contiguous, and results 
from inability in the survey to make township and section lines conform to the 
boundary lines of the reservation, and no other objection ux ists, the purchase of 
such excess shall be allowed. Such purchaser shall pay one-fourth of the pur- 
chase-price at the time said land is bid off, one-fourth in one year, one-fourth in 
two years, and one-fourth in three years, with interest on the deferred payments 
at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum; and where there are improvements upon 
the lands 8 which shall have been separately appraised, the purchaser 
shall pay the appraised value of such improvements at the time of purchase, in 
addition to the amounts hereinbefore required to be paid. No patents 
issue until all payments shall have been made; and on the failure of any pur- 
chaser to make payment as required by this act he shall forfeit the lands pur- 
chased, and the same shall be subject to entry and sale, at the re value 
thereof, or shall be again offered at public sale, as the Secretary of the Interior 
may determine. 

So. 3. That if any member of said Sac and Fox or Iowa tribe of Indians re- 
siding at the date of the passage of this act upan any of the lands authorized to 
be sold by the second section of this act, and who improvements thereo: 
shall elect to remain on the lands occupied by him, such lands shall be withhel 
from sale as provided for herein; and the t of the Interior shall cause 
u certificate to issue to the person so electing as follows: If he be the head of a 
family,to one hundred and sixty acres of land, and if a single man, to eighty 
acres of land, the land so selected to include his improvements, and to be ac 


entitled to purchase one 


cepted in full satisfaction of his interest in and to the said reservation, and of the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


moneys or fund realized from the sale thereof, 


The certificate provided for 
herein shall be of the legal effect 7 declare that the United States does and 
r the 


will hold the land thus certified, fo: period of twenty-five y in trust for 
the sole use and benefit of the allottee, or in case of his „of his heirs ac- 
eording to the laws of the State in which said land is situated, and that at the 
expiration of said iod the United States will convey the same by patent to 
said Indian, or his heirs, as aforesaid, in fee, discharged of said trust and free of 
all or incumbrance whatsoever; and if any conveyance shall be made 
of the lands thus allotted, or any contract made touching the same, before the 
expiration of the time above mentioned, such conveyance or contract shall be 
absolutely null and void; and such lands during such time shall not be subject 
to taxation, alienation, or forced sale under execution or otherwise, 

Sec, 4. That the proceeds of the sale of any improvements belonging to indi- 
vidual Indians shall be pon to the Indians to whom such improyements be- 
longed. The proceeds of the sale of any improvements belonging to the United 
States shall be di ited in the Treasury of the United States; and the proceeds 
of the sale of said lands, first deducting therefrom the cost of the survey, ap- 
praisement, and sale, and the expense of removing the Indians as hereinafter 
provided, shall be placed to the credit of the said Sac and Fox and Iowa Indians 
according to the interest of said tribes in said reservations, in the Treasury of 
the United States,and shall bear interest at the rate of 4 per cent. per annum, 
which income shall be annually expended for the benefit of said Indians, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior may, with the consent of the Indians 
expressed in open council, as aforesaid, secure other reservation lands upon 
which to locate said Indians, cause their removal thereto, and expend such sum 
as may be ene for their comfort and advancement in civilization. 

Sec. 6. That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby. authorized 
to 5 to be issued to the Sac and Fox (of the Missouria) tribe of In- 
dians the said Iowa tribe for the reservations that may be selected for them 
under the provisions of the preceding section. 

Sec. 7. the patent author by the preceding section to be issued to 
said Sac and Fox and Iowa tribes of Indians U be of the legal effect and de- 
clare that the United States does and will hold the land therein deseribed in 
trust for the sole use and benefit of said Sac.and Fox and Iowa tribe of Indians, 
respectively. 3 

SEC, 8. That whenever the Indians who may be proporly residing upon the 
said reservations referred to in the last preceding sections shall desire allotments 
of lands in severalty, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause allotments to be 
made to such Indians in quantity, as follows: 

To each head of a family, one hundred and sixty acres. 

To each single person over the age of 21 rs, eighty acres. 

Sec. 9. That upon the approval of the allotments eee for in the preced- 
2 by the Secretary of the Interior, the President shall cause certificates 
to therefor in the name of the allottees, which certificates shall be of the 
legal effect and declare that the United States does and will hold the fee of the 
land thus allotted, for the period of twenty-five years, in trust for the sole use 
and benefit of the Indian to whom such allotment shall have been made, or in 
case of his decease, of his heirs, and that at the expiration of said. the 
United States will convey the same by ent to the said Indian, or his heirs, in 

of said trust and free of all charge or incumbrance whatsoever ; 


vo! 

Seo, 10. That the Secretary of the Interior may, with the consent of the Indians 
expressed in open council, as provided in section 1, cause the removal of that por- 
tion of the Sac and Fox and Iowa tribes residing upon said Sac and Fox and 
Towa reservations, in Nebraska and Kansas, to the reservation or reservations 
that may be secured for them, and expend such sums as may be rendered neces- 
— by such removal, and for the comfort and advancement in civilization of 
said Indians; and the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby agers riated, out 25 any money in a) pony not nee appro- 
priated, for payment of such expenses and for the expenses of the survey, 
a) t, and sale of said Sacand Fox and Iowa and the amount so 
expended shall be reimbursed to the United States out of the first proceeds of 
the sale of said lands by said tribes, respectively. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President z 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend the amendment in the tenth sec- 
tion by striking out thirty“ and inserting ‘‘ ten;’’ so as to read: 

And the sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 

riated, out of any money in jury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the payment of such expenses and for the expenses of the survey, appraise- 
ment, and sale of said Sac and Fox and Jowa lands; and the amount so ex- 
pended shall be-reimbursed to the United States out of the first proceeds of the 
sales of said lands by said tribes, respectively. 

Mr. MANDERSON,. That was the amendment I was about to move. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Lunderstand the amount allotted to each of the In- 
dians to be one hundred and sixty acres for the head of a family and 
eighty acres to one not the head of a family. I wish to ask, does this 
make any provision for lands to minors? 

Mr. DA The heads of families select for their minor children, 
and where the minors have no heads of families to select for them the 

of the Interior, through the agent, selects for them. 

Mr. CONGER. The clause allotting one hundred and sixty acres to 
the head of a family and eighty acres to a minor I wish to have read 


again. © 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 8. That whenever the Indians who may be properly residing upon the 
said reservations referred to in the last preceding sections shall desire allotments 
of lands in severalty, the y of the Interior shall cause allotments to be 
made to such Indians in quantity as follows: 

To each head of a family, one hundred and sixty acres. 

To each single person over the age of 21 years, eighty acres. 


Mr. CONGER. I do not hear in that any provision for any minor. 
Mr. DAWES. I think there is none. This amendment is a copy of 
a bill which passed the Senate at the last session and went down to 
the House in reference to the Iowa Indians: The Iowa Indians and 
the Sacs and Foxes are occupying two small reservations „of 


about 8,000 acres each, one in Nebraska and one in Kansas. t b 

havi the Senate, and a bill for the Sacs and Foxes having 
House, it is deemed wise by the Committee on Indian Affairs 

of the Senate to put the two together into one so that these two reser- 


vations, which are in fact one reservation of Indians living together, 
might be sold in the same manner and at the same time. 

The bulk of the Indians included are located down in the Indian 
Territory but do not have any title to their land in the Indian Terri- 
tory. They are all desirous of disposing of this land in Kansas and Ne- 
braska. There is a residue remaining there. They are to have as part 
of the consideration title to the land they have chosen forthemselvesin 
the Indian Territory. That there is no provision for minor children, I 
suppose there is no doubt, though my attention has not been specific- 
ally called to it. There is no doubt of the fact that the few who re- 
main there propose to go down and join their brethren in the Indian 
Territory; but lest there may be some families already located there 
who prefer to stay where ty are this provision was putin the bill. 
It is not sup; that it will have any practical effect, because it is be- 
lieved that these Indians of their own choice will all join their brethren. 

Mr. CONGER. These very Indians were taken to the Indian Ter- 
ritory by force and under military authority; in the interest of civili- 
zation and philanthropy these Indians were driven from their land. 
I suppose if you are going to take away all their land and sell it either 
for their benefit or for that of some one else, there should be a provision 
that every living Indian on that land, old or young, should have some 
little piece of land out of the amount here provided for. I inquire of 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs whether it is not pro- 

to require that provision in every such bill? I find here a bill 
taking away the remnant of land left to this remnant of a tribe with 
provision for the head of a family and for certain Indians not heads of 
families that are of age. I know how much these lands are desired. I 
do not know whether this is part of the reservation along Locust Valley 
or some other part of the State of Nebraska, but I know how delight- 
ful those lands are and how desirable they are to people of my own race, 
and I shall propose to allow forty acres for each mjnor of these tribes. 
Imove that there be an amendment coming in after “ eighty acres,” in 
line 8 of section 8, for persons not heads of famlies over 21 years of age: 


And forty acres for the minors of each family on the reservation. 


That would be in accordance with our uniform and universal rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan will please 
send his amendment to the desk. - 

Mr. CONGER. I have not the bill before me. 

Mr. DAWES. While the Senator is preparing his amendment, I 
will say that if the Senator can frame an amendment that will give to 
any Indian any greater safeguards than those now in the bill, it will 
meet my hearty support. 

The Senator is confusing this case with some other. The Iowa In- 
dians and the Sacs and Foxes of their own accord years ago preferred to 
leave, the main body of them, Kansas and Nebraska and go down into 
the Indian Territory. With the help of the Indian Department they 
have selected their own reservation down there. Each one of them is 
located on land represented to the Committee on Indian Affairs as of 
excellent quality; and they are, especially the Sacs and-Foxes who have 
been there the longest, doing exceedingly well. Their land with the 
few Indidns remaining on it in Kansas and Nebraska has become of 
great value, but is of no use to them because they do not cultivate it 
themselves but live down in the Indian Territory. 

If they can have the fund that that land will create if properly sold 
they will have the means of subsistence and of education and of civil- 
ization that will make them independent. They are few in number; 
but this is an estate of great value to them. It is provided in reference 
to this sale, first, that it shall not take place until the consent in open 
council of the Indians, both the Sacs and Foxes and the Iowas, is ob? 
tained. ‘They are an intelligent people; they know what they are 
about. To-day they are leasing their lands in the Indian Territory on 
such terms as that the Interior Department stands aside and lets them 
transact their business themselves. So they know what they are about. 
The land is to be appraised, but shall not be appraised at a sum less 
than $8 an acre. It may be appraised at as much over $8 an acre as 
three disinterested appraisers shalldetermine. Thenit isto be put up 
at auction above the appraisal. That land will bring, it is supposed: 
from ten to fifteen dollars an acre, creating a great fund for the use of 
these people. 

The evidence before the committee was that it was not likely a soli- 
tary Indian would choose to remain there; but it may turn out that 
there are Indians who would prefer to remain. The committee have 
provided therefore that every head of a family that shall prefer to re: 
main there shall first have a title deed to one hundred and sixty acres 
of land, and every single man over 21 years of age shall have a title deed 
to just that, or eighty acres. If my friend from Michigan thinks 
that there is a minor who will want to stay there while his parents 
off into the Indian Territory, or any minor who has not got any parent 
living that wants to stay there, I hope he will provide for them. 

Mr. CONGER. That is what I am proposing to do. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator shall have my support in such an amend- 
ment if he will omit to intimate that this land is about to be stolen 
from these Indians by the help of the Indian Committee and the Sena- 
tors from Nebraska. If he will omit that, I will help him in bigamends 
ment. 


(3 
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Mr. CONGER. . I find the plain. fact that there is an omission here 
which has been put in every other billcontested and put in against all 


opposition. Now, I modify my amendment, and after the words 
eighty acres,” in line 8, at the end of section 8, I move to amend by 


To each kag forty acres, 


Mr. VAN WYCK. No objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proposed amendment to the 
amendment will be read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. After line 8, at the end of section 8, it is proposed 
to insert: 
To each minor, forty acres. 
The amendment to the amendment was to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs as amended. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and 
Mr. DAWES. I move that a committee of conference on the disa- 
9 vot votes of the two Houses be asked on the amendment to this bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest that the title 
of the bill requires amendment. 


Mr. DAWES. There is an amendment to the title reported by the 


committee. 

The title was amended so as to read: An act to provide for the sale 
of the Sac and Fox and Iowa Indian reservations, in the States of Ne- 
braska and and for other 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate request a conference with the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the disagreeing vote of the two Houses on this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the P Officer was authorized to a 

t the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. DAWEs, 

AERISON, and Mr. COKE were appointed. 


JOHN W. LANGSTER. 


Mr. BLAIR, I have a written representation which should accom- 
pany a paper touching the case of one John W. Langster, who is under 
sentence of death in the jail of this District. A petition on the subject 
was presented by me a few days since, and it was referred to the Com- 
mittee onthe Judiciary. He appears to have been tried and sentenced 
as though he were a sane man. There is an application pending for 
pardon. The witnesses who, from this statement, could demonstrate 
the man’s insanity live some 1,200 or 1,500 miles distant. The parties 
are very poor, including those who are interesting themselves in behalf 
of this man. There seems to be no provision of law by which orano 
in such a case can be obtained to be used before the pardoning po 

I have here a demonstration that this man was sent from the United 
States service to St. Elizabeth’s Insane Asylum in this District only 
a year ago. He was discharged as temporarily cured. He soon got 
into some difficulty and through that difficulty committed a homicide, 
was tried, and convicted as asaneman. I mustsay that I believe from 
this evidence that he was insane, and that if the evidence could be pro- 
cured his pardon would follow as a matter of course. 

Ido not Amgen Kong what the Committee on the Judiciary can do in 


regard to this matter. Perhaps an examination of the evidence would 
satisfy the committee that they might address a formal communication 


to the Executive upon the subject, and there may be a respite or at least 
a proper investigation. It may be that the matter should properly go 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. I ask the presiding 
officer now in the chair, who is chairman of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and also, I believe, a member of the J Com- 
mittee, if, in behalfof humanity, he will not give a little attention to 
this matter? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The paper will be referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, if there be no objection. 


DISTRICT TAX SALES. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I now ask unanimous consent to call up House 
bill 8236, Order of Business 1345, the consideration of which was par- 
tially concluded yesterday. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will not Horgos; provided the trade-dollar bill is 
laid by informally subject to call 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. Unani- 
mous consent implies that the 3 order is laid aside informally. 

By unanimous consent, the te, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the mee of the bill (H. R. 8236) relating to sales for 
taxes in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the bill in certain respects. In line 
10 I move to insert after the word ‘‘deed’’ the words and the affi- 
davit hereinafter required.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment will be regarded as agreed to. 


Mr. HOAR. Then I move to add to the bill: 

The collector of taxes or other officer charged with the duty of selling any 
real estate in the District of Columbia for taxes shall, in addition to the other 
required by law, within ten days after such sale rs prea 
Within the District of h 


tice to all persons Columbia known to or who can be 
— by him Agi inquiry, erag interest in "e. estate sold, whether as 
the fact of such sale and the assessment of 

pietei ris and shall “deposit i in the flice, prepaid, a like notice ad- 
dressed to all such not within the of Co umbia at the place of 
their residence, so far as the same — be ascertained by him on inquiry; and 


he shall make affidavit that such notice has been given, which affida t' shall 

contain a copy of the same and of the names of 1 notified or of the 

fact that no such persons could be . , and shall be recorded 
ith the deed conveying such estate. 


These two amendments „instead of making the deed con- 
clusive evidence of the title after the expiration of the time limited, 
require with the deed an affidavit of the collector that he has inquired 
for the owners and has given them 8 can find them, and with 

a copy of the notice. This does not put upon the purchaser the neces- 
sity of proof that that has been done, but ree makes the affidavit the con- 
clusive proof. I have shown the provision to several members of the 
committee, and I think they all agree to it. 

Mr. JACKSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senator to an 
amendment which I to come in at the end of line 22. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose this be added first, and then the Senator can 
state his amendment. 

Mr. JACKSON. I think if it is read the Senator will see that it 

t to come in at this point. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both these amendments have been submitted to 
members of the committee and are satisfactory to the committee. 

Mr. JACKSON. It is only a question of the order in which they come. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the amendment be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported by the 
Committee on the District of Columbia will be regarded as to, if 
there be no objection. They were read yesterday. The question now 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoax], to which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON] desires to 
offer an amendment, as the Chair understands. It will be read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. JACKSON. My amendment is not to the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts; but it is an amendment which ought to 


precede his. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read for information. 
The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of line 22, after the word pur- 
chaser,’’ it is proposed to insert: 
Provided, however, That this conclusive evidence and title shall not prevail 
against the former owner who can show that the taxes for which the property 
was sold were duly paid before such sale. 


Mr. HOAR. I think that should come in after my amendment. 


Mr. JACKSON. Very well. 
Mr. PLATT. Iwant to inquire whether the amendment which was 


proposed by the senior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] last 
night has been ted. 
Mr. HARRIS. It has not been formally offered, but will be offered 


as soon as the amendments of the Senator from Massachusetts and my 
colleague have been disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
p by the Senator from Məssəchusėtts [Mr. HOAR]. 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now ison the amend- 
ment of the Senstor from Tennessee [Mr. JACKSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Ihaveone more amendment. In line 18, after the word 
“within,” I move to strike out one year and insert two years.” 
I hope that will be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOAR. Making the ‘ame within which the suit shall be brought 
two years instead of one year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In line 18 it is proposed to strike out 
one year” and insert two years. The question is on that amend- 


ment. 

The amendment was 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to add to the bill the following additional 
proviso: 


hat persons under legal disability shall not be precluded 
from eee suit TE two years from the remoyal of such disability. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. The amendment offered by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. JACKSON] mentions taxes. The bill mentions ‘‘taxes 
and assessments.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the word assessments should be put in. 

Mr. CON GER. The word assessments“ should be put in after 
taxes.“ Let it read taxes or assessments.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The proviso will be read as proposed 
to be modified. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

against the this conclusive evidence and title shall not prevail 
or assessments for which 


however, That 
the former owner who can show that the taxes 


property was sold were duly paid before such sale, 


1885. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be made, if 

there be no objection. 
Mr. CALL. Imovetoadd to the bill the following additional proviso: 
That when the commissioners are satisfied that any lot is the 


Provided further ; 
actual homestead of the owner, and thatit comprises the princi 
his estate, they may authorize the collector to accept a sum in fu 
one-half of the assessed, value of the lot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreein 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. OLT 

Mr. CALL. The amendment was prepared by one of the commis- 
sioners of the District, and after consultation with him some of the citi- 
zens of the District came to me and stated that their cases were cases 
of very peculiar hardship; that the assessments formerly made for the 
improvement of the city had been very excessive, and sometimes the 
assessments had been made not in the interest of the improvement of 
the property but for the advantage of the public buildings. 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Senator whether he means by his 
amendment that the collector is to accept what is proposed, from the 
purchaser at the sale, or that he is to accept from the tax-payer? 

Mr. CALL. From the tax-payer. 

Mr. HOAR. I think if the Senator will look at it he will see that 
it is a provision in regard to the proceedings at the sale. 

Mr. CALL. It was intended that the tax-payer should have this 


relief. 
It would be in accept as purchase- 


portion of 
not less than 


to the 


Mr. HOAR. to mean to 
money of the estate, the Senator will see if he will look at it. 

Mr. CALL. It was drawn by one of the commissioners, and I did 
not read it closely. 2 

Mr. HOAR. If it had been drawn by the Senator it would have 
been much better. 

Mr. CALL. I know what he intended by it. I will correct it in 
that 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Florida will be read as modified. 

The Cuter CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill the following 
additional proviso: 


Provided further, That when the commissioners are satisfied that any lot is the 
sreo ogane ea kegagahan gyapon im portion of his 
estate, may accept a sum in yment of the samen than one-half 
Of the nesceséd value of the lot. pa 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Imove that the further consideration of the bill 
be postponed until to-morrow, and that the amendments which have 
been agreed to by the Senate be printed with the body of the bill, in 
order that the Senate may thorough] y understand what it is voting upon. 
As I understand from the reading of the bill, with all the amendments 
which have been agreed to by the Senate, it is a bill which proposes in 
effect and under certain conditions to extinguish all other title save the 
tax title, The tax title is supposed to su e all others. There is 
no State Legislature in any State in the U which would impose such 
a measure upon the municipal government of a city in the State. It 
is the most arbitrary, unjust, and tyrannical measure that I have ever 
heard or read of in my life. It is a bill that the Senate should not 
pass as it stands to-day. No mortgagee would, under this bill, be safe 
fora moment. Any man in the District of Columbia desiring to im- 
prove property and to borrow money for the of improvement 
could not obtain it at any:rate of interest that he would be willing to 
pay. It stops all improvements. 

I say that for the Senate to hasten through a bill of that character in 
the last hours of the session, and amended as it has been, without the 
knowledge of any Senator here that the amendments touch in shape 
or form or cover the defects of the bill, is entirely wrong. I think in 
justice to the people of this District who are interested and deeply in- 
terested in this legislation the bill should be printed with all the amend- 
ments, so that every Senator may know exactly what he is voting for. 

Mr. HARRIS. In reply to the Senator from ‘New Jersey I desire 
simply to say that I know of the laws of no State in the Union upon the 
subject of tax sales better guarded or more liberal in their provisions 
than the bill now pending as amended by the Senate; and at this late 
hour of the session, why we should postpone the bill from day to day, 
in order that the Senator from New Jersey may see in print the amend- 
ments adopted, I do not quite feel justified in doing or see the propriety of 
doing. I ed the Senator’s motion to postpone the farther considera- 
tion of the bill until to-morrow will not be agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Within the last few days notice has been served upon 
one or two church societies, religious organizations, in this city that old 
assessments unpaid, supposed to have been disposed of long ago, under 
a revision or a review of the laws by the commissioners or by the au- 
thorities of the board, are found to apply to church property through 
some little defect or difference of time between the passage of one law 
and the of another, and they have received a notice that unless 
these old assessments, three, four, five, or six years old, some of them, 
are paid within so many days, the property will besold. There has been 
no question about the intention of Congress in the laws which were 
passed to exempt church property actually held for religious purposes 
or for school p from certain taxes and certain assessments. 

Mr. HARRIS. Do I understand the Senator to assert that church 


property held for purposes of public worship is threatened with sale for 
taxes in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. CONGER. Ido make that assertion, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam very much surprised that it is made, formy 
distinct impression is that within the last few years every church lot 
in the District of Columbia held and used for purposes of public wor- 
ship has not only been exempted from all taxes, but that all taxes 
accruing previously have been remitted by acts of Congress, 

Mr. CONGER. So I supposed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not think there is such a case in the District. 

Mr. CONGER. So I supposed; but I have had occasion to look into 
the matter in behalf of one of these societies, and I find that the laws 
on this subject were changed a little one year and changed a little 
another, and that there were intervals there where assessments did 
apply, notwithstanding the intention of the law to croma them. I 
have spent some little time voluntarily with the officers of one society 
in laying their matter before the commissioners and getting a part of 
the property released. 

There is another thing. One of these organizations has its Sunday- 
school room and chapel all in the same building. The District of Co- 
Teapa authorities desired ee occupy on ay 2 room that the 

organization occupied evenings and Sundays for its purposes, 
and they rented that room of the organization for a primary school of 
the District, and have had it for years and paid rent. Now they come 
in and say because that building was rented and the church organiza- 
tion received a little rent, although it was occupied for church purposes 
whenever they wanted it, they must pay taxes and pay assessments upon 
that portion—one story—of the ch building, Iknow several cases 
of that kind. I say this measure would compel and sanction the sale 
of that property under the notice that it will be sold unless these things 
are within a certain time. 

Old taxes, old assessments came up in this kind of shape contrary to 
the spirit of the legislation for this District and supposed to be con- 
trary to the law at the particular time when the assessments were in- 
curred, ing that kind of pro all the while with disputed 
questions, no remedy if it should pass along or the church be un- 
able to pay its taxes. I think this is a most dangerous measure. The 
Senator from Tennessee says that it is more lenient than the law of any 
State. Ido not know how it may be in all States, but a return of 
property for the non-payment of taxes in almost every State is made to 
the State authority; it is made to the treasury; it is advertised by the 
auditor-general; it is returned again; a year of public notice and per- 
sonal notice is made to the owner or oceupier of the land so taxed; and 
then ts esis it is sold at open sale in the county. 

Mr. RRIS. The bill as it is now amended gives two years’ pub- 
lie notice before the tax-deed is made. 

Mr. CONGER. But that is before it becomes absolute. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before the tax-deed is made. 

Mr. CONGER. For the woman or child, it is true there isa restric- 
tion; but who in this city can follow along through all the intricacies 
of old assessments in the city, coming up year after year, and being 
enforced against property now in the hands of new purchasers ? 

I agree with the Senator from New Jersey that the title to all prop- 
erty in this District would be under a cloud continually from the time 
of the passage of such a bill as this is, as I believe it to be; and I 
with the Senator in desiring that the bill shall at least be reprinted 
with the amendments, so that we may see what it is. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR, Will theSenator from New Jersey yield to me to make 
a motion to proceed to the consideration of executive business? 

Mr. MOP. N. Ves, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. McPHERSON. Will the Senator withdraw the motion fora 
moment that we may have the bill printed with the amendments ? 

Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The order to print the bill as amended 
will be made if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After one hour and twenty-five minutes 
spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, returned to the Senate in compliance with its request the follow- 
ing joint resolutions: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 127) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Bureau of Ethnology; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 123) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Geological Survey; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 129) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Geological Survey. i 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
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report of the committee of conference on the di votes of the 


two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the fifth amendmentof 


the House to the bill (S. 66) providing for allotment of lands in sever- 
alty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State 
of , and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes. 

message further announced that the House had to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8179) making ap; nif 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the v- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
asked a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. W. S. HOLMAN of Indiana, Mr. JOHN HAN- 
COCK of Texas, and Mr. JosEPH G. CANNON of Illinois managers at 
the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 
8256) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 

— of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 

other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5849) limiting the time for the pres- 
entation and payment of claims against the United States. 

Mr. MORRILL. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask for the consideration of a conference report. 

Mr. MORRILL. Let the regular order be laid before the Senate 
before anything else is done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair), The 
Senator from Wisconsin moves that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill indicated by him, pending which the Senator from 
Vermont calls for the regular order. The regular order will be an- 


nounced. 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 4976) for the retirement and re- 
coi of the trade-dollar.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Wisconsin to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 5849, i 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill su by the Senator from Wisconsin 
would undoubtedly take the whole afternoon, and I do notexpect that 
the trade-dollar bill will occupy more than a few minutes. I wish 
to say that, after the demonstrations made elsewhere, there is not proba- 
bly any chance of the latter part of the amendment, the section pro- 

to be stricken out by the Senator from Kansas, becoming a law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to suy that 
debate on the motion of the Senator from Wisconsin is not in order. 

Mr. MORRILL. I am not debating that; Iam debating the regular 
order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of theSenator from Wis- 
consin is the only Dending motion. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Vermont will proceed. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. MORRILL. I merely desire to say further that I think there 
will be unanimous consent to take the vote upon striking out the fifth 
section of the amendment of the Conimittee on Finance at once, with- 
out further debate, and then the Senate can dis of the trade-dollar 
bill as they choose. I trust that that course will be pursued. 

Mr. DAWES. Is it not in order to call up a conference report at any 


time? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not be in order, the Chair 
thinks, until the Chair puts the question on the motion of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. The Senator from Wisconsin moves that the Senate 

to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5849) limiting the time 
for the presentation and payment of claims against the United States. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion. s 

Tegime being put, adivision was called for; and the ayes were 29. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays. The question is evi- 
dertily whether the silver bill shall be superseded or not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I rise to a question for parliamentary information. 
What will be the effect of the adoption of the motion to take up the bill 
pro) by the Senator from Wisconsin? Will it displace the trade- 


dollar bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it will, under the 
rules. 

Mr. MITCHELL. So I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be in order to move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the trade-dollar bill or any other bill - 


ward. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, on which the yeas and nays have been ordered, 
The 


called the roll. 
Mr, MANDERSON. Iam with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
Jones]. If he were here, I should vote nay.““ 
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The result was announced yeas 34, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Bowen, Garland, Jonas, Vance 
Butler, George, Jones of Nevada, Van Wycly, 
Call, Gibson, Miller of Cal., est, 
Camden, Hag Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Pugh, Walker, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Riddleberger, Williams, 
Dolph, Ingalls, — bahar 
ny " Sherman, 
“3 Jackson, Slater, 
NAYS—21. 

Aldrich, Edmunds, Miner of N. V., Platt, 
Bayard, Groome, Mitehell, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Hawley, Morgan, Sewell. 
—— — 2 

ger, cua mer, 
Dawes, Me erson, Pike, H 

ABSENT—21. 
Aeon, Farley, mn Plumb, 
Brown, Goeman, MeMillan, Sabin 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Mahone, 
mitt, Jones of Florida, Manderson, 
Kenna, Maxey, 


So the motion was agreed to; and theSenate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5849) limiting the 
time for the presentation and payment of claims against the United 
States. 

INDIANS ON UMATILLA RESERVATION, 


Mr. DAWES. I now call up the conference report on the bill (S. 66) 
providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing 
upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting 
patents therefore, and for other - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the fifth amendment of the House to the bill 
1 i! providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing 

e Umatilla reservation, in the State of O n,and granting patents therefor. 
and for other purposes, ha’ met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
to House amendment No. 5, and agree to the same. 


_ OLIN WELLBORN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 


MARY ALLEN. 


Mr. PLUMB. Lask unanimous consent that the vote of the Senate 
taken on the 6th of the pea oth 3 the bill (H. R. eid 
granting a pension to en was inde y postponed, may 
reconsidered, and that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to a reconsidera- 
tion of the vote indefinitely: ning the bill? TheChair hears none, 
and it isso ordered. The bill will be placed on the Calendar with the 
adverse report of the committee. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported an 
amendment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Conti: t Expenses of the Senate. 

Mr. GROOME submitted an amendment intended tobe proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on A riations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency . ee bill; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. DOLPH submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. ` 

Mr. SLATER. I desire to ask a change of reference of an amend- 
ment offered by me on the 19th of February from the Committee on 
Claims to the Committee on Military Affairs. A 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks unani- 
mous consent to change the reference of an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1885, and for prior years, and for other purposes, from the Com- 


mittee on Claims to the Committee on Military Affairs. That order 
will be entered if there be no objection; and the amendment will be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
WASHINGTON MONUMENT DEDICATION. 
Mr. MANDERSON, I ask unanimous consent to make a report at 
this time from the Committee on Printing. 


1885. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to make a report at this time from the Committee 
on Printing. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing to 


report back a concurrent resolution of the House of tat ives au- 
thorizing the printing of extra copies of the report, , of the joint 
commission on the Washi n Monument, adversely to the ion 


of the concurrent resolution, and , a bill as a substitute ſor 
the concurrent resolution. I ask that the bill may be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska moves that the concurrent resolution be indefinitely 


itponed. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Les, sir. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I submit to the Senator from Nebraska whether 


he had better not let the House resolution stand unacted upon, and pass 
the bill, so that if the House does not act upon the bill promptly we 
can dispose of the concurrent resolution ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will take that course, and ask that the con- 
current resolution be laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That course will be taken then. 
The Senator from Nebraska reports an original bill, the title of which 
will be read. 

The bill (S. 2666) to provide for the printing of the report and pro- 

ings of the commission to provide suitable ceremonies for the dedi- 
cation of the Washington Monument, was read the first time by its 
title. J 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be now considered. It will be read 
the second time at length for information. 

The bill was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, & c., That the report and proceedings of the commission to pro- 
vide suitable ceremonies for the dedication of the Wash jon Monument, to- 
gether with the — card attached thereto, be prin’ under the di i 
of the Joint Committee on Printing, and that 26,500additional copies be printed; 

copies of the same for the use of the Senate, 16,000 copies for the use of the 
ouse of ntatives; 500 copies for distribution by t. Gen. P. H. Sher- 
idan, United Army, to the civil and ohne | organizations which partic- 
ipated in the procession ; 500 copies for the Washington National Monument 
ssociation, for distribution among its members; 500 copies for distribution by 
Col. Thomas L. Casey, engineer, among the mechanics and workmen employed 
in the erection of the monument; 500 copies for Hon. Robert C. Winthrop; and 
500 copies to Hon. John H. Daniel; and for the purpose of defraying the expense 
of printing the said attached card the sum of $2,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend the bill by changing the name 
of Hon. John H. Daniel” to Hon. John W. Daniel.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment will be made if 
there be no objection. 

Mr.COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator reporting the bill 
what the report embraces. We have not seen it. Does it include the 
two addresses and all the p ings? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Both. It includes all the proceedings upon 
the 2ist day of February. 

Mr. SHERMAN. All will be printed. > 

Mr. HAWLEY. It occurs to me at the moment to make another 
inquiry of my colleague on the Committee on Printing, or for the con- 
sideration of the Senate, whether it would not be worth while to pro- 
vide in the bill, now we are about it, that there shall be printed a 
brief statement of the exercises at the laying of the corner-stone, with 
the address of Mr. Winthrop delivered at that time, so that the whole 
may appear together? I make the suggestion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That would be a long document. That has 
already been published and it will be found in the Library. Itis a 
large document, larger I think than the proposed document will be. It 
would only make a compilation not, needed. I have no objection to 
the proposition, but it would probably double the size of the document 
to print the addresses and the Masonic ceremonies, which were very 
long, on the laying of the corner-stone. However, I shall not object to 
it if the Senator thinks it is worth while. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I submit that the bill is broad enough to per- 
mit the joint commission to print that or any other matter it may de- 
sire. Itis under the control of the commission and the Joint Committee 
on Printing. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. É 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. From the Committee on Pensions I gave notice 
this morning that early in the day we should ask for the consideration 
of a few Senate pension bills reported favorably—eight or ten of them. 
It is desired that they should be passed early in the day, and be sent 
over to the House so as to secute Teir parapa Aners, that they may be- 
come laws. I ask unanimous consent for purpose now. It will 
take but a few moments to dispose of these bills, 
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The Senator from Nebraska asks 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
unanimous consent-that the Senate now proceed to considerin their or- 


der Senate bills favorably reported. Is there objection? 

Mr. VOO. .I desire to say a single word. I perceive that 
there is great that a large mass of pension business now on the 
Calendar is liable to be neglectéd and not acted upon at this session. 


I refer to the business reported adversely by the ttee on Pen- 
sions, and yet with merit enough in somebody's mind to be placed on 
the Calendar. Anything on the Calendar of the Senate is worthy of 
consideration. With every impulse and desire to take up any eee 
business that is called for, I feel impelled to require the eration 
of the Calendar. I agreed, and agreed cheerfully, day before yester- 
day to the consideration of pension business reported favorably, but it 
was with the understanding—for that was the understanding of the 
Senate—that some time or other before final adjournment the other 
pension business on the Calendar which has great merit should be con- 
sidered; that it should not be ignored. 

I see very plainly the danger of drifting out of the present session 
without considering the other pension business that is on the Calendar. 
I know cases that are reported adversely which are as full of merit and 
justice as any cases which have been under a favorable recom- 
mendation by the committee. Consequently I do not want to have that 
class of business lose its place and be ignored and overslaughed; and it 
shall not be done so far as I am concerned. 

The discrimination which has been made repeatedly, and which is 
now made again by the Senator from Nebraska, by taking up favorably 
reported business from the Pension Committee alarms me for the fate 
of the Calendar cases that I speak of. The Senator from Nebraska 
knows very well, and so does the chairman of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, that there is a large number of cases adversely reported which 
were adversely reported pro forma, as a kind of precedent, where the 
adverse re are without merit, and it was supposed the bills were 
to be passed, and the committee expects them to be passed. Conse- 
quently I intend when we approach the consideration of. ion busi- 
ness again to insist that the Calendar shall be taken up and that those 
cases shall be considered. 

I could enumerate cases; I could speak of individual instances of the 
old widows of high officers; but I do not feel that it is proper to do so 
now. -It will be wrong if we ignore and leave untouched and uncon- 
sidered and unacted upon those eases because they are reported upon 
adversely. Some Senators here spring to the floor as if an adverse re- 
port from the Committee on Pensions was as the laws of the Medes and 
Persians, and as if there can be no change about it. I do not feel that 
way, and I have reason to know that the Senate has been and is wiser 
by far than the committee in many instances, and that the committee 
itself is not exacting for its adverse reports. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No; I beg the pardon of the Chair. 
understand the Senator from Indiana to object. 

Mr. VOORHEES. No; I do not make an objection to the consider- 
ation of any pension business, but I ask that the other pension busi- 
ness on the Calendar shall be taken up likewise, and I am mistaken in 
the Senator from Nebraska if he does not believe with me that that 
ought to be done. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; I agree with the Senator from Indiana. The 
only difficulty is that the bills to which the Senator refers are princi- 
pally House bills, and are already on the Calendar, and only require 
the action of the Senate. The few bills here are cases which are en- 
tirely undisputed, and are Senate bills which the committee have 
really neglected, and therefore it is desired that they shall be passed 
now in order that they may go to the House. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well; I want to know, because if it is in- 
tended that there shall be action in good faith on these adversely re- 
ported cases J shall not interpose this kind of an objection. I have 
not interposed an objection to the consideration of the bills that the 
Senator from Nebraska now speaks of except that I want to call at- 
tention to the rest of the pension business on the Calendar, and I wish 
to know from the committee whether they intend to have action on 
those cases, because there is very great danger of their being ignored, 
and that the session will go out on the tide of time without those cases 
being considered. 

Mr. VAN WICK. I will say that the committee are as anxious as 
the Senator from Indiana to have those cases considered and acted 


upon. 

Mr. VOORHEES. When will you call them up? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. At any time the Senator su 

Mr. VOORHEES. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] sug- 
gests to me to call them up right away. 

Mr. MITCHELL. If I may be allowed to say a word, I trust the 
Senate will take up the class of bills to which the Senator from Indiana 
refers and of them. I do not know that I can ask for that in 
the name of the committee, because the reports stand formally as ad- 
verse 
cases 


I do not 


rts; but the Senate has overruled the committee in a great many 

to those now on the Calendar in which adverse reports 
have been made. I think it is due and proper that those bills should 
be considered; but the proposition now is simply that we shall take up 
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the Senate bills reported favorably so that they may go over to the 
House. I trust that may be done. ; 

Mr. HARRIS. I shall interpose no objection to the consideration of 
pension bills favorably reported, but I desire to give notice that while 
there are more than a hundred House bills on our Calendar which are 
favorably reported I shall object to the taking up of a pension bill or 

other bill adversely reported until those House bills have been con- 
sidered. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to say a few words, as this seems to be a sort 
of debate. A few days since we took up the ion business on a 

ral understanding that we were to have the day for that business. 

e went through the cases to which there was no objection. That 
took up half the day. There was plenty of time remaining to have 
considered and to have disposed of all the cases of the character alluded 
to by the Senator from Indiana. Then, with the understanding that 
not more than ten minutes would be taken, two bills were by unani- 
mous consent allowed to come before the Senate on the request of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. I was very much disposed 
to object, but the assurance was very strong that they would not lead 
to debate. One with little debate, but the other took several 
hours and consumed the rest of the day, and it is liable to consume 
considerably more time; so that we lost the half day which was by gen- 
eral consent given to the Committee on Pensions. ; 

These contested cases, if I may so call them, are some twenty or more 
in number, but they involve only one or two principles which are in 
controversy in the Senate. I do not think that more than an hour or 
two could possibly be consumed in the consideration of all of them. 
Many of them are very pressing cases. Unless acted upon very great 
distress will result in many of them. In fact they are here for the pur- 
pose of relieving existing distress, and as touching and as deep as that 
in any of the cases which have passed without objection through the 
Senate. 

I do not understand that a pension bill is necessarily to receive the 
unanimous approval of the committee in order to entitle it to be heard 
in the Senate any more than any other bill. Very few bills which are 
of importance come before the te with the unanimous approval of 
a committee. A pension bill upon which the Pensions Committee is 
divided ought not to stand any worse than any other form of 
legislation. Many of these bills have been pending from quite early 
in the session; some came over from the last session. 

I think that if any class of legislation should be considered by the 
Senate it is the contested-pension cases, and they can be disposed of 
very soon. I shall ask the Senate under these circumstances to con- 
sider those cases as soon as the bills, which have been alluded to by the 
Senator from Nebraska, are disposed of. I want them to come up as 
they may be moved. I shall make that motion myself in to 
some of them. 

Mr. PLATT. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire a ques- 
tion, so that I may understand just what he means? 

Mr. BLAIR. I mean just this—— 

Mr. PLATT. Let me ask the question. There are on the Calendar 
a great number of cases which have been reported against unanimously 
by the committee. Some of them have been indefinitely postponed, 
and that vote reconsidered, and the bills placed on the Calendar; but 
there is a unanimous report of the committee against them. Then there 
is another class of cases where bills have been reported adversely and 
less than a majorityof the committee have submitted the views of 
the minority, and they have been placed on the Calendar. Those cases 
are of the same character as cases which we have hitherto passed in the 
Senate. It seems to me that at least that class of cases ought to come 
first, before those which have been unanimously reported against by 
the committee. 

Mr. BLAIR. ‘That is certainly true; and it is to that class of cases I 
have reference. Those which are reported against unanimously by the 
committee will hardly be given any time. I suppose each case must 
‘come up on motion, with the understanding that others of a like class 
may be considered, the Senate voting perhaps with that understand- 


5 CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There seems to be sucha strong de- 
sire that pension business may be considered this afternoon that I will 
consent that the bill in my charge, and which the Senate has just voted 
to take up and proceed to the consideration of, may be informally laid 
aside in order that pension business may be proceeded with. I do not 
want the bill to lose its place as the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck] that the Senate private 
pension bills favorably reported be now considered in their order? The 
Chair hears no objection. The first bill of that class will be read. 


MARIA G. DUNBAR. 

The bill (S. 993) for the relief of Maria G. Dunbar was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate from the Committee on Pensions, 
with an amendment, in line 8 to strike out the word filed and in- 
sert the words properly executed;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the Commissioner of Pensions is hereby authorized and to allow 


e directed 
the claim of Maria G. Dunbar, widow of Moses C. Dunbar, late of the Twenty- 


seventh Regiment Massachusetts State Volunteers, for arrears of pension; Pro- 


vided, That she shall establish to the satisfaction of the Commissioner that an 
application for said arrears’ was properly executed ty said Moses C. Dunbar 
within the time -fixed by law, and failed of being forwarded to the Pension Of- 
fice through no fault of said Dunbar. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARTHA HUGHES. 

The bill (S. 2619) granting a pension to Martha Hughes was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Martha Hughes, widow, whose husband was a mem- 
ber of Company E, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS H. BOAZ. 


The bill (S. 2620) granting a 8 to Thomas H. Boaz was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Thomas H. Boaz, late of Company H, Second Reg- 
iment Ohio Heavy Artillery. = 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLOTTE C. B. HATCH. 


The bill (S. 2546) granting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charlotte C. B. Hatch, dependent widow of 
Maj. E. A. C. Hatch, late of Hatch’s Battalion Minnesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNE T. DICKS. 


The bill (S. 1811) granting a pension to Anne T. Dicks was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-ro]l the name of Anne T. Dicks, widow of John W. Dicks, late 
an acting master in the United States Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


M. LOUISE BUTLER. 


The bill (S. 2359) granting a pension to M. Louise Butler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. : 


The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 


ments, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out fifty and 
insert ſorty; and at the end of the bill to add for herself and her 
three children;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of M. Louise Butler, widow of George Butler, late 
a major of marines in the service of the United States, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $40 per month; said on to be in lieu ofany she may hereafter 
receive for herself and her three children. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. i 
SALLY C. MULLIGAN. 


The bill (S. 2448) for the relief of Sally C. Mulligan was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Sally C. Mulli- 
gan, mother of James 8. Mulligan, late first lieutenant of Company I, 
Twenty-first Regiment New York Volunteers, $1,771.97 due her 8 
of pension from the Ath of September, 1873, the time when her name 
was dropped from the pension-roll, to the 11th of May, 1882, the date 
of the act of Congress 198 name to the roll. 

The bill was reported to the te without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES F. HILDRETH. 


The bill (S. 2654) granting a pension to Charles F. Hildreth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charles F. Hildreth, late assistant surgeon of 
the Fortieth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY B. HOLMES. 


The bill (S. 2607) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary B. Holmes, widow of Henry W. Holmes, 
late a lieutenant of Company F, Seventy-second Regiment New York 
Volunteers, and to allow her the same pension drawn by her husband 
during his life. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


1885. 
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ELLA W. THORNTON. 

The bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of ion to Ella W. Thorn- 
ton, widow of Capt. James S. Thornton, late of the United States Navy, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the ion-roll the name of Ella W. Thornton, widow of Capt. James 
8. Thornton, laze of the United States Navy, and to pay her a pension 
at the rate of $50 a month in lieu of the pension now paid her. 

Mr. JACKSON. I should like to hear the report read in that caso. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will state that this is not a contested case. The 
woman is paralyzed, and the proposed increase is put on the ground of 
her physical condition. . 

Mr. JACKSON. These rts were all made to-day. Ishouldlike 
to hear the report read and the grounds stated for increasing this pen- 
sion to $50 a month. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee that this 
is not the case of the Mrs. Thornburgh to whichso many allusions have 
been made. It is another case entirely—the case of Mrs. Thornton. 

Mr. BLAIR. She is the widow of the commander of the Kearsarge. 

Mr. JACKSON. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
February 27: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2662 ting 


increase of pension to Ellen W. Thornton, widow of Capt. James 8. ton, 
have examined the same, and re recommending passage of the same u 


the d of her physical condition, which is such that an even larger 
would be given to a private soldier under the same circumstan she be 
afflicted raly: We print her memorial presented to the Forty-seven 


ith pa 
Congress. Her condition is now worse. 
To the Senate and House of latives of the 
United af America in Congress assembled : 

Respectfully represents ar! petitioner that she is the widow of the late Capt. 
James S. Thornton, of the United States Navy, deceased; that she has long been 
an invalid; that she is unable to walk without assistance, and that her malady, 
which is in the nature of paralysis, is increasing; that on account of her extreme 
ill-health she has resided at St. Michaels, Azores, for the past five years; that she 
is now in the receipt of a pension of $30 a month on account of her said husband, 
and that he left a very small property, the income of which, together with her 
said pension, is insufficient for her support, even with the strictest economy, in 
her present helpless condition. 

Wherefore she prays that her said pension may be increased from $30 to $50 a 


= ELLEN W. THORNTON. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for n third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMELIA J. GILL. 

The bill (S. 2661) granting a pension to Miss ——— Gill was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, before the word Gill,” to insert Amelia J.;“ so as 
to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, ee to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Miss Am J. Gill, and pay hera 
pension at the rate of $292 month from the of this act, on account of her 
services as a nurse during the war of the ion and her disability contracted 


therein while rendering such service. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. j 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to read: 

A bill granting a pension to Miss Amelia J, Gill. 

ANN ATKINSON. 


The bill (S. 2665) granting increase of pension to Ann Atkinson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the ion 
lows, the name of Ann Atkinson, formerly widow of Hopeful Toler, at 
the rate of $16 per month in lieu of her present pension of $8 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I now move to take up the bill (H. R. 5509) for 
the benefit of soldiers and sailors who have lost an arm at the shoulder- 
joint, a bill which I reported this morning from the Committee on 
Pensions, with instructions to ask for its immediate Passage. It has 

the House. It simply applies the same rule to soldiers who 
ve had their arms amputated at the shoulder-joint as—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the duty of the Chair to state to 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that debate on a motion to proceed to 
the consideration of a bill is not in order. The Senate resumes the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5849) limiting the time for the presen- 
tation and payment of claims against the United States, the 3 
question being on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
trom Indiana [Mr. RISON ], pending which the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. . that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5509) for the benefit of soldiers aud sailors 
who have lost an arm at the shoulder-joint. The Chair understands 


that this bill was reported to-day. It requires unanimous consent that 
the bill be now considered. Is there objection ? 

Mr. JACKSON and others. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro . Objection is made. The pending 
question is on the amendment of the Senator from Indiana to House 
bill 5849, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, after the word three,“ it is pro- 
posed to insert six; so as to read: 

Within six years after the passage of this act. 

b Mr. BLAIR, I do not quite understand the telescopic performance 
ere. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All the Senate pae bills favor- 
ably reported have been gone through with. The Chair will state the 
condition of business. The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill it had under consideration when it was informally laid aside. 
Notice was given that those being concluded it would be moved to go 
on with the pension bills that had not been favorably reported. But 
it was theduty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the business which 
had been laid aside informally. 

Mr. MORRILL. In accordance with that notice I now move to take 
up the House bill—— i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I yield to the Senator from Vermont. 

Mr, CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator from Vermont bear 
with me one moment? I will consent that the regular order be in- 
formally laid aside for the purpose of considering pension bills, whether 
favorably reported or not. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand that to be the original consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks 
unanimous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside for 
the purpose of considering pension bills. Is there objection ? 

Mr. JACKSON. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 


EMILY L. ALVORD. 
Mr. MORRILL. I move, then, to take up House bill No. 7659, 
Order of Business 1138. 
The PRESIDENT 
proceed to the consi 
the bill will be read. 


tempore. The Senator from Vermont moves to 
ration of Order of Business 1138. The title of 


The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Emily L. Alvord.” 
Mr. JACKSON. I object to that. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Vermont. 

Loot ee being put, it was declared that the ayes appeared to 
prevail. X 

Mr. JACKSON. Icall for the yeas and nays. 

On seco the call for the yeas and nays four Senators rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is obliged to say there is 
nota sufficient number up, only four Senators rising. The ayes have it. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Mrs. Emfly L. Alvord. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension-roll the name of Emily L. Alvord, widow 
of Brig. . Benjamin Alvord, deceased, late Paymaster-General of the 
United States Army, at $50 per month. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say a brief word about this bill. It is 
a House bill, and I understand was reported unanimously there 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has no right to refer to 
reports made in the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will take that all back, then. [Laughter.] Itis 
in behalf of the widow of General Alvord. The only reason why I say 
a word about it is that I was acquainted with him for a dozen years here 
in Washington and knew him to be a very valuable man. He served 
in the Army forty-six years, and his service commenced almost imme- 
diately after his nation, in the Florida or Seminole war, and he was 
engaged in the Mexican war, brevetted for hisconduct in battle in vari- 
ous places in the Seminole war and at Cerro Gordo and at Resaca de la 
Palma. He was also a valuable officer at West Point, serving there as 
a professor. He was known, while living, to be a man of large culture 
inscientific matters, and contributed to the various publications of the 
country in that direction. His widow is almost entirely destitute. She 
has a mother and a sister to sustain, and I trust therefore there will be 
no objection to ing this bill as it came to us from the House. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask that the report be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. Cur- 
LoM February 6, 1885: 

The Committee on Pensions, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 7659) t- 
5 r Mrs. Emily L, Alvord, having examined the same sı ts the 
The circumstances of this case are set forth in — 

mittee on Invalid Pensions, as follows: Reet oe 
That General Alvord was an officer in the Army of the United States in con- 
tinuous service for 93 years. His military record is most satisfactory 
the Florida war against the Seminole Indians, was en- 


several skirmishes, and was promoted for his gallant conduct. He was 
war with Mexico, and participated in several engagements, and was twice 
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fai ous services and brevet colonel 

ee eg eee ae awe ane Army. 

a the United States Army, and the duties of the 
with great ability, giving entire satisfaction, being t, faithful, and 

industrious. 

He died in 1884, ha 


Nine Army andin the line of hia dat disease contracted 
and in the line of his duty, asshown by the 


4 77 Fo in active service in the Arm 
ificate of the Jnited States Army, which certificate is ap- 
2 in the Military 88 of the United 


of gat dei 3 h; iy at the United States tes Military Academ 
an * 
e author of poses go val x books, which honored him. He 


band to support. 
5 2 fore they report the bill without amendment, with the opinion that it 
o 


strongly become a 
„ until in 1876, and Seema linc of hic 5 
General. At that time py — —— health became so much im: 
as to necessitate the daily use of remedies and led to feeble action of the 
general debility, and prc bn disease of the kidneys, of which he died. 

BASIL NORRIS, 
k Surgeon, United States Army. 
San Francisco, CAL., December 8, 1884. 


True copy. 
WM. B. ROCHESTER, 
Paymaster-General, United States ‘Army, 
The committee does not rere warranted in ae = passage of the bill, and 
therefore recommends that it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only wish to say that I resected this bill from the 
committee; and while the committee was adverse to the of the 
bill I thought that the facts in the case connected with the history of 
this soldier and the condition of his widow justified the passage of the 
bill, and I so stated when I reported it. 

Mr. CONGER. I knew General Alvord for some twenty-five years. 
He was stationed for a long time at a fort near the town where I live, 
and I therefore knew him very well. I know too of the extreme des- 
titution of his widow. I trust there will be no opposition to the pas- 


mago or this bill. 
bill was reported to the Senate-without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. VANCE. I ask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 
eare and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I am 
sie for this afternoon with the Senator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER]. 
f I were not paired, I should vote yea; and if he were present, he 
would vote nay.” 


The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 13; as follows: 
YEAS—. 
Aldrich, George, Manderson, h, 
Blair, Hi; mn, Miller of Cal. Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Hawley, Miller of N. V., s 
Chace, Hoar, —— Seere, 
Conger, organ, well, 
Cullom, Jones of Nevada, Morrill, 
Dawes, Lapham, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Dolph, MeMiillan, Pike, 
Edmunds, ne, Platt, 
NAYS—13. 
Camden, Harris, Pendleton, Walker. 
Coke, Jackson, Vance, 
Garlan Jonas, Van Wyck, 
n, Maxey, Vest, 
ABSENT—29. 
Bugera, Colquitt, Hil, Saulsbury. 
5 u 
Beck, Fair, Jones of Florida, Slater. 
Brown, Farley, Kenna, Williams, 
Gall Gorm : 
rman, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, green, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Plumb, 
So the bill was 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Chair 
calls the attention of the Senator from New Hampshire to Senate bill 
2377 to on the same person. 

Mr. B Let that be B 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The te bill will be indefinitely 
postponed, if there be no objection. It is so ordered. 

WIDOW OF COMMANDER Ss. DANA GREENE. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I now move to take up House bill 7830, Order of 
Business 1140, which is the next case.on the Calendar. 
Whole, proceeded 3 the bill (H A. 7830) ranting a pension — 
0 er the gran 
to the widow of the late Commander S. Dana Greene, Unite 


J. WASHINGTON BRANK. 


Mr. VANCE. Imove to take up Order of Business 1242, being House 
bill 1132. It does not have the merit of being a pension case, but it is 
the next thing to it; itis the case of a soldier who was enlisted, and was 
captured before he was regularly sworn in, and served two years in the 
military prison in ond. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from North Carolina that the question is not debatable. 

Mr. VANCE. So Iunderstand, but I debated it alittle before I was 
reminded of the point of order, for whieh I beg pardon. I move to take 
“> that bill. 

SEWELL. Will not the Senator from North Carolina allow us 
to ol through with two or three ion cases that are continuous on 
the Calendar with those just acted on? There will be no objection to 
getting up his bill afterward. 

Mr. VANCE. No, sir; I can not waive my motion now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not debatable. De- 
bate only proceed by unanimous consent. The Senator from North 
Carolina moves that the Senate to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 1132) to J. W. n Brank on the muster- rolls of Com- 
pany B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to direct the Secre- 
tary of War to place the name of J. Washington Brank on the muster- 
rolls of pron man fe B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry, to date 
from September 25, 1863. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the report read. I do not 
know what the bill is about. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. MAXEY 
February 17, 1885: 

The Committee on ey: — to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1132) 
to place J. Washin; nya Brank on the muster-rolls of Company B. Second No: 
Carolina Mounted Infa: fully submit the following report: 

H. R. 5316 was . at the first session Forty-seventh Congress, having 
the same object in view as the bill now before the committee. That bill was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs of the House, and was reported with 
amendments June 12, 1882. As amended by the committee, it isin words the 
same as the present bill. 

The passage of the bill was recommended as amended — 2 committee. E oy 
mae Report 1408, first session Forty-seventh Congress, to accompany 

That bill was never finally acted on, At the first session Forty-eighth Con- 


the present bill (H. R. was introduced, 8 to the Committee on 
Sinitary Sth Ma 


ffairs of the House, and on the 1 rch, 1884, submitted to the Com- 
3 of 51 Whole, with House Report No. 821 thereon and passed the House 
y 
The repo rt wa of the House embodies the facts, and is hereby adopted, as 


“The testimony in this case shows that the soldier was dul anatoa N 
George M. Kirk, pany B, Second North Carolina Mount 
September, 1863, to serve three years or during the war, at . le. Tenn., 


he havi passed th: the confederate lines for that purpose. He was fur- 
— — or three weeks to visit his home, and on his return to the 
by the confederates at Warm Springs, N. C., where he was to have 

been y mustered into the United States service. The soldier was taken 
to Belle Isle, at Richmond, Va., and kept as a prisoner of war till Richmond was 
occu by the Union forces. He was kept until the surrender at Appomattox 
and allowed to go home. His papers were made out, which were lost, and 
= pares received either pay or bounty.” 

opinion of the committee the bill o! ught to pass; 22 they report 
eal ma R. 1132) without amendment, and recommend that it do pass, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET D. MARCHAND. 


Mr. SEWELL. I move to take up Senate bill 957, Order of Busi- 
ness 1141. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (8. 957) granting a pension to 
Margaret D. Marchand. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 

D. Marchand, widow of 555 J. B. Marchand, 
late of the United States Navy, ‘at the rate of $50 per month. 

Mr.SEWELL. Thereisa reportsubmitted by the Senator from New 
5 [Mr. BLAIR] with an amendment reducing the amount to 

a month 

The PRESIDENT prot ve. The Chair understands that the bill 
was reported with an amendment. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8 it is proposed to strike out fifty“ 
and insert ‘‘thirty;’’ so as to read: 

And 2 Nees a pension at the rate of $30 per g from the date of the pas- 
sage 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. May I ask the Senator from New Jersey 
when this man died or when he was killed? 

Mr. SEWELL. This is the case of the widow of Commodore Mar- 
chand, one of the old officers of the Navy, who served thirty or forty 
years. There is a long report on the case. 
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Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I understood that; but it does suggest itself 
to me that there must be some time when you will have to end this 
pension-roll. Why we should pension the representatives of those who 
have died since the war from ordinary disease, I do not understand. Iam 
entirely willing to go as far as any other Senator in pensioning those 
who were wounded, or the widows and children of those who really 
were killed in the war; but Ido not see that I am under any-obliga- 
tion, I do not see that I ought properly to vote to pension the family 
of everybody who has died since the war, merely because he happened 
to hold some rank in the United States Army or Navy or any other 
army or navy. ‘There must be a period put to this matter of pensions, 
somewhere and at some time. It seems to me that the right time to do 
it is now. Pension the dependent ſamilies of those who were soldiers 
and as soldiers either were killed or wounded or suffered. To that ex- 
tent I can go, and I will go as far as any Senator on this floor; but to 
pension the family of every man who happened to be a commodore or 
a or a colonel or something else, I can not vote for. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agrecing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say that this is just like the Alvord case 
which the Senate has adopted. The committee divided precisely as in 
that case, and this being a Senate bill a majority of the committee were 
in favor of reporting an amendment reducing the rate of pension from 
$50 to $30 per month. So it comes here with that amendment, but 
upon the principle sanctioned by the Senate at the last session and this 
session and its general practice this lady should receive the benefit of the 
bill as it was introduced at $50, and therefore consistency and justice 
to this woman require that the amendment should be rejected; and 
the issue comesin this way: Let the bill be passed as originally intro- 
duced and referred to the committee. I therefore move that the Sen- 
ate do not concur in the amendment of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that on-look- 

ing at the report it appears to have been adverse on the whole bill, and 
it is open to some question whether an amendment to a bill reported 
adversely entirely would be strictly in order; but as it stands in the 
papers the Chair will put the question, saving any pointof order until 
it shall arise in the future. The question is on the amendment recom- 
mended by the committee reducing the amount from $50 to $30 a month. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move to consider 

Mr. PLUMB. I rise to a privileged question. I desire to have the 
President lay before the Senate the message from the House in regard 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill in order 
that I may make a motion with regard to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, the Senator from Kansas asks, under the rule, that 
the Chair lay before 8 en le message from the House of Repre- 
sentatives returning the legislative appropriation bill, disagreeing to 
the Senate amendments. The action of the House of Hepresentatiees 
on the Senate amendments will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Is THE House OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 27, 1885. 
ved, That the House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other P ag meng and ask a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 
Ordered, That Mr. Honyan, Mr. Hancock, and Mr. CANNON be appointed man- 
agers on the part of the House, 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments to 
the bill and accede to the request of the House for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr. DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. f 


MARTHA C. BREESE. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 1196, being the bill (H. R. 4280) to increase 
the pension of Mrs. Martha C. Breese. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to increase to $50 
per month the pension of Mrs. Martha C. Breese, widow of Kidder 
Randolph Breese, late a captain in the United States Navy. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield 
to me until I can call up Order of Business 1331. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This can be disposed of in a few moments. 

Mr. MANDERSON, Very well. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I should like to have the report in that case read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no report; only the views 
of the minority. 

The Chief Clerk read the views of the minority {submitted by Mr. 
MITCHELL, February 10, 1885), as follows: 

The minority of the Committee on Pensions, dissenting from the views of the 
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majority in relation to the bill (H. 
1 d 


R. 4280) granting a pension to Mrs. Martha C. 
recommend the passage of the bill for the reasons stated in 
the House report, which is as follows: 

Mrs. Breese is the widow of Kidder Randolph Breese, late a nin the 


United States Nayy, of whom Admiral Porter has well said: ‘There was no 
officer during the who performed more valuable service than he did.“ And 
referring to Mrs. Breese’s application to Congress for an increase of her pension, 
Admiral Porter says: ‘I hope sincerely that she will not be disappointed in this 
matter, for if ever the widow of an officer deserved to be taken care of by the 
Government it is the widow of Captain Breese.’ 

“ Captain Breese served all through the campaign of the Mississippi, through 
the siege of Vicksburg, and the opening up of the river to the and always 
with the most distinguished bravery and self-sacrificing conduct, He was fleet- 
captain of Admiral Porter's fleet at the storming of Fort Fisher, and the heroism 
with which he led the forlorn hope of naval officers and sailors that assaulted 
the works by land is a bright page in the history of the civil warand is the com- 
mon heritage of American citizens. 7 

But,“ says Admiral Porter, refe to Captain Breese's part in the cam- 
paign of the Mississippi, he no doubt laid the first seeds of disease on those 
rivers, for he was never well after he left there.“ Captain Breese died while on 
sick-leave, September 13, 1881, leaving no estate—nothing for his family to live 
upon, The widow of this hero is now dependent upon her small pension of 880 a 
month and the trifling amount of $2 allowed each of her four little children, she 
having absolutely no other source of income. Can Congress refuse togranther 
an increase of $20, all she asks? Theeommittee believe not. Certainly her case 
appeals strongly to the Government, and the committee recommend the passage 
of the bill for her relief.” 

Mr. CAMDEN. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that if the Senate goes on to increase the: pensions of the widows 
of captains and commodores and brigadier-generals and colonels, as it 
has done in four instances already this evening, it might just as well 
declare at once that the pension of all widows of officers of such rank 
shall be $50 a month instead of $30. Every case where it is allowed 
will be used as precedents to obtain the same pension for the widows 
of other officers of the same grade. The bill pensioning the widow of 
General Alvord at $50 a month will be used as a precedent for pension- 
ing some other widow at the same amount. Cases are brought before 
the Pensions Committee at every meeting, claimants come there ask- 
ing an increase.of pension upon the ground that some other person no 
more meritorious than the claimant at that time has obtained an in- 
crease of pension, If the allowance to the widow of every officer that 
is pensioned is to be increased simply because of the fact that the offi- 
cer did his duty well while in the service, the widow of every other 
officer who did his duty equally well is certainly entitled to use that 
as a precedent to obtain an increase of pension. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate has already passed several bills not more 
meritorious than this, but this case is a good one upon its own merits. 
Captain Breese was one of the. most distinguished and gallant of the 
younger officers of the Navy. Perhaps no other officer of his age and 


rank had a better and more consistent record, or rendered more valua- 


ble service. When such service was us, he was in the midst of 
danger. When a piece of hard work was demanded, Captain Breese did 
that work: -He died leaving no with wife and little children 
dependent upon him, and I hope, after What has been done in other 
that the Senate will not hesitate here. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amepdment, ordered to 
a third reading; and read the third time. 

The question being put on the passage of the bill, it was declared 
that the ayes to evei N 

Mr. CAMDEN. I ask for a division on the passage of the bill. 

The question being put, the ayes were 22. 

Mr. CAMDEN, I withdraw the call for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator gives it up. The ayes 
have it, and the bill is passed. 

REPRESENTATIVES OF CAPT. JOHN G. TOD. 


Mr. COKE, I move that the Senate take up and consider Order of 
Business 980, being the bill (H. R. 1567) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of the late Capt. John G. Tod, of the Texas navy. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I hope the Senator will withdraw that 
until we get through with pension cases, and then I will go with him 
to take up that case or any other. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. By unanimous consent we proceeded 
to consider pension cases. 

Mr. COKE. This bill will not give rise to any debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the unan- 
imous consent was. for the consideration of Senate pension bills favor- 
ably reported. That list has been exhausted; and since then Senators 
have moved to take up such bills as they pleased. ' 

Mr, BLAIR. The understanding we all had was that it included con- 
tested pension cases. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was objected to by gentlemen 
on the right of the Chair. 

Mr. HARRIS. So far from any such understanding, I gave notice 
that I should object to taking up the adversely reported pension cases 


while more than one hundred House bills favorably reported from our 


committee remained on our Calendar unacted on. 

Mr. BLAIR. I know that; but there were further proceedings. 

Mr. COKE. I move that the bill I have named be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Texas to take up the hill moved by him. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I object until I havea better understanding. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An objection is not inorder. It is 
a qnestion for the majority of the Senate to decide without debate. 
The question is on the motion of the Senator from Texas. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Gommittee of the 
2 proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1507 ſor the relief of the 
legal representatives of the late Capt. John G. Tod, of the Texas navy. 
It povaa for the payment to the legal representatives of the late John 
G. Tod, of Texas, 513.500, the amount provided for a captain waiting 
ay in the United States Navy for the term of five years, in conform- 
ity with the provisions of section 12 of the act approved March 3, 1857, 

making a appropriations for the naval service for the year ending 30th 
of June, 1858.’ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is there a rt in that case? 

Mr. COKE. The report is brief and can soon be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. JACKSON 
January 7, og 

on Pensions, to whom was referred H. R. 1567 and Senate bil 


* Comm 
W re tatives of the late Capt, John G. Tod” 
ve examined 5 — ipani 


have received repeated favorable re 
and have several 
the Senate. The facts 
FCC in the last report of the House at the 
first N of the present Congress, as follows: 
e Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1567) 
forthe relief of the legal tatives of John G. Tod, of Texas, report : 
That aſter Texas was to have been 8 


surviving officers of the eee e who were duly commis- 
FROM poten te No .... of officers 
ofthe like grade when awaiting orders in the Navy of the United States for five 
years from the date of said annexation, and a sum sufficient to make the pay- 
ment is hereby appropriated, out of any — in the Treasury not otherwise 
8 Provided, That the acceptance of the of this act by any 
the said officers shall be a full relinquishment renunciation of all c 


it has been settled he Supreme Gourt of the United States that 
the nexatiou of Texas to the Union was consummated on December 29, 1319: 
and that it was settled by the Court of Claims of the United States, in the case 
of Moore vs. Un States (4 Nott & Huntington, 


page 120). that 2 G. 

Tod was a captain in the Texas navy at the time of annexation ;' and that this 
decision of the Court of Claims is ful iy sustained by the commission of the said 
200 John G. Tod now on file in the Department, signed by the President 
© Republie of Texas, dated July 12, 1845, more than five months prior tothe 


of 

date of annexation, ng to the decision of the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
ted States, a certifi y o 8 is on file with the committee. 
And that Capt. John G. 


oe — — n as provided under the law of March 3, 1857, hereinbefore referred 
thereof did vest in the said Tod an imme- 
ent oe the benefit of said law. 


administration on the estate of John G. Tod be issued to o Mage 
G. Tod, as appears by a copy of said order and the letter of the attorney o the 
heirs on file with the committee. 
“And your committee find further that relief as prayed for under the bill re- 
ferred has been afforded by act of Congress in like cases under the law herein- 
before referred to, as will appear by reference to the United States Statutes at 


Large, as follows : 
“ Forty-third Congress, first session Troiae cheater 25. ‘An act for the re- 
lief of the heirs at sia of N Brashears, ofthe Texan Davy Petre finns g 
Congress, first sessi: chapter 200, "An eh for the ief of Susan E. 
Rhea, widow of Dr. aAA tenn Gardiner.“ 

It appears that n Tod was the last F 
by! the act of March 3, 1857, and your committee deem it but asimple act of jus- 

tice that his legal representatives should receive the same benefits as were ex- 

tended by said act to the other officers of the Texan wate: They accordingly 
oe. back the House bill with the recommendation that it the passed by the 

othe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZA W. THORNBURGH. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the 
widow of Maj. Thomas T. 3 late of the United States Army. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It to place on the 

-roll the name of Eliza W. Thornburgh, widow of Maj. Thomas 

. Thornburgh, late of the Fourth Regiment of Infantry, United States 
Army, at $50 per month. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SOPHIA A. MORGAN. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. I move that the Senate proceed to the 


consideration of the bill (H. R. 00s) earings eee 


Sophia A. Morgan, widow of the late 
adier-general in the United States Army. 

The motion was agreed to; and the te, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
sion - roll the name of Mrs. Sophia A. Morgan, widow of Bvt. Brig. 
Charles H. Morgan, at the rate of 850 per month. 

Mr. GROOME. It seems very evident that it is the temper of the 
Senate to give to every widow of an officer entitled, underthe general 
law, to $30 a month, a pension of $50 a month, if she chooses to apply 
to Congress for it. That the case I am opposed to doing by re- 
tail what can be done by wholesale. I therefore move to add to the 
bill the following additional section: 

Src. 2. That the widow of every FFP 
tenant-colone!, and of every officer of the Navy above the grade ot ca 


Morgan, a brevet brig- 


is now receivin ag a pension of $30 or more a month and less than a month, 
shall be entitled, upon Sy seems to the Pension Bureau, to have hee pension 
increased to $0 a month from and after the date of said application. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment 8 by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. BLAI The Senator misapprehends the ground upon which 
the committee, or a minority of the Committee on Pensions, have rec- 
ommended this increase to $50 a month. It has not been urged in any 
cases save where there was distinguished service, long service, and act- 
ual need. The amendment would of course open an indiscriminate, an 
exhaustive raid upon the Treasury which could not be included within 
the principle which I have laid down. 

Mr. GROOME. I think there have been very few officers in the 
United States of the rank mentioned in my amendment, either of the 
Army or of the Navy, who did not render distinguished service and 
whose widows do not need a ion larger than that of $30 a month in 
order to enable them to live in the condition of comfort and luxury 
which they enjoyed during the lifetime of their husbands. So I think 
my amendment may very well be adopted if the course of legislation 
which we have been indulging in to-day is to be continued. 

Mr. CAMDEN. I will ask the Senator from New Hampshire whether 
there is not a minority report in favor of every person who has asked 
for an increase of on to $50 a month during this session of Con- 
gress, and if there is any exception? I ask him if that is not the rule 


without exception ? 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not true. I recollect one case which passed 
to-day where upon my-own su on the amount of pension was re- 
duced from $50 to $40. Even if that were so, it would not controvert 
my statement. Because the class which would be included in the amend- 
ment are not here asking for an increase of pension, it does not follow 
that those who are asking for the increase are not properly included 
within the principle laid down. I do not know that those who are not 
entitled to the increase have asked forit. Certainly the cases which have 
passed through the Senate to-day, and so far as I know the cases which 
remain upon the Calendar, are mostof them those of widows of admirals, 
rear-admirals, major-generals, and the like, whose husbands were in 
service anywhere from thirty-five to sixty years, and in one of two in- 
stances even more. The amendment o: conven is only hostile to the 
bills as they stand on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on ng 
amendment by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GROOME]. 

Mr. GROO Lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yea 1, 
nays 42; as follows: 


to the 


EAI. 
Voorhees. 
NAYS-12. 
1 
h m 
Beek. Gibson, Mahone, Sabin. ` 
Blair, Gorman, Iaxey, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Groome, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Call, — iller of 5 Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Mitchell, Vance, 
Chace, Harrison, Morrill, Walker, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Pal Wilson. 
Conger, Hoar, Pendleton, 
Culiom, Ingalls, Pike, 
ABSENT—33. 
Aldrich, Fariey, Kenna, Ransom, 
Bowen, Frye, Lamar, Sherman, 
Butler, Garland, Lapham, Slater, 
Camden, „ Logan, Van Wyck, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, McPherson, est, 
Coke, Hill, Manderson, Williams. 
Colquitt, Jonas, Morgan, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is proposed by the Committee on 
Pensions to amend the title to read: A bill granting an inerease of 
panin to Sophia A. Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a 

vet brigadier-general in the United States Army and brevet briga- 
dier-general of volunteers. 
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Mr. MILLER, of New York. Do I understand that the title will 
have to be amended? The bill has passed the House, and if we amend 
the title it will have to go back for concurrence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that it appears 
in the body of the bill as reported, and as apart of it, Amend the title 
so as to read: ‘A bill granting a pension, &c. The Chair will state 
also that the bill a: to have been amended in the House to corre- 

to that title. The Chair does not think it isn to amend 
the title, and although it is a si phrase in the bill itself it will do 
it no harm. The title will stand as it came to the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 8280) mak- 
ing appropriations for the preservation and continuation of certain pub- 
lic works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1609) to provide for the purchase of asite and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich.; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 109) authorizing the loan of certain flags and 
bunting to the committee on inauguration ceremonies; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 338) providing for printing additional copies 
of the sixth and seventh annual reports of the Director of the United 
States Geological aam 

Joint resolution (H. 339) providing for printing the sixth and 
seventh annual of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 340) providing for printing monograph 2 
of the publications of the United States Geological Survey. 

ROSA VERTNER JEFFREY AND OTHERS. 


Mr. BECK. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others. 

The PRESIDENT pro . The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. BECK. L ask unanimous consent to make a brief statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. BECK. I doubt whether I shall be able to be in the Senate 
much more during this session because of being in attendance in commit- 
tee on the appropriation bills, and as bills are being called up from the 
Calendar a little out of order I should like to have this bill acted upon 
now. It is to refer a case to the Court of Claims. The Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. KENNA] reported it, and his family is sick. The 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] knows all about it, and I 
should be very glad to have it considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Kentucky. - 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It refers to the Court of Claims 
the claim of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and the legatees of Claude M. John- 
son for the proceeds or value of eight hundred and twenty bales of cot- 
ton alleged to have been appropriated by and to the use of the United 
States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHIEF ENGINEER ON NAVY RETIRED-LIST. 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 6824) authorizing the President of the 
United States to appoint one passed assistant engineer, now on the re- 
tired-list of the Navy, a chief engineer on the retired-list of the Navy. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the President of 
the United States to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, to appoint one passed assistant engineer, now on the re- 
tired-list of the Navy, a chief engineer on the retired-list of the Navy, 
with the highest retired pay of that grade. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FENDALL CARPENTER. 


Mr. JACKSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall Carpenter. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It appropriates $4,400 to pay to 
Fendall Carpenter for ber -five bales of cotton seized and sold by the 
United States military authorities during the late war, and the pro- 
ceeds thereof appropriated to the use of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment of the United States y- 

. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ` 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair) laid be- 
fore the Senate the bill (H. R. 8230) iations for 
preservation and continuation of certain public works on rivers 
harbors, and for other purposes; which was read the first time by its 
title. H 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the bill will 
be read the second time and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I object to the second reading. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The second reading is objected to. j 


FRANCIS B. VAN HAESEN. l 
Mr. MCMILLAN. I move that the Senate proceed > the considera- 


of the General Land Office, on behalf of the United States, to accept a 
relinquishment by the. governor of the State of Minnesota, executed 
under the authority of an act of the islature of that State 

February 24, 1881, of the title derived by that State thro an in- 
ternal-improvement selection certified by the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office on May 8, 1869, for the southeast quarter of section 
3, township 128, range 40 west, in the district of lands subject tosale at 
Alexandria, Minn., and confirms the location of the tract by Francis 
B. Van Haesen, with military bounty land-warrant numbered 106976, 
for one hundred and sixty acres, issued under the act of March 3, 1855, 
and which was patented by the United States to Van Haesen on the 
15th of October, 1870. The State of Minnesota is to be allowed to select 
other lands in lieu of the tract relinquished. j 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to add the words from the public lands of the United 
States within the limit of said State;’’ so as to read: i 

And the State of Minnesota shall be allowed to select other lands, in lieu of 
the tract relinquished as aforesaid, from the public lands of the United States, 
within the limits of said State. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iask the Senate to refuse to concur in the amend- 
ment. I have conferred with the chairmanof the Committee on Public 
Lands, and I have his assent to that course. This is a House bill. A 
Senate bill granting this relief has already passed the Senate, butit can 
not be reached in the House. The amendment, if adopted, would put 
the House bill in the same condition. A similar bill has passed the 
Senate three or four times at previous sessions of Congress. It is rec: 
ommended by the Interior Department, and there is no doubt about the 
propriety of the relief. I ask the Senate to non-concur in the amend- 


ment and pass the bill. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third ing, read the third time, and passed. i 

Mr. Mc The name should be spelled ‘‘ Van Hoesen.” I 
ask that the correction be made. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That would require an amendment 
of the bill. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Very well; let it go. 


THE BARK MARY TERESA. 


Mr. GORMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 737) for the relief of Juliet Leef, widow, and the 
heirs of Henry Leef, deceased, owner of the bark Teresa, illegally 
— by Alexander H. Tyler, consul of the United States at Bahia, 
Brazil. : 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent tomake a statementin 
to that case. It is a case which involves a very important public prin- 
ciple about which the Committee on Claims were divided in the last 
Congress, making elaborate on both sides, and about which they 
are divided in this. I should myself feel it my duty to make a speech 
of considerable length upon the question. Ido not think the Senate 
ought to take it up at this time. The bill is submitted without rec- 
ommendation from the committee, I understand; but I do not know 
about that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland moves 
— the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill cated by 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. I suggest to the Senator from Mary~ 
land to call up the bill at some other time. } 

Mr. GORMAN. I did not hear the Senator from Massach 
There was so much confusion I could not hear what he said. 

Mr. HOAR. It is an adverse report, and it involves a very important 
principle indeed and will take undoubtedly a debate of several hours. 
I suggest to the honorable Senator from land that this is not the 


proper time to consider such a bill. If I may be pardoned for saying 
80, it involves the principle of the United States making compensation 
to individuals who suffer by the misconduct of a public officer. Itis 
a case where a consul of the United States detained a vessel abroad. 
The owner of the vessel claimed that it was either a willful wrong or 
an egregious error on the part of the consul, but in either case it was 
within the consul’s official power. 
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The majori go the committee have always been of opinion that the 


United States is not liable for the acts of public officers in such cases, 
and have made several reports at the present session of Congress based 
upon that principle. I appeal to my honorable friend from Maryland 
that this is not the time to take Pp and deal with an important prin- 
ciple of that kind. 

Mr. GORMAN. Idislike very much se prone my motion so as to com- 
pel the Senator from Massachusetts to ea long speech upon the bill 
at this hour of the evening, but Iam exceedingly anxious to hear the 
Senator argue the other side of the case, for I listened to him with great 
pleasure in a bank case a few days ago, which was similar although 
perhaps not so strong in its equities as this, This is a case which I 
think ought to be considered favorably. It has been reported upon fa- 
vorably in another branch of Congress seven times, and has passed the 
House of Representatives at least three times, twice certainly, two Con- 

and again at this session. The equities are so strong that 
f should like very much to have the bill considered; but if the Senator 
from Massachusetts at this late hour intimates that he intends to make 
a long argument, I shall not by any means press my motion. 

Mr. HOAR. The reading of the report would take an hour, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland with- 
draw his request for the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw it under the threat of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unitnimous consent to remove a misapprebension 
in the mind of the Senator. I did not make the suggestion in the least 
asa threat. I should not prolong my argument thirty seconds for the 


sake of defeating the bill, but it is proper that the Senate should know 


that the nature of the question would inevitably involve that result. 
, The PRESIDING OFFICER, The motion is withdrawn. 


ANN CORNELIA LANMAN. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I move to take np the bill (H. R. 1813) granting 
an increase of pension to Ann Cornelia Lanman. She is the widow of 
the late Rear-Admiral Lanman. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ann Cornelia Lanman and to 8 her a pension 
of $50 a month, in lieu of the pension now received 

The bill was reported to the Senate without eee ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


0. L. COOHRAN, 


Mr. MAXEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 1566) for the relief of O. L. Cochran, late postmaster 
at Houston, Tex., reimbursing him for money erroneously collected 
from him by the Post-Office Department. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ae cole to consider the bill. Itp to pay to O. L. Caoch- 

85, collected from him by the Past-Office Department on the 
26th * November, 1867, and which amount is in excess of what he was 
indebted to the Department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and i. 

Mr. MAXEY. I move that the bill (S. 1481) for the relief of O. L. 
Cochran, late postmaster at Houston, Tex., now on the Calendar, be 


ponpe indefinitely. 
motion was agreed to. 
JOHN C. UERN DON. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 164) for the relief of John C. ‘Varadan. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. A bill identical with this bill has 
the House and is now in the hands of the Committee on Claims. 
move that the Committee on Claims be disc from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2158) for the benefit of John C. Hern- 


don. 

too OFFICER, If there be no objection, that order 
Ww made. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I now move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of House bill 2158. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to John C. Herndon, late of Mason County, now of 
Louisville, Ky., $1,785 in full N for 105,000 pounds of hay 
furnished, under verbal contract, to — D. W. McClung, assistant 

quartermaster United States volunteers, for the use of the Government 
af the United States, in March, 1865, and which was swept away by 


a flood in the Ohio River and lost, in consequence of the failure of the Sempl 


Government to remove the hay, after due notice bad been given to its 
authorized agents so to do. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I move that the bill (S; 164) for 
the relief of John C. Herndon be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN W. MARTIN. 

Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senate proceed tothe consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5452) for the relief of John W. Martin. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to John W. Martin, of Brookhaven, Miss., $700, for 
services actually rendered as postmaster at Brookhaven, Miss., by au- 
thority of the military commandant, from July, 1865, to July 1866. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I should like to have some reason assigned 
why we should just go along here appropriating money out of the public 
Treasury to give to people. I see no reason for it, and yet we have 
been proceeding upon that theory all this afternoon, If there be areason 
why the United States Government should give this man $700 I think 
it is proper to assign that reason, I will say further that without the. 
reason being given I shall be pardoned for voting against the bill. I 
should like to know what reason there is for giving any man $700. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is in payment of a debt that the United States 
owes him. 5 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. That is a pretty good reason. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the thir time, and passed. 


HUGH AND BYRD DOUGLAS, DECEASED, 


Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill No, 8034, Order of Business 1274. 

‘The motion was to; and the bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of 
the estates of Hugh and Byrd Douglas, deceased, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the § Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the legal representatives of Hugh and By: D dees deceased, 

te of Nashville, Tenn. , $6,299.33, for rent of and to their prop- 
erty in Nashville by officers of the Army of the United States pate 
the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M. DORSEY AND WILLIAM F. SHEPARD, 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I move to take up House bill No. 948, 
Order of Business 1123. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of 
John M. Dorsey and William F. Shepard was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It directs the payment of 89,021. 33 to John M. Dor- 
sey, and $3,746.66 to William F. Shepard, in settlement for beef 


and supplies farnished certain volunteer troops by Shepard, 
and one S. B. Wallace, while the t were enga in quelling the 
Indian disturbances in the Territory of Utah, now the State of Nevada, 


in the year 1860. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF MARY JANE VEAZIE. ; 

Mr. LAMAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill No. 851. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of 
the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, deceased, was considered as in it- 
tee of the Whole. It appropriates bi teats pay the heirs of Mary Jane 
Veazie, deceased, late of Natchez, Miss., for property taken for the use 
of the United States troops stationed at Natchez. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Sareri 
the Contingent Expenses "of the Senate, reported an amendment 
tended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill; 3 Eri 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF LARNED, KANS. : 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to take up Order of Business 967, being 
House bill 5747. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 5747) to authorize the 
inerease of the capital stock of the First National Bank of Larned, 
Tane not to exceed $250,000, was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LETITIA TYLER SEMPLE. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move to proceed to the consideration of Order of 

Business 1222, being the bill (S. 498) granting a pension to Letitia Tyler 
ple. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not insist on passing that 

bill now. There are quite a number of bills that ought to be passed, 

and I do not think there is much chance of getting that through at this 


late hour. 
Mr. MORGAN. I know the Senator from Missouri can not under- 


stand the merits of this case, and the House of Representatives, I should 
think, would hold an extraordinary session to pass the bill. 


I think 
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there will be no difficulty about it in the Honse if it goes 

through the Senate. I hope it de token a up. 

y 4 5 PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to taking up the 
1 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, IL object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion of 
5 from Alabama that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bil 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 498) granting a pension to 
Letitia Tyler Semple. It p to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Letitia Tyler Semple, daughter of the late John Tyler, Presi- 
dent of the United States, at $50 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read again. I did not catch the 


of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read again. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to ask the Senator who reported the bill 
if this pension is based purely upon the fact that the applicant is the 

hter of a deceased President? 
r. JACKSON. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will let me 
answer that question. 

Mr. JACKSON. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have precedents on our statute-book for pen- 
sioning the daughters and widows of deceased Presidents. This lady 
at the time Mr. Tyler became President of the United States was the 

of the White House, the first ladyin the country. She remained 
her father until his He afterward married a lady who 
iy the widow of an officer of the Navy. Mr. Tyler died, leaving this 
daughter in impoverished circumstances. She went to work in good 
earnest to teach the women of the country, being herself a very accom- 
plished woman, and to earn her subsistence. She educated a number 
of ladies of this country, and educated them beautifully. By her ex- 
cessive work she became blind, or so nearly so that she can scarcely see 
her hand before her. She received the kind attention and commisera- 
tion of that good, benevolent man, Mr. Corcoran, and she is an inmate 
of the Louise Home, and has been there ten or twelve years entirely 
dependent on his bounty, She isa woman of beautiful accomplish- 


ments, character in every respect, and I am moving this case 
for her not because she demands it, but because I know that her situ- 
ation requires it. 

Besides that, she has a young lady who is a relative of hers, an orphan 


V for in someway. She has 
no estate whatever. And now, sir, the daughter of a deceased President 
of the United States is a blind woman, dependent upon the charity and 
benevolence of Mr. eee e eee ee 
of years; e e this case before the Senate, not on this 
occasion alone but before. The Senate has never voted it down, but 
an objection has been made each time when I brought it up, and the 
a has been placed out of reach. That is the whole story. [Vote !” 
“Vote! 

Mr. DLEBERGER. I object to the entertainment of the propo- 
sition because I can not understand that this Government is a govern- 


ment which is established to support people. I can not understand 
why the danghter of a deceased ident is entitled to more consider- 
ation than the daughter of any one else. If we owe anything to a Pres- 


ident, it would seem to — that it might have been quite, if you will 
the expression teel for the House of Representatives to 

5 bi that retired General Grant. I say that we 
are under no obligation to pension any of these people; and when the 
Senator from Alabama takes the position that he does he goes to such 
an extent that I can not follow and I do not think his own con- 
. him, in pensioning the daughter of a dead Presi- 

ent. 

I think we have gone almost far enough to-day in pensioning the rep- 
resentatives of men who died twenty years after the war was over, and 
I repeat now what I said before, that there must be a period fixed to 
this giving of pensions at some time. If there be any reason why we 
should pension this lady beyond the mere fact that she is an educated 
lady, and beyond the mere statement that she is the daughter of a dead 
President, then I should like to hear it, for that is not sufficient. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I simply desire to enter my protest on record 
against this bill and against the principle involved in it. This is, in 
my humble opinion, under our form and system of government acrime 
8 the people who are the only sovereigns. We have never in the 

of this country pensioned even theadult children of our Revolu- 
oat sires. We do not to-day pension the children of the men who 
fell for the spe fae of this Union, after they reach the age of 16. 

The theory of our Government, Mr. President, is that all officers, from 
President to constable, are the agents, the trustees, the servants, the 
representatives of the people. They are by the people intrusted with 
power to be exercised for the benefit and in trust for the people. The 


3 paid to each officer and the honor of the office are the full 
equivalents for every civil employment in the United States. When 
a mau has held the office of President, the office of governor, the office 


of United States Senator, the office of 8 in Congress, or 
any other civil office, and has gone out of that office, the people are 
under no sort of obligation to support him or his posterity. 

While men enjoy the emoluments and the honors of office, they 
receive the full consideration which the people promised them, and 
after that they have no claim whatever upon the people. It is not so 
with the soldiers and the sailors of our country. Wetakethem by the 
strong arm of the so people at whatever compensation Congress 
fixes for their service, we promise them in the laws which compel 
their military or naval service that in certain events they shall re- 
ceive pensions for themselves and for their widows and their dependent 
children until they are 16 years of age; but I say there is no promise 
whatever in our — of government that compensation shall be made 
to the children o civil officers of this Government. 

No Senator entertains kindlier and warmer feelings toward the lady 
for whose relief this bill is now pressed than I do; but this is not a ques- 
tion of sympathy. I have a right to ays into my own pocket and pay 
out my Own money in sympathy to msoever I choose; but, I say, 
as Senators representing the people of the United States we have no 
right through sympathy or anything of that kind to put our hands into 
the pockets of the sovereign tax-payers of this country, and, under the 
color of law-and the forms of power delegated to us, rob them of their 
hard earnin; 

Mr. “president, there are thousands upon thousands of widows and 
wee in this country who are ten-thousand-fold worse off than the lady 
raat — nestion. She is enjoying the munificence of that grand old citizen 
8 this District, ina grand charity of which she is a worthy object. But 
that is not sufficient. Are we here under the power that we have to 
to the orphan’s home and the widow’s home and take from the little 
earnings a portion to give to this distinguished individual because she 
ha to be the daughter of an ex-President of the United States? 
tell you, Mr. President, the poor of this country do not believe 
in a civil-pension list. This is the first step toward the establishment 
of a civil- list in this Government to pension the civil employés 
of this Government. I say that it is in direct contravention of the 
fundamental e od upon which our Government rests. It is sub- 
versive of them, and the people do not believe in it. It is kind for us 
to yield to our sympathies and to vote these small sums, but the very 
fabric and structure and system of our Government may be changed 
by these gradual innovations from sympathy. The hal e of certain 
Presidents have been put upon the pension-list directly out of sym- 
pathy. We shall soon have the ex-Presidents of the Un ted States on 
the pension-list, and then out of sympathy for some distinguished com- 
peer of ours, an associate brother Senator, we shall place him on the 
pension-list, and then we shall place some tative who has 
served his country faithfully upon the pension-list, and then we shall 
put the child, the daughter of some distinguished Senator, upon the 
pension-list. 
Mr. President, I simply rose to utter my earnest protest against the 
of this bill and the principle involved in it, and I trust the Sen- 
ate will not be committed to it. 


Mr. MORGAN, I am very glad that I have been able to furnish the 
Senator from Missouri an opportunity to express his opinions upon the 
te with him 


ee of a aviy paa list. 1 pon ia, the 
eight y ve never before im ress an opinion 
80 o forcibly on this subject; Ihave never known him to dow. He might 
have done it on the case of Mrs. Polk. For a number of years she has 
been pensioned on the Government of the United States, and yet she 
was a lady of wealth, and her pension has been recently increased 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to say to the Senator from Ala if he will 
allow me, that he is mistaken in his facts. She was put on the pension- 
roll with the widows of other deceased Presidents. e was never pen- 
sioned before that, so far as I am advised. 

Mr. MORGAN. She has an independent living, and there is no 
woman in the world that I think is better entitled to enjoy the honor 
of being upon the pension-roll of the Government of the United States 
than Mrs. Polk. Then we pensioned the widow of President Tyler. 
She was not a beggar by any means. He married her a year or two 
after he had been in the presidential office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is his daughter. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course. It is easy to draw a distinction between 
a widow and a daughter, y if the daughter is blind and the 
widow is not. The widow an opportunity to live, friends to take 
care of her, children to rely upon. It is easy enough to sions ey oe 
she should be pensioned, and why the blind u 9898 
can understand that very well. 

Then, Mr. President, we take a Senator, a man who served, for in- 
stance, tem days of a Congressional term, and he dies, and we do not 
hesitate to pay his heirs the whole amount of the salary during the 
rest of the term. My colleague, Hon. George S. Houston, perhaps as 
strict a man as ever lived, died while he was a member of the Senate, 
and the Senate did not hesitate to pay the salary for the whole unex- 
pired term of that Congress to his heirs at law, a sum amounting to 
eigkt or nine thousand dollars. General Burnside died. and we paid a 
large sum to his representatives. Soitiscontinually. Weare paying 
money day after day to those public servants who happen to die in 
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office. Where a minister to a foreign country who dies during the 
time of his service abroad d 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator yield until I ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The statement strikes me with wonder that the 
Senate has paid out to any deceased Senator’s family the full salary of 
that Senator for the unexpired time. 

Mr. MORGAN, That isexactly what they have done—paid his sal- 
ary for the ired term of the Congress in which he died. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh! Just simply the Congress? 

Mr. MORGAN, That is all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The two years’ term, not the six years’ term. 

Mr. MORGAN. The difference is between $10,000 and $20,000, 
There is no difference in principle at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It seldom averages a year. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know that the honorable Senator has been on the 
Committee on Appropriations, and this is the first time he ever objected 
to a thing of that sort that I ever heard of. It seems to take a poor 
blind woman who happens to enjoy the hospitality of a benevolent cit- 
izen of this country to arouse all the gentleman’s patriotism and all his 
sense of justice. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit one more question for 
information? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I never heard of the case until it came up. Is not 
the mother of this child now living and drawing $5,000 a year, 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; the mother of this child is dead forty-five 

ears. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The step-mother? 

Mr, MORGAN. The step-mother is living. 

Mr. HARRIS. Allow me to suggest that the President of the United 
States is commander-in-chief of the armies and navies of the United 
States; he is the head of the Army. I consider the technical 
upon which, in principle, we may pension his widow (and it might ex- 
tend to the chi under 16 years of age) e concen: with the 
principles upon which we t pensions. But when it is pro to 
extend it to the adult child of a soldier, whether he be President and 
commander-in-chief, or commanding general, or an officer of a lower 

it is introducing a new principle, one heretofore not recognized 

y the pension law; it ts opening abroad field. That is the suggestion 

I desire to make to the Senator from Alabama in order that he may deal 
with it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mrs. idge, whom we pengioned at the last 
session of Congress, was not a woman under 16 years of age. She had 


been a widow, twice married, and was the daughterof General Taylor, 
and formerly Mrs. Bliss. 
Mr. BLA The Senator will permit me to suggest that we have 


repeatedly indorsed the principle that where the child of a soldier was 
over 16 years of age and helpless, either from imbecility or from phys. 
ical helplessness, the pension should be continued, the principle being 
precisely the same which led to its being given before the age of 16 
years was reached, that being the period fixed by the law on the sup- 
1 the child would be able to take care of itself. 

‘ailing to have that ability, the pension is continued from the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was not see for any precise technical ground 
on which I could justify this vote. are precedents enough. We 
bring home the bodies of our ministers who die abroad in the service, 
and we pay their families the balance of money due for the unexpired 
term; and I believe we are about to a bill, if we have not 
done so during the present session, for Mrs. Hunt, for Mr. Venable’s 
widow, and others, and there are others who ought to be pai I 
thought it would gratify the people of the United States, and I believe 
yet it will, to know that the Congress of the United States has that 
sense and delicacy of feeling toward a lady who was the first lady in 
the country, who occupied a place in the White House, who occupied 
the delicate bilities and duties of that elevated position with 

t ability with marked success, now that she has grown old and 
Eos Te blind in the service of the women of the country and is 
upon the bounty of a private citizen—I thought it would do the Con- 
gress of the United States good and the people would like it if they 
would take that case in hand and allow her enough money to feel at 
last that she had some little thing or other that she could depend upon 
instead of trusting to charity. 

There is no person, I suppose, who enjoys more worthily than Mrs. 
Semple does the benevolence of Mr. Corcoran. I dare say that within 
the ise Home or anywhere else there is not to be found a single 
heart in the world that is more burdened with the fact that, after having 
led a life of duty, a life of honor, a life of elevated position, a life of 
usefulness, a life of excellence, she should at last be left in this con- 
dition without one cent to call her own unless some person should give 
it to her. E 

There is some justice in this. There is a good deal more in it than 
the mere pathetic statement of the fact. There is a duty resting upon 


this Government which I think we can perform here without violating 


the Constitution of our country, and when the Senator from Missouri 
characterizes this bill as a crime against the Constitution it seems to me 


he goes a long way. If we never commit a worse crime against the 
Constitution of the United States than to take a lady under such cir- 
cumstances as these and to show something of our respect for the in- 
flnential station that she has held and discharged so perfectly, we shall 
escape with very clear skirts when we leave this august tribunal. 

I hope that the Senate will not hesitate to pass the bill. 

Mr, RIDDLEBERGER. Mr, President, I think I am as approach- 
able as any other Senator on this floor when I am asked to do something 
to assist somebody; but I can not lose sight of the fact that every time 
we pay out money we have got to collect it. We have got to derive 
revenue from some source before we pay it out, and there are widows 
and there are orphan children, and there are suffering widows and suf- 
fering orphans in this country who have to contribute to pay a civil 
pension-list. 

That is the only su ion I have to make, 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, I ask the Senator from Alabama and 
the Senate that this bill may be laid aside informally while I call the 
attention of the Senate to three or four cases about which there will be 
no controversy such as we have already passed over. 

Several SENATORS. Vote on this. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is likely to be more debate. [“ No!“ „No!“ 
If we can have a vote, very well. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be e for a third reading, and read the third time. 
aan HAWLEY. Lask for the yeas and nays on the passage of the 

ill. 
mort hae and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
roll. 

Mr. GORMAN (when his name was called), Iam paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I consented to pair with 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] who is absent. I desire to 
ask his colleague how he thinks the Senator would vote on this ques- 
tion. I should vote nay.” 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think my colleague would vote nay from the 
remark he made when he left the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. I vote nay. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] on political 
questions. Ido not consider this a political question. I there- 
fore vote yea. z 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
paris from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. If he were present I should 
v yea. ‘ 

The roll-call was concluded. ; 

Mr. MITCHELL. On this question I am paired with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Jones]. 


The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 17; as follows: 


YEAS—11 
Blair, Cameron of Wis., Mahone, Morgan, 
Brown, Cor a Ma Palmer. 
. NM. erson, Miller of N. Y., 
NAYS—17. 
Chace, Harris, Jonas, Vest, 
Cockrell, Hawley, McMillan, Wilson, 
Dolph, Hoar, Maxey, 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Ransom, 
„ Jackson, Riddleberger, 
ABSENT—43. 

Aldrich, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Allison, Farley, Kenna, Babin, 
Bayard, Frye, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Garland, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Bowen, i A — . — Sewell. 
Butler er of Sherman, 
Camden, Groome, Mitchell, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Morrill, Vance, 
. F 

— Hil, Platt, Walker, 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, Plumb, Williams, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. McPHERSON, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to the transaction of any business witheat 
a quorum. k 

. BLAIR. Ido not wish to ask for the transaction of any busi- 
ness. I wish to say just a word by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator 
from New Hampshire speaking? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. There are six or eight of the most meritorious pension 
cases that were before the Senate which, by the turn affairs have taken 
this afternoon, have failed of consideration. I hope there will be no 
objection at the * opportunity, which I shall seek, to take up those 


cases pipo 0 A 
frh McPHERSON. I insist bey a — to aam 
motion was to; and (at 6 o'clock ang 39 minutes p. m. 
the Senate ar he ga i pas 


1885. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRAY, February 27, 1885. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Joux S. Linpsay, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


FLAGS FOR DECORATION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a telegraphic com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 
In view of applications made to me by proper committees for flags for deco- 
pence purposes next week, which can not be granted without authority of ne. 
I beg to ask whether Senate resolution 109, authorizing the loan of fiags, has 


passed resentati 
za tpo ouse oE Hep ce ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of Har. 
War DEPARTMENT. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state to the House that the joint 
resolution to which reference is made in this telegram is on the Speak- 
er’s table and the gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Fan has charge 


of it. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Mr. Speaker, I have letters from the Secretary of 
War and the chairman of the committee of arrangements asking the 
— of this resolution, and I now ask unanimous consent to take 

resolution 109 from the Speaker's table and put it upon its 


Mr, Pear, ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I have some notion to 
object to all this decoration business, but on the whole I will not inter- 
fere. 


The SPEAKER. No objection is made, and the Clerk will report 
the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution S. R. 109, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy be, 
— 3 are hereby, authorized to loan to the committee on inauguration cer- 

and bunting in the Government , for use in decoratin 

the elty ¢ cit . — on the 4th day of March next: Provided, That the mail 
comm es Walt or emnify the 8 against loss or damage result- 
ing from the use of said flags and bunting, ee —— as is necessarily 
incident to such use. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

INTERSTATE-COMMERCE BILL. 


Mr. REAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
House bill No. 5461 with the Senate amendments, with a view to move 
to non-concur and ask a committee of conference. 

Mr. KEAN. What is that bill? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Reacax] asks 
unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 5461 
with the Senate amendments, with a view to moving that the House 
non-concur and ask for a committee of conference. The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill R. 5461) to regulate interstate commerce, and to prohibit unjust dis- 
crimination by common carriers. 

Mr. KEAN. I object. 

Mr. THOMAS. Regular order. 


GENERAL HORATIO G. WRIGHT. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit two 3 from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by the gentleman 
on the left [Mr. THOMAS]. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. May I ask the gentleman for a moment's court- 
esy while I submit two reports? 

Mr. THOMAS. I withdraw the demand for the regular order. 

Mr. ROSECRANS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back with a favorable recommendation the 
dent resolution (H. = 195) to place the name of General Horatio G. 

right, late Chief of , on the roll of major-generals on the 
retired-list with the emo pl i ts and pay of said grade; which, with 
the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 


MULTICHARGE GUNS. 


Mr. ROSECRANS, by unanimous consent, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, re back with the favorable recommendation the 
petition of J. R. Haskell in relation to multicharge guns, and moved 
that the same be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and or- 
dered to be printed. 

The . was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TERRE HAUTE, IND. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (H. R.7967) to change the 
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limit of the appropriation for the public building at Terre Haute, 
Ind.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the sei on report, ordered to be 
printe 


REFERRING CLAIMS TO COURT OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. ROWELL, from the Committee on War Claims, submitted the 
following report; which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed: 


The Committee on War Claims, to whom were referred the following bills and 
petitions, nary Do considered the same, report that they have refe: the same 
to the Court of Claims under the provisions of an act entitled “An act to afford 
assistance and relief to Congress and the Executive Departments in the investi- 
pan of claims and demands against the Government,” approved March 3, 


A bill (H. R. 6023) for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, administrator of Thomas P. 
Blair, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 4960) for the relief of the heirs of George T. Swann; 

A bill (H. R. 6582) for tite relief of A. L. H. Crenshaw; 

A bill (H. R. 4959) for the relief of Mary V. Rawlins and Elizabeth H. Yerger; 

Petition of William D. Whitted; 

Petition of W. J. Embry, executor of John P. Brown, deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 2741) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Jones, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 61L) for the relief of John M. Elder; 

Petition of Jolm A. Farley 

Petition of Elizabeth Gries executrix of H. C. Griggs, deceased ; 

Petition of John B. Reed; 

Petition of Josiah Q. Shaw; 

Petition of Mrs. Lucy J. Stockley ; $ 

Petition of W. C. Reeves: 

Petition of Fineas E. Writ; 

Petition of W. A. Galloway: 

Petition of F. M. Mendenhall; 

Petition of William A. Williamson; 

Petition of William H. Hill; 

Petition of Abner D. Lewis; 

Petition of James C. Newman; 

Petition of James G. Field; 

Petition of William B. Sims; o 

Petition of ono of St. Cecilia Academy, of Nashville, Tenn. ; 

Petition of George F. Lamkin; 

Petition of Milton! 20 Haire, 

Petition of Lucien J. Seals; 

Petition of Mrs. Ellen Sherwood ; 

Petition of John W. Dixon; 

Petition of John T. Inman, administrator of A. L. Garner, deceased ; 

Petition of John M. Campbell; 

Petition of Greenbu: peng 

Petition of William R. Kearn 

A bill (H. R. 4646) for the relief of William Bushby ; 

A bill (H. R. 4674) for the relief of Lindsay R way; 

A bill (H. R. 7393) for the relief of Payne and Thomas C. Wood; 

Petition of Elizabeth Seward ; 

Petition of Henry E. Vills; 

Petition of Hennie E. Revell; 

Petition of Ciara E. Bryan 

Petition of W. H. Hugh, adwoinistrafor of David Unsell, deceased ; 

Petition of John R. 3 administrator of Matilda W. Anderson, deceased; 

Petition of Mathias A. 

Petition of Caleb R. oneste: ; 

Petition of Mrs. Sarah McLemore ; 

Petition of William M. Beasley ; 

Petition of Horace L. Kent; 

Petition of Joel Mann ; 2 


Petition of He ©. Dol 
Griggs administrator of Charles Murphy, deceased; 


Petition of El 

Petition of John H. M. 

Petition of Joseph L. Glove; 

Petition of Elizabeth Becton; 

Petition of George W. Beasley ; 

Petition of Daniel H. Hildebrand; 

Petition of Mrs, Lucie A. Jameso: 

Petition of Charles C. Burke, — of Elizabeth Burke, deceased ; 

Petition of M. C. McHaney ; 

Petition of Augustus F. Bonner, administrator of Martha A. Bonner, deceased ; 

Petition of Mary E. McKinney ; : 

Petition of John H. Mitchell ; 

Petition of James I. Amonett, executor of James M. Pro 

Petition of Sarah bid. ap bese administratrix of Robert Waters, 

Petition of William H. B. 

Petition of J 8 McA nulty: 

Petition of Will A. Anthony; 

Petition of J. C. and J. H. Atkins, administrators of N. G. Atkins, deceased į 

Petition of A. V. Warr, administrator of N. H. Isbell, deceased; 

Petition of Jordan Broadway ; 

Petition of Anne W. Byers; 

Petition of Andrew Cathey ; 

Petition of Maggie Barron et al.; 

Petition of Robert S. McDonald; 

Petition of Elisha Nelson; - 

Petition of Robert H. Walton; 

Petition of J. D. Askew, administrator of KE w. Fy tongs ve deceased> 

Petition of J. B. Askew, administrator of Alexander Askew deceased ; 

Petition of Louis Marat; 

Petition of John McDowell; 

Petition of Cynthia Milliken; 

Petition of John F. Byars; 

Petition of Mrs. J. E. inso 

Petition of John H. Lanter ft ‘administrator of John H. Lanier, sr., deceased; 

Petition of John Irvin; 

A bill 4. R. 477) for the relief of George H. Wells; 

A bill (H. R. yon eet os the Vienne trustees of the Protestant Episcopal Sem- 
inary and High 

Petition of James B. Bo 12 

Petition of Harriett z cl 


deceased ; 


Apt K.. 11500 S J raaa deceased; 
IE H. E. 6729) for the relief of H. C. Smith; 

2 bill H. R.7581) for the relief of Peter Cook} r; 

House resolution (No. 118) for the relief of Maria v. Brown; 
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or ol ey; 
77) for the relief of Frederick Demming; 
6015) for the relief of Lewis Rotherme! ; 


: 
aul 
i 


H. Bush; 
Petition of Robert W. Wilkinson ; 
Petition of John W. Alexander, executor of James S. Williams, deceased ; 
Petition of B. X. Swart; 
Petition of Elisha M. Shaddon; 
Petition of John Vantreese; 
Petition of Martha W. Hughes; 
Petition of Fidal Spab ; 
Petition of E. Spah ; 
Petition of William Vantreese ; 
Petition of the legal representatives of F. L. Cuwthorne, deceased ; 
Petition of W. S. Calloway; 
Petition of Mrs. E. Gant; 
Petition of Robert Smith; 
Petition of Calvin Spiney ; 
Petition of Mrs. R. Stan id; 
Petition of Mrs. Amanda Wadle 
A bill (H. R. 7796) for the relief ot Elizabeth Putnam; 
Petition of Rebecca A. Minor; 
Petition of James M. Seeds; 
Petition of Sophia G. Mitchell and Eliza J. Mabon ; 
Petition of Eugene Fereuit 
A bill (H. R. 7690) for the relief of J. II. T. Main; 
Petition of Joseph M. Middlekautf; 
Petition of Henry Adams; 
Petition of Jacob R. Adams; 
Petition of Samuel Emmert; 
Petition of Thomas N. Heskett ; 
Petition of William Householder; 
Petition of William wie 
Petition of David W: 
Petition of Solomon A 
Petition of A. J. MeA 
Petition of Geo: 
Petition of Martha J, 
Petition of Joshua Newcomer; 
Petition of Lewis Johnson; 
Petition of Henry McCauley; 
Petition of John Hammond; 
Petition of Jonas Speilman; 
Petition of Harrison Beeler; 
Petition of Abraham Shaff; 
Petition of the heirs of Jesse Viers, deceased ; 
Petition of Dr. William H. Grimes; 
Petition of Eliza Eyler; 
Petition of Frederick Wyand;, 
Petition of Thomas Corbett; 
Petition of Urias Buskirk ; 
Petition of John D. Keed 
Petition of Lewis A. G 
Petition of 8 A. — administratrix of S. A. Knode, deceased ; 
Petition of Mary E. 
Petition of Hannah K. 8 and Mary E. Lucas, beirs of Mary G. Wray, 


deceased ; 
Petition of J. B. 
Petition of Samuel ale 3 
Petition of Keel; 
Petition of Stephen Bird, executor of John Bird, deceased ; 
A bill (H. R. 867) for the relief of the heirs of Horatio N. Spencer; 
Petition of John Dillard ; 
Petition of Calvin Chears 
r —— (H. R. 2187) for the relief of Marcus L. Broadwell ; 
a R. 2189) for the relief of the estate of Thomas V. Stirman, deceased ; 
4 bil H. R. 2 Fh for the relief of James 8. E ie cc 


Vroe; 


A bill (H. R. 2192) for the relief of Isaac N, W. 

A bill (H. R. 2194) for the relief of Joseph B. — 

A bill for the relief of Clara H. 

Petition oti Ida M. Wells and others; 

Petition of G. W. Hughes; 

Petition of T. B Planché ; 
Garne 


Flowers et al.; 


Petition of Levi Middiekauf?, administrator of John C. Middlekauff, deceased ; 
Petition of John Monday ; 
Petition 2 an H. King; 
Petition of Mrs. Catharine Litle; 
Petition of Thomas Barnum ; 
Petition of Louisa b 3 
Petition of Ramsay Robb Lees 
Petition 2 Samuel Emmert; 
Henxy C. Mumma and Samnel Mumma, executors of Samuel 
Mumma, d 


yana 
88 of Richard 8, Kirk; 
Petition of Thomas R. — 
Petition x Thomas Trund! 


Reading 
H. Knode; 


Petition of Solomon S. Lumm ; 


Petition of John II. Huyeit; 

Petition of John T. and Sarah A. De Sellum; 
Petition of Samuel M. Haller; 

Petition of Jonathan Yoste ; and 

Petition of A. P. Burditt and James Fisk. 


PUBLIC LANDS DECISIONS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, by unanimous consent, submitted a con- 
current resolution to provide for one the first and second volumes 
of decisions relating to the public which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 


that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ence on the bill (S. 18090 to to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
(H. R. 8179) making appropriation for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendments joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 338) providing for pan ting additional copies 
of the sixth and seventh additional reports of the Director of the United 
States Geological Survey; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 339) providing for prin the sixth and 
seventh annnal reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology; ope 

Joint resol:..ion (H. Res, 340) providing for printing monograph 2 
the publications of the United States Geological Survey. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed a joint reso- 
lation of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House was 

uested: 
oint resolution (S. R. 134) relative to the use of plants to 
the public conservatories of the District of Columbia for 
ceremonies, 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged question. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SNYDER. I desire to explain my vote given yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. That is not a privileged matter. The gentleman 


can procen ay by unanimous consent. 

r. SNYDE I ask unanimous consent to make a personal expla- 
nation. Mr. Speaker, on 2439 of the RECORD of aware vel as pro- 
ceedings I am recorded as is, teeth ay“ upon the resolution offered 
by the chairman of the Approtieintioria Conssnisios.; With a decided opin- 
ion as to the impropriety of the clause in the sundry ciyil bill 
to the suspension of silver coinage, and with angi avowed inten 
voting against the same when the opportunity was offered [page 
tion providing for a separate vote upon said proposition), Ted “ay” 
to limit debate and facilitate business, in order that an extra session of 
Congress might be avoided. 

I am opposed to any legislation on Tho DENAC ORGE Loka Dr 
ward either the limitation or suspension of silver 
sequent statement of the gentleman from Ivania Ae that 
this al aarp waa be made in order that my position may not be mis- 
understood by constituents. 

Mr. HAMMON D. Iobject. That is not a matter of privilege, and 
I object to further 9 

e SPEAKER. e Chair so decided, and the gentleman pro- 

ceeded by unanimous consent, 

Mr. HAMMOND. Lobject. Every gentleman who casts a vote might 
occupy time of the House in the same way, 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER, The regular order is demanded 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr.CABELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to suspend the rules to take up 
House bill 8029, to authorize the establishment of export tobacco man- 
ufactories and for drawbacks upon imported articles used in manufact- 
uring exported tobacco. 

_ SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Sieg SPEAKER. The House is acting under a suspension of the 
es. 

The regular order being called for, the House resumes, under the 
order adopted yesterday by suspension of the rules, the consideration 
of the bill 1 È 8256) 8 appropriations ſor sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes. The first question is upon the amendments to the clause in 
relation to the New Orleans tion. 

Mr. HORR. The first amendment, as I understand, is the one which 


I offered. 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding of the Chair. A motion 
has been made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. POTTER] to 
strike out the clause; but that will not be voted upon until amend- 


ments to the text have been of. The . the 


disposed 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORR] will be read. 


1885. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the entire clause and insert in lieu thereof the following : 

For the purpose of the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Ex- 
e, now being held in city of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, not 

exceed the sum of $300,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
mediately available and to be used first in payment of the indebtedness now out- 
standing of said exposition which is due to firms, . living 
and doing business outside of the State of Louisiana, including debts due to for- 
po an or foreign nations and such as are due to States and Territories from 
said exposition. ey, ene of all premiums heretofore awarded or 
which shall be hereafter a said exposition in accordance with the lists 
of awards heretofore published ; money to be disbursed under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall make proper rules and regulations 
for the form and verification of vouchers in proof of such indebtedness and shall 
detail a proper “oo? of his Department to Saas said funds as directed by said 
Secretary, who s make a detailed statement of his transactions to the 
ury Department.“ 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan to strike out the clause in the bill and substitute what 
has just been read. 

. ELLWOOD. I rise for an inquiry. I have submitted a substi- 
tute. Will the vote upon this proposition of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan rule out my substitute? 

The SPEAKER, Is the amendment of the gentleman from Michi- 
gan offered as a substitute? 

Mr. ELLWOOD, I move to amend by adding to the substitute of 
the gentleman from Michigan the clause which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: Í 

A committee of three members of the House shall be es gan o7 the 


Speaker to uire into the expenditures by and money received by man 
agers of the World's Industrial Cotton and Centenn 


Exposition. T. said 
committee are hereby empowered to administer oaths, to compel the eee = 


of witnesses, and to send for persons and papers; and it shall report the result 
of its investigation to the Forty-ninth Congress on or before December 10, 1885. 


Mr. BLAND. That amendment is subject to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is subject to a point of order. 
The point issustained. The question is upon the substitute of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. ELLIS. As I understand it has been been agreed between the 
gentleman and myself that his substitute shall be amended by striking 
out the words or so much thereof as may be necessary. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Michigan is willing to accept this amend- 


ment. 
TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs] moves 
to amend the substitute of the gentleman from Michigan by i 
7 


out the words but so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. ELLIS. dio. dap between the gentleman from Michigan 
and go out. 

Mr. HORR. If it be in order I will state that in my ju t this 


amendment does not affect substantially my substitute; and I consent 
to it. I think every dollar of the ion will be spent, at any 
rate. 


The question b Penise on the amendment of Mr. ELLIS, there 


PERENG 2 noes 

Mr. AND IN. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 
e were ordered; and Mr. ANDERSON and Mr. ELLIS were ap- 

rere House again divided; and the tellers reported —ayes 121, noes 

44, 


So the amendment of Mr. ELLIS was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] as ed. 

Mr. BEACH. On this question I demand the yeas an re 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 45 members voting therefor, 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
206, nays 58, not voting 60; as follows: 


YEAS—206, 

Adams, G. E. Carleton, Fiedler, Jones, J. H. 
Aiken, Clay, Findlay, ones, J. K. 
Alexander, Cobb, Finerty, Jones, J. T. 
Anderson, Connolly, Follett, Kean, 
Atkinson, Cook, Foran, Keifer, 
Ballent —. Kellogg 

tine, * Funston, ellogg, 
Barbour, Cox, W. R. George. Ketcham, 
Barksdale, Craig, Glascock. King, 
Bayne, Crisp, Greenleaf, ner, 

t. Cullen, Guenther, Lacey, 
Bennett, Curtin, Hanback, Lawrence, 
Bisbee, Davidson. Hancock, Lewis, 
Blanchard, Davia, G R Harmer, a Libbey, 
Bow Dibble, Ha Lore, 
Brainerd, Dibreli, Hemph n, Lowry, 
Bratton, on, ‘erbert, aes 
Breckinridge, Dockery, Hewitt a = —— 
Breitung, Dorsheimer, ewi y mas, 
Brewer, F, B. Dowd, ` Hil, McCormick, 
Brewer, J. H. Dunham, soi Menis, 

a 0 en, 
Brumm, Eldredge, Holton, Mitchell, 
Buckner, Elllott, Horr, Morgan, 
— Ellis, Houk, Morrill, 
x Ellwood, Howey, Morse, 
Caldwell, lish, Hunt, Moulton, 

DIM Jeffords Mules”? 

Cam: * * * 
“her, Ferrell, Jones, B. W. Murphy, 
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to be im- Oat 


Mea doo, 

Miller, S. H. y 
Henderson, D. B. Morrison, 
Neece, 


Ochiltree, 
Hara, 
O'Neill, Charles 
8 J. J. 
Fyan, Ray, G. W. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

During the roll-call, 

Mr. BEACH moved that by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names be di with. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Will 
it be proper to ask by unanimous consent a vote be taken on thi : 
osition as amended or on this substitute? I have said, as I supposed 
was the there would be a vote if this were amended. I am in- 
formed if this is yoted in, as it is, there will be no further vote. That 
misled some gentlemen. 

Mr. RANDALL. There will be a vote on the bill with this in it. 

The SPEAKER. There will be no further vote on this clause as a 
separate ition. The Chair will state the situation. ` 

r. RANDALL. There will be a vote on the bill with that in it. 

Mr. HORR. But that is not fair. 2 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan moved to strike out 
the clause and insert what has been read. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr fat ag oe moion Piako out the a 83 
serting an x e gentleman from Michigan offe: is amend- 
ment first ee the House voted on it first. Ifthe House sustains the 
motion to strike out the words as they stood in the bill and insert the 
words of the amendment it closes the vote on this because it is 
not competent under the rules of the House to strike out the identical 
thing just inserted by a vote; and the only way to reach that would 
be to reconsider that vote. 

Mr. HORR. There can be unanimous consent that a vote be taken 
on the proposition. I do not think any one will object to that; it will 
be passed just the same. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will enter the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The vote has not yet been announced. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, and it is that 
as the vote has not been announced, can not the whole difficulty be 
obviated by gentlemen changing their votes? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi asks unanimous 
consent that after the vote shall be announced, if the amendment be 
adopted, a vote shall then be taken on the motion to strike out the 
clause; is there objection ? 

Mr. HORR. There can be no objection, 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The following pairs were then announced. 

On all political questions, until farther notice: 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. Jonx S. WISE. 

Mr. SHAw with Mr. LAIRD. 
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Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, Broadhead, Gibson, Long Russell, 

Mr. JORDAN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. ; nda ay d poke se 

ae Boy "e. Mi Rice Baie i Graves, Miller, en. Skinner, 

EECE r. CHALMERS. ` toen; omey, ; 

On this vote: Caldwell Gnomon: Mors” —.— 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. OCHILTREE. Campbell, J. E. Hanback, Muldrow, Stephenson, 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. JOHNSON. Cannon, Harmer, Muller, Stewart, Charles 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of New York, with Mr. HOOPER. 8 Hezihin Mornay, jaa 

a 2 with Mr. Hart. Cris z Henley, ` Nicholls, Stone, r 

r. HOBLITZELL with Mr. GOFF. en, chiltree, ec, 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. If voting, Mr 8 . 8 — eS 
O'NEILL would vote ay and Mr. MCADOO ‘‘no.”’ Davis, G. R. Hiscock, O'Neill, Charles Swope, ' 

For the day: Davis, R. T. Halmes, n Thompson, 

Mr. l with Mr. CuTcHEON. Dibrell 3 Pettibor Townshend, 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. Dixon, Houk, Poland. y, 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. men Hose Pryor Venue? 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that Dunham, Jeffords, “i Sae Baio, 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill and joint resolution Dane — y Ray, Ossian Ward, 
of the following titles; when the yee signed the same, namely: Ellis. Jones, J. H. gan, Washburn, 

A bill H. R. 48) providing for e erection of a building to contain 1 2 Bey 8 
the library, and museum of the Medical Department, United | Findlay Keifer 8 White, Mi 
gee 128 esaf — (H. Res. 320) autho the f the Fee aie ; Wilson, J 

oin authorizing ee report „ . n, „James 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1883 and 1 — Se a — T * 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. —— — K Rogers, W. F Wolford. 

The SPEAKER. By order of the House the vote will now be taken | George, Le Rowell, 
on the motion of the from New York [Mr. POTTER] to NOT VOTING—i2. 
strike the clause entirely from the bill. Adams, J.J. Hancock, Libbey, 

Mr. POTTER. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. Bingham, eman, McAdoo, Taylor, E. B. 

Tho yens and nays were ordered. — Eee D.B. ue 

Mr. YORK. I rise to a question of privilege. Chalmers, Holton, ` Nelson, Wakefield, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. Clay, Hooper, Rankin, Weller, 

Mr. YORK. I ask if this is on the vote to strike out the $300,000? | Goias ww. Hurd. n Y 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is to strike out the | Gutcheon. Jordan. Shaw, | Young. 
entire clause. Evans, Ketcham, Slocum, 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a question of order. There is so much | Fran. Laird, Spriggs, 


re CON Aaa PEE OR priest <Page Soy AE 
ng on. 
Sn, SPEAKER. The Chair will cause, on account of the complaints 
so frequently made to the Chair, clause 7 of Rule XIV; to be read; and 
calls the attention of members on the floor and also of the officers of 
the House, the e e and Sergeant-at-Arms, to the rule. 
The Clerk read as follows 


7 the is a r addressing House no mem- 
ber shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a member is speaking, pass be- 
tween him and the Chair; andd of the no member shall 
wear his hat, or remain by the Cle 7 
count or upon floor of the House; and the 
Arms are the t of this clause. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair the officers of the House charged 
with the execution of this rule see that it is complied with on the 
floor. 

The question is on to the motion of the gentleman from New 


voting 42; as follows: 


YEAS—1x. 
Alexander, oo a MeCoid, ur, 
Anderson, Da L. H. ively, 
Barr, 7. Medela. : Smith, A. Herr 
Beach, — Matson, Smith, H. ¥ 
— Eaton. Ma: 7 Springer, 
Blo El 8 M Steele, 
Boutelle, Ellwood, Miller, J. F. Stevens, 
Bowen English. * Storm, 
Boyle, Everhart, Mills, Talbott, 
Ferrell, Mitchell, Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, F. B. Geddes, Mo: Taylor, J. M. 
Brewer, J. H. Halsell, Moulton, a 
Browne, T. M. Hammond, Murray, Turner, H. G. 
Buchanan, Hardy, Nutting, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Buckner, Hart, Oates, Van Alstyne, 
Burnes, Hatch, H. H. O'Neill. J. J Wadsworth, 
Campbell, J. M. Hatch, W. H. Parker, Wait, 
Candler, area aE J. 38 Warner, A. J. 
Carleton, epburn, yne, arner, 
Cassidy, Hewitt, A. S. Payson, Weaver, 
Clardy, Hitt, 1. Wellborn, 
Clements, Holman, Peters, ting, 
Cobb, Howey, Phelps, ilkins, 
Connolly, James, Pierce, Winans, E. B. 
Cook, Kean, Post, Winans, John 
ve, Potter, Food, 
Š Lawrence, Ranney, Woodward, 
— Le Fevre, Ray. G. W. Worthington. 
Cox. W. R. Lowry, Rockwell, Yaple, 
Culberson, D. B Lyman. Senex. fork. 
NAYS—i38. 
dams, G. E. Ballentine, Belford, Blanchard. 
3 Barbour, Belmont. Bratton, 
Bagley, Bayne, Bisbee, Breitung, 


So the motion to strike out was not agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. ELLIN, by unanimous consent the reading of the 
names was 

The fo! T 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. STRAIT, on this vote. 

Mr. FYAN with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the motion to 

ut was rejected; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 

be laid on the table. 


The question now recurs the bill 
sear goiter ye eg 
The bill was ordered to be 


emand the previous question. 
bm WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the reading of the engrossed 
foment ER B F 
recen req go 
Ar. WHITE, of Kentucky, I understood the Speaker to say that 
tee tail on tee scoot 
8 The ir so stated. 


sundry civil appropriation bill. 
Mr. se of Kentucky. Then I ask for the reading of the en- 


grossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. On the of the bill the gentleman from 

gre has demanded previous question. 
oar iai ws eke fo pean, SDan Mo the angrenped ROL Pe 
upon w. we are wi e 

The SPEAKER. Under what rule? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Speaker knows the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no such positive rule or late 
practice. If there be any, the Chair hopes the gentleman will call 
attention to it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Chair stated the question to be 
e tleman from Pennsylvania 

the previous question. Now, upon that bill on which 
the previous question is demanded, which, as the Speaker states, is the 
2 ee bill, Task as a question of right for the read- 
ing of the i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Kentucky 
725 the subject as to 3 there is any such rule or practice of the 

ouse. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky: I call the attention of the Chair to page 
199 of the Digest, to Rule XXI, clause 2: 


Bills and joint resolutions on their 
and the second time in full 


passage shall be read the first time by title 
when, if the previous question is ordered, the — 


1885. 


shal) state the e to be: Shall the bill be engrossed and read a third time? 
and, if decided in the affirmative, it shall be read the third time by title, unless 
the reading in full is demanded by a member, and the question shall then be put 
upon its passage. ž 

I contend that if the bill has been engrossed it ought to be here, and 
the Clerk should read that engrossed bill upon which we are here to vote. 
The rule says so; it is in the bond, and I call for the pound of flesh. 

Mr. WAIT. U rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WAIT. Did not the House on yesterday by a vote of two-thirds 
direct the suspension of the rules for the remainder of the session upon 
the sundry civil appropriation bill? 

The SPEAKER. e House by a vote of two-thirds suspended the 
rules to consider the bill under certain ations prescribed in the 
motion itself, which regulations say nothing concerning the readings of 
the bill. 

Mr. WAIT. Would not then the action of the House suspend any 
rule such as the tleman from Kentucky invokes? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not yet decided that. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iwould like the Chair to state to the House 
the exact situation of this bill at this time. If I understand it, the 
bill has been read a third time by its title. We have passed from that. 
The previous question has been called on the passage of the bill. Am 
I right? ` 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been demanded, but has 
not been ordered. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The custom has been, so far as I recollect, 
after the proceedings on a bill have reached this stage not to have the 
engrossed bill read a third time e er 

Mr. POTTER. It has not been at length at all. 

Mr. CRISP. It was read here in the House. 

Mr. POTTER. At what time? 

Mr. CRISP. Between 6 and 7 o'clock last evening. ’ 

Mr. COX, of New York. My friend from New York was not present 
at that time. 

I submit that since the adoption of the new rules there has been no 

ice for what the gentleman from Kentucky now demands, 
the reading of this bill at 1 at this stage. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. is not a question of what practice has 
arisen. The action of the House thus far has simply been to pass the 
bill to be . That is the order of the House; 5 
the bill has to be engrossed and read the third time. Now, how 
it possible if a member demands the of the engrossed bill to 
say to him that that has not been done which the House has ordered 
to be done? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt as to the right of a mem- 
ber under the language of the second clause of Rule X XI to 
demand the reading of the bill at length before the question is 
taken on iin e but the question of practice, as to which the Chair 
has some di ty, is whether the member has aright to demand that 
the bill shall be actually engrossed before it is read. 

There was a practice prevailing at one time, according to the impres- 
sion of the Chair, to take the printed or manuscript bill and simply in- 
dorse it as an engrossed bill. ee pe penales PESI time 
in the House according to the present recollection of the Chair, but 
was afterward discontinued, and the bill was simply read in its orig- 
inal printed form. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. When I first came into this House it was un- 
derstood if a member chose to demand the of the bill 
the bill had to be before it could be read to satisfy his demand; 
and I supposed that arose not from an icular rule but from the 
nature of the case. The first of the bill is a passage to be en- 

and the House before vce taa DIN anay ee 
entitled to have the engrossed bill read in order to see if that is the bill 
which has been actually passed in the House. 

I remember once in the Legislatureof my own State that a bill which 
was engrossed was actually different from the bill which the sen- 
ate of the State, and that by reason of a mistake on the part of the 
clerk of the senate; so that the bill actually went to the governor, but 
was not signed, with amendments in it not one of which had been 
voted on by the senate. That occurred because the engrossment was 
made by mistake. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt the practice in most leg- 
islative bodies is as the gentleman has stated. 

Mr. REED, of Maine; Itis not in any t different from the 
2 and from the principle of the rules of this House. The House 

passed a bill to be engrossed. That has got to be done. The en- 
grossment has to take place before the bill can be finally passed. It 
seems to me that is in the very nature of things and can not be eradi- 
cated by any custom of the House or by the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. I sup that there may be members here who 
had the impression that this bill was not I beg to state 
that that precaution has been taken and the bill is engrossed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then have it read. 

Mr. RANDALL. And in that connection I ask the Chair whether 
— s ers of the rules under which we have been acting has ex- 

i 
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The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] was simply to suspend the rules and consider the bill 
under certain regulations. The Chair thinks that does not dispense with 
the rules ordinarily relating to the passage of bills. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the suspension of the rules is not operating at 
this time I make the motion to suspend the rules so as to dispense with 
a reading of the bill at length. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers not to decide the question made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] as to his right to have 
the engrossed bill read at this time; because it is not necessary to do 
so or to establish a precedent which shall prevail in fit. to this mat- 


ter hereafter. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
moves to suspend the rules so as to take the vote on the passage of the 
bill without having it read a third time at length. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire tosay in response to a singlesentence 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that so far as concerns the actual 
demand made for the reading of the bill at length I neither knew it 
was going to be made—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not make any such charge. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Nor had I any disposition to make such a de- 
mand. I have spoken simply as a member of the House interested in 
the orderly conduct of its business. 

The SPEAKER. This is of course an important parliamentary ques- 
tion, and may at some time become more so. 

Mr. BAYNE. As I understand the position of this bill now, a ma- 
jority may pass it. Am I correct? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have made the motion to suspend the rulesand 
dispense with the reading of the engrossed bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. In the interest of this bill I suggest to my colleague 
[Mr. RANDALL] that he do not make that motion. I should prefer 
having the engrossed bill read if it should be necessary. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would prefer not, because I do not want time, 
which is valuable, exhausted in that way. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. : 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] moves to suspend cke rules and vote upon the passage of the 
bill without ing it at length the third time, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, how did the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] take me off my feet to make that 


The SPEAKER. He did not. Several gentlemen addressed the 
Chair after the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE] concluded and 
before the gentleman from Pennsylvania obtained the floor. 

Mr. W. of Kentucky. But they were discussing the point of 
order. They were not making motions. h 

The SPEAKER. But there is no motion. The gentleman from 
Kanar 8 made no motion; he simply demanded the 

of the bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; but that is not debatable. Is there a 
second demanded ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I demand a second. 

The SPEAKER. A second is demanded. The Chair will appoint 
as tellers the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. WHITE, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL: The question is N mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to anean the rules and vote 
upon the passage of this bill without reading it at length the third 
time. 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 79, noes 11; so the motion 
was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, A second is ordered. Fifteen minutes are allowed 
for debate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes of 
my time to the gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES]. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Speaker, in examining this sun civil bill I 
find that the Committee on ce eee have inserted general legi 
lation in reference to the public buildings and the sites for such build- 
ings in three of the States which are represented on the committee by 
three of its members. We ordi members of this House when we 
wish to have the limit of expenditure upon public in the 
communities we represent increased are obliged to introduce bills for 
that purpose, which are referred to a committee, and in due time are 
reported back and acted upon by the House; but here I find that mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations propose in this general ap- 
1 to increase the limits of expenditure upon certain public 

uildings. The bill proposes to increase the limit of expenditure on a 
public building at Dallas, Tex., from $75,000 to $100,000; the limit on 
the public add Ser Galveston, Tex., from $125,000 to $145,000, and 
the limit on public buildings at Jefferson City from $100,000 to $132,000. 

Mr. KEAN. Where is Jefferson City? 

Mr. JAMES. In Missouri. 

Mr. KEAN. Oh! I thought it was in Indiana. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JAMES. The limit of expenditure on the public building at 
Saint Joseph, Mo., is to be increased from $75,000 to $300,000. 

The original limit for the public building and site at Minneapolis, 
Minn., was fixed at $175,000, and it is to be increased by this bill to 
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$500,000. I protest, Mr. Speaker, against this treatment of this House 
by the Committee on Appropriations, giving to the members of that 
committee an advantage over other members of the House who are 
ig, on in general appropriation bills. 

HITE, of 5 Now, Mr. Speaker, I yield three min- 
utes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS]. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, three minutes of time have been 
yielded to me by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WHITE], and I 
ghall occupy that time in poin Mog oh some peculiarities of this bill. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. JAMES] has called attention to the 
six instances in which the Committee on Appropriations have intro- 
duced general legislation into this bill in violation of the rules of the 
House, and by the suspension of the rules the points of order which 
otherwise might have been made against these several appropriations 
have been cut off. 

But this bill has some special features, which ought to commend it 
e to this House, and I desire to call attention to those features. 

we look at the appropriations for public buildings and 2 keep- 

in view the personnel of the Committee on Appropriations, a new 

t will dawn upon the House. I call attention to the provisions in 
KA bill beginning at line 29. I find that the first of these items is in 
the interest of Massachusetts, which is soably represented on the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations by the distinguished gentleman Mr. Lona, 

Mr. LONG. the gentleman will permit, A nse is not the slightest 
appropriation for Massachusetts. 

Mr. THOMAS. I speak of the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. LONG. There is not the slightest appro 223 ſor Massachu- 
setts there. It is a provision for the sale of a ding belonging to 
the Government, a provision to put $220,000 into the Treasury—not to 


an an; AT of it. 

HO; But it is a provision which could not have been in- 
teadweed on thia hill if it had not been introduced in this way. It 
would have been subject to the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. No; it d not. 

Mr. LONG. It would not. 

Mr, THOMAS. I decline to be interrupted further. 

Mr. LONG. Then be honorable! 

Mr. THOMAS. Iam, in pointing out the true inwardness of this bill. 
Mr. er, the next item to which I desire to call attention is that 
for the benefit of Brooklyn, N. Y., which State is so ably ted 
upon the committee by Mr. Hurchixs. That $135,000. 


Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman [Mr. Hvrtcuixs] does 
not live in Brooklyn, 

Mr. THOMAS. I say the appropriation is for the benefit of Brook- 
lyn, in the State of New York, which is so ably represented on the 
committee by the ed. eee I have named. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. The appropriation ought to be a 
great deal more. 


Mr. THOMAS. The next item is for the benefit of Buffalo, N. Y., 
$37,500. Then we come to Chi III., which State is so ably repre- 
F league, Mr. CANNON. Then come 
Cleveland and Columbus, Ohio, represented on the committee by Mr. 
FOLLETT. 

A MEMBER. And General KEIFER. 

Mr. THOMAS. Then we come to Dallas, Tex., which gets $25,000. 
That State is represented on the committee by Mr. HANCOCK. 
we come to Fort Wayne, Ind., which State is represented on the com- 
mittee by the tleman Mr. HOLMAN, and I want tocall 
attention to the fact that a bill has already this House giving him 
another appropriation for Fort Wayne; so if this item goes through 
he is to here a double appropriation for this public building in Indiana. 
pos reg ] Such is the work of the great watch-dog of the Treasury. 

it in no offensive sense. 

enh REED, of Maine. If it is for Indiana it is meritorious. 

Mr. THOMAS. Yes; if it is for cree it is very meritorious and 
is in the line of economy.“ CLanghter. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. i tleman allow me to ask 
him whether the gf Bh ae for that Indi building is not in ex- 
cess of the amount authorized by law? 

Mr. THOMAS. I e is 525,000 in excess of the 
amount authorized by law. Mr. Speaker, this is the economy and re- 
ſorm of this 383 House under the of the great econo- 
mist, Mr. HoLMAN, of I [Renewed laughter. ] 

For Hannibal, Mo., which has as its representative on that commit- 
tee the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. BURNES, the appropriation is 
$37,500. Then for Jefferson City, also in the State 8 . 
gentleman, there is an ng os amy of $132,000. 

riation of $15,000 for Kansas City, Mo., and $50,000 for Saint 
Joseph, Mo. Then we come. to Leavenworth, Kans., which is repre- 
sented on that committee by the gentleman from Mr. RYAN; 
wen ee Ala., which is. 2 on Rea committee by 
eman from ORNEY. Minneapolis, 
. $100,000, and 5 heretofore fixed by law for the 
building there is increased, under the of the distinguished 
eee 


Representative from M WASHBURN. 


inneapolis, Mr. 
Then there is an appropriation of $15,000 for New Orleans, represen’ 


by the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. ELLIS, a member of that com- 
mittee. Then Peoria, III., V 
from Illinois, Mr. Cannon, obtains an riation; and then 
Poughkeepsie, N. V., represented by the entleman from New zeti 
Mr. HurcsIss. Then comes Philadel Pa., represented by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. RANDALL. [Laughter J 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the gentleman to read that provision. It is 
. not to take money out. 

Mr. THOMAS. It is general | m on an a riation bill, 
which would have been subject to a point of order if this bill had been 
considered in the o way. I have only called attention to these 
points so that the House and the country may see how well the dis- 
tricts and States represented on the Appropriations Committee are pro- 
vided for in this bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I remind the tleman that he does great injustice 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND], whom he has not 
mentioned. 

Mr. THOMAS. eee eee eee [Mr. 1 
was on the Appropriations Committee, and beg his pardon for not giv- 
ing him his due. 4 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, in these two minutes I wish only to 
supplement the statement which has been made with reference to publi 
buildings provided for in this bill. Ihave nothing to do with motives; 
but I have taken the trouble to add er the various appropriations 
in this bill for public buildings, and I find the total to be $2,173,000, 

Mr. RANDALL, The gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. McCOMAS. That is the calculation I have made, and I have 


made it from the bill. I take these iy tcl from the printed bill, if 
not from the bill before this 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman counts in perhaps provisions for 


the sale of two public properties 


Mr. MCCOMAS. I have only a moment, and can not yield. I am 
not here to ascribe motives to anybody; but I want the House to say, 
while we protest time and again against sporadic extra Ww 
in an appropriation bill passed under a suspension of rules in the 


last days of the session we shall pile up expenditures to the amount 
of two Millions of dollars for these public buildings out of $22,000,000 
which the bill carries, H these provisions in many cases change 
the existing law, limitations heretofore enacted. 

Now, there is no Se nities for which in its constitution I have 
higher respect than for the Committee on Appropriations, but I say 
we are driven by the force of this vote u m of the rules to 
the alternative of spending $2,000,000 witbout an opportunity to 
amend or diminish these appropriations. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise toa n 

The SPEAKER. The eman will state it. 

- Would it be in order at this time, as the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr] is the only member on the Committee on 

App who seems to be bay ag ear for in this bill, to move 
that he be allowed an a priation for a public building in his district? 

Mr. RANDALL. I the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] 
will do justice by part ofthe bil statement he has made. There is not 
a dollar in e ill, so far as I know, that goes to my dis- 
trict or to Pennsylvania eith 

Mr. WHITE, of Revteky. I yield two minutes to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. POTTER] reserving one minute to myself. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. er, in the two minutes allowed me I de- 
sire to say, as forcibly as I may, that this ri sca from the uniform 


practice of this Government Wee e ropriation bills under 
a suspension of the rules can not Le 
by the entire country, and Sill apeere Eeg The evils of such 


a practice could not be more 1 illustrated than in the attem 
now being made to pass these bills, in Which private interests may 
concerned, without an o ity for the scrutiny of this House. I 
protest in the name of honest government, I 2 the name of that 
vigilance which we are bound under our oaths as legislators to exercise, 
that we are revolutionizing the whole practice of the Government by 
this procedure, 

I am willing to sit here day and night until the session closes in order 
that these bills may be in regular order, and that no appropriation 
necessi taxation m the country shall be without such 
scrutiny on the of Representatives as the Constitution and all 
the honest ce of the Government require. 

pers the hammer fell. ] 

SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky has one minute 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentu In that one minute I desire to call the 
attention of this House to remarkable bill, which vides in it 
over $1,000,000 for public buildings beyond the limit allowed by law, 
and which bill is to be passed now under a suspension of the rules. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to the fact that this same 
committee refused $400 to the Freedmen’s Hospital for a force-pump in 
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this city, while they putin millions of dollars beyond the limit provided 
by law for public buildings. 

I wish also to call attention to the fact that they omit provision for 
payment of arrears of pay which may be certified to be due to officers 
and men of the United States Army. They also omitted to provide pay 
for two and three years’ volunteers which may be certified to be due to 
the officers and men who served in the war of the rebellion. 
omitted to provide bounty to volunteers and their widows and 
heirs. They also omitted to provide for the payment of bounties 
act of July 28, 1866. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I regret it. I wish I had an hour. 
[Laughter and ‘applause. J- 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has eighteen 
minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding what the gentleman 
from } Maryland [Mr. McComas] has said, the amounts appropriated in 
this bill for public buildings aggregate $1, 794,719.84, which is about 
the amount which was appropriated for a like purpose last year. 

As to individual members being influenced in that committee, I wish 
to give those gentlemen opportunity to defend themselves. But as my 
name has been drawn in here I want to say, so far as I know, not one 
dollar has been appropriated: for any publie building connected with 
Philadelphia by this appropriation bill. On the contrary an estimate 
of $60,000 for the post-office building of that city was left unprovided 
for. All the Philadelphia 5 did was to authorize the sale 
of a publie building in the city of Philadelphia, whereby $300,000 or 


more would come into the Treasury of the United States. 


Mr. THOMAS. What about the public building for Williamsport, 
Pa.? 

- Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from Hlinois is mis- 
taken about the Williamsport public building, as that appropriation is 
within the limits of the law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have nothing to do with Wi 
was the action of this House. It is not, however, over the limit, but 
on the contrary is within the limit. 

Several MEMBERS. How about the vaults? What about Minneap- 
olis public building? 

Mr. RANDALL. Those gentlemen who are interested can deſend 
themselves, as they secured a majority of the committee in favor of 
these several propositions, I am not able to say what occurred in the 
committee in this and I do not wish to say even how I voted. 
I am not afraid of my record in that 

Mr. BELFORD. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question, 

Mr. RANDALL. Now before leaving the subject I wish to say, in 
defense of the committee, I do not believe there is a dollar in that bill 
for a public building which will not be wisely and economically ex- 
pended. I objected, perhaps, to its insertion here on the ground it 
would break the limit; but I think the public interests by legislation 
in connection therewith have not been imperiled in any particular 
whatever. 

Now as to the payment of soldiers—hecanse that is a tender subject, 
Mr. Speaker—the gentleman from Kentucky is entirely in error. There 
was no estimate for the soldiers to which the gentleman referred in 
connection with this bill. It referred to another bill altogether, and 
his objection, therefore, on that point falls to the ground. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that that body respectfully return without the signature of the Presi- 
dent pro tempore an enrolled bill (8. 84) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States 
for supplies furnished to the Sioux and Dakota Indians of Minnesota 
subsequent to June 1, 1861, and prior to the massacre of A 1862. 

It also requested the return of joint resolutions of the following titles: 

Joint ee (S. R. 127) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Bureau of Ethnology 

Joint resolution (S. R. 2250 to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Geological Survey; an 

Joint resolution (S. R. 129) to authorize the printing of the reports of 
the Geological Survey. 

It further announced the passage of a bill (H. R. 8179) making ap- 
propriations for the legislative, executive, and 8 1880 expenses of the 
Government for the year ending June 1886, and for other 
purposes, with amendments; in which concurrence was requested. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. This bill has been added to largely for papoa 
intended to benefit the soldiers, and also to protect country from 
disease. There is, for instance, $400,000 appropriated in the bill for 
artificial limbs; which is an increase over the last appropriation, this 
being the fifth year. There is also $350,000 in in the bill to 
— the United States from the approach of cholera, which adds 

largely, and there is another aj Se phages areas bese eee ee 
than that of last year because of the increased demand for money to be 
applied in 3 of the soldiers’ homes. So that when the effort is 


That 


made to prejudice the mind of this House against the bill on the score 
that the soldier has not been taken care of, it is only necessary to ex- 
amine the facts to destroy any such impression. 

I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts, and 
then to the gentleman from IIlinois. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman from 


also | Pennsylvania a question. 


Mr. RANDALL. a aera O nen 
not consume too much of my time. 
Mr. BELFORD. I know it to be a fact that there is in the 
ury eee $145,000, 3 us revenue, and that instead of 
tly you have cut the appropriations in every case, making 
them fell below the estimates. Now, why has this been done? 7 
errs RANDALL. My answer to the gentleman’s question is that in 
the first place I do not know the exact amount of surplus in the Treas? 
ury that can be safely placed in circulation, and further I 3 
3 large demand that 
mon 3 should be applied in paying the public 


debt TA plause.] R 
BELFORD. You have not acted extravagantly in the appropria- 


[ “alt RANDALL I now yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
Mr. NG 
Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, whatever share of responsibility falls upon 
me as a member of the Committee on Appropriations, which reported 
this bill to the House, I and do not toshirk. And that 
responsibility extends to portions of the bill relating not only to the 
section of country from which I come, but to all other sections as well. 
But I rise now, sir, simply to answer the assertion which has been 
made that the State I in part represent is specially benefited in this 


a 


bill in the matter of appropriations for public buildin; The fact is 
exactly to the contrary, as the following statement show: 

Jam the only member on the Committee on A from 
New England, and not a single publie building in New is rep- 


resented in the iations of this bill. The new post-office and 
court-house building in the city of Boston is nearly finished. The old 
court-house will become vacant probably within ninety days, and as a 
matter of profit to the acca fed the United as well asa 

tion of economy, a provision been inserted in bill for the sale 
of the eourt-house; which will add $225,000 to the, Treasury and take 
not one dollar out of it. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. RANDALL. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. CANNON: How much time? 

Mr. RANDALL. One minute. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I cannot do much ina minute. [ Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. Weil, say all you can in that time, because I have 
to yield to others on the other side. 

. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I have had six years’ service on the 
Committee on Appropriations, and during that time I have never had 
a dollar for the construction of a public building, or any publie work, 
appropriated for the district I t. I have taken the very best 
care I knew how to take of my State and section, and in doing so I was 
not neglectful of the ibility that rested upon me to do exactly 
the same for the whole country. It is true this appropriation is in here 
for the Quincy and Peoria buildings, and it ought to be in, but they 
are within the limit. 

By considerable effort I suceeeded in getting Chi in at $40,000 
for and preservation of the custom-house, and it ought to be in. 
And my enlisagns [Mr. THOMAS] might have gone a little further and 
made reference to a former Congress while I was on that committee, at 
least I think, and I want the apes from New York on my left 
to notice that I was a. respectable factor in getting an appropriation in 
the gentleman’s own district of $60,000 for the marine hospital at Cairo 
{applause and langhter], and it ought to be there, and I was glad that 
it z put in. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Ialways stand by my friend from Illinois. [Laugh- 
It is an unfortunate fact that he does. 

Mr. CANNON. And so I apprehend that gentlemen complain not 

so much for what is in the bill as for what is not in it. [Laughter and 


applause. 
[Renewed 


Mr. THOMAS. 
laughter. ] 

Mr. RANDALL, I now yield to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
2 one minute. 

IFER. In one minute I can say that I voted to break the 
limit ‘for the public building at Columbus, Ohio, because the Secretary 
of the Treasury and other officers interested in this matter recommended 
it. We propose by adding. $60,000 to the limit to build another story 
on the court-house, rather than come here a few years hence and ask 
an a tion to erect another building, and the limit is yet too low. 
It is a question of merit, and not any other question, and I can say that 
in reference to the public building at Minneapolis as well as the small 
amount at Columbus. And I ht also call the attention of the gen- 


I move that my colleague be excused. 


tleman from Illinois to the fact that although he is in a large State it 
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has one million more in 
which outnumbered it at the last census. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. RANDALL. How much time have I? 
The SPEAKER pro tem (Mr. Cox, of New York). The gentle- 
man has seven ee, his time remaining 
Mr. MILLER, of „ I rise to a question of order. 
egy eee t ce to ask unanimous consent to give each member of 
age | PEAKER pre Committee five minutes to ? 


That would not be in order. 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I am sorry to hear it. [Cries of 
Regular order!“ 


Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 


WASHBURN]. 
[At this point Mr. HOLMAN was crossing the floor, and there were 
cries of ‘ «Holman !” “Holman!” ) 


for public buildings than mine, 


[ 

Mr. WASHBURN. I do not yield. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Minnesota is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Ido not desire any five minutes to 23 my 
vote or my action upon the Committee on Appropriations, I do not 
to make any such ex- 
planation. As a matter of fact, in the last sundry civil appropriation 
bill — were a of this character for thirty-five build- 
e, gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] talked as though 

thi thing was nasal, This is the very bill in which these appro- 


Poo fr far as . for a building in my own city is concerned, 
I will state that Minneapolis is a city of 125,000 people, and before this 
building can be completed it will be a city of 200,000 people. The See- 
retary of the Treasury recommended $600, 000 for the construction of 
ae hae yp The demands of She publio erie required such a 

uilding, see no impropriety in appropriation. 

Mr. MILLS. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. Did the ar- 
chitect who planned this building plan a $500,000 building on a limit 
of se appropriation ? 

WASHBURN. I will say tothe gentleman from Texas that the 
F t. There was no limit, and 
the architect went forward and prepared the plans for such a building 
as he thought the service required. 

Mr. MILLS. Notwithstanding the limit of $175,000. 

Mr. WASHBURN. The limit had been broken before. 

Mr. MILLS. How? 

Mr. WASHBURN. By making an appropriation in excess of the 
$175,000. The requirementsof our city are such that there should be 
no hesitation about making this appropria 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom dow the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] yield? 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN} is recognized. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I could not ee to express my 
thanks to the House for the very good-natured Petit bons prome 
a few moments ago. fd Corwen from Illinois Ur. THOMAS] is und 
a misaj bill contains an A $25,000 — 
than limit which has been fixed for the Wayne, Ind., public 
building in the district represented by my friend Ju Lowry. But 
the troubleis this: After this bill was reported to the House a bill which 

the House appropriating $50,000 for this 
Fort Wayne building. The result of that is, thereis in this bill $25,000 
too much for that building. 

Mr. THOMAS. There are two appropriations for the same building. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; but my friend will excuse me. I dis- 
covered that fact, and on yesterday I asked unanimous consent of the 
House to strike from this bill that $25,000. My friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. MILLER] objected and then withdrew his objection, and 
then the gentleman from Iowa objected, and his objection stands yet. 
I now ask what I have been asking all the time, that the House will 
give unanimous consent that that unhappy $25,000 shall be stricken 
out. Gentlemen will see that the passage of the Senate bill after this 
bill was reported produced the result of which gentlemen complain. 

Mr. WELLER. I wish the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
would indicate the gentleman from Iowa who objected. I am not the 


man. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Iowa who objected was Mr. 

HEPBURN. 

. TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
has three minutes of his time remaining. To whom does he yield? 
Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

BuRNEs]. 

- Mr. BURNES rose. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky can not take the 
gentleman from Missouri off the floor on a qnestion of order, unless it 
be a question of order as against the gentleman who is on the floor. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman yield one minute 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. meres of the Committee on 
i to explain lines 1737 to 1740? [Cries of Regular 

— ai T 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen on the other side have 
sufficiently amused themselves and are disposed to be justa little serious 
Ihave a few words to offer. Of course the Committee on Appropriations 
need no defense against the pleasantries and wit with which the House 
has been so yenlivened. So faras I know or have been advised 

no gentleman has presented any ny, won the committee or to myselt 
that failed to receive a careful and t consideration, and no legal 
and meritorious appropriation for the continuation of work on any pub- 
lie building has been denied. In all cases when the Congress have 
authorized the erection of a public building it becomes the duty of the 

Supervising Architect, under = aa of the Secretary of the Treas- 

y to and specifications for it, and submit estimates of 
appropriations fo mE meaag erae apnd err ir aia minsay 

9 The Committee on Appropriations have not undertaken to au- 

thorize the erection of any building, but simply to appropriate for such 

as are already authorized and established. 

In the exercise of the power to bring in bills of appropriation the com- 
mittee found in the official report of the Secretary of the Treasury that 
a building having been authorized and under construction at Jefferson 
City, the capital of my State, needed $32,000 to make it of 8 
material. Will any one say it was unwise to include an a 
of the amount for such a proper purpose? My ee Mir Beas, 
who represents the capital district—always so careful and 
legislation—would not have warmly recommended it if it — 88 
in the interest of the Government. My colleague, Mr. HATCH, who 
represents the Hannibal district 1 et will verify the neces- 
sity and justice of the aj the building in Hanni- 
bal likewise fire-proof, sccm no — of eulogy for my own city of 
Saint Joseph. She needs none. 

There being no existing limit to the cost of the United States build- 
ing in that city, we desired to make one. TheSupervising Architectand 
the Secretary of the Treasury in their official rts have recommended 
aig clo SAE Ps ee r e cost of such bu 
The House Committee on Buildings and Grounds have unanimo y 
reported to the House in favor of appropriations to that amount, and 
all these reports and recommendations were before your committee for 
action. In allowing what seemed to be so manifestly proper and so 
universally approved the committee provided that the cost of the build- 
ing should not exceed the amount stated. 

r. COOK. Did you get anything in the bill? 

Mr. BURNES. The gentleman from Iowa, representing a district 
which needs neither public buildings nor improvement—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like toask the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. BURNES. I can not yield even to my honored friend from 
Georgia. The gentleman from Iowa is not happy, evidently. His dis- 
trict needs nothing 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to correct the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. BURNES. I do not yield. There are doubtless hundreds of 
gentlemen on this floor who are more competent than myself to repre- 
sent my district and the interests of the Government therein; but, not- 
wi ing, I have, perhaps, that right; and those who know its varied 
interests, industries, and resources will sympathize with me in my 
feeble efforts to represent and protect them. ionary service in its 
behalf by the able gentlemen from Iowa, New York, and Brooklyn is, in 
all kindness, appreciated, but commended as more appropriate at home. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. Now, let us have a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to the rules so as ce vote 
on the passage of the bill without reading it at length. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HORR. I desire just half a minute. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not object to the gentleman from 
Michigan having time for debate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to an extension of the time. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman is a memberof the committee. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. pa rigs I rise to ask unanimous consent 
A MEMBER. Regular order 
Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise to debate; I rise to ask 

unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is 
endeavoring to do the same thing; but objection is made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, to avoid mistake, I now ask unani- 
mous consent that the possible duplication of the appropriation for the 
public building at Fort Wayne, Ind., may be corrected by striking out 
the a pria’ of $25,000 contained in’ this bill. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 
Mr. ANDERSON. If it is proposed to pass this bill under a suspen 
sion of the rules, I object. 
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The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The question is on the mo- NOT VOTING—46. 
tion of Ee prre from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. Barksdale, 2. Libbey, Robinson, W. E. 
Mr. of Kentucky. I call for the yeas and nays. Ban” — —— — 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 142. Campbell, Felix Henley. Morrison, Skinner, C. R. 
The SPEAKER. More than one-fifth of the last vote have voted in | Cannon, ag oii 1 
the affirmative, and the yeas and nays are ordered. The question is | Ghie = — Oates: — 2 
on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] | Outcheon, H in, Throckmorton, 
to suspend the rules and take the vote upon the passage of the Deuster, Jordan, Ranney, Williams, 
A N Dingley, Laird, Rice, Wise, J. S. 
without reading it at length. Dowd, Lawrence, Robertson, 
LT BRED of Maine. This is only on the motion to dispense with | Dunn, Le Fevre, Robinson, J. S. 
3 — Ing. So the motion was agreed to. 7 
The SPEAKER. That is the substance of it. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. There will be another vote upon the passage | The follow . from the Clerk's desk: 
of hanes oot AKER. Of course. Mr. Oates with Mr. Horus, on this vote. f 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr, § 8 ke „T rise to 0 li tary inquiry. BBs os ma of Mr. PEAGE, by unanimous consent the reading of 
AKER. > gentleman will state antics The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
1 If this motion is decided. in the affirmative will it Mr. RANDALL. Mr. is Sasi I now move the previous question 


pass 
The SPEAKER. Not at all. If this shall be decided in the affirma- o the eee =) 
JJ. TT 


f AAEE E AOT. ae . Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary An che lab. ordered; S cee eet heme 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. | ‘The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to know whether this isasus- | MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
pension of the rule which requires the engrossed bill to be read. Pending the roll-call, a from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, 


The SPEAKER. This motion, if decided in the affirmative, will | one of its shake, sae Ah ouse to return to the Senate joint 
dispense with the rule which requires the bill to be read in any form. | resolutions of the following titles: 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 223, nays 55, not vot- Joint resolution (S. R. 127) to authorize the printing of the reports of 


ing 46; as follows: the Bureau of Ethnology; 
j YEAS—223. Joint resolution (S. R. 128) to authorize the printing of the reports of 
Aiken, Dunham, Kleiner, Seymour, the Geological Survey; and 
Alexander, Eaton, 2 . — vely, Joint resolution E k. 129) to authorize the printing of the reports of 
Bagley Elliott, Lewis, Skinner, F. O. the Geological Survey. ; 
tine, a 55 Long, Snyder, The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection to the return of these 
y — : A een 
—— Enslin 22 if — — joint resolutions it is $ ordered. 
Ermentrout, Lowry, Seele SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
eer ni —— 5 . Charles Mr. HEPBURN, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary i inquiry. 
Bingham, Ferrell, McComas, Stockslager, The 8 tempore (Mr. BAGLEY), The tleman will 
Blackburn, Fiedler, McCormick, Stone State it. pre gen 
A sae sae Tolle ä nara Mr. HEPBURN. After the previous question has been ordered, 
Blount, Foran, kee gd Struble, there having been no debate upon this bill, is it not now in order to 
Boutelle, 8 — F. Sumner, R. have 3 gi ? 42 ce 
Bo; i, A 8 7 ** Mr. 2 
rol — Talbott, Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I call attention to the third clause 
ö il- arga eres TTN A of Rule XXVIII, which provides that— 
Brewer, F. B. Glascock, Muldrow, Tucker, When a motion to suspend the rules has been secon: it fregar be in order, be- 
Brewer, J. H. Graves, Murray, Tully, fore the final vote is taken thereon, to debate the tion to be voted upon 
Green, j Turner, H. G. for minutes, one-half of such time to be San to asbie in Sever of, cod - 
Brown, W.W. Greenleaf, Nelson, Turner, Oscar to debate in on to, such on, and the same right of de- 
Browne, T. M. Guenther, Nicholls. Valentine. bate shall be allowed ver the previous quest — has been ordered on any 
Buchanan, Halsell, O'Ferrall 9——— Alstyne, 3 Sako there has been sre en one eee 
Buckner, Hammond, Ferrall, N PEA pro tempore. ir state that have 
Burleigh, Hancock, Neill, Charles Van Eaton, rules. 
Bu Hardeman, oN ill, J. J. Wadsworth, been suspended by order of the House. 
bell.” Harty, Paige, Wait, Mr. RANDALL. ‘That very debate was had on 
8 E . 9 Mr. HEPBURN. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the rule that has been 
pbell, J. E. Hatch, W. H. Patton, ace, ded i l 
Campbell J.M. Hemphill, Payne, Ward, suspended is the rule reqniring the third * bill in full. 
Candier, Herbert, g Payson, Warner, AJ. Mr. RANDALL. On yesterday there was of fifteen minutes 
Ash — d on each side 
Clements; E. * — wel Ù Mr. REED, of Maine. That was on another point. 
ý Hiscock, Phelps, Mr. HEPBURN. That was not upon = merits of the bill. 


Weaver, 
1 
White” Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I hope this question will be 
Converse, Hopkins. Post, Wilkins, carefully considered. Iwish tostate the facts in regard toit. Themo- 
Cook, Horr, Pryor — 5 tion to suspend the rules was to so suspend them that the previous ques- 
Wilson, W L. 


Goyen; Hanse , in. ; tion might be ordered on the question. 
Cox. W. R. Hutchins, Ray, G. W. Winans, E. B. There has been no debate on the bill. The debate already had was 
Craig, Jeffords, Ray, Ossian Winans, John on the suspension, which is a totally different thing from the bill itself. 
8 — y — wee Coe Now, we have arrived at this position, that the prion question has 
JJ. (Pb E a 
À f e bi wo hours’ debate was simply upon one clause — was 
Davidson, Kaie, ee. ee the question whether that particular claube should be a part of the bill 
Bibel. Fellozz. — York, or not. The bill itself has not been debated. 
A Ketcham, Rowell, Young. Mr. RANDALL. This matter is very plain. 
Dors . King. BIPM, Mr. HISCOCK. I desire to ask for the reading of the order or reso- 
— eae Boney wrde SPEAKER pro tempore (Me, Cox, of New York). 
Adams, G. E, ean, 8 pro tempore x, of New York). If there be 
Adame, J-J. 8 3 ; — 1 be read. The Chair will state, however, be- 
Atkinson, Goff, Spooner, re the o — 
Barr, Hanback, Miller, S. U. — Mr. HISCOCK. I hope the Chair will defer his statement until this 
— win Hach. WE race — 3D. order has been read; for I think it will make it perfectly clear that the 
ung Henderson, T. J. N is Thomas, gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is right. 
Cassidy, Hepburn, O'Hara, Thompson, The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will defer his statement. 
ata aE -5 — — Weller,” The Clerk read as follows: 
Davie U. R. RN Reed. T.B. Wate J. p. „„.. ĩ A K 
Davis, R. T. Jones, J. T. Rockwell, of the House 8256, making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the 
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8 year ending June 30, 1886, and for other and 

on She suse fergie inattn whi shall be jed in debate on the 

one relating to the World’s Industrial and Cotton tion, said time to be 

equally divided; and said bill shall be subject only to amendment, to strike out, 
ana amend said ‘clause, after which the previous question shall be considered as 


ordered, 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think the Chair will see that this bill is simply 
here for consideration under that order, and that now debate is in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. If the Chair will observe the reading of the last 
clause of that resolution, he will find it says that the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered. That has nothing to do with the sus- 

ion of the rules. : 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Well, after the previous question is con- 
sidered as ordered, if there has been no debate on the bill, the rules 
which in this respect were not suspended give us the right to fifteen 
minutes’ debate on each side. I hope the Chair will not cut off that 
debate. It is perfectly evident that we ought to have debate on the 
bill. Members who have not yet spoken are entitled to be heard. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The debate already had has not been upon the 
sage of the bill at all. There has been no debate on the bill itself. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I think the order just read provides for 
a debate of one hour on the bill, which I believe was su uently 
changed to two hours. Then it provides that the time shall be devoted 
to debate upon a particular part of the bill; still that constitutes debate 
upon the bill, and operates to cut off the right of debate under the 
third paragraph of Rule XXVIII, to which 
has been called. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, allow me to call your attention to 
the fact that the gentleman from P. lvania, after there had been 
some discussion with regard to the bill which he sent to the Clerk’s desk 
at the time he introduced his resolution, proposed then to introduce a 
new and distinct bill, and asked a sus of the rules upon that 
bill. Then there was an agreement later between him and certain gen- 
tlemen that there should be two hours of discussion upon a particular 
clause of the bill. The bill we are now considering is not the bill that 
was named in his resolution. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, yes, it is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is not the bill that came from the committee. 
It has not been offered as the committee’s bill, but as the proposition 
of bes peasy himself. 

NDALL. Yes; and it was under a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is p to decide this 
question. The Clerk will read the third paragraph of Rule XXVIII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


3. When a motion to suspend VT order, 

before the final vote is taken thereon, to debate be voted upon 

ae one-half of eee ‘given to 8 in favor of and 
debate in o 


jon to, su 1 same right 
bate shall be allowed whenever the — been ordered on pares 


proposition on which there has been no poh ap cas 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is clearly of opinion that 
the debate contemplated by the rule has been had. The previous ques- 
tion has been demanded. e question is on ordering the previous ques- 


on. 
The prn spare was ordered. 
NDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
question = ordered; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now upon the passage of 
the bill; which, in with the rule, will be taken by yeas and 
nays. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
169, nays 107, not voting 48; as follows: 


YEAS—169. 
Aiken, Converse, Graves, Ketcham, 
a Cox, 8. S. Green King, 
entine, Craig, Greenleaf, Lacey, 
Barbour, Crisp, Guenther, Lamb, 
Barkedale, Curtin, H ond, Lewis, 
; ancock, Libbey, 
Belford, Dedina, Hardeman, Long, 
Belmont, era R. Harmer, Lore, 
Bingham, Dibre! Hart, Lovering, 
burn Dorshelmer; Hatch. H. II. Lowry, 
Blanchard, Dunham, Haynes, L n, 
Bland, Dunn, Hemphill, Ado, 
Blount, Eaton, Her! 
Boutelle, Elliott, Hewitt, G. W i 
Bratton, Ellis, Hill, Miller, J. F. 
Breitang, Ellwood, Mitchell, 
Brewer, J. H Ermentrout, Hoblitzell, Morgan, 
Broadl Ferrell, 7 
Brown, W. W. Fiedler, Hopkins, Morse, 
Browne, T, M. + Findlay, Horr, Muldrow, 
Buchanan, Follett, MHouk, Muller, 
— NS 1 
Burleigh Forney, 00 > 
Burnes, Funston, Johnson, Mutehier, 
Campbell, J. E. Garrison, Jones, B. W. Nelson, 
Candler, ee Saso, om 8 
Cennon, ecorge, T. 
Carleton, Gibson, Keifer, O’Ferrail, 
Clements, Glascock, Kelley, ON 
Collins, 30, Kellogg, ONeill, J. J. 


3 Riggs, Stevens, wat 
Patton, peg: T Sumner, P. H. * 
II. mner, 
Perk: W. F. N M 
o ie a 
Poland, Tremi as Townshend, Wilson, W. L. 
Pryor, Singleton, Valentine. W John 
Slocum, Van Alstyne, Wolford, 
Smalls, Vv. Worthington, 
Ray, Ossian Snyder, Van Eaton, 
Reagan, Spriggs, akefield, 
Reese, Springer, Wallace, 
NAYS—107. 
Adams, Dixon. McCoid, 3 
2 * Dockery, Meco om om 
Anderson, Eldredge, MeMillin, Stewart, Charles 
Atkinson, English, Matson. Stockslager, 
Barr. Evans, Miller, 8. H. Storm, 
Beach, Everhar t, en, Strubl 
Bisbee, i ; Mouton Sumner * 
Brainerd Hanback, Nutting, Taylor, J. M. 
Brewer, F. B. y, O Hara, ‘Thomas, 
Hatch, W. H. Payne, Tully, 
„J. M. Henderson, T. J. Payson, Turner, H. G. 
* Henley, Peters, ‘Turner, 
nF rae Sa 
Cobb, Hitt, * Potter, Warner, 
5 Honea? Rann Wallen’ 
rove, Houseman, Rockwell, White, J. 
Howey, Rowell, Winans, E. B. 
Culberson, D. B. James, Russell, wae D. 
Culbertson, W. Jones, J. H. “Seney, W. 
‘ullen Kean, Shively, Woodward, 
Davis, L. H. Kleiner, Skinner, C. R. Yaple, 
— 555 R. T. — Skinner, 5 — . 
bble, wrence, Smith, oung. 
Dingley, Le Fevre, Smith, H. Y, 
NOT VOTING—48, 
Adams, J. J. $ Neece, Stewart, J. W. 
Arnot, Dowd, Oates, Strait, 
Bowen, ran. Peel Taylor, E. B. 
dea DE A F ou Throckmorton, 
Budd, Hurd, Recd, T. B. Tucker, 
Cabell, Hutchins, Reid, J. W. Wadsworth, 
Caldwell Jordan, Rice, —— sey 
: Robinson, J.S. W. ` 
Cox, W. R. Money, Shaw, 5 Wilson ames 
Morrison, Ie A Wise, J. 8. 
So the bill was passed 
During the roll-call, 
Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask, by unanimous 
consent, that the reading of the names be di with, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it is ordered 


9 
The following pairs were announced: 

Mr. CABELL with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, on this vote. 

Mr, PEEL with Mr. STRAIT, on this vote. i 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
parsed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WILLIS. I move to suspend the rules and pass the following 
resolution: t 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irise to a privil i 

Mr. WHITE, of ST: I ask the Speaker to have read what 
has just taken 

SPEA The Chair announced the passage of the bill, when 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid u the table. The Chair then stated if there be no objection 
it would be so ordered. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. W. of Kentucky. I have been waiting for the Chair to 
state if there be no objection the title would stand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the whole matter has passed be- 
yond the control of the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understand it was the duty of the 
Chair, under the rules, to announce the title of the bill would stand if 
there be no objection. I stood waiting for the Chair to make that an- 
nouncement. [Cries of Vote! Vote! “] 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Kentucky call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the number of the rule? 

Mr. of Kentucky. On 103 of the Manual it is there 


question. 


Page 
b A be TALASIMA. nad thon 
the bill shall be sent to the other House. 
3 That is not the rule. 
Now I wish to call the attention of the 
I call attention to 
page 205. 


Chair to the 18 „Regular order !” 
le. es er 
page 117 of the Manual, aod alee te Kale L TVI, 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman will read what he called the at- 
tention of the Chair to on page 205. 

Mr. RANDALL. I submit it is too late, as the whole matter has 
passed from the attention of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late. The Chair had 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who moved to reconsider 
and 7 tht motion on the table That having been done, the Chair | are. 
then recognized the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS], who 
made a motion to suspend the rules and pass the resolution which he 
sent up; and this was before the gentleman from Kentucky [ Mr. 
WHITE] arose. [Cries of Regular order! ““] 

Mr. ANDERSON. I demand a second on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] to suspend the rules and pass his 
resolution. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask whether it is not the custom of 
the Chair, after a bill has been passed, to ask whether the title of the 
bill shall be amended, and to state if there be no objection this will 
remain the title of the bill? { 

The SPEAKER. It has not, but the Chair has made the announce- 
ment, the bill has been passed, and the title will be as reported if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I was on my feet and waiting for the 
Chair to make that announcement. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman waited not only until the 
Speaker had completed his announcement, but until other motions had 
intervened and been acted on before he addressed theChair. The Chair 
thinks he is too late. The gentleman from Kentucky moves to suspend 
the rules and pass this resolution, but pending that the gentleman from 
Oregon rises to submit a privileged report. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. [also have a privileged report to submit. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I ask for a second of the motion to suspend the 
rules, 

The SPEAKER. The privileged report submitted xf the gentleman 
from Oregon will be first read. 


ALLOTMENT IN SEVERALTV. 


Mr. GEORGE. I submit the following report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the aa of the Senate to the bill (S. 66) providing for the allotment in 
severalt Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Ore- 
gon, an as other purposes, i met, after full and free conference agree to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Senate 
to House amendment 5 and agree to the same. 

M. C. evar 

R. 8. STE. 

OLIN WELLBORN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

HENRY L. DAWES, 

JAMES H. SLATER, 

ANGUS CAMERON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iask for the reading of the amendment. 
The amendment was read. 


Mr. GEORGE. I demand the previous question on the adoption of 


the report. 


The SPEAKER. The amendments tothe Post-Office appropriation 
bill have gone to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. May I be permitted toask the gentleman from 
New York what amendments he objects to ? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I want to have them all read to know what they 


ss TOWNSHEND. Iam willing to have all the amendments read 
and considered. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I presume that I should have no objection to con- 
sidering them in the House as in Committee of the Whole with the right 
of debate and amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no objection to that, and ask that it be 
done and that the amendments be now read. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a matter pending before the House— 
a motion to the rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. By whom? 

The SPEAKER. By the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. WILLAs] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I suppose that, the report being a privileged 
report, carried with it the right to have it considered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks if the gentleman desires to have 
it considered he had better wait until the pending matter is di of. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I ask if it is privileged is it not likewise 
privileged for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. It is under the rules of the House, but the gen- 
tleman proposes to waive the rule of the House and consider it in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. There is now pending another 
matter before the House. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not believe any objection will be made on this 
side to considering it in the House as in Committee of the Whole, sub- 
ject to five minutes’ debate and amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will accept that. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Very well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I again ask that we proceed to the con- 
sideration of the amendments in the House. 

The SPEAKER. But there is a prior motion pending. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from New York agrees to con- 
sider it now in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, HOLMAN, That is all proper. 

Now I ask, Mr. Speaker, that the bill with the Senate amendments— 
the legislative appropriation bill—be taken from the Speaker’s table, 
the Senate amendments non-concurred in, and a committee of confer- 
ence appointed. 
| Mr. HISCOCK. Ithink the amendments had better be read, and 
we can dispose of them here and now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why there are a hundred or over. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is not the proposition that I have made pend- 


in 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not on the floor, the point of 
order being made that the first consideration must be in Committee of 
the Whole, but that point being waived by an agreement that it shall 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Now there 
is a matter pending before the House prior to that. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. But unanimous consent was granted to con- 


The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof | sider it in the Honse as in Committee of the Whole. 


the conference report was adopted. 

Mr. GEORGE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved to Jay the motion to reconsider on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now rise to a privileged report. I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Appropriations to report back the House 
bill making appropriation for the postal service, and I ask that the 
Clerk read the report of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8138) 
making appropriation for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiseal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pu: together with the amendments 
of the Senate, having considered the same, leave to report as follows: 

They recommend concurrence in the ame nts of the Senate numbered 1, 
2, 7, 8, 10, and 14. y recommend non-concurrence in amendments numbered 
3, 4, 5, 6, 9, 11, 12; 13, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, and 21. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I suppose these amendments are to be considered 
in the Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe point is made. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Itis made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the point 
that these amendments must have their first consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. They will ac- 
cordingly be so referred. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to take from the Speaker’s table the legis- 
lative, &e., opine ion bill returned from the Senate with amend- 
ments, and that t 55 reſerred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


Mr. TOWN SHEND. LD SES AE eve: 
XVI 142 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
point of order. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is anxious, of course, to get the appro- 
priation bill in if an opportunity is given, if gentlemen can come to 

| some understanding about it. But the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr 

WIL LIS] has a motion pending which is in the way at present. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If there is no objection why can not an ar- 
rangement be arrived at to consider the Post-Office bill now? 

The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to that request? 

Mr. WILLIS. Iam compelled to object. 

Mr. CANNON. Would it not be N ſor the gentleman from IIli- 
nois to ask that the rules be ded 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending to suspend the rules 
now, 


And that arrangement dispensed with the 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HISCOCK. I will withdraw the objection I made with refer- 
ence to the | tive appropriation bill. 

The SP ER. If there be no further objection the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana will be complied with and the bill taken from 
the Speaker’s table, the Senate amendments non-concurred in, and the 
bill with the amendments printed, and a committee of conference asked 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER announced as the managers at the said conference on 
the part of the House, Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. HANCOCK, and Mr. CANNON. 
RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. WILLIS] 
assures me that the motion he pro to make will occupy buta short 


time. Iam willing therefore to allow the report of the committee to 
stand over until that is disposed of. 
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Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I now rise to a privileged motion. 
I move that the House do now adjourn. And that I move 
that when it adjourns it be to meet to-morrow at 10 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. That would be a recess. 

The gentleman moves that the House do now adjourn. 
ae question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 4, noes 

So the motion was not agreed to. 3 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move that the House take a recess 
until 10 o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. KEIFER. I make the point of order that that is not in order. 
A motion has been made to suspend the rules, and one motion to ad- 
journ is in order and no other motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right; the motion is not in order 
until there has been action on the motion to the rules. The 
Clerk will read the proposition which the gentleman from Kentucky 
moves to suspend the rules and pass. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill making ns for the preservation and continuation of certain 
public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 


oney in thi o Treasury n 
the din direction and with — Nor 
tinuation of of the uncom 


a for improvement in an act entitled An act 
for the construction, re 


and 


thé work at the harbor of Galveston, Tex 

— sum of $250,000 had been appropriated for said harbor of 

: And y further, That any money tha’ 
for he im 5 ——＋ be — in preventing the in 

O! 
ress on other portions ofthe river from waste and injury ana tek. 
the continustion and completion of the works on um Point and Lake 
Providence reaches ead that the proposed improvement of sad two 
by the commission, to the end that im po an: peyote dns need 
Se ens — — — of said commission for for the im the vement of the na 
tion’ frg ees folly tested ; and the qe e 
ra ent of the Mississippi River Da. nr shall be expended by the 

of War in accordance with plans approved by him. 

Mr. ANDERSON, I demand a second. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
WILLIS] that the words below Cairo, in the last clause of the bill, 
should be omitted. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Is this a joint resolution or a bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is a bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Task the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors if this is the unanimous report from that commit- 
tee, and if it has been considered by the full committee. 

The SPEAKER, Isa second demanded? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I demand a second. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. And pending that I move that the 
Honse take a recess—— 

Mr, WILLIS. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has already made 
the only motion which he is entitled to make under the rules. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania has made a mo- 
tion to adjourn, and the rule says after the result on the motion to ad- 
journ is announced the Chair shall not entertain any other dilatory 
motion until a vote shall be taken on the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Do I understand that the Chair 
will entertain no further motion to adjourn or to take a recess until a 
vote is had on the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky? 

The SPEAKER. That is the rule of the House. The Clerk will 
read it. 

The Clerk read clause 8 of Rule XVI, as follows: 

8. Pending a motion to suspend the 9 bes — may entertain one mo- 
tion that the House adjourn ; but after the result thereon is announced he shall 
pot entertain any other dilatory motion till the akan is taken on suspension. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Would not a motion that when the 
House adjourns it be to meet on Monday next be in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would be a dilatory mo- 


tion 
Mr, MILLER, sf re ae Then I will wait till the House 
shall vote, when I will renew my 
Mr. WILLIS. The words below Cal Cairo“ should be stricken out. 
TheSPEAKER. These words will be stricken out. A second hay- 
ing been demanded, the Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
‘Kansas, Mr. ANDERSON, and the gentleman from Kentucky, Mr. 
WILLIS. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I should like to understand what is stricken out. 
Would it be in order to have it read? 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the latter clause as modified. 
~ Clerk read as follows: 


nd the money thus allotted a this act for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River shall be expended by the Secretary of War and in accordance with 
plans approved by him. 


The SPEAKER. The words ‘‘below Cairo“ were originally in the 
bill after the words Mississippi River.“ They are now stricken out. 

The question is on ordering a second. The tellers will take their 
laces. 
4 The tellers ed to take the vote. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky (while the vote was proceeding). I call 
for the enforcement of the rule that no member shall be allowed to 
be at the Clerk’s desk while a vote is being taken. 

The count having been completed, the tellers reported—ayes 158, 
noes 7. 

So there was a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for de- 
bate, fifteen minutes in support of the motion and fifteen minutes 
against. The gentleman from Kansas, Mr. ANDERSON, is recognized 
to control the time in opposition. The gentleman from Kentucky, 
Mr. WILLIS, will control the time in support of the motion. 

Mr. ANDERSON. As I understand, it is for the gentleman advo- 
cating the suspension to occupy the floor first. 

The SPEAKER. There is no rule on that subject. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I think that would be the natural rule under 
parliamentary law. The affirmative should open. 

Mr. WILLIS. I will occupy five minutes and will then yield to the 
opposition, and then my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] will 
take five minutes, and I will reserve five minutes. 

If I can have the attention of the House I will endeavor briefly to 


of TA tore It is a substitute for the bill that has been pending. 


consultation with gentlemen on both sides of the House it was 
thought best not to leave these great works of the Government in the 
next three years without appropriations sufficient to take care of them 
and to protect them against waste and ruin. F 
sultation we have brought in this bill for $5,000, 

It may be proper to stote that the estimates sith the Engineer Depart- 
ment for this year of the sum which could be profitabl ed 
during the year was over $34,000,000. This, therefore, is y one- 
seventh of the amount which the engineers say could be profitably ex- 
pended upon these public works. The bill does not leave the expendi- 
ture of these $5,000,000 to the discretion of the Secretary of War. On 
the contrary, it declares in express terms that he shall expend this 
money upon those public works that are mentioned and described in 
the last river and harbor act, which passed July 5, 1884. So that there 
is no room for doubt that each of those public improvements whick 
has been approved by Congress will receive its pro rata of this $5,000 
000 for the preservation, or, if not needed for the 
continuation of the work. ‘The harbor at Galveston is included in this 
bill because, when the committee reported an amount for Galveston at 
the last session, upon motion in Committee of the Whole it wasstricken 
out, and it was now thought but fair that, for the preservation of the 
expensive Government plant at that city, Galveston should have its 
pro rata of this $5,000,000; which it would not have except for the 
mention of it in the pending bill, as it is not one of the works de- 
scribed in the last river and harbor act. 

In regard to the Mississippi River improvement, this bill incorporates 
the amendment presented in Committee of the Whole during the pend- 
ency of the bill and reported by the committee, limiting n Sy 
iture of money upon the Mississippi River eee to paps two 
reaches of Plum Point and Providence. That is the amendment of- 
fered in Committee of the Whole by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN], and which was acceptable to an overwhelming majority of 
thecommittee. The bill requires the Government to test these methods 
of improvement surg ke the two reaches I have named before any portion 
of this amount be expended in any other direction. It is believed 
by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and by gentlemen of the 
House whom I have consulted, that it is simply a matter of legislative 
propriety and of the highest legislative duty that this Congress should 
not adjourn leaving the public works upon the great rivers and the 
great harbors of our country without a dollar of a tion in the 
event of storm or injury from natural causes, and in that view it is be- 
lieved that there should be at least this amount ready at hand to meet 
any demand or emergency that may arise from such causes. The bill 
is submitted to the House as a compromise, because we understand—we 
know—that under our rules the — of the other bill making au 

on for rivers and harbors would occupy valuable time of 
this House to the exclusion of pressing appropriation bills that ought 
to be disposed of if we wish to avoid an extra session. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I now yield five minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I have a word to say in regard to this 
bill. This is the third appropriation bill Perec into this House by 
our friends the other side, which the to pass under asus- 
pension of rules. The River and Harbor mmittee brought in a 
bill here which, in two of its largest appropriations, was the 


sentiment of the House, and upon the substantial defeat of those two 

c p this bill appropriating 
tions upon w they were defeated were 
veston Harbor and the eres fer the 


propositions the committee now seek to 
85,000, 000. The two 
the appropriation for 
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Mississippi River improvement. We all remember the vote in this House 
upon adopting the amendment of the Committee of the Whole. It was 
defeated by a scant majority, made by changes after the roll-call had 
been concluded. And, Mr. Speaker, what is this bill now proposed? 
In the law for the current year there are forty-three items, carrying 
$910,000, none of which are included in the bill for the next year; and 
I donot include in this statement the Mississippi River or the Missouri. 
There are, I say, forty-three items in the law for the current va 
that are not in the bill reported to the House at this session, 
have a right to assume that the necessity for expenditure upon those 
works has ceased; yet this bill proposes to appropriate for these works 
the sum of $350,000 out of the total appropriation of five million dol- 
lars which the bill makes. Can gentlemen give us any explanation of 
this? Are we to vote blind here for a bill containing items that you 
have discarded from your general river and harbor bill, and which, for 
aught I know, have been discarded from the reports and estimates of 
the ? You exclude these items from your river and harbor 
bill, and yet you now propose, in this pending bill, to appropriate for 
the same works over $350,000. I regard it proper that the attention of 
the House should be called to this proposition. 
: ee to the House a list of the forty-three public works to which 
er: 
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Scituate, Mass . — 10,000 
Block Island, R. I 15,000 
Black Rock, 20, 000 
Oak Orchard, N. 5, 
Bensacola, Fla. 55, 
Cedar Keys, Fla 5, 
Neches River, Texas. ..... 2 
Harbor of refuge near n 
Pensaukee, W 5, 
Stockholm, Lake Pepin, Wisconsin. 15, 
Harbor, Redwood, Cal — Neseoe = 
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— EAE Ot 26, 
200, 
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15, 
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Black Warrior River, Alabama 
Horn Island Pass, eres 
Bayou pes Louisiana 


EET Se Bees 
V na 


Survey of Arkansas River fro 
Arkansas River at Pine Bluff. 


BE 


E 
g 


n. 
Falls of tint Anthony, Minnesota .. . 10,000 


Now, sir, as to the public works em raced in this list, appropriated 
for by the law for the current fiscal year, not included in the bill re- 
by the Rivers and Harbors Committee, but entitled to receive 
distribution under the pending bill, the House has no means of know- 
ing whether there should be any further appropriations for them or 
not; yet this bill gives them $350,000. It will be observed that this 
list is exclusive of the items for the Mississippiand Missouri Rivers. 

Iam and always have been in favor of liberal appropriations for 
river and harbor improvements, but I-am opposed now, as I always 
have been, to appropriations for public works which never have been 
considered by a committee, as to which the House has no information 
upon which to base judicious action, and which are vouched for only 
by the judgment of one man—for this bill, sir, has never been consid- 
ered by the Committee on Rivers and Harbors at all. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if we can not have time to perfect 
our legislation so that we may feel satisfied with it, we had better defeat 
it csr casa rather than to vote away money for purposes that have 

or considered at all. In this bill there is an appro- 

priation ton af $250,000 for Galveston Harbor, and yet every gentleman 
Texas who has spoken in reference to that harbor has told us that 

an appropriation of $250,000, if voted, would be simply wasted. Right 
back of me sits a Representative from the State of Texas [Mr. OCHIL- 
TREE], who has spoken upon that subject, and has told us that such an 
appropriation would be merely thrown away. Another gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] has been heard upon the same question, and has 
denounced such an appropriation. Vet it is proposed in this bill to 
force that appropriation upon them. What reason is there for includ- 
ing that item in the bill? Last year when your river and harbor bill 
came in here carrying an item for that work, as I remember, some gen- 
tleman from Texas arose and asked to have it stricken out, and it was 
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stricken out unanimously. And I desire to ask the from 
Kentucky why it is that yon propose to force this sum upon them? 
Does that committee set up its judgment that of these gentle- 
men who live in the locality interested? Does it assume o speak for 
the people of that State? á { 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ned | 

Mr. MILLS. To what does the gentleman refer when he speaks of 
my benur e that we have no use for any appropriation of this kind ? 

Mr K. I refer to remarks which the gentleman made and 
which, had I the time, I should with great pleasure read. : 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman can profit by reading my speeches. ` 

Mr. ANDERSON. [yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illis 
nois [Mr. CANNON]. ‘ 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, we have been informed by the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors that they have done an immense deal of 
work upon a river and harbor bill, and that they could not report it 
earlier. With all the aid of engineers’ reports, after daily and nightly; 
meetings, after months of incubation, as they inform us, uced) 
a bill mhich has been discussed in Committee of the Whole, 2 Brera 
sideration of which is not yet completed. Now the 
Kentucky [Mr. WILLIS] comes into this House with a Tene sansade 
no committee, not specificin its terms, not even printed, his own 
work, and he moves that almost in the of an eye, 8 
thirty minutes’ debate, we shall by a two-thirds vote pass this bill giving 
this money, $5,000,000, in a lump sum. 

Mr. WILLIS. Did not the Committee on Appropriations, of which 
the gentleman is a member, report and have passed under a ey icra 
of the rules the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the sundry civil bill was matured in full by a 
committee of the Honse. But even if the Committee on Appropria- 
tions failed in its duty it is no reason why you should fail in yours. 
This bill never had even the blessing or condemnation or consideration 
of a committee of this House fora moment. Yet we are asked to pass 
it. What does it mean? There are not twenty men in this House 
who can tell what it means. I confess I can not, after having heard 
it read and after hearing thus far the expressions in debate upon it. 

I am in favor of internal improvements; but I want rected 1 ut ap- 

ropriations and correct expenditure of the money as by the 
ee after full consideration. 

Mr. Speaker, we have the spectacle in a House of Representatives 
with a Democratic majority of seventy or eighty, of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. WILLIs] coming here in the last four days of the 
session and giving us, as is stated, the choice of letting these improve- 
ments suffer, of having a special session, or voting $5,000,000 in a lump, 
to be expended by the incoming Secretary of War. Worse things could 
happen to this country than a special session of Congress. Why, gen- 
tlemen, in your canvass last fall and since you have congratulated the 
country that at last it is to have a Democratic Executive; that at last 
your hand is to be placedonthehelm. Yet now, when your Executive 
is about to come into power, you come here and us to s 
the rules and pass such crude measures as this with the threat that if 
we do not the incoming President will have to inflict upon the country 
a special session of Congress. In other words, the fear that you have of 
yourselves makes you willing to pass, and to ask us to pass, these 
5 For one, so far as I am concerned, I am not going to 

o it. 

Mr. HENLEY. Is not the gentleman somewhat accustomed to that 
business as a member of the Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. CANNON. What business? 

Mr. HENLEY. The business of passing under a suspension of the 
rules bills appropriating millions of dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam in the minority, doing the best I can 


— 


Mr. HENLEY. On that you are with the ority. 
Mr. CANNON. It was your duty with 76 of a majority to have such 
rules, such igs, and such committees as would have brought 


this business forward in order. 
Mr. HENLEY. The gentleman was with the majority on this mat-. 


ter this morning. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not yield further. 

Mr. HENLEY. And the gentleman defended the action of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CANNON, I defend nothing that this Democratic House has 
done or can do, because I do not believe that any good and praise- 
worthy thing from a public standpoint has been or will be e ee 
by it or come from it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. MILLER]. i 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the passage of this 
bill in the manner now pro will be a fitting act for the closing 
days of the Forty-eighth Congress. Within the last two days the H 
under suspension of the rules has appropriated without debate or in- 
vestigation more than $24,000,000; and now, after it has been demon- 
strated that the House will not pass a river and harbor bill in the ordi- 

course of procedure, we are brought face to face with the proposi 


tion to pass this bill appropriating $5,000,000 under a like suspension. 
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If it were to stop there, Mr. Speaker, I would not so seriously oppose 
the proposition; butthis measure is to be passed here with the expec- 
tation on the part of its authors that at the other end of this Capitol an 
increase of one to five million dollars will be made; and with this bill 
once in a committee of conference this House will be confronted with 
the question whether it will pass without discussion such a bill as the 
Senate may see fit to tack upon this. 

In November, 1882, when the Forty-eighth Con, was elected, the 
people of this country were led to expect much from its labors. But 
this Congress spent all or nearly all of the last session in the attempt 
to the revenue laws and failed. It has spent all of this session 
in endeavoring to get the Appropriations Committee to report their bills; 
yet they only bring them in at such an hour that discussion can not be 
had. No other act of special importance has been passed by this Con- 
gress. Every bill of any particular consequence to the country that 
has been proposed and brought before this body has been defeated; 
and the Forty-eighth Congress is now going out of power without hav- 
ing done anything to advance the prosperity or the material interests 
of this country. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 
ee ine I yield one minute to my colleague [Mr. HAN- 
BACK J. 


- Mr. HANBACK. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed unalterably to this 
bill. Coming as it does to this House in the twinkling of an eye, to be 
voted on without consideration, asking the appropriation of $5,000,000 
to be expended where no member of the House can tell, I as one of the 

mtatives of the people enter my protest against this kind of 
legislation. The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, sitting for sixty 
days with closed doors, no man admitted within the pe | precincts 
of that committee-room, came here fully armed and equipped with a 
bill which has met with signal defeat at the hands of this House; and 
now that committee seeks to recover its lost ground and by a kind of 
enabling act to its failure a measure of this kind in violation of 
every principle which should be exercised to guard the Treasury and 
protect the interests of the people. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ANDERSON. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Two minutes. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I imagine that in two minutes it 
will be about as futile for a member of this House to undertake to in- 
terpose any obstacle to the railroading through of this scheme as it has 
been and will be in the future toattempt to tie up the mighty currents 
of the Mississippi River by annual appropriations from Congress. 

This proposition, sir, can not be claimed to be presented here in good 
faith. It is not what it purports to be on its face. It is not a propo- 
sition to distribute $5,000,000 upona pro rata established in a bill passed 
by a former Congress, for one item of large dimensions is inserted here 
which had no place in that former bill. We are asked to appropriate 
what will be equivalent to some $90,000 under this bill to carry on 
the work at Galveston Harbor, which has been declared by R ta- 
tives of that State on this floor, Mr. OCHILTREE and Mr. REAGAN, to 
be an absolutely useless expenditure. 

I desire to read from page 1068 of the RECORD what Mr. REAGAN 
said: 

In relation to the expenditure of money on Galveston Harbor, it is true that a 
million and a half of dollars have been expended from first to last, and there is 


but little difference in the condition of the harbor now and when the expenditure 
was commenced. 


Again, on page 1069, the same gentleman declared: 


Mr. Chairman, for eleven years this Congress has been most liberal in its ap- 
propriations for the harbor of Galveston. It has required the expenditures there 
to be made under the direction of the Engineer Corps of the United States, It 
has expended in attempting the prosecution of that work about a million and a 
werd p dollars. That money has been expended and substantially no progress 

n made, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. ° 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will take but one minute to read another ex- 
tract in reference to this harbor improvement at Galveston. [Cries of 
„oOrder!““] 

All right; railroad it through, and then let us suspend all the rules 
and go home. [Applause.] : 

Mr. WILLIS. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 


Maine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, any member of this 
House can object more strongly than I do to putting bills through here 
under suspension of the rules. I hesitate not to say I think the man- 
ner in which the sundry civil bill was put through to-day was an out- 
rage upon the Fonna aael ao aa tomuto iua poopie of ho Taea 
States, whose representatives we are upon this . But this bill 


comes in very differently. The sundry civil bill was brought in here 
but a few days ago, this House never having had an opportunity to ex- 
amine it, while on the contrary the River and Harbor Committee brought 
in their bill on the Ist day of February, and they have done all they 


could to get it considered in the ordinary way and through proper chan-_ 
nels, but they have failed to do it. Now they come ask us to pass 
this bill in order to preserve the works already in course of construction, 

and if anything shall remain over then to continue them. It seems to 
me to be a fair proposition, one demanded by the country, so deeply in- 
terested in the continuance and preservation of works of improvement 
already commenced. 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. WILLIS. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. O NEILL]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I appeal to those mem- 
bers whose prejudices are enlisted against this measure because of their 
failure to insert in the river and harbor bill their peculiar items, not 
to carry them so fur as to injure threefold more than the amount in- 
volved the interests of the Government as they are affected by the 
plants it already owns. A failure to pass this proposition, Mr. Speaker, 
means the loss of millions of dollars, not alone in the works partially 
completed and requiring constant attention until completed, but in de- 
preciation and loss of steamers, and other appliances going to 
make up the necessary outfits of works of internal improvement. You 
should not do it. It would be a blunder; it would be more than a 
blunder, it would be a crime. I hope, therefore, those members will 
not let their prejudices influence their action in a matter of this kind, 
but will agree to vote this small pittance for the preservation of the 
costly plants now owned by the Government of the United States, 
amounting in value to many millions of dollars. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] s 

Mr. WILLIS. Inow yield two minutes to the gentleman from Lon- 
isiana [Mr. KING]. 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote for this bill with reluctance, 
because it is far inadequate to the needs of the public works now in 
progress under the charge of the engineers of the Government. The 
amount here called for will not go further than meet the wear and tear 
upon these works during the coming fiscal year. 

I hope the country, Mr. Speaker, will recognize upon whom the re- 
sponsibility rests for having failed to pass a full measure, appropriate 
to the demands of these public works, at this session of Congress, 

I ean not here permit to go unchallenged the frequent allegation that 
the works constructed by the Mississippi River Commission are merely 
experimental in their nature. Now, those works have been in progress 
for six years, and in every instance where they have in any degree been 
completed their results have warranted the expenditure made upon 
them, thus vindicating the wisdom, the energy, and the honest purpose 
of the commission. 

This House has been led to believe the money expended upon these 
works has been disbursed by the commission. The most casual investi- 

tion will show that not one dollar has been so expended, Every dol- 

has passed through the hands of the Secretary. 

What I most strenuously op; in this measure is the amendments 
which haye been injected into it by the gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. 
HotMAN]. They, whether aimed for that purpose or not, unless 
stricken out, must result in the destruction of the entire system already 
so successfully put into operation for the improvement of that river and 
the destruction of the works themselves, which have been built and are 
now contributing so greatly to this improvement, in which upward of 
30,000,000 of the people of the Republic are interested for the obtain- 
ment of cheaper freights and safer and cheaper transportation to the 
markets of the country and of the world. 

Mr. WILLIS. I now yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE], my colleague on the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time? 

Mr. WILLIS. The remainder of the time. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
for five minutes. 

Mr..BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, this bill has’ been criticised very un- 
justly in several respects. The gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
COCK ] has stated that it makes appropriations for a long list of places 
which he mentioned. The fact is it makes no appropriation, or the 
Secretary of War will apply none of the appropriation made by the bill, 
K brs gentleman will find at any point where the work has been com- 
p f 

Mr. HISCOCK. But you do not know whether the work has been 
completed or not. Now, the difficulty is—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not yield; Ihave but afew moments. The Sec- 
retary of War will know it if the gentleman from New York does not; 
and he claims to know it now. 

Another gentleman from Kansas says that he does not know where 
one cent of the money will go. Evidently the gentleman has not read 
the river and harbor appropriation bill of 1884. The committee is not 
able, unfortunately, to furnish all gentlemen who need information 
with that very n article. But if gentlemen will turn to the 
law they will find exactly where the appropriations are to be applied. 

The gentleman from Maine hascontended, and very justly, that there 
should be responsibility on the part of somebody, and that this responsi- 
bility should be fixed somewhere and definitely for the expenditure of 
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the money. There can be no complaint of this bill on that ground. 
The responsibility is fixed clearly. It says that the money shall be 
expended under the direction and with the approval of the Secretary 
of War, and if there is a dollar of this money misapplied the Secretary 
of War will stand responsible for it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But you do not know who the Secre- 
tary of War is going to be. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh! you will have to trust somebody; you must fix 
the responsibility somewhere. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That is just the trouble. 

Mr. BAYNE. If the gentleman from Ohio himself was Secretary of 
War there would be no doubt of the proper application of the appro- 
priations, [Laughter. ]. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Thank you. 

Mr. BAYNE. This bill appropriates enough, and only enough as it 
is believed, to keep in repair the public works already in progress 
throughout the country; and they are going to suffer detriment and 
the Government very serious loss if some appropriation is not made at 
this session of Congress. The Secretary of War himself, who has been 
already cited here over and over again with the entire approbation of 
the House, has recommended to Congress, as gentlemen will find on an 
examination of the subject, and his recommendations are usually heart- 
ily concurred in, for the repair and 5 of works on rivers and 
harbors the sum of $8,000,000, This bill now before us appropriates 
only $5,000,000, and, therefore, is on the side of retrenchment and re- 
form in public expenditures to the extent of $3,000,000. That fact 
can not be denied. 

The amount that will go to the improvement of the Lower Mississippi 
by this bill will probably be $450,000 to $500,000. Under the pro 
sition of the gentleman from Indiana, which is incorporated in this bill, 
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nay vote; because if it received a majority it could be passed under the 
Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Then I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 52 members voting therefor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Does this bill come from any committee of 
the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know officially what the com- 
mittee has done in regard to this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. I would suggest to my friend the 
chairman of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors that it is due to 
state that this is not the bill of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
They have never considered it. It has never been referred to them. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


Mr. GLASCOCK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that the committee had examined and found duly enrolled joint resolu- 
tions of the follo titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 338) providing for gry megan A 
ies of the sixth and seventh annual reports of the Di r of the 
United States Geological Survey; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 339) providing for printing the sixth and 
seventh annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of ; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 340) providing for printing monograph 2 of 
the publications of the United States Geological Survey. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 192, nays S8, not 


voting 44; as follows: 


that money will have to be a eg except so far as may be necessary YEAS—192. 
for ing and the removal of snags and bars, to two points on the | Adams, J. J. Dorsheimer, Kleiner, Rogers, J. H. 
river—Plum Point and Lake Providence reaches—with a view to test- ee ï Duan, E. Rogers, W. F. 
ing to a conclusion the experiments Which have been at those | Ratientine: Ellwood? — — aa 
ts. I think, under all the circumstances, it is fair enough to allow | Barbour, Ermentrout, Lewis, Seney, 
this amount of money, sinee we have spent so much already, to be ap- 1 2 2 F< hone gl 
plied to testing the experiment of the improvement of the cgi oak Findlay. Medio, Singlen, 
River at those two points poa explicitly in the manner in which the Bennett, Follett, ’ 2 Skinner, T G 
work has progressed up to this time. à s ‘oran, c „ locum, 
‘The safeguards thrown around the bill, I venture to say, in reference | Blanchard. 88 Miller, J. p. — 
to the expenditure of the money appropriated by it, are better, more | Bland, Geddes, Milliken, 5 
complete, and more certain of securing the interests of the Government | Blount, George, eam — 
than those that have been applied to any river and harbor bill that | Bratton.’ Glascock, area: — —2 a 
ever passed the American Congress. Breckinridge, Gof, Moulton, Stone, 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Why do not you let the committee | Breitung, Graves, Muldrow, ce 
consider that for themselves? —  catealast: — 5 Sumner, O. A. 
Mr. BAYNE. And never before has such a responsibility been ab- | Buckner, Guenther, Mutchler, Talbott, 
solutely attached to an 2 af the Government 10 the application of Burian coo ew aaier, J.M 
the fund appropriated for t urpose as this pill provides. And I| Burnes, Harvdemai Nutting, — 
say further, that the incoming eee of War, whoever he may be, Cabell, Hateh, TL . a . Tillman, $ 
under the language and the intent of this bill, as I understand it, and | Caldwell J. 133 Sales. N 
as I think the House will and should understand it, will be held strictly | Candler, Hemphill, O'Hara, ' se EG 
ible for the expenditure of this money, and if there are misap- | Carleton, enley, ‘O'Neill, Charles Vance, 
plications of it we will know who is responsible for it. DENG ewe a + O'Neill, J. J, 8 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Do not you think it would be better to | Collins. © B A 
Wait until it has been printed, so that we can examine it and determine | Converse, BRG all Peel Warner, A.J. 
for ourselves? , ne, arner, 
er Cov on, Holman, Phelps, Washburn, 
Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is very easy for gentlemen to carp | Cox, W. R. Hopki Pie: Wellborn 
and criticise and find fault; and one of the besetting sins in the Amer- Crate, Horr, g Poland, Wempie, x 
ican Congress is for members to get up here and find fault with the sp, ons, , o 
methods and not go into the merits of measures. SS pee. wie 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. We have had no opportunity of going Davidson Hutchins, Randall, Wilson, W. L. 
into the merits of this. Davis, L. H. Jeffords, Ray, Ossian Winans, E, B 
Mr. BAYNE. There has been ample time for consideration, but we | popite T — w mB. Padre 
have had debate after debate and motion after motion, delaying the Jones, J. H Reid, J. W. ood, 
> Ning —— 
business, by gentlemen rendering themselves famous—I Was going touse | Dibrell, halls pons Logs tan 
another word—bnt famous throughout the country because they fritter | Dockery, mince’ — —— 
away the time of the House discussing points of order, making motions, NAVS-88. 
and 2 on what they are pleased to call the star chamber” Adams. G. E Davis, G. R. 2 Smith. II. Y. 
proceedings of the committee, instead of considering the merits of prop- | Anderson, Dingley, KETO 5 
ositions. Barr Dunham, Lyman, Springer, 
I hope this bill will pass, and it ought to pass. Boutelle, Elliott, MoCormick, Stevens, 
[Here the hammer fell. ] Bowen, lish, Miller, S. H. Stewart, J. W. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry in regard to the | Boyle, Everhart, ills, rm, 
i i i i Brewer, F. B. Finerty, Morrill, Sumner, D. H, 
manner in aoa ae is 15 be taken. Brower, J. H Fun 11 aun 
Clause 6 of Rule XXI provides: Brown, W. W. Hanback, Murphy, Taylor, J. Ð. 
Upon alt general Appropriation and 8 and pills for the improve- a T.M — ray, Parker, Townshend, 
— ta the Howse CVVT 3 Campbell, J M. Henderson, ote Peysa, Valentine, 
Now this is a motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill, which I . Hiscock,’ Peters, Wadsworth,’ 
understand is a river and harbor appropriation bill. My inquiry is | Clay, 2 Ranney WAR 
whether under the rule that vote must be taken by yeas and nays? Connolly, Howey. Rockwell, Weller, 
The BERARDI 8585 Chair decided that question at the last session paca A S 22 powell, Woie 2 D. 
of and held when a motion was made to suspend all the rules ew , 7 75 2 
ot iio House and pass abili the bill night be passed withontayea-aud- | gotera, e „ 
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oper Fiedler, Laird, 
nson, Lore, 
ley, ank; Lovering, Rabiesom, J. S. 
ford, Hart, > Lowry, Shaw, ees 
Campbell, Felix Herbert, * Millard, Wa 
mers, ooper, ‘orrison, a 
in, Hurd. Neece, Will 
Cutcheon, Jones, J. K. Post, Wilson, James 
Dowd, ordan, Rankin, Wise, J. S. 
Kelley, Ray, G. W. W. 


So the rules were suspended (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) and 

He Mn H. R. 8280) was passed. 
RTIN. I desire to say that I was in the room of my commit- 

„ I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair can not entertain the 
gentleman’s request. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understood the gentleman to say he was in the Hall. 

Mr. CURTIN. No, sir; I was in the committee - room. 

Mr. ANDERSON. If the gentleman from vania was on the 
floor I would not object, but as he states he was in his committee-room 


Ido. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Lask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
I object. 


of the names. 
Mr. ANDERSON. 
The Clerk read the names of members voting. 
The fo! additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. ELLIs with Mr. Post, of Pennsylvania, on this vote. 
Mr. LEwIs with Mr. ARNOT, on this vote. 
Mr. CURTIN with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 
Mr. FIEDLER with Mr. ATKINSON, on this vote. 
Mr. HART with Mr. Hamntonn onthe river and harbor bill. 
Mr. HERBERT with Mr. KELLEY, for the rest of this day. 
Mr. Lowry with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, for the rest of this day- 
Mr. LEWIS. I desire to state that if I were not paired wii 
Arnot I should vote ay.“ Mr. ARNOT would vote no.” 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

Am from the Senzte, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, —.— 
the House that the Senate had the bill (H. R. 8239) 
propriations for the naval for the ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, with amendments; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TuRNER] is 


Georgia. I call up the contested-election case of 
first district of North Carolina. 
I desire as a privileged question to call up the 


Post-Office iation bill. 
The SPEAKER The tleman from (Mr. TURNER] calls 


up an election case, which is a matter of privilege than any 
other. 


Mr. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will say to the gentleman from Georgia that 
this will take but a moment. The object is to getthe Post ap- 
propriation bill into conference. 

r. TURNER, of Georgia. I am aware that the gentleman from 


Illinois has made several efforts heretofore to proceed: with that bill and 
they have always provoked discussion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If discussion is provoked I will not insist on 
going on with the bill. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I understand the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] proposes to eall up the Post-Office appropriation bill. I 
have told the gentleman I would not again make the point that it should 
go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the Senateamendments. But as against an elec- 
tion case I shall insist on the amendments going to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union to be discussed and consid- 
ered. I think if we have time enough in these late days of the session 
to take up election cases we have time enough to consider these appro- 
priation bills in committee. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. How does the gentleman | from New York 
get the floor? 
Mr. HISCOCK. I give notice to the gentleman from Georgia if he 
Mss not want an extra session he must give the Appropriations Com- 
mittee the right of way. 
Mr. TURNER, of hon, 20 The gentleman has no right to thrust in 
his notice“ here while I am on the floor. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania (to Mr. TURNER, of Georgia). If you 


are Eee OODE ITEA Meena reeset “balay t it in now. 
The S ee ee eee . TURNER] calls 
mis es sepert at eee on Elections Ta e case of Mr. Pool 


against Mr. Skinner, in the first Co: ional district of North Car- 
olina. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the old first Congressional district of North Carolina, in which 


Walter F. Pool was chosenas Representative to the Forty-eighth Congress, was 

the only proper district in which to call and hold an election to fill the vacaucy 

Resolved, That ‘Thomas G. Skinner is not entitled to retai longer his. seat in 
en retain 

this House as the tative from the first Congressional district of North 

Carolina to the Forty-eighth Congress. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk has read the 
resolution reported by the minority of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution reported by the 
majority of the committee. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I wish to inquire whether this is a 
case in which the Committee on Elections are agreed. 
er, I insist that the gentleman 


Mr. TURNER, of Mr. S 
from New York shall not interrupt the proceedings of the House in this 
way. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from New York will know what is 


doing. 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Thè gentleman from New York [Mr. 
E me off the floor by impertinent interrup- 


TheSPEAKER. This question is not debatable. The Clerk has read 
the resolution reported by the minority. He will now read the resolu- 
tion reported by the majority of the Committee on Elections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Thomas G. Skinner retain his seat, without pi 
mate right to the seat involved in the contested-election case 
vs. Thomas G. Skinner. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now consider this 
aman as ae 

TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I want to notify the House that 
I raise the of consideration. 


udice to the ulti- 
Charles C. Pool 


that question now. [Hav- 
of the Chair the noes have it. 


Mr. TURNER, Mr. CCC 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, what is the question 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. On what bill? 

The SPEAKER. No bill at all; an election case from the State of 
North Carolina. ‘As many as are in favor of proceeding ing with the con- 
sideration of this report of the Committee on Elections will rise and 
be counted. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 76, noes 113. 

toni The noes have it; and the House refuses to con- 
sider 

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I call up the contested-election case 
of Frederick rs. Wilson. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the 
report of the Committee on A in relation to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the 
the service of the Post-Office 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Still the matter called pele. Ged, x ong from 


North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT], being a matter of higher privilege, 
would eut the tleman off. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understood, Mr. Speaker, after the motion 


the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TURNER] was disposed of I would 


ized. 

werbe SPEAKER. The Chair will secure to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] the consideration of the matter he desires to 
call up as soon as possible; but the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. BENNETT] calls up a matter of higher privilege. 

Mr. BENN Mr. Speaker, I do not want to call up this ease if 
Lam to an the fertile gentleman from the State of illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND]. I would rather keep out of the way of my friend from 
ee HE but I would like to have my chance immediately after he has 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina has e 
a privileged matter, which he can call up whenever he sees fit. 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] is recognized. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I now move the adoption of the 
report of the Committee on Appropriations in regard to the Senate 
amendments to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us have it read. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We mayas well go to the Committée of the Whole 
with it, or else consider it in the House as inCommittee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 


= 


makes the point of order that this must first be considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam willing to have it considered in the Houss 
as in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I haye no objection to that, Mr. Speaker. 
frankly that the only purpose I have is to keep cu? vlection cases. 


T say 
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The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the report moved by the 
gentleman. from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] will be considered in the 


ent in the Committee of the Whole House on the State of the 

Before the consideration of that matter is the Chair will state 
that under a rule heretofore made, and which is still in force, at d o’elock 
p. m. the Chair will be compelled to declare the House in recess until 
8 o'clock this evening. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Then I ask unanimous consent that the House 
may continue its sitting until 6 o'clock. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, and other members objected. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is there a report in this case? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Then I ask for its reading. I be- 
lieve I have that right. 

The SPEAKER. The has been read. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. When? 

The SPEAKER. Halfan hour or perbere an hour ago. 

Mr. of Pennsylvania. {hd exter toreni dor. the TOs 
ing of the bill? 


The SPEAKER. It is not. The gentleman can have it read in his 


own time whenever he may obtain the floor. The gentleman has a 
. 

MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Then I ask for the reading of the 
amendments, 


Pisin SPEAKER. The Chair has already directed the Clerk to read 
them 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it in order 
now to move to rescind the order by which the House on Friday takes 
a recess from 5 till 8 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent or 
by asi of the rules. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move, then, to suspend the rules in order to re- 
voke that order. There is no pension business for this evening. 

The SPEAKER. This business may be of before 5 o’clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I e there would be no objection to vacat- 
ing by unanimous consent the order for a recess. 

The SPEAKER. That proposition has been made and there was 
objection. The Clerk will read the amendments of the Senate to the 
Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The first amendment was read, as follows: 


ane" 1, line 21, strike out “three hundred” and insert one hundred and 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I would like to have the context 
rend in connection with the amendment so that the amendment may 
be understood. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will direct that each amendment be so 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ee 8 apg 21, strike out “ three hundred” and insert one hundred and fifty;” 
as to 
ot For — ND to clerks in post-offices, $5,150,000." 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it be in order, I desire to move concurrence 
in that amendment. ; 

The SPEAKER. It isin order to make that SED Each amend- 
ment must be acted on 

The motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND to concur in the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The second amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 6, strike out “ five hundred and thirty-five ” and insert “ four hun- 
dred and eighty- -five ;” so as to read: 

For payment to and the — expenses of the ſree - de- 
livery system, $4,485,000; $5,000 of which may be used, in the discretion of the 
Postmaster-General, for the establishment, under ‘existing law, of a free-delivery 
system in cities where it is not now established.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. By direction of the committee I move concur- 
rence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to 
The third amendment was read, as follows: 
Page 2, line 16, strike out the word hereafter,” after the word that; so as 


“That the Postmaster-General may,” &e, 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Idesire to submit a proposition to which I think 
the entire House willagree. It is needless to occupy time in 
all these amendments. All I desire is to have the report of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations adopted. Now, I submit to the House this 
proposition—that if the report of the Committee on Appropriations be 
adopted, I will then move that the House take a recess till 8 o’clock. 

Mr. HISCOCK. We will consent, if an order be entered to that 
effect, that the report be adopted and a recess at once taken. 

Mr. TURNER, of Geo: I would like to inquire by what right 
the gentleman from Illinois makes that proposition. He stated that 
he would reqnire not more than five minutes for this matter; and now 
he proposes that immediately after it is disposed of the House Shall take 
a recess. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Georgia objects, of 
course I do not the proposition. 
Mr. TURNER, of seme 1 
Objection is made. 


The SPEAKER. 
— move to non-concur in the amendment last 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. T 
rend. 
The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 82, noes 23. 
The fourth amendment was read, as follows: 
2, line 16, strike out “lease” and insert ‘in the disbursement of this 
tion, apply part thereof to the purpose of leasing: so that theclause 


That the Postmaster · General may, in the disbursementof this 
apply part thereof to the purpose of for use for 2 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to move non-concurrence in this amendment. 

‘The amendment was non-coneurred in. 

The fifth amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 8 line 17, strike out the word and.“ between the word “first” and 
“secon * 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to move that this amendment be non-concurred in, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The sixth amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 70 after the word *" second,” insert “and third;" so as to read: 
“ Post-oflices of the second and third classes.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In accordance with instructions of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations I move that this amendment be non-con- 
curred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The seventh amendment was read, as follows: 

5 B. after the word for,” insert * safes and other; so as to read: 
safes and other office furniture.“ 

— TOWNSHEND. The Committee on Appropriations have in- 
structed me to move that this amendment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to; there being—ayes 98, noes 10. 

The eighth amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 2. line 25, strike out “ twenty” and insert thirty; so as to read; “ Post- 
office and other office furniture, $30,000.” 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, this amendment makes an in- 
crease of $10,000. In accordance with the instruction of the commit- 
tee I move concurrence. 

The motion was agreed to; there bein Py Bist 101, noes 12. 

The tenth amendment was read, as 

3, line 4, strike out and ten“ and insert“ five hundred; soas to read: 
r inland mail transportation, namely: For transportation on railroad 
aldo T $14,500,000." 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am instructed by the Committee on Appro- 

ms to move non-concurrence in that amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in 

The next amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “thereof " insert and reduced by the act of March 3, 1883, to 


2 cents for each Tor grea aig nena eee So it will read: 
agitate ee W — manufacture of adhe- 
ve and oi r and peri stamps, $174,000. That 
— a first class, aa defned by chapter 180 of the laws of Ca- 
nse ie March 3, 1879, entitled “An act ee praak pira ET for the 
service. rtment for the fiscal year ing June 30, 1880, and 
for other purposes,“ and by that act declared subject to at rate of 
3 cents for each half ounce or fraction thereof, and red by act of March 
3. 1883, to 2 cents for each half ounce or fraction t f be 


hereo! 
on and after the Ist day of July, — 5 at the rate of 2 cents for each ounce or 
tion thereof; and drop letters shall be mailed at the rate of 2 cents per ounce or 
fraction thereof, ineluding delivery at letter-carrier offices, and 1 cent for each 
ounce or fraction thereof where free delivery by carrier is not established. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. As instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations, I move concurrence in that amendment. 

Bg ADAMS, of Illinois. I should like to have some explanation 
of it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Itisa mere formal amendment and only makes 
the original text more specific. For myself I do not think the amend- 
ment is necessary, but the Senate disagrees with the House in refer- 
ence to that matter, and I have been instructed to move concurrence, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Eleventh amendment: 
out the words to bona fide subscribers” and insert including sample 


copies; * st it will read: 
“That al publications of the second class, except as provided in section 25 of 
m the office of publication, 


said act, when sent by the publisher thereof, and 
inoluding sample copies, or when sent froma news agency to actual subscribers 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have been instructed by the Committee on 
Appropriations to move non-concurrence. I will say this is the amend- 
ment about which most of us here have received a great many communi- 
cations from a certain classof newspaper publishers. Ithink it would be 
better for the House to put this question in conference, where it is pos- 
sible we may reach some agreement, which perhaps we may not beable 
to do here this afternoon. 

The only difference between this and the original text is that it re- 
stores the law enabling newspaper publishers to send sample copies. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move to concur. 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope my friend will not press that motion, 
because it will lead to delay. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Have I the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor and will proceed. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to state that when this section of the Post- 
Office bill was before the House the paragraph relating to sample co’ 
ies was not even referred to or discussed in any way whatever, and while 
I thought I had some familiarity with the bill I am free to say I had 
overlooked this section entirely. I believed it had been the purpose of 
the committee reporting this bill when they reduced newspaper post- 
age from 2 cents a pound to 1 cent apound to make that reduction con- 
sistent with existing law—that it was a reduction of 1 cent a pound 
throughout the entire law. But it is not so. Under the present law 
newspaper postage from a known office of publication to subscribers goes 
at the rate of 2 cents a pound, sample copies included. The bill re- 
duces newspaper postage to 1 cent a pound, and makes sample copies 
4centsa pound, It doubles the rate of postage on sample copies, and 
if I am permitted to refer to a discussion in another place where this 
section was fully di I will state that when the matter was ex- 
plained it was unanimously adopted as being a fair adjustment and con- 
sistent with the action of the committee on another section. 

Now, sir, in another section you will reach you say to these news- 
paper publishers you can send your sample copies at the rate of 1 cent if 
they weigh an ounce and then it repeals all other acts inconsistent 
withthatact. Permit me to say to the gentleman that under the law to- 
day, which we at the first session of this Congress, newspaper 
publishers, if they could not to-day send under the pound rate, may, 
under public act No. 46, as he can and I can when we send through the 
mails miscellaneous papers. 

Further, by the section which he proposes to hold on to, in the next 
amendment to the bill he wipes out absolutely that act (public 46) 
which allows a citizen to send four ounces of newspaper matter for 1 cent. 
It was patent to the judgment of the House that the two ounces for 1 cent 
covered but a few of the large publications of thecountry. Before the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads the large metropolitan 
papers were weighed, and, with a single exception, almost every one was 
between three and four ounces in weight. The popular judgment has 
been that any paper could go through the mails for 1 cent, but we find 
the greater number weighed over two ounces; and therefore the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads brought into this House a bill 
fixing the rate for transient newspapers at 1 cent for four ounces. 

The result of that action has been that instead of having in the large 
offices thousands of newspapers daily held for postage and sold for waste 
paper, they are transmitted through the mails at 1 cent for four ounces. 
The bill of the gentleman from Illinois, as we it through the 
House, repealed that act, and it did further: it doubled the rate on 
newspaper publishers in sending sample copies by increasing the post- 

from 2 to 4 cents, when itreduced the rate on their regular open edi- 
tions to 1 cent per pound. 

The matter was discussed elsewhere, and every member in this House 
has doubtless received his communications from the publishers of these 
great pers that forall the publications going out their offices they 
want one rate. of postage; and I had thought that such was the purpose 
the gentleman had in view in presenting the bill. It was the purpose 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads when they recom- 
mended the postal bill to the House, and when their distinguished 
chairman appeared before the Committee on Appropriations. 

How much time have I remaining ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has occupied four minutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will reserve the remaining time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, the first proposition introduced in 
Congress to reduce newspaper postage was introduced by myself in the 
last Congress. It was referred to the committee of which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania was chairman. That committee then entirely 
51 the question. It took no action on the suhject until during 

is Co 


naem 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is entirely welcome to all the dis- 
tinction which is properly due to him for his efforts in that direction. 
I am willing that he 1 have all the credit. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman is not more anxious to see a 
reduction of newspaper than I am. Now, when the Committee 
on Appropriations had this bill under consideration I offered an amend- 
ment to reduce the postage on newspapers one-half; my amendment went 
no further. That amendment was adopted by the committee. After- 
ward the Postmaster-General appeared before our committee and recom- 
mended that we restrict the law allowing sample copies to go through 
the mails. He urged as a reason that many merely advertising sheets 
had taken advantage of this law and were using the mail facilities to 
flood the country with advertisements of lottery, patent medicines, and 
other schemes at d rates. Therefore, the Postmaster-General rec- 
ommended a ification of the law in respect to sample copies by 
restricting them to the use of this privilege twice a year. ; 

The Committee on Appropriations, after careful consideration, con- 
eluded that if it was bathe, hes allow them to send sample copies under 
these circumstances more twice a year, it was wrong to them 


to bo sent at all, and that they should be forbidden altogether. The 


committee therefore modified my amendment so as to forbid sample 
copies from being sent at any other than the same rates at which tran- 
sient newspapers are allowed to go h the mails. That amendment 
was brought in here by me under the instructions of the committee, 
and the House - adopted it. It was discussed then by my intelligent 
friend from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is entirely mistaken; that section 
of the bill was never alluded to in that discussion. It was not dis- 
cussed one minute on this floor. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The RECORD will show that the gentleman 
himself not only discussed it, but offered an amendment to that very 
provision, which was adopted. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is in error wholly. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now have received a very large number of 
communications from newspaper publishers on thisquestion, more than, 
perhaps, any other member of this House. I have received nearly five 

undred letters from a certain class of papers, not strictly pin HP 
but papers promoting special objects, mostly weekly papers, scientific 
periodicals, many of them very worthy and valuable papers, but a great 
many of them merely advertising sheets. Among all of these letters 
none will be found from purely daily newspapers, and I have received 
but very few from country newspapers. e country newspapers, as a 
rule, and the daily press also, are satisfied with the provision as recom- 
mended by the Committee on Appropriations and adopted by the House. 

I believe it would be well to wow papers to send sample copies for the 
purpose of extending their circulation, but believe that the exercise of 
this privilege two or three times a year would be sufficient to promote 
circulation and secure subscribers. 

Sow I desire 8 this question shall go to a annone penn snag ie 
where we can reach an agreement or a compromise a 

of views. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania insists upon 
forcing it here upon the House. That being the case, I must meet it 
now. I believe, as the Postmaster-General believes, that this privi- 
lege is greatly abused by a certain class of newspapers, and that we 
should restrict the sending of sample copies to some extent at least. I 
am willing to allow the question to be considered by a conference com- 
mittee, who may, after a full investigation of the subject, agree upon 
some reasonable plan in that respect which will satisfy reasonable de- 
mands; but to open the mails to an unlimited extent to every advertis- 
ing sheet throughout the country every day in the year is a proposition 
to which I am opposed. > 

[Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BINGHAM. I believe I have one minute remaining. I desire 
in that time 3 say a gr gested 5 House: 3 
paper can go ugh the mails at second- rates, as 
This bill, at 1 cent a pound until it has been D 
panone from which it goes under the sworn statement of the pub- 

isher of that paper. Therefore the gentleman’s statement as to patent- 

medicine circulars and lottery publications and advertising sheets, and 
papers generally of that kind, is effectually disposed of. 

owa further fact: the gentleman incorporates in this bill, author- 
izing this amendment, the provision that they can send their sample 
copies at 1 cent for each four ounces, and then wipes out all other laws 
existing on the subject. s 

I ANDERSON en 

r. A I desire to make a parliamen inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will Kate it. T, 

Mr. ANDERSON.. Would it be in order to move to strike out the 
last word? 

The SPEAKER. There is no last word. 
The —- is on the motion of the tleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BryeHAM] to concur in the ent. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 43. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for tellers. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 5 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that a quorum has not voted. 
The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. 
TOWNSHEND, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. BINGHAM. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill and joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1609) to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection 
of a public building thereon at Detroit, Mich; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 109) authorizing the loan of certain flags and 
bunting to the committee on inauguration ceremonies. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The House divided; and the tellers proceeded to count the vote. 

The SPEAKER. Will the tellers report the affirmative vote? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER: The gentleman state it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, Is it in order to call the attention of the Chair 


It is a motion to concur. 


1885. 
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to the fact that the hour of 50’clock, when under the order of the House 
a recess should be taken, has arrived? = 
The SPEAKER. The Chair takes notice of the fact himself, and 
now declares the House in recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 
The gentleman from New York [Mr. BAGLEY] will occupy the chair 
os Speaker pro tempore at the evening session. 
EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 7 o’clock p.m., 
Mr. BAGLEy in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the ordcr under 
which the House meets this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That until the further order of this House, on each Friday the House will take 
n recess at 5 o'clock until 8 p. m., at which evening sessions bills on the Private 
Calendar reported from the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions shall be considered. 


13, 1885,—A mended so as to include bills for the removal of political 
disabilities reported by the Judi Committee and Senate bills on the Speak- 
er's table for the removal of poli disabilities. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair desires to present the per- 
sonal ü of a member which was overlooked at the time the recess 
was 


en. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Hewrrr, of New York,asks unanimous consent to print remarks on the 
bill (H. R. 7366) being a bill to carry into effect the convention between the 
United States of America and the United States of Mexico, signed on the 20th 


day of January, 
Mr. ANDERSON. Onght not that to go over till to-morrow? Is it 
important that that request should be granted to-night? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The permanent Speaker informed the 
Loser occupant of the chair that it was proper this request should be 
su 

Mr. ANDERSON. This will not be considered as a precedent for 
bri in any other business to-night? 

The SP ER pro tempore. Not at all. 

There being no objection, the request of Mr. HEWITT, of New York, 
was granted. 

ROBERT CARY. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. 6011) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Carey, with an amendment by the Senate. It is only a technical amend- 
ment. A mistake was made in spelling the man’s name. 

Mr. ANDERSON. All right. 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 6011) was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, and the Senate amendments were read, as follows: 

In line 3, strike out Robert Carey and insert Robert Cary.” 


Amend title so as to read: An act granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Cary.” | 


The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 

Mr. HILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Senate 
amendment to the fifth amendment of the House to the bill (S. 66) 
providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing on 
the Umatilla reservation in the State of Oregon, and granting patents 
therefor, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate has passed the bill 
(H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox Indian reserva- 
tion in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes, with 
amendments, asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. DAWEs, Mr. 
HARRISON, and Mr. COKE as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

. The message further announced that the Senate insisted ‘upon its 

amendments to the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the 

legislative, executive, and judicial of the Government for the 
ear ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, disagreed 

ouse of resentatives, agreed to the conference asked by the House 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL as conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: , 

A bill (H. R. 847) for the relief of Francis B. Van Haesen; 

A bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane Vezie, 


eceased ; 
A bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F. 
Sh ; 


epard 
A bill (H. R. 1132) to place J. Washington Brank on the muster- 
rolla of Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry; 


A bill (H. R. 1566) for the relief of O. L. Cochran, late postmaster 
at Houston, Tex., reim ing him for moneys erroneously collected 
from him by the Post-Office sis pre 

A bill (H. R. 1567) for the relief of the legal representatives of the 
Capt. John G. Tod, of the Texas navy; 


H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Ventner Jeffrey and others; 
H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall Carpenter; 
ill (H. R. 5452) for the relief of John W. Martin; $ 

bill (H. R. 5747) to authorize an increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Larned, Kans., not to exceed $250,000; 

A bill (H. R. 6824) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint one passed assistant engineer now on the retired-list of the 
Navy a chief engineer on the retired-list of the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of the estate of Hugh and Byrd 
Dongas; deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the widow of 
Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to the widow of the late 
Commander S. Dana Greene, of the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 4280) to increase the pension of Mrs. Martha C. Breese; 
— bill (H. R. 1813) granting an increase of pension to Anne Cornelia 

man; 

A bill (H. R. 1091) granting an increase of pension to ia A. 
Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a brevet bri er- gen- 
eral 3 spe Army; and Sy peers 

A bill (H. R. 7659) granting a ion to Mrs. Emily vo! 

The message further eee e eyes the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested: 

A bill (S. 993) for the relief of Maria G. Dunbar; 

A bill (S. 1811) granting a pension to Annie T. Dicks; 

A bill (S. 2666) to provide for the printing of the report and pro- 
ceedings of the commission to provide suitable ceremonies at the dedi- 
cation of the Washi m Monument; 

A bill (S. 957) granting a pension to Margaret D. 

A bill S aia EC Louise Butler; 

A bill (S. 2448) for the relief of Sally C. Mulligan; 

A bill (S. sant granting a pension to Charles F. Hildreth; 
K 550 S. 2661) granting a pension to Miss Amelia J. Gill; 
ton. 


bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of ion to Ella W. Thorn- 
widow of Capt. James S. Thornton, late of the United States 


Navy; 
A bill (S. — granting an increase of pension to Ann Atkinson; 
A bill (S. 2620) granting a pension to mas H. i 
A bill (S. 2546) granting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch; and 
A bill (S. 2619) granting a pension to Martha Hughes. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the pension bills justre- 


| ceived from the Senate be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported fa- 
vorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Com- 
piee nt the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill 2 1877) granting an increase of pension to John Hall; 

A bill (S. 2245) granting a pension to William N. Morris; 

A bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to John Lowe; 

A bill (S. 2279) granting a pension to Lewis L. Canady; 

A bill (S. 2316) granting a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas; 

A bill (S. 544) granting an increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny; 

A bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Sarah A. White; 

A bill (S. 1739) granting a pension to the widow and children of the 
late Byram Pitney; 

A bill 2 2437) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon; 

A bill (S. poe granting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince; and 

A bill (S. 2527) granting a pension to Robert Sheridan. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be 


to by the | printed 


A bill (S. 2620) granting a pension to Thoma; H. Boaz; 

A bill (S. 2546) granting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch; and 

A bill (S. 2619) granting a pension to Martha Hughes. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred. to the Com- 
3 of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be 
printed: 

A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Matilda Cody; and 

A bill (H. R. 603) granting a pension to Rachel Nickel. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


adversely a bill (H. R. 3760) granting a pension to J. Combe; which 
was laid on the table. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be printed: 
A bill (S. 2443) granting an increase of pension to Polly Young; 
A bill (S. 1113) granting a pension to Ann C. Manchester; 
A bill (S. 2153) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett; 


favorably. bills of the 9 titles; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered ta be 
printed: 

A bill (S. on granting a pension to Sedate T. Martin; and 

A bill (S. 1633) granting a pension to James Bond. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
favorably bills of the following titles; which were referred to the Com- 


nbn of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and ordered to be | and 


A bill (H. R. 8155) granting a pension to Addie L. Moore. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
adversely a bill (H. R. 7757) granting a pension to Elizabeth Craw- 
ford which was laid on the table. 

ROBERT J. BALLORT. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michi from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions, reported back Poo, e bill (S. 2268) for the relief of Robert 


wy ae R. 8237) granting a pension to Mary J. Dickson; and 


J: Ballort; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House | sition 


on the Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be 


printed. 
MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 
Mr. WINANS, of Michigan, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 


sions, also reported back adversely the bill (S. 1960) for the relief of | these facts 


Mary Howard Farquhar; which was laid on the table, and the accom- 
panying report ordered to be printed 
DUNCAN L. CLINCH, 
Mr. NICHOLLS. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er's table for present consideration the bill (S. 1911) for the relief of 
Duncan L. Clinch, of the State of Georgia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Amer of each House 8 ), That 
Sooke ee n a citizen of the State of be, and he is hereby, re- 
lieved of all litical disabiliti es imposed upon by the fourteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitation of the | United States. 


There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's 
table, read three times, and passed (two-thirds voting in favor thereof). 
JOHN k. DENHAM. 

Mr. JAMES. I ask to have taken from the Speaker’ stable, for con- 
currence in an amendment of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 5798) grant- 

a pension to John E. Denham. 
being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker’s 
table, and the following amendment of the Senate was read and con- 
curred in: 
In lines 4 and 5 strike out the nth toc 
month from the passage of this 
ante M’CARTY. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 6029) 
for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty be taken from the Speaker's table 
for concurrence in a Senate amendment. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken from the Speaker's table 
and the following amendment of the Senate reac and concurred in: 


In lines 5 and 6 strike out the words of fifty dollars per month" and insert 
Tat the rate to which a private soldier is and shall be entitled by law for like 


ORDER OF- BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar forthe purpose of consid- 
ering business under the special order for the Friday evening session. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly resolved itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH, of 
Missouri, in the chair. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that Senate bills be first 
considered in the order in which they stand upon the Calendar. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

JOHN HALL. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1877) 

granting an increase of pension to John Hall. 

Serhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ion-roll, subject to the provisions of 
the pension laws, the name of John 1, late a private in Company B, Tenth 
United States Infantry, Mexican war, at the 1 per month, in lieu of the 
g m month heretofore allowed him, as specified in pension certificate 3170. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, If there is a report in this case I 
ask that it be read. 
The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


Your committee has had under consideration Senate bill No. 1877, and report 


“and grant him a pension of $8 a 


the same back to the House with a recommendation that it do pens; and 


they 
pare adopted the Senate report in this case as the favorable report of this com- 
mi — 

The claimant was a eee; in ng ny B, Tenth New York baporea ony 
was injured on the 10thday of PTT uty. 
While on drill at or near Fort TAA N A 2s he was sud- 
denly and violently thrown down and the end af rail ral striking him him in the lower 
part of the body caused a large rupture which req severe surgical opera- 
tion to save his life, which was ain imminent il from the. injury. Theinjuryre- 
sulted in double le inguinal hernia. The proof = the injury, surgical operation, 


and resulting hi is clear and convincing. was discharged on account of 
this injury and disability the 24th of Jul; a He applied ſor a on 
and was on the pension-roll in 1847 at Si per month, and in 1852 pen- 


sion was to $8, which rate he has been since paid und is now receiving. 
In 1853 he became totally blind, and in 1874 suffered a 


hen he has been a great his aged wife and t —— — — 
w. e has been u n wife a wo e! i 
unable to dress or undress himself without assistance, a x 


In 1883 he made an application for an increase on account of an increase of 
his disabilities, claiming that his lost eyesight and paralysis resulted from his 
original injuries. The medical referee gave it as his opi that the blindness 

paralysis J eee hake ethic aon — Se 
that laymen will usually oppose their 
of medical men, but in this case the —— is so clear, — * the me the 
neuralgia which terminated in blindness was connected with the surgieal opera- 
tion so distinetly shown, that your committee can hardly doubt that the medical 
referee in this instance is mistaken. 

The surgeon performing the ———.— yy — in his certificate, under date of the 
5 July. 3 oer the i alae 4 TA T he min 8 for strangu- 

ated hernia w was maren ury and consequent opera- 
tion have been followed by debilit debility and lameness, which still continues," The 
claimant in his own affidavit says, in speaking of the operation, that 
“He had to lay while undergoing treatment * * * with his head and 
shoulders much lower than the rest of his body, in which position he remained 
for thirty days. * * © 8 set in. and on being released from this po- 
affected, and he suffered uralgia to the 


t his eyes were ne! present 
This wae in 188% He alto says that the “neuralgia pains burst his 
and the aqueous humor of the eyes escaped, leaving him blind.“ He shoo says 
thatafter the operation felt a numbness in his limbs and 
want of nerve sensibilit, ved 


which continued up to 


ral soldier were resulting conditions from 

po ane sore the operation he was compelled to 8 
requires that his 3 should be increased. There 
ommend the passage of this bill. 

Mr. BELFORD. I move to amend this bill by adding the provision 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the sum of $500,000 be appropriated for the construction of a home for 
te e opaan children of the Union confederate soldiers of the Republic, at the 
Fredericksburg, in the State of Virginia, said sum to be expended und 

the. direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. KEAN. I make a point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make the point of order that this 
amendment is not germane to the bill. 

Mr. BELFURD. I ask that the point of order be reserved till I ean 
make a statement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Colo- 
rado for five minutes upon the point of order. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Chairman, the shadows of fifteen years have 
floated over this Republicand the unhappy memories of the war should 
be tten now and forever. You gen en from the South should 
have at least the courage of a Northern Republican to take care of the 
orphans produced by the war in the South. It was a war of the poli- 
ticians in which the poor people suffered and were conscripted into the 
army; and I propose that their little children shall be provided forjust 
as the children of soldiers of the Union Army have been provided for. 

When the Greeks, the moderns of ancient civilization, achieved a 
victory in civil war they celebrated that victory by erecting a monu- 
ment of wood which would perish under the abrasions and erosions of 
the atmosphere. When they achieved a victory over a foreign foe, they 
erected a monument of bronze. [At this point Mr. BELFORD walked 
toward the Democratic side of the House. J” 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I make the point of order that the gen- 
tleman has no right under the rules to ee eee from his seat. 

Mr. BELFORD. web Dene to my seat, I will obey the per- 
functory order of the distinguished brigadier from Indiana. 

Now, what did England do after her civil war between the 
White Rose and the Red Rose? She blended them together and made 
England the great nation of her day. Are we to carry out the preju- 
dices of certain gentlemen on this floor and overlook the fact. this is 
our magnificent nation from the northern lakes to the southern gulf, 
from the Atlantic Ocean to the Pacific, upon which floats the commerce 
of fone country ? 

I have offered this amendment in the interest of reconciliation, of 
peace, of recognition of the fact we are one nation to-day, and will re- 
main so I hope forever. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order and the 
amendment is ruled out. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM N. MORRIS. 


ore eee 


er 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2245) 


of the Interior 
„subject ta the 


granting a pension to William N. Morris. 
The bill, which was read, provides that the Secre 
be authorized and directed to place on the pension- ro 
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of the pension laws, the name of William N. 
Moris late a P in Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Indiana 


no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
— ein recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN LOWE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2302) 
granting a pension to John Lowe. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, su ject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the Bach pegon laws, the name of John Lowe, late of Company 
F, 8 egiment Indiana Volunteers. 

here being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported tothe 
Hom with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEWIS L. CANADY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2279) 
granting a pension to Lewis L. Canady. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis L. Canady, late a pri- 
ection toes 1812. 

the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
ef vieh tk 55 ioe tion that it do pass. 


MRS. CORDELIA BRAINERD THOMAS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2316) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas. 
Pog which was read, authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 
pension-roll, subject to the ions and limitations of 
the pension i 
Rev. 


the name of Mrs. Brainerd Thomas, widow 
Thomas, who was killed by the Modoc Indians in 
1873 while acting as a member of the Peacé Commission sent by the 
United States Government to treat with said Indians, sad to pOr het 
from and after the passage of this act, during her widowhood, 
of $50 a month. 
Mr. PETERS. I would like to hear the report in that case read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. ae 
granting a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas, mva considered the 
same, beg leave to report it back with ge perk tebe ary that it be amended by 
inserting the word “twenty,” after the words “sum of,” in the eleventh line of 
said bill so it shall provide payment to Mrs, Cordelia ‘Brainerd Thomas of the 
sum of $20 a month 

Mr. PETERS. I do not ask for the reading of any more of the re- 
port, as I see the amendment limits it to $20 a month, 

Mr. MATSON. 
$50 per month. Her husband was with General Canby at the time he 
was killed. He wasa minister of the gospel. The amendment pro- 
poses to give her the pension of a chaplain. 

The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. 

ELIJAH W. PENNY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 544) 

granting an increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny. 

The bill, which was read, authorizes and directs the Secretary of the 
Interior to place on the pension-roll, subject to the and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the nameof Elijah W. Penny, late lieuten- 
ant-colonel of the One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteers, at the rate of $42 per month, in lieu of the $36 per month here- 
Sofove silowed —̃ —ů— — 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I ask the gentleman from Indiana 
why this pension is increased from $36 to $42 per month, and why the 
claimant comes here instead of going to the Pension Office ? 

Mr. MATSON. I take pleasure in informing the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania his coming here grows out of the there is a defect in 
the law. ‘There is no rate of between $24 and $50 per month. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Is there not a rate of $30 a month? 

Mr. MATSON. There is for ifie disability, but there is no rate 
for general disability. Colonel Penny received two gunshot wounds, 
and receives a pension for disability not specific as to one. He has an 
arm off, and gets $30 a month. He has another gunshot wound which 
entitles him to more than he is receiving. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Is it not a fact if the claimant was 
disabled in a certain degree he can receive $30 or $40 a month? 

Mr. MATSON. No, sir; there is no rate of $40 per month. 

Mr. ADLER of Pennsylvania. What is the next rate above $30? 
Mr. MATSON. It is $50. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Why sħould there be an exception 
made in this particular case? Are there not other personsin the same 
condition who would be entitled to the same relief? 

Mr. MATSON. My judgment is that the law is essentially deficient 
in this particular, and I think my friend from Indiana, the former chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, General BROWNE, will agree 
with me, as I believe I have heard him express the same sentiment be- 
fore, 


The Senate proposition was to give her a pension of | the 


I will state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that there are cases 
of men who are suffering from disability from wounds who are not in 
that helpless condition thatrequires the regularattendance of other per- 
sons, so as to bring them within the law; and hence they can not receive 
the pension of $50, but they are worse disabled than if they had lost one 
arm or a leg; and so to apply relief in cases of that kind we have these 
special bills of which the gentleman speaks. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. the difficulty is that the 
general law fixes the rates for specific disability, and every gentlemgn 
of observation will readily understand that it is impossible under a gen- 
eral law to adequately adjust every possible character of disability that 
may arise. It is utterly impossible to do it; and just so long as we 
grant pensions at all and undertake to provide for them by acts 
there will be instances in which appeals will be made to to 
allow something in addition, — above the lowest provided in the 
eee lower than thi = highest or — next eee 

rate. But for myself I havea great more respect 
those cases in which increases are granted than for many of those in 
which pensions are originally ted, because where there is an in- 
crease given there is no doubt o the existence of the disability. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

SARAH A. WHITE. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 2367) granting a 

ion to Sarah A. White. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, ge.. That the pet Soe eon ger Fhe patio is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the eA Wit, he provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sara A. Snakes, aerate rome 
widow of Ebenezer White, late a lieutenant in the Kansas 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like 8 e eee 
sary to grant relief in this particular case ? 

Mr. MATSON. To save time, I will ask the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Lona], who I believe is familisr with the case, to state 
the facts. 

Mr. LONG. What is the question of the gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, I desire to know why it is necessary 
to apply to Congress for relief in this case. 

Mr. LONG. I am not familiar with the circumstances. It is a bill 
which was examined by the Senate committee and passed the Senate. 
I presume the Senate report will convey the facts. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask for the reading of the report of 
the committee accompanying it. 

The report (by Mr. LOVERING) was read, as follows: 

Your committee have had under consideration Senate bi 


attach 
evidence is somewhat conflicting, but the balance thereof 
in Aaii of the claim. 
to place the name of the applicant on e e g 
in great u 


“The bill simply proposes 
roll as the widow of the anp Vi and it appesa that she 

e fact that she rendered excellent service asan 
ioned at = 


“The evidence also discloses 
the passage 


The bill was laid eside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


BYRAM PITNEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1739) 
granting a pension to the widow and children of the late Byram Pit- 
ney. 

ae bill is as follows: 

it enacted, £e., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 8388 nu- 
ced and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the and 
limitations of the pension laws, the names of the widow and children of 5 — 
Pitney, late of Company K, Twenty-sixth Regiment New Jersey Volunteers. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to have some explanation 
of that bill, or else to have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that this is a very long re- 
port, and perhaps it will save time if some gentleman who is familiar 
with the facts will make an explanation. 

Mr. BAGLET. I think I can explain to the gentleman and to his 
satisfaction. It seems that this man received a severe wound in the 
ara cepa of the spine which gave him very serious trouble and for 

he was ioned. The man lived, it is true, until some time in 
1883, but the of which he died proved to be continuous; that is 
to 8 condition of his lungs, of which he finally died, 
dated back to his service in the Army and finally resulted in acute 
pneumonia. The medical testimony goes to show that it was directly 
on account of this disease, which resulted from the service and which 
finally culminated in acute pneumonia, that his death resulted. I he- 
lieve it to be a ease, and hence it was ted favorably. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Let me ask the gentleman were all of 
these cases examined by the House committee? 

Mr. BAGLEY. They were, sir; all of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from Ohio 


er rate for that service. 
bill.“ 


that these bills have been all referred to the eommittee and reported 
back from the Committee on Pensions and Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Iso supposed. 


2268 
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The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY GORDON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2437) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon. 
The bill is as follows: 
5, Be tenacted, de., vo piaco on fie 
and directed 


to — on 
—— of the pension the name of Mrs. 
rdon, late a 3 in Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 


"ae report (by Mr. LE FEVRE) is as follows: 


Your committee have had under consideration Senate bill No. 2437 and re 5 
the same back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, and 
have 5 the Senate report hereto attached as a part of the report of this 
committee. 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. ee 

a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon, have examined the same, and re 

That the claimant is the mother of Samuel F. Gordon, who 5 for a pen- 
sion atthe ent, but her claim was on the ground that the rec- 
ords of the War t afford no information as to enlistment or service 


There appears to to be ample evidence toshow the dependence of dhe claimant 
as the mother of the soldier. Her husband died in 1857. and her son, the soldier, 
died unmarried. The only question to be considered 1s that of the soldier's 


service, 

+ “ William M. Ross, late first lieutenant of comers G, Sixteenth Ohio Volun- 
testifies that Samuel F. ba ang A N son of aimant, enlisted October 2, 

1861, in the forenoon, as a private — — and that in afternoon 

the said Gordon was shot and killed 5 accidental discha discharge of a pistol. He 

also swears that the captain of the company is dead, and the original muster-roll 

can not t be obtained. 

. This is corroborated by two 8 of the soldier, who swear to his en- 

listment and muster and accidental deat. 


“It also anges the papers on ae that the claimant is 82 years of 
and is and been for many years a helpless invalid from paral: 
and also that she has been supported for seventeen years by a daughter whe 
has been engaged in he daughter now states at. to her 


teaching. T 
peer ta ene helplessness, she is unable to longer provide ‘her a comfort- 
bs te oe of all the facts in this case your committee report the bill with a 
recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. In order to save the time that would be occupied in 
emer these reports I ask that all of them may be printed in the REC- 


be CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana that gen fe of these reports just come from the committee are in 
manuscript, it will be impossible to have them transcribed. The 
originals may be sent to the Public Printer under the order the gentle- 
man from Indiana s , and which has just been made. If there 
be no objection it be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


SARAH JANE PRINCE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2125) 
granting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Sarah Jane 
Prince, widow of the late Albert ee, of the Fifteenth Regiment Massa- 

Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. LOVERING) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2125) 
anting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince, having examined the same, adopt the 
and recommend that the same do pass. 
mittee on Pensions, to whom was erod the bill (S. 2125) grant- 
m to Sarah J. Prince, have examined the same, and report: 
the said oa. J. Prince is the widow of Capt. Albert Prince, late cap- 
tain of Compan; eenth Massachusetts Volunteers. Captain Prince was 
a pensioner. He d Aled March 2, 1881. The widow — 4 for a pension April 
27,1881. Her claim was rejected on the ground that she had been married pre- 
vious to her marriage with the said Captain Prince, and that her husband by 
the 7 2 still living. She now applies to Congress to grant hera pen- 
sion by special ac 
“Tt appears in the evidence that the second marriage was contracted in the 
the first husband was dead. She states the facts under oath, as fol- 


A. Dyke deserted me at said Lowell, taking with him mone: 
the previous month for labor in the Merrimack mill 2 since sai 
deserted me I have had no communication from him, h for some months 
after said desertion I wrote letters to him at said Ly „ N. H., asking him to 
return to me, which letters were never replied to him; that I continned 
to reside at said Lowell, working in said mill, Rin October, A. D. 1859, when I came 
to Worcester, and have since that time resided here; that on the 9th day of 
December, A. D, 1865, I received a letter from Fanny M. * a sister of said 
David K Dyke, acopy of which is hereby attached, mark A, informing me of 
the 5 vid K. Dyke. Comi fon iee a the sister of the David 
K. Dyke I had no reason to doubt the truth of the information contained therein, 
and did not doubt thesame till since the death of Capt. Albert Prince, guar 
captain of the Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts A fe om ged Infantry, to whom 
I was San on the 24th day of December, A. D. 1 and with whom after 
said I lived 2 his wife till his death. 

Aſter the death of the said Capt. Albert Prince, — mog e advice of P. F. 
Murray, of this city, a former comrade of Capt. Albe: I made applica- 


I earned 
David K. 


tion for a widow’s pansion; 
Pension 


and after some time I was called upon toh furnish the 
it with 


evidence of the death of m: Bo tee Captain 
communicated with the town clerk of Lyme. „with a 1 5 of ob- 
the evidence called for, and from said town ates came the information 
= Daniel K. Dyke was alive. 
e acquainted with said Albert Prince I told him of my former 
marriage, and showed him the letter hereinbefore mentioned, and I was married 
der firm belief that I was the widow of David K. Dyke.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ROBERT SHERIDAN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2527) grant- 
inga pension to Robert Sheridan. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


pipen 
a t 


“When 


Be ii Ee., „„ of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ion laws, the name of Robert heridan, late a private in 


Company D, First Rhode Island Light Artillery. 
The report (by Mr. LOVERTNG) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid 1 to whom was referred bill (S. grant- 

m to Robert n, having examined the same, and Evini 
adopt the Senate report, recommend that same do pass, acopy of the same 
hereunto attached : 
deren Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2527) grantin; 

a pension to Robert Sheridan, have examined the same and report 
ing its . The facts are stated in the © petition, which we annex as the 
most convenient form of presenting them to 
ue honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


“ “The undersigned, greg ya of yey Soldiers’ Home, T. * 
late private Company D, First Rhode Island Light — 
sents that on the Stk day of June, 1878, at 214 national home (he . 
inmate of said institution asa disabled soldier), he was detailed order of 


General William S. Tilton, commander of said home, to fire a salute on the oc- 
casion of Decoration Day o observance, and that while so emp! through the 
carelessness of one of the men whose business it was to close — brung ie 
was prematurely discharged while your petitioner was ramming home the cart. 
ries thereby shattering his right arm so badly that it had to be amputated 

He further states that he now ~ receipt ofaemall pension of $4 per montht 
He now asks that in ideration of his misfortune, w. has ved him 
almost entirely of the means of obtaining a living, and as said wound was re- 
ceived while in the line of duty, acting under the orders of General Tilton, an 
officer of the United States and whose orders he was.bound to obey, that he may, 
be granted an increased pension, so that his rate may be $24 per month, therate 
now allowed by law for a comers disability; and, as in duty b bound, will ever 


ra; 
92 „ ROBERT SHERIDAN, 
Late Private Company D, First Regiment Rhode Island Light Artillery. 
z6 STATE OF MAINE, — 
county of Kennebec, ss : ? 
December 8, 1 mts personally ap the above-named Robert Sheri- 
dan, and made oath that the facts as set F 
i substance and fact, so far as they relate to the receiving of his wound and in- 
w 
Before me 
ISEAL.] H. F. BLANCHARD, 
“ ‘Notary Public.“ * 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS H. BOAZ. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2620) 
granting a pension to Thomas H. Boaz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be itenacted, Sc., That the Secretary of the 3 be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to the provisions ‘and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas H. Boaz, late of Company 
H, Second Regiment Ohio Heavy Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


Your Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2620) 
granting a pension to Thomas H, Boaz, having considered the same, respect- 
ye! Bde or as follows : 

mant, Thomas H. Boaz, was a private in poster ior H, Fescue Ohio 
Heavy Artillery. He was enrolled on the 12th of Au ree years, 
and was discharged August 8 1865, to date rag hxc 2251883 age Hos aie his appli- 
faoa for pension on A 1882, alleging y reason of being in- 
jaren a the cars in the — a hisback, —— len thigh, and for rheu- 
ism, all incurred in the service on or about July 5, 1865, at Ciaysville, in 
inet State of Ohio. The records of the neral's office show treatment 
of the claimant at the genera hospital, Camp Denison, Ohio, in August, 1865, 
for the injuries which caiman’ alleges, and that he was returned to dut; 
August 28, 1865, This was evidently only for the purpose of being 

The testimony in the ease ves foe jusively t at date of — — the 
soldier was a stout,able-bodied man, free from any and all of the all ail- 
ments, That he continued to do regular service with his company until about 
the last of June, 1865, when he was granted a furlough for NN days, cause 


not That on the 5th of July, at Claysville, pa tan Ntate of Ohio, he was in- 
jured by the cars in the manner stated, e testimony of one witness, who ren- 
dered him assistance at the-time of the and of Sn hysician who treated 


him at the time, being on file, There is ample testimony also Bhong that 
—— the time of his di the soldier suffered more or less from rhe 
has continued and increased in severity until, by the 5 — is sur- 
geon's certificate, claimant is shown to be totally disabled and helpless, and that 
had to be brought into the office to be examined, 5 the dis- 
ease sciatica, with paralysis of the lower limbs. Your co ttee are of the opin- 
at that this is a meritorious case, and calls for the immediate relief, and there- 
fere return the bill with recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
menflation that it do pass. 


CHARLOTTE C. B. HATCH. 


The vext business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2546) 
granting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch. 


1885. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, aoa Be ENIT an 
thorized and to place on the pension-roll, subject to the restrictions and 
limitations of the =. laws, the name of Charlotte C. B. Hatch, dependent 
widow of Maj. E. A. C. Hatch, late of Hatch’s Battalion Minnesota Volunteers. 


The reptrt (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred S. 2546 “granting 

a —— to Charlotte C. B. Hatch, have examined the same, and report 
claimant is the widow of Edwin A. C. Hatch, or Ind dent B ened 

talion Minnesota Cavalry, regularly mustered into the United 
who was July 7, 1864, on surgeon’s certificate of disabili 119 2 — 
a sound, healthy man when he entered the service, and became jed in the 
service, and had a continuing disability until his death. While the cause of 
death was rted as cholera morbus, still his health had been so much im- 
paired and bee peer broken by disabilities a by ure and hard- 
ships in the Territory of Dakota, that he was not, b Tender, of such service, so 
able to withstand disease as could be done by a healthy and sound man. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
MARTHA HUGHES. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill rE 2619) 
grantinga pension to Martha Hughes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, C., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha Hughes, widow, whose hus- 
band was a member of Company E, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as foHows: 
Your Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2619), 
granting a pension to Martha Hughes, having considered the same, respectfally 


rt as follows: 
e claimant is the widow of John Hughes, late a corporal in Company E. 
Seventeenth Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers. As shown by the report of the 


Adjutant-General, the soldier enlisted on December 23, 1861, for three years, and 
was d at Corinth, Miss.,on July 10, 1862, cause not stated. The 
mental hospital records are not on file and there are no records of the ment 
in the office of the stot able-bodied It is shown by the testimony on that 
the soldier was a stout, able-bodied man at the time of enlistment, and that 
when di rom the Army he was suffering with chronic 


he was rarm e ie diarrhea, 
= incapacitated him for manual labor,and continued to the time of his 


dea 
‘The soldier 2 b enn. in A on account of disability from chronic diarrhea 
contracted near 8 Tenn 1862, and states that he was treated in 


regimental hospital for said ir iein and it is reasonable tosu that this was 
the canse of his discharge, although the records are silent. application for 
pension was filed October 1, 1881, ee ne tron on the alk of July, before the 


claim was finally proven up to the satisfaction of the Pension Office. Theattend- 
ing physician testifies that the death was the result of chronic diarrhea and 
tuberculous consumption, and states his belief that the diarrhea was the cause 
of the disease of the lungs. The widow (claimant herein) then made application 
for a pension in her own right, which was filed on Au 2, 1882, but for reasons 
unknown to your committee it has not been allow Your committee think 
that the evidence in the case is sufficient to prove the incurrence of the disease 
in the service fom which the soldier died, and we therefore report the bill back 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


POLLY YOUNG. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2443) to 


increase the pension of Polly Young. 
T>e bill was read, as follows: 


thorized and 
limitations of the 
Young, a soldier in the war of 18 1512, pay on from and after the 
passage of this act of $30 a month in lieu of the pension she now receives. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions—— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I suppose that comes from the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. It should have gone to the Committee 
on Pensions; but I do not make a question about that. I would like 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions whether 
any of these bills were reported to the Senate adversely by the Senate 
Committee on Pensions, or whether this bill in particular was reported 
adversely. 

Nr. MATSON. There was one case that I remember, that of Col- 
onel Penny, the case we were discussing a few moments ago. The orig- 
inal bill in the Senate proposed to give him 850 a month. The bill was 
finally amended so as to make the amount $42. The remainder of these 
bills, so far as I now remember, and I think I have examined all of 
them, were xpos favorably by the Committee on Pensions of the 
Senate. The bill I have spoken of proposed originally to give $50 a 
month and was amended so as to e it $42. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. This bill now under consideration pro- 


provisions and 
, widow of Jesse 


to increase the pension of the widow of a soldier of the war of | an 


poses 
15N teom $8 to $30 a month. Why is that done in this particular 


5 MATSON. Let the report speak. 
The report (by Mr. MoRRILL) was read, as follows: 
3 Committee on Invalid 3 to whom was —. e bill (S. 2443) 


y Young, having exam same, have 
er attached, and made a part of their 
— — an tolicws: 


The Committee on Pensions, to v hom was referred the bill (S. 2443) granting 


= increase of pension to Polly Young, have examined the same, and report as 
follows : 


“That Polly Young is now 93 years whe e 
month by reason of seryice of her husban 
remarkable loyal! 


teams eis et On eae tie She had three 
sons. All did honorable and long service in the, late m. 


these 
sons, now an old man, furnishes from his small means her support in an humble 


u e the number of this class of aged pensioners is becoming less, yane 
tiesofage A DOROIT tr ATO ton See attendance 

ep government, generous in its benefactions to oF pened of those of high 
rank and brilliant service, can well afford to be just erous to the widows 
of those who suffered and fought in the ranks, when misfortunes 
render necessary aid from some quarter to smooth the ali wh to the grave.” 

The committee recommend that the bill above referred to do pass. 

ANN E. MANCHESTER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1113) 
granting a pension to Ann E. Manchester. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, de., That the of the Interior be, and is hereby, author - 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pensfon laws, the nam Ann chester, the widow of Abel 
W. Manchester, , who was a sergeant of Company H, Seventh United 


of $8 per 


eS S Republie, e of 


The report is as follows: 


Your committee have had under consideration the accompanying bill, and 
have ado} the nea in same, hereto attached : 

“The ons, to which was referred the bill (S. 1113) granting 
a pension to Ann E~ 8 ned the same, and reports: 

That Abel W. Manchester was enlisted on the 2d of October, 1846, at New 
York, to serve five years, and was assigned to Conipany Seventh ment of 
United States Infantry, and served until September 1,1851. His with 
the said Ann E. Manchester is established, and they continued to — 4 
as husband and wife to the date of his death, which occurred Novem! 

The widow applied for a pension and her’ application was rejected,” t 3 
the records of the War a ing ra a do not show the existence of heart disease 
hich caused noe hema cheery i Novembe: i 


mumittee, 
“The records of the War De; ent do show that the soldier served d 
Mexican war, and that he is reported sick at Pueblo, Ma., &. June 4. 
and again October 3l, 1847, and again at Jefferson Barracks, Mo. 
but do not state the nature of sickness, 
It is in evidence that the soldier was sick when he returned home in 1851, and 


disease until he finally died. The widow has been 
dence of officers of her husband's company, because they are all dead, and 
are so reported by the Adjutant-General of the Army. But she has furn ished 
the evidence of ee aequainted with him, and who establish his disabled 
condition from pya of his discharge to the time of his death. 

In the opinion your committee there issufticient evidence to justify a favor- 
able report on the bill, and it is accordingly so reported, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass.” 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
BENJAMIN F. BROCKETT. 
The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2153) 
granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ite &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, — 
thorized and lirected to d to place on the pension-roll, subject 92 the provisions and 
limitations of the n laws, the name of Benjami. in H. Bi late a cap- 


tain Company I, 8 Illinois Volunteer Infantry 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


Your committee have had under consideration Senate bill No. 2153, granting a 
pe to the above-named claimant, and have adopted the Senate reportas 
revere ess oe of this committee, and as so reported they recommend the pas- 
sage of 


*The Committes on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2153) grant- 
inga a 1 — to og yee F. Brockett, have examined the same, and report: 
Brockett, late captain of Company I, E y-seventh Jli- 
. Volunteers entered the service August 15,1862, and remained therein until 
8988 , 1863. He applied for a pension, and alleges that when he entered 
e 


He was a sound and healthy man * * + that he was in good health 
and always ready for duty antila about the Ist of June, 1863; that about that time 
he was ordered totake —— noes ing expedi pedition when in . near Vicks- 
„and had —.— in r ee by rye homed that 
rdered the men 8 capture a wild Texas cow ; 
to capture her, and that in running past him he caught the cow by 7 the 

horns, when he was thrown under her feet, trampled agan; and forced against 
a fence; that the men in endeavoring to assist asist him in her capture 

her, and in her attempt to jump over the fence she Bock 
— right side of 
the injury to his 
time; also the inj 


ened 
pled n him on the 
abdomen, and on the leſt side above 2 int; — 
t wrist-joint and right ankle were received at the sam 
the lower right side of his abdomen; that the aries 
was unable to ‘stand without assistance, and that his men 
to a wagon and 8 him to Warrenton or Warrington, some 
eight miles below Vicksburg, W. a part of the regiment was encam 
eee p 8 by site testimony of S. S. Gentry, D. M. rulis R. 
rockett, who were members of = same company and 


hg uries are alleged to have been received 
On the case he claimed a pension for injury to wrist, thumb, and ankle, 
d rupture in the right side. 
eee p ena a Ra ea gn Ainaa whose ogee per 
ree several examining surgeons of the pension service, was 
each time reported at three-fourths total disability. 8 Se 
eee eee rejected by ee Pensions on the ground 
— — all disabi a have ‘originated since discharge, as shown by evi- 
ence 
It does not seem to the — that this wasa just result. 6 of 


witnesses who testify to the incurrence of the disabilities from = 
en by 


still not disp: the 
fact the injuries from which the claimant is now suffering 8 


FEBRUARY 27, 


blic in Kansas, who assert that he is a man incapable of at- 
to ‘receive a pension on fraudulent evidence,’ the committee feel 

reporting the bill to the Senate with the recommendation that it do 
* 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SARAH HAGUE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1836) 
granting a pension to Sarah Hague. 

The bill was read, as follows: s 

Be it enacted, &c,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah ng the dependent 
mother of W. C. Hague, late of Company L. Sixth New York Heavy Artillery, 


The report (by Mr. Hores) is as follows: 


Your committee have had under consideration the Senate bill granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah e, No. 1836, and have adopted the Senate report recommend- 
ing that the bill for her relief do pass: 

The Committee on Pensions, to which was referred the bill (S. 1836) granting 
a pension to Sarah Hague, has examined the same, and reports: 

“That Sarah — A is the mother of M. C. Hague. who was a private in Com- 

ny L, Sixth New York Heavy Artillery. The soldier was enlisted January 4, 
Is was wounded in battle near Bethesda church, Va., May 30, 1864, was cap- 
tured by the confederates, taken to Richmond, Va., and pieced in rebel general 

These facts appear from the records in 
and Surgeon-General, United States Army. 
0 ant was not depend l 
claim was on e manb wasn upon 
np rae ay 8 her husband was able to, and did, support her at time of the 
80 s death.’ 

The committee is not of the opinion that this finding is supported by the red- 
ord and proofs in the case, On N 4 it does oe the son did con- 
tribute to — oma of his parents; that the husband was so afflicted with dis- 
ease that the ot his labors were not sufficient to su rt the family, and that 
it required the efforts of all the members of the family, ce of frien 
and the strictest economy to effect what the said finding of the Pension Office 
said the husband alone did. This being the case, the committee can but believe 
that this mother, whose son died in a rebel from wounds received in 
battle, and who had contributed to her Gy ere and to whom she had looked 
for aid for years, is ona to a pension, bill is accordingly reported with 
a recommendation o pass.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BRYSON R. M'CARTNEY. 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1612) 
granting a pension to Bryson R. McCartney. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 


itations of the pension laws, the name of Bryson R. McCartney, late of Company 
K, Ninth Regiment Illinois Infantry. K 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


Your committee have had under consideration Senate bill No. 1612, granting a 

nsion to the above named claimant, and they recommend theadoption of the 
— report in the case as the favorable report of this committee; and asso re- 
ported they recommend that the bill do pass. Senate report hereto attached: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1612) granting 
a pension to Bryson R. McCartney, having examined the same, report: 

That Bryson R. McCartney enlisted in Company I, One hundred and twenty- 
eighth Illinois Volunteers, September 26, 1862, and was d from the sery- 
ice Jan 9, 1864, on a surgeon's certificate of disability, from chronic rheu- 
matism and general debility. In his pa ge RCT fora pension he alleged that 

farted rheumatism and gene debility in the winter of 1862-63, at 

Cairo, III., by reason of exposure while performing camp and garrison duty. 

rejected on the strength of a report made by a examiner, 

submitting testimony from a number of former bors, gto show that 

claimant's disability existed prior to enlistment. is mony shows that 

claimant had a severe illness two years previous to his 9 was not 

— 8 afterward, but does not cover the time immediately before 
enlistmen 

Ou the other hand, claimant submitted the testimony of two physicians as to 
his soundness at enlistment; of his lieutenant, and of several neighbors to the 
same effect. The Pension Office su n, who examined him in 1877, p: 
him disabled in excess of total, an him ' too feeble to Work.“ 
physician said that claimant's kneesand right hand were stiffened, ånd that the 
sight of his left eye was nearly gone, and rated him as totally disabled by gen- 
eral debility and five-eighths of total by rheumatism. 

The committee has received petitions signed by a numbęr of citizens of Green- 
wood Pete yd Kansas, where claimant has resided for mahy years past, callin; 
attention to his total disability and destitute condition. Claimant is 74 years 
age. and has been totally disabled since his . As his services were ac- 
cepted by the Government we are disposed to give him the benefit of any doubt 
that may exist as to his soundness at enlistment, and therefore recommend the 
passage of the accompanying bill.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
SEDATE P. MARTIN. $ 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2262) 
granting a pension to Sedate P. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, dc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to o plage upon the 8 upon the evidence on file 
in the office of the Com ner of Pensions, su ect to the provisions and lim- 
itationa of the pension laws, the name of Sedate P. Martin, late a private Com- 
pauy B, One hundred and forty-first Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. CULLEN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2262 
granings pension to Sedate P. Martin, ving eranained the same, have ad 


Senate report, which is hereto attached and made a part report, as 
follows: 


“This soldier belonged to Company B. One hundred and forty-first Illinois 


e Shige ee ne Suegos, 30 oaa „ ä on a march, yee 
Case; <y., going down hill in t rk, he step a depression an 
met vith a pond 5 which resulted in a constant pain in the left side; that 
he never went into hospital, but was soon mustered out of the service and re- 
8 bone The in his side continued after his return home, as his 
bors Ps 


“The comrades who knew about his injury are dead, and his captain and lieu- 
tenantscould not be found. There have been three medical examinations made 
by the Pension Office, which show that the disability is internal, and that its 
exact character and location can not be determined. He is described by the 
physieians as bent, wrinkled, and decrepit beyond his years, his general pt Gr 
cal condition being broken and unsteady. His condition has brought on heart 
disease, and he has also become totally blind. 

“The soldier and his wife have for some years been dependent wholly upon the 
charity of the community in which they live. He is vouched for asa NA 
Peg man, and, under all the circumstances, the committee report the ii 
for his relief favorably, and recommend that it do pass.” 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, if this man is to be put 
upon the pension-roll I would like to know what amount of pension he 
is to draw. It seems to me that it will be very difficult for the Pension 
Office to determine how this man should be rated. It is said that he is 
totally blind. If he is totally blind, and if that is the result of his 
service in the war, then, under the pension laws, he will be entitled 
to $72 a month. If his blindness is not the result of his service in the 
war, and you place him upon the pension-roll under this special act, 
under the evidence that is filed in this Pension Bureau, as the bill pro- 
vides, I would like the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson] to tell 
us what will be the amount of pension per month that this man will 


draw ? 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is, I believe, in the usual 
form requiring the Secretary of the Interior to place this man on the 
„„ subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

Ws. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That is not my understanding of it. 
My understanding is that this bill requires him to be placed on the pen- 
sion-roll ‘‘ under the evidence that is filed in the Pension Office.” Now, 
what does that mean? 

Mr. MATSON, That means exactly what I have already stated. He 
is to be placed upon the roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, and I apprehend that unless he is rated it will be 
impossible for him to be placed there. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But how is he to be rated? Suppose 
he is totally blind now, and that his blindness did not result from his 
service in the Army, will he be rated as totally blind? 

Mr. MATSON. Fot unless he proves that his blindness was the re- 
sult of his service. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But suppose the testimony tends to 
show that his blindness did result from his service, although the weight 
of testimony is the other way, and you place him upon the pension- 
roll by this special act, will not that be an instruction to the Pension 
Office to give him a pension for his blindness ? 

Mr. MATSON. If he had alleged blindness in his application to the 
Pension Office, and if Congress, after a review of that case and that al- 
legation, should pass an act providing that he be placed on the pension- 
roll, I should say that when he came to be examined if the physicians 
found him to be blind he would be rated for blindness. If he alleged 
at the Pension Office an injury in the side, or an internal injury in any 
part of the body, and that particular allegation was considered by Con- 
gress, and in pursuance of it a bill passed requiring that he be placed 
on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, that action would be construed as having been taken with 
ee — the precise injury or disease or wound that might have been 

fore. 

. HEWITT, of Alabama. Now, I wish to inquire whether this 
man’s application in the Pension Office was based upon the ground of 
blindness—whether that was one of the allegations ? 

Mr. MATSON. I think not. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I would like to make aninguiry. Is 
this bill in the ordinary form, simply that the name of the 

rson be picea on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 

tations of the pension laws? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the bill to be again read. 

The Clerk again read the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. That bill is very singularly drawn. 

_ Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. From the report which has been read 
it appears that this soldier filed an application for a pension upon the 
ground that one night, while walking along, he made a misstep, the 

uence of which was a pain in his side, from which he was suffer- 
ing at the time he was discharged. The Pension Office, after weighing 
the evidence put on file there, came to the conclusion that he was not 
suffering from any disability which originated in the service, and hence 
that office refused to grant him a pension. 

This bill, which is not in the ordinary form, but which is extraor- 
dinary in its terms, directs that he shall be placed on the pension-roll 
upon the evidence filed in the Department, subject to the provisions and 
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limitations of the pension laws. Now, if the application made to the 
Pension Office was for a pension on account of total blindness—if that 
was the allegation of the application, and the applicant filed evidence 
showing that he was blind, but failing to show that the blindness re- 
sulted from service in the war—under these circumstances if Congress 
should direct that this man he placed upon the pension-roll, our act has 
reference to the application and evidence already filed, and would be 
construed as instructing the Pension Bureau to pay him a pension ac- 
cording to the disability under which he alleged he was suffering. If 
the allegation was total blindness, the Pension Bureau would have no 
ground upon which it could refuse to pay him a pension of $72 a month, 
even though the evidence might go to prove that his blindness had noth- 
ing to do with his service in the Army, but resulted altogether from 
other causes. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. The language of this bill is extraordi- 
nary; at least [do not remember another instance in which similar 
language has been used. Under & bill in this form the Pension 
Bureau would have nothing in the world to do except to place the name 
of the beneficiary on the pension-roll and ascertain the extent of his ex- 
isting disabilities. He would be placed on the roll as being entitled to 
a pension; he would be referred to an examining board simply for the 
pepo of ascertaining the character of his disabilities, and he would 

rated accordingly. 

I do not believe that this bill, in its 1 effect, differs in the slight- 
est degree from our bills in the ordinary form, directing that the name 
of the beneficiary be placed on the roll, subject to the limitations and 

rovisions of the pension laws; and in those cases it has always been 
held by the Commissioner of Pensions that the Pension Office has noth- 
ing to do in the nature of instituting an inquiry as to the manner in 
which the disability was incurred. man may have been injured 
by an accident on the railroad or in a saw-mill or by a threshing-ma- 
chine; yet when Congress, having sovereign legislative power, declares 
in this way that a man is entitled to a pension, nothing is left 
for the Pension Office to do but to ascertain the character of his dis- 
abilities that he may receive a rating in conformity with the law. I 
feel sure that is precisely the condition in which this claimant will be 
left if this bill be made law. I have no objection to the bill. I shall 
support it, supposing that this man ought to be pensioned according to 
his disabilities. ; 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether that 
language in this bill which makes it extraordinary in its character is 
not surplusage. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I soesteem it. In this bill Congress, as 
I understand, does nothing more than to say that this man is entitled 


to a pension on the evidence. This language on the evidence“ is of, 


no ingen eee for without making any reference whatever 
to the evidence, may declare him entitled to a pension. The bill does 
not say the Pension Office shall grant a pension if, upon the evidence, 

the Commissioner believes him entitled to a pension. By the general 
law, as it now is, gives the Pension Bureau that direction. It 
is the duty of that bureau under existing law to grant the claimant a 
pension on the evidence, if the evidence justifies such action on the 
part of the office. All that this bill does is to declare this man entitled 
to.a pension on the evidence; and it refers the character of the disa- 
bility to the Pension Office to be ascertained in order that it may be 
able to make a correct -rating under the law. I have no doubt it is 
right that the bill should be in that form. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. . Mr. Chairman, this bill, if it has no greater ef- 
fect than what the gentleman from Indiana, as I understand, would 
claim for it, can not be enforced in the Pension Office. This man has 
made his application there and filed his evidence; and the officials au- 
thorized to pass upon that evidence have declared that under the lim- 
itations of the pension laws he is not entitled toa pension. Now, if this 
bill is merely equivalent to the ordinary provision directing that a per- 
son be placed on the rolls subject to the limitations of the pension laws, 
if the bill does that and nothing more, this applicant can not get a 
pension under the bill. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. It is the standing rule of the Pension 
Committee and of Congress that no pension will be awarded by a pension 
act where it might be given under the general law until the evidence has 
been first examined in the Pension Bureau and the pension denied. So 
in nine hundred and n cases out of ench thousand we pass here, 
we them over the head of the Pension Bureau in cases in which 
the Pension Bureau on the evidence has denied the pension altogether. 
That will be the effect exactly of this law. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. That is to say, the act of Congress 
supplies the of evidence. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. If the man is entitled to a pension 
under the limitations of the pension laws, then he ought to obtain it at 
the Pension Bureau. There is the place. And here is an appeal in this 
case from the decision of those officers. It is true 56 
that appeal and grant a pension either with or without cause. But 
take it that every bill that is ted to shows some reason 
why agratuity should be conferred upon the claimant. 


Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Is it not your opinion that every man 
who was in the first place a good soldier, who was i 
and had a good record, having exi disability, the origin of which 
we can not trace perhaps, and is without any present means of sup- 
port—where these three things appear, as they do here, is it not your 
judgment in all such cases the soldier ought to be pensioned without 

ing further inquiry. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is not worth while for me to give my judg- 
ment what ought or ought not to be done. I stand by what is the law 
of the land, and that ought to be enforced. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to answer 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. While I e case put by him 
a pension should go, I wish to say quite inctly it ought not to go 
in special cases; that a general law in such cases should so there 
may be a perfect equality of all occupying a common level. 

I desire to say the meaning of the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws’’ as employed in pension bills is just this and no more, 
that the rating of the pension is to be subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of existing law. That is, you ascertain the extent of the disa- 
bility and grant the pension accordingly. If subsequently Congress 
should increase that rating then the pension goes up, but if it dimin- 
ishes the rating the pension goesdown. Therefore the pension granted 
eee all the time suhject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, and when that language is employed it means that 
and nothing more, unless a specific rate is fixed in the act itself, and 
then, of course, it does not apply. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. On the other point taken by the gentleman from 
Alabama, this bill, in my judgment, is incapable of construction 
this is to be on the evidence. The evidence shows, for one thing, this 
man is blind, and for another he has pain in his side; consequently this 
bill should be amended and the evidence filed in the Pension Office, 
designated whether he should be rated for blindness or for minor in- 
jury. Ido not say how this bill can be construed in rating the pen- 
sion received by this individual by the evidence filed in the Pension 
Bureau, which I presume is the same which appears in the report of 
the committee. ; 

Now, how is this man to be rated—how are they to rate him? Isit 
for the minor or the greater injury? All the facts are now before the 
bureau, and on these facts the bureau determined he was not entitled 
to any pension at all. Congress now says he is entitled to the ion 
on that evidence. That evidence indicates two injuries, one blindness 
and the other of a minor character—some affection of the side. There 
is not a judge who can construe whether he is to be rated for blindness 
or for the minor injury. - 

Mr. BROWN; of Pennsylvania. But the act of Congress, in my es- 
timation, eliminates the matter of rating altogether. The pension and 
what the amount of that pension is to be depend on his physical disabil- 
ity, without reference to blindness or anything else. 8 

If he is blind and the blindness dates back to his service in the Army 
or is traceable to that cause, he is entitled to the pension fixed for that 
character of disability—$70 per month. If he is not blind, then he 
would receive a pension according to his present condition. It all de- 
pends npa the physical disability which now exists. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I would like to have the gentleman recite 
the language of the statute to which he refers, in view of the fact that 
we are called upon to vote upon this bill. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. The gentleman can do that for him- 
self if he wants to. : 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I would like very much to see the statute. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What is the disability as shown by the evidence 
on file in the Pension Bureau? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It makes no difference whatever. 
That would determine nothing. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think the gentleman is mistaken in that re- 


spect. 8 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, I have attempted to say beſore dur- 
ing the discussion of these bills that as I understand the practice at 
the Pension Office when a special act is passed the officer there reviews 
the case with reference to the allegations contained in the claimant's 
application, if he has made one, in the Pension Office, and particularly 
with reference to the disability considered by Congress as shown by the 
reports. It will not do to say that when a man is placed on the pen- 
sion-roll by act of Congress prescribing that he shall be there 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws he is to 
be pensioned for every disability which may afflict him. That is not 
the effect of the law at all. 

On the contrary, the effect is to place him there for the disability 
which he claimed in the Pension Office, but which he could not quite 
prove originated in the service, or perhaps could not comply with the 
law in other as far as the testimony is concerned, and he would 
be pensioned for that disability, and that only. He may have a dozen 
other disabilities and not be pensioned for any other than that for 


which the application is made and the proof filed. 
There may have been disabilities incurred before he enlisted at all, 
or disabilities incurred afterward, but when he is placed upon the pen- 
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sion-roll by act of he is placed there under the practice of the 
office; and within the two days an officer of that department has 
come to me from the office to get the reports with a view to fixing the 

of a man for whose benefit a special act was passed, so that they 
could instruct the examining surgeons of the particular disease or injury 


all 2 

Kr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Suppose a case where the report of the 
committee does not indicate any disability at all, but simply directs 
that the office shall place the applicant on the pension-roll. How 
would the office determine the pension in such a case as that, under the 
illustration the gentleman now makes? 

Mr. MATSON. Such a case could not arise, for the fact is the report 
itself always states the ground of the application, and states what it is 
for which the man is to be pensioned. They never fail to do so. 

Now, in this particular case, the man alleges an internal rupture of 
some kind by reason of slipping or stepping down into a depression 
come ha term of service, and for that injury when the bill is 
he will be pensioned, and not for blindness, for he has never alleged 
blindness in the application to the office for a pension. 

The does set forth the fact that the man is blind, but it does 
not state that he alleges that he incurred the blindness while in the 
service, or that it is a ground for granting him a pension at all. 

The allegation of the claimant is that he was internally ruptured in 
some manner and for which injury he asks to be pensioned. As to the 

ge of the bill, which provides that he shall be pensioned upon 
the evidence on file in the Pension Office, I take that asrather qualify- 
ing the terms of the bill than otherwise. I take it as being lan 
which points out to the office in this particular case that it must be in 
reference to the particular disability for which the pension is asked; 
although as a matter of fact that would be of no consequence, for the 
same effect would follow if the 1 was omitted. And so I re- 
gard the expression to be pasional on the evidence upon file in the 
Pension Office’’ as mere surplusage which leaves the bill in effect just 
the same as if the had not been inserted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Do I understand that there is no evidence on file 
in the Pension Office as to the blindness? 

Mr. MATSON. I presume not. At least there is no allegation that 
blindness was incurred in the service or that it is set up as a ground for 
pension. I did not report the bill and can not say that I am familiar 
with the facts, but I am sure there is not, becanse the pension is not 
applied for on that ground at all. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If there is no evidence in the office of blindness 
as a claim for the pension, that of course would make a different case 
altogether. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. Mr. Chairman, there have been no satisfac- 
tory reasons assigned why this bill should be made an exception to the 
thousand other bills of like character which have passed this Congress. 
I take it that it is not the intention of the House to make it an excep- 
tion; and therefore it should not carry language that may be construed 
— the benefit of this as pe in preference to any other. I therefore 
offer an amendment, and I do it in earnest, not proposing to argue it 
either, but I think it should prevail. 3 g 

It is to strike out all after the words pension- roll in the bill down 
to the words ‘‘subject to,” so that it will read in harmony with every 
other bill, without exception, so far as I know, which has been passed 
by the present Con 

Mr. PERKINS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. VAN ALSTXNE. inly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask if the language in the bill to which 
vou take e has any effect at all as to imposing any limit upon 
the power of the Commissioner of Pensions? Does it really confer any 
power to rate the pension upon the evidence rather than the certificate 
given by the examining board of ms? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. That is just the trouble. I would 
rather take the certificate of the surgeon. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the words upon evidence on file in the office of the Commissioner 
of Pensions.“ 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the amendment will be con- 
sidered as to. » 

Mr. HOUK. I rise to a question of order. I addressed the Chair 
long before the question was put. 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Ten- 


rise? 

Mr. HOUK. I want to discuss that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee says he rose and 
addressed the Chair before the question was put on the amendment. 
The gentleman is recognized. : 

‘opt that amendment. tn the fet place, te language proposed t0 
to en e pro 0 
be stricken out has not one particle of effect in krian iray the measure 
of disability or anything in regard to the rights of the pensioner under 
the bill. the next p if you amend E ae a 


and send it back to the Senate, in all human proba 
not be passed and you do absolute injustice to this applicant. 


I have listened to the discussion here, and I must submit if there is 
any point or any force in the argument in to this pro- 
to be stricken out I am wholly incapable of comprehen it. 
is simply places the applicant on the pension-roll to be rated by an 
examining board. The first duty of the Pension Office will be to enroll 
him as a pensioner. The next will be to refer him to the proper board 
to be examined; and it will be the duty of the Pension Office to place 
him at whatever rate he may be rated at by the examining board. 
And I think it would be wrong to endanger the bill now by making 
this amendment. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Will the gentleman from Tennessee 
allow me—— 

Mr. HOUK. Thegentleman from Alabama has spoken all night, and I 
should like him to take his seatand let me alone. If there is any one 
man that talks more than another the choice lies between my friend from 
Alabama and my friend from Kentucky, who is not here this evening. 

A MEMBER. He was here a short time ago. 

Mr. HOUK. I hope my friend from Alabama will let me alone. I 
protest a dare encumbering this bill with this amendment, because in 
all probability it will prevent this applicant getting a pension. 

ere is not a lawyer who does not understand that the bill has no 
more legal effect or force about it than the bills in the usual language 
which we pe here night after night. All this discussion it seems to 
me is surplusage and unnecessary; and I appeal to gentlemen to vote 
down this amendment. 3 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I did not propose to talk again on this 
question; but I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to one point. I do not profess to know much law, but the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee isa lawyer, and I desire to call his attention to 
this fact. Ifyou pass a law putting a man on the pension-roll subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension-laws, and if that man 
has a disability he must be put on the pension-roll under those laws and 
rated according to the disability; but if as the years go by he becomes a 
sound man and his disability is removed 

Mr. HOUK. Then the Pension Office would have the right to have 
him re-examined. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then according to the limitations of 
the pension laws usually applicable his pension ceases because he has 
no pension disability. 

Mr. HOUK. Nobody disputes that. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. But, now, here you see the pensioner 
must be put on the pension-roll subject to the i provins and limita- 
tions of the ion laws, with one exception, that is, upon the evi- 
dence now on file in the Pension Office;’’ they can look to nothing else; 
they can not inquire hereafter as to whether he has a disability or not 
if he has gota disability now. Ifthe evidence shows that you must put 
him on the pension- roll and keep him there, although hereafter he may 
become a sound man. There is a distinction between the two cases, 
and it is a distinction which I think any lawyer can see. 

Mr. HOUK. Do not the provisions and limitations of the pension 
law offer every remedy that is necessary to provide the means of ascer- 
taining when the disability ceases ? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Not when you say he is put there on 
the evidence now on file. 

Mr. HOUK. He is put there on that evidence. But after he is put 
there he is subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension law 
as it exists in the general law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN ALSTYNE]. 

A division was demanded. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 4, noes 28. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. No quorum. 

Mr. KEAN. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the point as to 
a quorum. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that a quorum has not 
voted the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be laid aside 


informally. 
Mr. VAN ALSTYNE. I object. i 
Mr. HOUK. I have not changed my opinion as to this matter, but 


I doubt the propriety of jeopardizing the case of this pensioner. 

Mr. LONG. The Senate will concur. : 
- Mr. HOUK. Iam assured by Governor LonG that the Senate will 
concur in the amendment. I that gentleman knows what he 


talks about. I will therefore stop my opposition and let the amend- 
ment go. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask that by unanimous consent the amendment 
may be adopted. 


The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked to vacate the vote 
by which the amendment was disagreed to. Is there objection ? 

There was no obj 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. VAN ALSTYNE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported tothe House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 
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JAMES BOND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1633) grant- 
a pension to James Bond. 
bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, &, That the Secretary of the Interi d is hereby, autho: 
haath pripre Pe to vines on thn Unk fed States pension; ‘oll the name of James 


Bond, who was a private > paas -second Regiment Ohio Infan: 
ANA A na AA the ake „ 3 — — 
F 


The report (by Mr. CULLEN) is as follows: 


Your 5 have under consideration Senate bill No. 1633, tings | Jen 
pension to the abo claimant, and they recommend the adoption of 
majority report of the Senate Committee on Pensions as the favorable report of 


this committee, and further recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 
Senate report hereto attached : 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1633) granting 
a pension to James Bond, have examined the same, and report as follows: 

Pit appears that this case was forwarded to the House Committee on Invalid 
Pensions last session by the Commissioner of Pensions, who made the following 
statement of the case in his letter of transmittal : 

have the honor to call the recog oy of the honorable Committee io pension un; 

on un- 


dae No. 54896, 
unteers, 

on the eo that the dina u 

tracted 


uga, Georgia, w pass from 
battlefield at eed pae lace, in the aor of April, 1 
It is shown by testimony of Lieut. Col. Guerin w. Clancy, who was Bond's 
captain, and assisted in the 5 of his arm, that the regiment was en- 
camped near the battleground that Bond and four comrades obtained a 
pass from the brigade commander to procure 
through the battleground of Chickama 
of Bond's comrades handed oo a 


for quarters, and to go 
; that while going over the field one 
1 bombshell, which exploded in his 


H 8 uries his left arm was amputated at the shoul- 
der, his left badly inj ie Nader berg has sight, and his right eye 
somewhat. lonel Clan: ed that the — — was received in the of 
dut that it was acciden! eae that it Eey no of the soldier's. 


Pension Office officials appear have been divided in opinion as to 
whether this injury was recat ved fa the! a the line of duty. The examiner who briefed 
the case said in * note on this 

** 2 certainly is a pensionab incident of the war, for if he had not been in the 

service he would not have been injured in this way; and he was not necessarily 
out of line of duty, while the captain testifies he was in line of duty, being on 
the battlefield by [er submi of superior officer,’ 

“Another examiner submitted a long statement in support of his opinion that 
the claim was wee et le under existing laws, because the claimant's 
terrible disability is: n pensionable incident of his services in the 

Still another examiner, in an opinion given at the request of the the chief of his 
division, says: 


The question at issue is as to line of duty. I regard it as a delicate one to de- 
cide, and one susceptible of different conclusions, It seems desirable in such 
cases, where the equities of the claim are recognized, that we should construe 
Mhe titla shonn that . — lai. t isiting the battl d with 

2 wn claimant was v g the battle-ground with pro 

and s that he was in line of duty at the time. ithe had 

received the —. injury wit kvithin the limits of the camp, we could not hold that 

he was not in the line of duty, and yet he was to all intents and purposes as 
much in line of duty as 5 un the confines of the doy at the time, 

“*The whole matter pam ft condensed and covered in this conclusion—the 
wound was accidental and was a resulting incident of his service. If the cir- 

cumstances under — the injury was 8 are 3 aeei ys my 

* orog pocht eor sven nable ground for denying the pen- 
If we have not tthe sve ba presented, we should then endeavor to 

obtain them ere finally deciding the uestion involved. The deputy com- 
missioner y decided ed the action in the case adverse to the right, 
while admitting o — uity of the claim. 

In my judgme e claimant has now an equitable — 5 he has also a 
legal one, although 150 claim admits of ment on that 

When the case was submitted to the ity com 


d: 

The record shows 5 ion was accidental, and contains nothing to 
show that claimant was out of the line of his duty. Tt appears to have been in- 
cidental to the service.’ 

; The case was finally passed upon by the Commissioner, who says in his opin- 
on: 


2 we have no 


eg anoh official 


common prudence, Aa died or handi shell upon a deserted battlefiel: 
all, and if an old soldier a wo two 


’ service, well l he incurred, ee up an 8 
shell. ie didi ht his own perl and own persona risk. The only safe thing to 
handle under such nees would be an pone A shell, or rather the 


some circumstances a soldier picking up an 3 shell might 
bee anche ible if followed by the results as detailed in this case, f. e., were the 
shell to fall in the midst of his comrades, and in an effort to save life he should 
ick it up and in trying to throw it away it 5 as this did, he would 
iven a pension by me. But when, as in this case, away from camp and far 
off from comrades, out of idle curiosity and in the face of what he knew to be 
3 he takes it up and either by percussion or other act ignites the 
fuse, he certainly is not pees line of duty. * 7 * In my opinion the first action 
of the office was correct, and should be adhered to.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
ROBERT J. BALLORT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2268) for 
the relief of Robert J. Ballort. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit Co., of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 


to the pro- 
Ballort,a pri- 


That the 
ized ene to Lange from nthe Uniten States 
visions and limitations of the pension la 
vate in Company F, Eighth Regiment 


XVI—143 


— ODE 
gan Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. Wrn Ans, of Michigan) is as follows: 
The Committee = Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2268) 
to Robert J. having examined the same, make the 
lowing report. Having adopted the report, recommend that the same 
do pass, a copy of the same being 


hereto 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2268) granting 
a pension. to Robert J. Ballort, have examined the same, and report, recom- 


This 2 —— Shani if the applicant must make out a case before the Pension 
Office 3 a reasonable or ble doubt he may fail; if he is to be treated 
peste OR IDA cle bork fe: civil case in the courts he should have pre- 
vailed there and have had the benefits of the law long since. Nothing is more 

required in the administration of the pension icky t uniform rules of evi- 
dence as liberal as those of the common law. The Congress might find in this 
direction the opportunity of rendering claimants and the administrators of the 


law an important service. 
We print one document from the Pension Office: 
" t DEPARTMENT OF THE „ PENSION OFFICE, 
Detroit, Mich., October 11, 1883. 
Stn: Ihavethe honor to return herewith the papers in 3 dslaim 
vV- 


No. 321037 of Robert J, Ballort, late private Company H, a Mich 
eS for adjudication on report of Special Examiner George C. Kober. 
‘After a careful review of this claim in connection with No. 324597 of John T. 
9 (also transmitted to-day), I am led to differ from the conclusions of the 
1 examiner in this case, and I recommend its admission for chronic diar- 


Very respectfully, 


y: 
“WM. T. SULLIVAN, 
‘í Supervising Examiner, 
act Hon. Wu. W. DUDLEY, 

“** Commissioner of Pensions, Washington, D. C? 
no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
e recommendation that it do pass. 

MARY HOWARD FARQUHAR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1960) for 
the relief of Mary Howard Farquhar; reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The report (by Mr. PAFTON) is as follows: 

Your committee have had under consideration Senate bill No. 1960, granting a 


There bei 
House with 


pension to the above-named claimant, which — the Senate granting her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in ‘tien < t ance v Ferg she is now receiving 
namely, $25 per month, as the widow of Corps of 


and brevet lieutenant-colonel Un ted States 3 The amount 
she is now receiving is the highest rate of pensions allowed by law to widows of 
officers of this grade, and therefore your committee are of the opinion the bill 
should be reported adversely. 

The bill was laid on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. Matson] that this completes the list of Senate bills red 
cluded in his resolution. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, there are two or three House bills 
that I ask to have taken up. 

Mr. CULLEN. Mr. Chairman, before passing to these House bills I 
desire to call attention to the fact that House bill No. 2514, granting a 
pension to David T. Hoover, is upon the Calendar. The RECORD shows 
that that bill passed on Friday evening last, and if the Journal corrob- 
orates the RECORD the bill is evidently on the Calendar by mistake. | 

his CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the gentleman [Mr. CUL- 

LEN] that the Clerk of the House discovered the mistake, and has 
stricken the bill from the Calendar. 


MATILDA CODY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7907) 
granting a pension to Matilda Cody. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the ion laws, the name of Matilda Cody, widow of John Cody, 
as shown by No. 181661 on file in the Pension Office. 


The report (by Mr. LE 3 is as follows: 


ustered for want of an "interband there — no muster officer ; 
. Shadrock Co John Cody, in com- 
Lade kiy other soldiers, went on a scout and was killed in the line of duty about 


. 
3 view of all the facts the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 
The amendment reported by the committee is as follows: 
Strike out the words as shown by number one hundred and peeing hooey oe 


sand six hundred and sixty-one, on file in the Pension Office,” 
of Company L, Fourteenth Keni Cavalry.” 
—— amendment was to. 


Ahoro baag no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House wi e recommendation that it do pass. 


RACHEL NICKEL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 603) 
granting a pension to Rachel Nickel. 
on bill was read, as follows: 


&c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
— and ted to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
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limitations of the pension 
Nickel, as shown by No. 2 oh Bite in 


The report (by Mr. LE FEVRE) was read, as pep rites 


The Committees on Invalid r 
8 pension to Rachel Nickell, leave to report as ows: 
‘shows conclusively that Se 


of Nickell. who enlisted as a private in Company I, Forty-seventh 
Kentucky Mounted Infantry, although the soldier's name does n ot appear on 


the muster-rolls, 
The proof shows that he, in com agá with other ap a e detailed and 
performance of duty, Asbury S. bine, nan 


sent on a scout, and that while in 
rebels or guerrillas on or about the 23th day of 


was captured poke 3 
tember, 1863. Rachel Nickell never remarried, and is very old and in 


gent pe inanca hone) 

In view of all the facts the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The amendment reported by the committee is as follows: 

Strike out the words as shown by number two hundred and thirty- 
three thousand eight hundred and eighty-three, on file in the Pension 
Office” and insert late Company I, Seventh Regiment Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry.” 

Mr. WHITE, of Ken = ete e e 
name occurs it be spelled ‘‘ Uckell. 
The amendment was to. 

There 28 no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do paas. 


MARY J. DICKSON, 


The next business upon the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8237) 
nting a pension to Mary J. Dickson. 

The bill was read: z 

The report (by Mr. HOLMES) was read, as follows: 


Your Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
pension to Mary J. Dickson, having had the same under con- 


J. Dickson, asks a pension iner 

as dependent Perier yivester R. Dickson, who auten in Company A, Eighty- 

third Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in August, 1362, and was killed in a skirmish 

with the enemy while in line ot duty on the 2d day of January, 1863, near Fort 

Dona! Tennessee. 5 .— claimant under the rules of the Pension Office can 

not obtain a pension, al sanar meneno application in that direction. From the 
on file it appears that the 1 


so 
he enlisted as stated claimant was an invalid, and d 
support. That when he enlisted he willed claimant ali his property, which 
pe 3 $1,000; and that after he went to the Army he sent her money 
for her suppo! 
Claimant has never married, and during all the 4 since the soldier’s en- 
istment has remained an invalid, She has long since exhausted the 


e widow of Asbury 
Pension 


ent upon him for 


after the death of his wife before è 
s brothers living, but two of them have no property save a few ete 
goods, and neither them own a ead, and have no other y; tast 
one of the brothers is 57 years of age, and the other is 66 years of age, both be- 


ne Bard ä 3 * upon which he li ith his famil 
acres w ves w 
That said farm is worth not to e 


Bhs haso einer living. ie uae of cataant ae supported by those of 
wears: yer aight — signed b f ot the i N — f the 
ears, ere a . —— men o 

Btate, y recommending her case to Congress for favorable action. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ADDIE L. MOORE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8155) 
granting a pension to Addie L. Moore. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, &e., That the of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll of the United States the name 
of Addie L. Moore, widow of Camillus A. Moore, late » private in Company E, 
Seventy-fourth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, subject 65 the limitations and 
provisions of the pension laws, to take effect from and after the passage of this 
act. 


The report (by Mr. HOLMES) was ‘sen, as follows: 


Your Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
8155) granting a pension to Adeline L. Moore, having considered the same, re- 
rt as follows: 
P The claimant is the widow of Camillus A. Moore, late a private in Company 
E, Seventy-tourth ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. He enlisted on Au- 
gust 14, 1862, and was rged February 3. 1883. He died October7,1875. The 
2 8 filed an application for pension. but his widow, on ine 24th of 
filed her application, which was finally rejected by the Pension Office 
of February, 1883, on the ground that the disease of which the sol- 
dier died was not the result of his military service. It is shown by the proofon 
file at the Pension Office that the husband of claimant was discharged on sur- 
geon's certificate of disability. 
The certificate of disability and discharge both state that he is discharged an, 
reason of greatly impaired health, resulting from measles, followed by erys: 
elas, chronic diarraca and cou agh, that is very unpromising.” The record of t of the 
Adjutant-General's Office shows that he was sick in hospital ‘at Nashville, Tenn., 
since December 20, 1862, and was discharged on ai, s certificate of disabii 
ity at Nashville, Tenn., on the 3d day of February, 1 
The evidence is uncontradicted that prior to his benen he was an able- 
bodied man, sound and healthy in 5 The evidence of numerous 
witnesses shows that he was entire! ay broken in health at 5 time of his dis- 
nable to do manual labor to any appreciable 


charge, and was u extent up to the 
time of his death, 

The evidence of the ph: T... as to the duration of 

his last sickness; some lace it at three or four days, and one doctor as 

as seventy-five days. The on Office decided the cause of his death to 

ve been cerebral hemorrhage. The evidence in his case would indicate that 
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was never married, that at the | 


FEBRUARY 27, 


ine, we think, to make a clear hobo for ef under the bill before ‘your 


The soldier had formerly been married, but his first wife died and there were 
no children surviving aa the result of their marriage. By the Pe wife (the 
there was born one child, namely, Howard Cornelius Moore, 


claimant herein 
on the 14th of March, 1875. 
The soldier seems to have performed hisduty well until he was stricken down 


with the measles. and your committee think it but just that his widow and little 
child receive a pension the services in which he sacrificed his life. 
Page comm therefore report ni bill back with the recommendation that it 
pass, 
There being no objection; the bill was laid aside to be reported to 


the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
THOMAS R. WARE. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama,called up a bill (H. R. 8278) to remove 
the political disabilities of Thomas R. Ware, of Virginia. 

bill was read. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do 

Mr. MORRILL. In order that several Senate bills may be 
in the House from the Committee on Invalid Pensions I move that the 
committee rise, the purpose being that we shall again go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole immediately. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Before that is done, I would like to call up 
several bills, two of them for the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr 
LAIRD], who is confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well; I will withdraw the motion for a few 
moments. 

WILLIAM H. HOUGHTON, 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I call up the bill (H. R. 4026) for the relief 
of William H. Houghton. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $100 per month, 
the name of William II. Ho foughton, late a sergeant of Captain Sherman's com- 
4 pany of lowa Militia Volunteers, ander the command of General Dodge, in the 
lack Hawk war, subject to the conditions and limitations of the la 

The report (by Mr. STOCKSLAGER) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4026) for the 
relief Soke mess H. Ho 5 serade ee port: ae * 

n was sergeant in n rman's com owa Volun- 

ck Hawk war. Having lost his di 1 unable tosbare 
8 7 Congress for the payment of the soldiers of that 

has been u le to FF ho in- 

in the line of duty. And in justice to the Wo veteran the com- 

mittee — — the passage of the bill, with an — — striking out the 
words at the rate of $100 per month 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
strike out the words at the rate of $100 per month,“ was read and 

to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


DELIA G. WEBBER. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I call up the bill (H. R. 7504) granting a 
pension to Delia G. Webber. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it £c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pao on the pension-roll, subject to the 5 and 
limitations of the prety magne ws, the name of Delia G. Webber, widow of Louis 
Webber; and that the said Delia G. Webber and her children of a jonable 
same pension which they would be entitled to if said Louis 

a private soldier killed in the line of his duty, per month. 

Sec 2. That 3 3 of section 4693 of the Revised Statutes shall not oper - 

ate to prevent the granting of the above pension. 


The report (by Mr. LAIRD) is as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 
relief of DeliaG. Webber and others, having had the same 


eee y report: 
is bill seeks to extend the time within which Delia G. Webber, L. H. Naron, 
M iheir — 


8 receive the 


R. 7504) forthe 
consi n, 


“Any person not soldier in the Army, for the time bein, 
as a member of the militia * Sa 5 — prin Llp peek of the Uni 
States, or who volunteered for the to serve with any regularly or- 
ganized military or naval force of thet Walon ae or who otherwise volun- 
teered and rendered service ig py ap omar rao ely th rebels or I disabled 
in consequence of wounds or i received in the line of duty in such tem- 
porary service. But no claim o A or non-enlisted n, on 
account of disability from wounds or injury received in battle with rebels or In- 
dians, while temporarily eee i service, shall be valid unless prosecuted to 
a successful issue prior to the 4th day of July, 1874.“ 

Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

As to the above-named Delia G. Webber, your committee, finding the factsin 


her case on file, have reported a bill granting her a pension. 
There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
VALINCM S. HUTCHINSON. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I also call up the bill (H. R. 3581) for the 
relief of Valina S. Hutchins. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Valina 8. utch- 

ere ©. Hutchins, formerly a member of Col. J. S. Calhoun's bat- 

— 2 Georgia Mounted Volunteers, service of Mexican war, whose name 

error was not carried on the roll, although enlisted in the service of 

they nited States, and who died while in said service, the ion of said 

2 to date from application subject to the rules and limitations of the pen- 
n laws. 


dig report (by Mr. LAIRD) was as follows: 


e Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3581) for 
the relle of Valina S. Hutchins, ully report: 

It appears from the evidence that Curtis C. Hutchinson volunteered at Aura- 
ria, Lumpkin County, Georgia, on or about the 15th day of June, 1347, for five 

or the war in 9 company formed at that place, and which was afterward 
nowp as Company F, commanded by Capt. Charles H. Neison, in the Georgia 
Battalion of Mounted Volunteers, commanded by Colonel Calhoun, in the tate 
war with Mexico. They marched to Cassville, Ga., where they were organized, 
and from thence marched to Columbus, Ga., where they joined the battalion, 
were mustered into service, and marched to Mexico and joined the United 
States Army and served to the close of the war. 

While on the march from Cassville to Columbus, Ga., Hutchinson was taken 
sick from exposure on the road, and in four days died. He had always been a 
strong, healthy man. Your committee believe that he was in the line of duty 
when taken sick, and that his widow is entitled to a pension, and recommend 
that the bill (H. R. 3581) do pass with the orn. amendments: 

In line 5 strike out the words Valina S. Hutchins, widow of Curtis C. Hutch- 
ins," and insert “ Valincia 8. Hutchinson, widow of Curtis C. Hutchinson and 
dn line 7, all after the word war,’ ' and lines 8, 9, and 10. Also amend the title of 
the bill by § eerie it read “ Valincia S. Hutchinson instead of Valina S. 
Hutchins. lao amend the bill to the same effect wherever said name docurs ; 
also by ton tee name ot Curtis C. Hutchins,” where it occurs in line 5of 
the bill, so that it shall read Curtis C. Hutchinson.” 

The amendments stated in the concluding paragraph of the report 
were read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GEORGE. I desire to call up the bill 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. GEORGE. I hope the gentleman will withhold that motion for 
a moment. 

Mr. MATSON. LIwould do so, but I think the gentleman's bill will 
provoke discussion. 

The motion of Mr. Matson that the committee rise was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Haren, of Missouri, reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar had, according 
to order, had under consideration sundry bills on the Private Calendar 
re by the Committee on Pensions and the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and also bills for the removal of political disabilities, and 
had directed him to report the same back to the House with various 
recommendations. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. Rice, by unanimous consent, obtained indefinite leave of absence 
fom the 20th instant, on account of sickness. 


MARY B. HOLMES. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 8 a pension to Mary B. Holmes; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


ANNE T. DICKS. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, also re- 
rted back favorably the bill (S. 1811) granting a pension to Anne T. 
cks; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


MARIA G. DUNBAR. 


Mr. MORRILL also re; oo 7 . back adversely, from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, the bill (S. 993) for the relief of Maria G. Dunbar; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 


OEDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MORRILL. I now move that the House again resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar for the consideration 
of the business under the special order. 

The motion was agreed to 

The House accordingly Fesolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the Private Calendar, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair. 


MARY B. HOLMES. 
The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2607) 


granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ee ject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary B. Holmes, rode of pane 
W. Holmes, late a lieutenant of Company F, Seventy-second 1 
3 and allow her the same pension drawn by her husband Ants 

ng 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as Parr 


have been repeatedly passed 
as it is herein, that the disability incurred in the . contributed to his death. 
Vour committee report tho 11 755 with the recommendation that it pass: 
~ Petitioner is the widow of John W. Holmes, late a lieutenant, Company F. 
Seventy-second Regiment, New York Volunteers, who was pensioned at the rate 
of $15 per month on account of disabilit incurred in the service and result- 
ing from disease of the eyes and chronic d Her husband was killed by 
a freigh t train in New York city in 1881, and his widow is now destitute. She 
5 on the ground that the accident which caused his death was 
thet result of his defective vision and not of his own ca ess or 
“The soldier's death under these circumstances did not, of course, result di- 
rectly from his military service, butdoesseem to have been due to the disabilit 
incurred in the service, and to that extent was a result thereof. Taking th 
view of the case your committee are disposed to regard the claim as a an — 
ous one, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask what is the differ- 
ence between the pension which this lady's husband drew and the pen- 
sion which she would receive without any special provision of this 
kind? 

Mr. MORRILL. There is no difference at all; but as the bill is drawn 
in this particular form we have not thought it worth while to change it. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ANNE T. DICKS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was thé bill (S. 1811) 
granting a pension to Anne T. Dicks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, de., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Anne T. 
widow of John W. Dicks, late an acting master in the United States Navy. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was as follows: 


Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1811) granting a pension to 
Anne T. Dicks, submit the following report: 

Your committee adopt the report of the Committee on Pensions of the 
which is herewith submitted, with the recommendation that the bill pass: 

“The claimant is the widow of John W. Dicks, acting master United States 
8 The Loe died of cancer superinduced by wounds and injuries received 
n the servi 


“The evidence is clear to the committee that the constitution of this man was 


au- 


broken down and the entire di ve system prostrated and deprived of nor- 
mal action by these causes, and that the fatal cancerous affection was a part of 
the results service.“ 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


MARIA G. DUNBAR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 993) for 
the relief of Maria G. Dunbar, reported adversely from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the 3 Pensions is hereby authorized and 
directed to allow the claim of Maria G. Dunbar, widow cf Moses C. Dunbar, late 
of the Twent mci ra Sa ent Massachusetts State Volunteers, for arrears 
of pensions: Se TS NRE t0 ne taei OF tiie Comicne 
sioner that an 9 for said arrears was said Moses C, Dunbar 
within the time fixed by law, and failed of being —.— to the Pension Office 
through no fauit of said Dunbar, s< 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


Your Committee on — — eee to whom was referred the bill (S. 998) 
for the relief of Maria G. t the following report: 
Your committee find Bate this nrg bil ll proposes to pay to — A eee 


rears of pensions provided she shall establish to the he Commis-, 
sioner that an application for said arrears was properly 8 75 Moses G! 

Dunbar within te time fixed by law and failed of ing forwarded to the Pen: 
sion Office through no fault of said Dunbar.“ 


The facts, as she claims them, are that her husband made cori orang for 
pension several months prior to July. 1880; that thro the carelessness of her 
attorney the papers were not — until after the expiration of the limitation. 
This eee have again and n rej cases of a similar character. The 
„reported to the House a few days ago, is 


—— of Nancy B. almost pre- 
like thie, a and your committee would refer to that report for their S in 
similar west eg Your committee report adversely, but ask t it be placed on the 


ere . The report in this case being adverse, the ques- 
tion is, Shall the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
recommendation that it lie on the table? 

Mr. LONG. Before the ee is put, I wish to say that this is a 
very deserving case. If, however, rinciple upon which it has been 
reported adversely is to be jeter sca | as settled, I do not propose to 
waste time by arguing the question. 

It is a case in which the applicant was not at all responsible for de- 
lay in filing the application; but as appears very fully and clearly by the 
sworn evidence, the delay occurred in the first place in consequence of 
the fault of the attorney charged with the 3 of the papers; 
and then owing to his death there was still further delay. For this 
reason the papers were not filed in time to enable the applicant to re- 
ceive the benefit of the arrears of pension. If this question has been 
settled in the Leach case, which was argued a week 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. That case is still pending before the 
Committee of the Whole; it has not been acted on finally. There was 


an adverse report in that case. 
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Mr. LONG. If that case has not been acted on, then I should like 
this to take the same course and be laid aside informally. 

Mr. RAY, of NewHampshire. I have not thought proper to pres 
the Leach case so long as there were favorable reports on Senate bills 
to be acted on, as I did not wish to take up the time of the Committee 
of the Whole in discussion. 

Mr. LONG. I ask that this bill be laid aside informally to await 
the determination of the question in the other case. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection this bill will be laid 
aside * The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. MA I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BAGLEY having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House had had under consideration, pur- 
suant to order, sundry bills on the Private Calendar, and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House with various recommenda- 
tions. 


DAVID M. NAGLE. 


On motion of Mr. JAMES, by unanimous consent, the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5543) granti eee ere: 
Nagle were taken from the Speaker’s table an 

ills of the following tin oe were onara to e 8 and read a 
= time; and being „the. i ly read the third 
and passéd (two-thirds voting in — 

= ill (H. R. enS) 1 remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. 
Ware, of 1. K. 270 

A bill . 8277) to remove the political disabilities of J. Taylor 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House 
without amendment were severally ordered to a third reading; and they 
were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (8. 1 granting increase of pension to John Hall; 

A bill (S. 2245) granting a pension to William N. Norris; 

S. 2302) granting a es to John Lowe; 

S. 2279) granting a pension to Eliza L. r 

S. 544) granting increase of pension to Elijah W, Penny; 

8. 1739} granting a pension to Sarah A. White 

(S. 1739) granting a pension to the widow and children of the 


ill (S. 2437) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon; 
8. Sond granting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince; 
granting a pension to James H. Boaz; 
granting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch; 
granting an increase of pension to Polly Young; 
granting a pension to Anne E. Manchester 
granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett; 
granting an increase of to Sarah Hague; 
granting a pension to Bryson R. McCartney; 
8. 1633 ting a ion to James Bond; 
the relief of Robert J. Ballort; 
8. granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes; and 
S. 1811) granting a n to Anne T. Dicks. 

Amendments to bills of the following titles were agreed to, and the 
ae dag amended were severally ordered to a third reading; and were 

T — the third cd and passed: 
A S, 2202 ae en G Martin; and 
bill (S. 2316) gran on to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas. 

a pill (S. 1960) for ie relief of Mary Howard Farquhar, reported 

adversely, was laid on the table. 


Z 
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A bill 


Mr. VAN ALSTYNE moved to reconsider the votes just taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Bills of the following titles were severally ordered to be and 


read a third time; and being engrossed, were accordingly read the third 


sea H. R. 8237 granting a pension to Mary J. Dickson; 

A bill (H. R. 8155) granting a pension to Addie L. Moore; and 

A bill (H. R. 7504) granting a pension to Delia G. Wehber. 
Amendments to bills of the following titles were severally agreed to, 

and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, 


yee nye 
A bill (H. R 4020) far th vale of Willam 1, Hog 
bill H. R. 4026) for the relief of William H. Houghton; 
a . R. 603) ting a to Rachel Nickell; and 
H. R. 3581 for the relief of Valincia 8. Hutchinson. 


eee e House bills with Senate amend 
ts were taken from the Speaker’s table and the Senate amend- 
ments severally concurred in, namely: 

A bill (H. e eee ting a pension to William H. Whitcomb; and 

A bill (H. R. 7617) 

Mr. MATSON mov 


ting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Gridley. 
5 to reconsider the several votes by which the 


House pension bills were and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I ‘ask the indulgence of the House for 
afew moments. On last Friday evening I stated that the business of 
the pension committees of the House was concluded for this Congress. 

At that time I neglected to say what ought to have been said and what 
I now wish to say, that the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and I think the House itself, as well as the soldiers 
throughout this country, are much indebted to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. HATCH], who has presided at these evening sessions 
every single Friday evening with the exception of one rey when he 
was necessarily and unavoidably absent, during the entire Congress, 
and has given the most faithful and untiring service to the House and 
to the interests of the soldiers in passing these pension bills. I feel, 
therefore, as if this mark of recognition ought to be given to him. 

I now move, Mr. Speaker, that the House adjourn. 

The motion was = po to; and accordingly (at 10 o’clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the Hon: adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
asking for the passage of the bill placing General U. S. Grant upon the 
retired-list—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, asking Senaters 
and Representatives to oppose the abolition of the National Board of 
Health—to the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Petitions of citizens of Erie County, Pennsyl- 

vania, relative to the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 
By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of M. H. Clark & Bro., and others, 
citizens of Clarksville, Tenn., for publication of tobacco monograph of 
the census in fall—to the Select Committee to ascertain the results of 
the Tenth Census. 

By Mr. S. S. COX: Petition of Gideon J. Tucker, a citizen of New 
York, in relation to certain false statements of historical occurrences in 

a book published by the Congress of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. G. R. DAVIS: Petitions of twelve departurents of Grand Army 
of the Republic, representing 993 posts and a membership of 51,000 
ex-soldiers, that Lieutenant-General Sheridan and Major-General Han. 
cock be promoted respectively to the positions of General and Lieuten- 
ant-General of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINDLAY: Memorial of prisoners of war in the late war, for 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEDDES: Petition of F. R. Ross and 60 others, citizens of 
Huron County, Ohio, for the passage of laws relating to Mormonism— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petitions of Rev. L. R. Foote and 56 others, citizens 
of Brooklyn, N. V., and of Rev. Arch. McCullogh, D. D., and 59 others, 
women, members of Ross Street Presbyterian church, of Brooklyn, N. 
Y., asking for legislation upon the Mormon question—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of Benjamin Martin, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylva- 
nia, asking that the bill retiring General Grant on full pay may be 
passed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, requesting the 
representatives of the State in Congress to vote against abolishing the 
1 Board of Health to the Select Committee on the Public 

By Mr. MATSON: Petitions of Henry H. Mathias and 33 other 
Union soldiers, and of F. Conklin and 37 others, ex-soldiers, of Green- 
castle, Ind., for the repeal of all limitations upon arrears of ons 
to the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of citizens of Meadville and of Cam- 
bridge, Pa., in favor of legislation to restrict Mormonism—to the Com- 
mittee on the J udiciary. 

By Mr. PARKER: Petition of the New York Produce Exchange, in 
favor of the purchase of the Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship 
Canals—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, SENEY: Petition of W. H. Gibson and others, for sepa 
on the Mormon n uestion—to the Committee on the Ju 

By Mr. C. R. SKINNER: Resolution of the board of managers of 
the New York Produce eg recommending the purchase by the 
United States of the Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canals—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. A. HERR SMITH: Concurrent resolution of the ture 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of placing General Grant on the retired-list— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, panoa 

abolishing the National Board of Health—to the Committee on 
Public Health. 


1885. 


By Mr. STEELE: Two petitions of ex-soldiers, asking the passage of 
an act granting a land-warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of land 
without condition of settlement to every honorably discharged soldier 
a eek Per the Select Committee on Payment of Pensions, Bounty, 
an 


By Mr. STORM: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of | ; 


Pennsylvania, requesting her Senators and Members in Congress to vote 
for the passage of a bill placing General Grant on the retired-list—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, joint resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, requesting 
her Senators and Representatives in Congress to oppose the attempt to 
abolish the National Board of Health—to the Committee on Publie 
Health. 

By Mr. STRAIT: Joint resolution of the Legislature of the State of 
Minnesota, praying for liberal and immediate appropriations for the 
enlargement of the Sault Saint Mary’s Canal—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

825 Mr. LACEY: Of A. C. Clark and 24 others, of Clarendon, and of 

H. Quantrell and 17 others, of Charlotte, Mich. 


SENATE, 
SATURDAY, February 28, 1885. 


The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
E. D. Hunt ey, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s p was read and approved. 

Mr. HALE. Tse to present a privileged report—the conference re- 
port upon the agricultural appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT N ia the ta The Chair is under the impression 
that the higher ege is the laying before the Senate bills from the 
ee poms 5 formal matters on the table. 

I wish to get the conference report out of the way as 
3320 1 adp oes pipri Cheeni on pan a 
tions. 

The PRESIDENT pro If the Senator asks unanimous con- 
sent the Chair will put the question, but the Chair thinks under the 
rules it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate two or three 
House bills that are on the table. 

Mr. HALE. It is not of importance enough for me to insist. I do 
not make any request at present. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 20th instant, sundry papers relating to 
the claim of William Ward for fessional services in suits against the 
United States revenue-steamer H. Seward. If there be no ob- 
jection the letter will be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move that the communication be referred to the 
8 on Appropriations. An amendment relating to the matter 
ae e ere It is desired to insert a provision in | 9f, 

sundry appropriation 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
will be referred to the Committee on Appropriations without printing. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Attorney-General, urging that the estimates heretofore made 
for fees of jurors, witnesses, and district attorneys, for the 
year 1885, may be provided for in the deficiency appropriation bill, 
and inclosing a letter from the First Comptroller of the on 
the subject; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Treasury. transmitting a report of the allowance by the account- 

officers of the Treasu Treasury of the twenty-third installment of the war 
elaims of the State of Ohio, now awaiting an appropriation for its pay- 
ment; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Goce: 
mittee on Ap ppropriations. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting a letter from the Chief of Engineers, with actom- 
panying report of Col. C. E. Blunt, Corps of Engineers, relative to the 
improvement of the Cocheco River at Dover, N. H.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


RETURN OF BILLS. 


The Chair lays before the Senate 
ich before 8 
were returned 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
three joint resolutions which passed the Senate 
concerning the printing of certain documents, whi 
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the Senate atits request from the House of Representatives. The titles 
of the joint resolutions will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (S. R. 127) toauthorize the printing of the reports of the Bureau 
Joint resolution 8 R. 128) to authorize the printing of the reports of the Geo- 


— Survey 
oint N 8. R. 129) to authorize the printing of the reports of the Geo- 


Survey. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the votes of 
the Senate passing these joint resolutions will be reconsidered, and they 


will be referred to the Committee on Printing. The Chair understands 
that precisely identical resolutions have already passed both Houses. 


PUBLIC-LAND DECISIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives of the United States (the Senate concurring), 
That there be printed 3,500 copies of the first and second volumes of Decisions 
Relating to the Public Lands, prepared under the direction of the Department 
of the Interior, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of members of the Senate, 
2,000 for the use of the members of the House af Representatives, and 500 forthe 
use of the Department of the Interior. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. If the Chair has found no further objection, I will pre- 
sent the report of the conference. committee on the agricultural appro- 
priation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has found no objection at 
all to the presentation of the report. 

Mr. HALE. I did not insist on the report being received after the 

reading of the Journal, but the reason why I presented it at that time 
e I found in Rule XXVII, which I ask may be read. 
RESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XXVII will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
REPORTS OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEES. 
The presentation of reports of committees of conference shall always be in 
eee eee Tee ee ee Hp s uestion of order or a motion. 
is pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and when received, the 
panes — of proceeding to the consideration of the „if raised, shall be im- 
mediately put, and shall be determined without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro ay cg The Chair had reference, if theSen- 
ator from Maine will pardon to theseventh rule, which is positively 
paren requiring the Chair to lay before the Senate before the call 

for petitions, immediately after the reading of the Journal, bills and 

the House of Representatives, messages from the Presi: 

dent, &c. The Chair was under the impression that this privileged 

business on the table would precede the report of a committee of con- 
ference. P the Chair is wrong, but the Chair thought so. 

Mr. HALE, I have sent up the papers. I ask that the report be 


read. 
The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 
votes of the two Houses on 


House recede o the ts 
K 2, 3, 4, 8, 8746 l. 1 T 18 15 20 21, 22, and 23, and agree to the 


“That the Ho the House recede ae its — — to the amendment of the Sen- 
8, and agree nt as follows: In lieu 
to the same. 


A Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was concurred in. . 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of 
the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 5364) granting a pension to William H. Whitcomb; 

A bill (H. R. 5543) granting a pension to David M. Naglé; 

A bill (H. R. 7617) granting a pension to Mrs. Ann E. Gridley; 

A bill (H. R. 5798) granting a pension to John E. Denham; 

A bill (. R. 6029) for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty; and 

A bill (H. R. 6011) gran se rca: al ee, yrih erasc 

pile also anno’ that the House had passed the follow- 
ing b 

A bill (S. 544) porte increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny; 
3 68 1612 granting a pension to Anne E. Manchester 


bill (S. 1612) granting a pension to Bryson R. McCartney; 


2278 


A bill i 175 granting a pension to James Bond; 

A bill (S. 1739) granting a pension to the widow and children of the 
late Byram Pitney; 

A bill (8. 1811) granting a pension to Anne T. Dicks; 
A bill (S. 1836) granting a pension to Sarah Hague; 

bill (S. 1877) granting an increase of pension to John Hall; 

bill S. 1911) for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch, of the State of 


(S. 2125) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince; 

8. are granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett; 
2245) granting a pension to William N. Morris; 
bill (S. 2268) for the relief of Robert J. Ballort; 

A bill (S. 2279) granting a pension to Lewis L. Canady; 

A bill (8. 2302) granting a pension to John Lowe; 

A bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Sarah A: White; 

A bill (S. 2437) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon; 

A bill (S. 2443) granting an increase of pension to Polly Young; 
A bill (S. 2527) granting a pension to Robert Sheridan; 
A bill . 201 granting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch; 


ia; 
‘hi i 
bill 
bill 


92 


A 
A 
Georgi 
A 
A 
A 
A 


A bill (S. 2607) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes; 
A bill (S. 2619) granting an increase of pension to Martha Hughes; 


and 

A bill (S. 2620) granting a pension to Thomas H. Boaz. 

The message further announced that the House had the fol- 
lowing bills, each with an amendment, in which it requested the con- 
5 of the oper Al 5 P 

A bill (S. 2262) granting a pension to te P. rtin; an 

A bill 8 2316) granting a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas. 

ile: message also announced that the House had the follow- 

ng bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

ji bill (H. R. 8277) to remove the political disabilities of J. Taylor 
Wood, of Louisiana; aud 

A bill (H. R. 8278) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. 
Ware, of Virginia. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of the Legisla- 
ture of Dakota Territory, urging the passage of an act reducing the price 
of all public lands now held at $2.50 per acre to the standard rate of 
$1.25 per acre; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a telegraphic memorial of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, t of New Mexico, urging the passage of the bill 

cing U. S. Grant upon the retired-list of the Army; which was or- 
ered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BAYARD, I present the petition of Gideon J. Tucker, a citizen 
of New York, in which he calls attention to certain inaccurate state- 
ments of a historical character in a book which has been published by 
the United States; and because I know of no committee which may be 
considered properly charged with this subject, I will ask that the peti- 
tion be read. It is entirely respectful in form, and = the object 


sh toa Sande gd odes Meno eile United States of America: 
of Gideon J. Tucker, a citizen of the State of New York, respect- 


ows as follows: 
ask the attention of the of the United States to a book ing 
to have been p: and pubi under its authority, the title of which is: 
The Public Domain : its history, with statistics, Public Land Commission ; Com- 
mittee on Codifi vation. Prepared Donaldson, of the commission and 
committee, in 
approved Augant 7. 188. Washington: Governm: ` 

page 20 of this book, under the heading of “ Chapter 2: lish Coloniza- 
tion i erica,” are the following statements: 

1609. Discovery and oration of the Hudson River, as far as latitude 30 
degrees north, by Hendrick Hudson, holding a commission from the King of 
England, but in the service of the States-General of Holland, 

1020. The Dutch applied for and obtained permission from James I to‘ build 
some cottages’ on Manhattan Island, at the mouth of‘ Hudson's River,’ and under 
9 they settled a colony, whichjhey called New Amsterdam,’ now New 

ork.” 

And, at page 55, the compiler of this book refers to (among others) Bancroft's 
History of t he United States as an “authority” for the statements contained in 
“Chapter 2.” 

1 respectfully submit to the Congress of the United States that the above-quoted 
statements are notoriously inco! unhistorical, untrue in fact; that the 
discovery of the Hudson River and t settlement of the 8 of New Nether- 
23 were not in n colonization; that Hendrick Hudson held 

o commission from the King of England, nor was ‘such discovery made by him 
while in the service of the States-General of Holland, but while in the employ 
m at the cost of members — 2 Dutch East India Company; that King James 
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ing States between the 
book, bearing the 
ve bon either — — and intruders upon 
op — Eag else to en settled under the license and permission of their 
he King 

respectfully ask unr some official action be taken by the Congress in cor- 
nana e disa vowal of these false statements, and in vindication of the truth 


the Egra pare who came from 5 and its . 
years 1613 and 1664, which imm 
— 3 of the Congress, to 


enemy, 


history. 

GIDEON J. TUCKER, 
No. 120 Nassau street, New York city. 

Mr. BAYARD. Perhaps the petition had better be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be referred to the Committee 
on the Library. 

Mr. SHERM AN. I present the petition of a large number of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying for the passage of the bill commonly known as 
the Mexican war pension bill. As that bill is now pending in the 
House of Representatives, I move that the petition lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VAN WYCK presented a petition of the Nebraska Woman Suf- 
frage Association, praying Congress to submit to the people of the sev- 
eral States, through their Legislatures, an amendment to the National 
Constitution prohibiting the United States, or any State, from disfran- 
chising citizens on account of sex; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I presenta resolution of the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania, favoring the passage of the Mexican war pension bill. As 
the bill is still pending in the House of Representatives, I move that 
the resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to: 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of Thomas C. Hand, president of 
the Delaware Marine Fire Insurance Company, William A. Platt, vice- 
president of the Insurance Company of North America, and other in- 
land marine underwriters of Philadelphia, Pa., praying that the United 


States Government acquire the ownership of the two canals crossing 
Point Keweenaw, Lake Superior, Michigan; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. CALL. I present the petition of Hiram J. Simonton, a citizen 
of the State of Florida, and a resident of Sam Antonio, in the county of 
Hernando. The petition is as follows: 
Your petitioner, Hiram = Simonton, — = Antonio, county of Hernando, 
ther x Tans 1 act S% Ma 17,'1856 5 OL 8 Statutes, 
ereus Congress, by - approv ariu 
granted to the State of Florida, to aid in si ae 
id — 1 ay here satecry-doe ‘as the Florida — Con Com ar 

now sty t jorida wa ‘avigation Company), a tract fully 
set forth and described. in auld set as exten 8 
lantic, to the waters of Tampa Bay, in So An with an Stones va 
Cedar Keys, in East Florida, with limitation to ten 3 thereof, 
to complete said roads over the said tract: and 

Whereas it is now nearly twenty-nine years since the said act, the 
said company has not completed a road over that portion of t <7 tract de- 
scribed as exten ling from Amelia Island, on the Atlantic, to the waters of Tampa 


Bay, in South 1 lorida; and 
ee not withstanding your honorable bodies have, at tare 


That the company, on oF about the Ist day of December last, in the person of 
one S. I. Wailes, land commissioner forthe sam: 1 8 
EFFECT all the settlers resid: ding in his 


vicinity 

T the company my Pether own lands at their improved valne, and the set- 
tlers had either to rtheir own pessoa Morne SO which they have —— 
with great toil little homes „ 


cost. or permit their 
. nds of a mercenary speculato: 
That many of the settlers were too poor to pay the exorbitant price rity 
their lands,and many others refrained from purehasi — doriae ad 
— II. M. ler, Secretary of the Interior, in an open communication 
une 9, issi; 
That as a consequence of this condition of affairs, the company being 
posed to sell to the pany ee who would purchase in large q . 
passed into the hands of parties ies: have no in- 


bey ere speculation 
That these lands will be ‘held ata pelos far beyond their present value, and, 
uently, will not be purchased by actual suista and cultivated for many 

years to come: 

pln —— 25 view of said grievances, your gray! would 2888 
but earnest). our honorable bodies to pass, at the earliest date possible, a 
resolution prohibiting such further ns on the part of said company, of 
the nature herein complained of, until such time as you shall have an opportu- 
nity to make known your further intention in the premises. 


I ask that the petition be laid upon the table, and I give notice that 
at the close of the morning hour on Monday, if not sooner, I shall ask 
of the Senate the privilege of making some remarks upon the subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The petition will lie on the table. 


sr nd was not to by the Dutch for n to “ build some cot- Mr. DAWES. I t a memorial submitted in behalf of the 
trary, Dutch Sate neck entities connie end fore 1514 — tes that Une oot: Stockbridge tribe of Indians, by J. C. Adams, of Stock in the 
tlement of New Amsterdam was not made “under license from — King of State of Wisconsin, protesting the passage of House bill 2889, 
England, or by permission of any but the native Indian sachems, from whom | and against a claim set up in their own behalf in Senate Miscellaneous 
na was purchased. 
And I further r respectfully — that no warrant 9 for any of these Document 119 of this Co The memorialists ask that this memo- 


can be Bancroft’s History of the United States, or in 
= ac a ne RRR 


udson’s River.“ 
‘Tne ee et) eran is Sante our honorable bodies that 
these statements of historical occurren: have been put forth to the 
world Irn teak Sonne OM gie geai hyny pee hear yang oy aoa 


It touches your d 


ity that history should be falsi 
namo, At least 2, 


and burlesqued in 


,000 of the American citizens of to-day are descended 


rial may be printed, as that document has been printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. Ide not know exactly how it 
may be put in the form of adocument. It is very desirable that it 
should be printed. If it can be printed in the form of a miscellaneous 
document I will ask that it be so printed. It is in answer to a publio 
document sent up in their own behalf, and they protest against the 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2279 


claim made upon the United States Government in their own behalf. 
I do not know exactly the merits of Miscellaneous Document 119. It 
is a very long document, which has just come into my hands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
from Massachusetts desire of the memorial ? 

Mr. DAWES. U ask that it may be printed in document form, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in document form, 
under the ordinary order, if ordered to be printed at all. The Senator 
from Massachusetts moves that the memorial be printed and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of the Legislature of Kansas; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


Whereas it is the first duty of government to honor and provide for the wel- 
fare row Soost of those who voluntarily offer their lives in defense of their 
country ; an 

Whereas only a fractional portion of the brave men who have faithfully served 
the United States in the Army and Navy prior to and during the late rebellion 


are now living: Therefore, 
Beit ee by the house of representatives (senate concurring therein), That our 
Senators in jn ened be instructed, and our Representatives re- 
ested, to in uce and aid in rene the passage of a law * all un- 
joned and honorably discharged soldiers and sailors of the United States, 


my name and affixed my 
official seal. e ut Topeka, Kans., this 24th day of February, A. D. 1885. 
(sean) í E. B. ALL 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted “ae thereon: 

bill (H. R. 411) granting a pension to Elizabeth Connor; 
bill (H. R. 1142) ting a pension to Nelly Roberts; 
H. R. pea the relief of Rose ke e 
i for the relief of Elizabeth W. Creighton; 
granting a pension to Edward Wilcox; 
5103) granting a 


rr 
S 2 
AN 


ry 
: 


Fernando Randall; 

N. 2440 grunting a pension to Richard Dillon; and 

H. R. 3340 granting pension to James M. Pike. 

TCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 

e following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 

mitted reports thereon: 

(H. R. 7863 granting a pension to Thomas M. McChesney; 
H. R. 6904) for the relief of John F. Chase; 

ill (H. R. 5146) grani æ pension to Jesse C. Buck; 

ill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth; 

H. R. 7502) for the relief of William Stansberry ; 
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H. R. 7992) for the relief of Christian Arndt; and 

A bill (H. R. 6960) for the relief of Charles L. Alden. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iam also instructed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1982) granting a pensionto 
Benjamin Jeffries, to report it adversely. In this case the pension has 
been granted at the Pension Office since the bill was introduced. I 
move the indefinite postponement of the bill. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (H. R. 7447) granting a pension to Sebert Toney; 
A bill (H. R. 8142 eee Lucy Parr; 
A bill (H. R. 5304 the relief of Mary Royal; 
R bern a = 7170) for the relief of Frederick Hutton; 

i . R. 7334 ting a pension to Judson Bostwick; 
A bill (H. R. 7728 bor the relief of Pardon H. Morey; and 
A bill (H. R. 7047) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy. 


Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4556) granting a pension to Joseph Williams, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was ed indefinitely. 

Mr. LOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported theth severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill 64. R. 552) granting a pension to Lemuel J. Bennett; 
13 H. R. 8132) to restore to the pension - roll the name of Rachel 

een; 

A bill — R. 4021) granting a pension to Abraham Cover; and 

A bill (H. R. 5728) granting a pension to Anna Beck. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 


ferred the bill (S. 2223) granting a pension to Lemuel J. Bennett, re- 
ported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 449) to provide for the appraisement and sale of 
lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on the Improvement of the 
Mississippi River, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2650) making an 
appropriation for the improvement of the Missouri River at or near 
Eastport, opposite Nebraska City, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BAYARD, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1043) to quiet certain land titles in the 
State of Mississippi, submitted an adverse rt thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


SOCIETY OF THE RED CROSS, 


Mr. LAPHAM. TheCommittee on Foreign Relations have instructed 
me to report back Executive Document 59, being a message from the 
President communicating to Congress the report of the delegates on 
behalf of the United States to the international convention of the Soci- 
ety of the Red Cross at Geneva in September last, with an aecompany- 

resolution, and I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
I wish to state that I have inquired, and learn that the of the 
printing provided for by the resolution will be only about $50. I ask 
that the resolution be now adopted, so that it may go to the other House 
for consideration there. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York reports 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations a message from the President 
of the United States hitherto referred to that committee, together with 
a concurrent resolution. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate of the United States (the House of Representatives concurring), 
That there be printed for the Department of State 5,000 copies of Executive Do- 
ument No. 59, being the report of the de on behalf of the United States to, 
the third international convention of the iety of the Red Cross at Geneva in 
September last, and the message of the President transmitting the same to Con- 
gress, 


The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 


WILLIAM d. FORD. 


Mr. JACKSON. The Committee on Claims have instructed me to 
report back the bill (S. 2653) for the relief of S. S. Webb & Co., for the 
use of William G. Ford, with an amendment striking out the second 
section of the bill, and accompanying it with a resolution to refer the 
claim to the Court of Claims. I ask for the immediate consideration 
of the bill and resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be now considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. BLAIR. I reserve the right to object if there is discussion. 

Mr. JACKSON. There is no question about it. 

Mr. BLAIR. All right. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It refers to the Court of Claims the 
claim of S. S. Webb & Co., for the use of William G. Ford, for the pro- 
ceeds of fifty bales of cotton, containing 25,568 pounds, seized under 
the captured and abandoned property act, at Mobile, Ala., in May, 1865, 
by Acting Quartermaster Samuel Lappin, and shipped by him on the 
bark Ada Carter to the chief quartermaster at New York and sold, and 


the re paid into the Treasury. 
e bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out section 2, in the following words: 


have the right of appeal as in other cases. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will now lay before the 
Senate the resolution which is to dispose of the bill without its passage, 
as the Chair understands the committee to desire. : 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the claim of S. S. Webb & Co., for the use of William G. Ford, as 
embraced in Senate bill 2653 of the Forty-eighth e eee in accord- 


ance with the provisions of section 1059 of the Rev tes of the United 
States, to the Court of Claims, together with the papers, vouchers, proofs, and 
documents appertaining thereto. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
MOQUELAMOS GRANT IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. MANDERSON. There was referred to the Committee on Print- 
ing a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in response 
to a Senate resolution, papers on file in his Department relating to the 
Moquelamos t in California. The question presented to the com- 
mittee was whether these accompanying should be printed. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Upon investigation it is ascertained that the printing of the papers, 
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which pertain to a private 
mittee report adversely, and ask that the papers simply be kept on the 
files of the Senate and not printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, reports adversely to printing the papers 
transmitted by the Secretary of the Interior in response to a — 
resolution of February 5, 1885, on file in his Department, relating to 
the Moquelamos grant in California. If there be no objection the re- 
port will be considered as agreed to and the papers placed on file. 


SENATE MANUAL, 


Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the following resolution, reported it without amendment, and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed and bound for the use of the Senate, under the 
renen of the Committee on Rules, 1,000 additional ċopies of the revised Senate 
anual, 


AGRICULTURAL REPORT FOR 1885. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Yesterday, from the Committee on Printing, I 
reported favorably a joint resolution for printing the annual report of 
the Commissioner of Agriculture, which is a House resolution. I ask 
unanimous consent that it may now be considered. It is important 
that it should pass and become a law. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 342) to authorize the 
printing of 400,000 copies of the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture for the year 1885. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Printing 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 3, before the word thousand,“ to 
strike out four hundred“ and insert three hundred and ten;“ so 
as to read: 


That there be printed 310,000 copies of the annual report of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture for the year 1885. , 


Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from Nebraska whether he has 
not made a mistake as to the date of the report? Onght it not to be 
the report for 1884 instead of 1885 ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No; the postion af the report for 1884 was 
ordered at the last session of Congress. e reports are ordered a year 

Mr. MORRILL. Very well, if the Senator is sure he is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Wecan not hear a word on this side of the Cham- 
ber. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The date is correct. The Agricultural Report 
for 1884 was ordered to be printed at the last session of Congress. This 
is the report for the present year, and provision is now made so that it 
may be issued by the next session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
how many copies were ordered to be printed last year of the Agricultu- 
ral Report for 1884? ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. Four hundred thousand copies, I am told by 
the clerk of the Printing Committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How were they distributed -between the Senate 
and House? 

Mr. MANDERSON. 
House resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What was that? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Three hundred thousand copies to the House 
of Representatives, 70,000 copies to the Senate, and 30,000 copies to 
the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suppose the Senate committee then yielded all 
the rights of the Senate in the matter and let the House have its own 


way. 

Mr. MANDERSON. If the Senator from Missouri will examine the 
present report of the Committee on Printing he will see that we recom- 
mend that the number to the House of Representatives be cut down 
90,000 copies. 5 
5 COCKRELL. How do you propose to distribute these 310,000 

Mr. MANDERSON. By the amendment 210,000 copies to the House, 
70,000 copies to the Senate, and 30,000 copies to the ent of 
Agriculture, thus giving to the Senate about one-third of the number 
supplied to the House. 

r. COCKRELL. Not quite a third. ; 
Mr. MANDERSON. Exactly a third—seventy to two hundred and 


ten. 
Mr. COCKRELL. There will be 280,000 printed for the Senate and 
House. One-third of that number would be over 90,000. I therefore 
«move to amend the joint resolution to make the number conform to 
what we require, and what I think the Senate has repeatedly decided 
that we required in other cases. I see no reason why such an enormous 
number more should be given to the House of this particular docu- 
ment. We have calls for it from the whole of our S and I think 


In accordance with the requirements of the 


we ought to have an inereased number. The number is dispropor- 
tioned. We are to have 70,000 and they 210,000. Ordinarily we have 
one-third of the whole number and they two-thirds. Apply that rule 


grant, would cost e FLIO. The com- and it would give us 93,000; but if the joint resolution p 


to give 
to the Senate the same number as was heretofore given in 1883 and 1884, 
and simply reduces the numberto the House, and if other Senators are 
satisfied, T shall make no further objection. I wish to be sure, how- 
ever, that we are to have the same number that we had last year. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That isas the committee understands it. The 
Senate has the same number and the House a reduced number by the 
amendments pr by the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Committee 
on Printing will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, before the word thousand,“ it is 
proposed to strike out four hundred” and insert three hundred 
and ten;’’ so as to read: 

That there be printed 310,000 copies of the annual report of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture forthe year 1885. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment reported by 
the Committee on Printing will be read: 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, before the word thousand,“ the 
committee report to strike out three hundred and insert ‘‘ two hun- 
dred and ten;’’ so as to read: ' . 

Two hundred and ten thousand copies for the use of members of the House 
of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to this amendment? If there be no objection—— 

Mr. MORRILL. I think the Senator from Missouri proposed an 
amendment to that amendment. , 

Mr. COCKRELL.- Let the joint resolution be read as proposed to 
be amended by the Committee on Printing. Let it be read as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last amendment has not been 
acted upon. The Senator from Vermont addressed the Chair, and the 


Chair suspended putting the question. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 
Mr. MORRELL. I think the Senator from Missouri proposed an 


amendment to this amendment, giving the Senate a number and 
ck House a less number than was proposed by the Committee on 
inting: : 
Mr. COCKRELL. How many copies are provided for the Senate? 
Mr. MANDERSON. Seventy thousand for the Senate. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move to amend by giving the Senate 80,000 
copies and the House 200,000 copies. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
2 amend the amendment. The amendment to the amendment will 
read. 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6 of the proposed amendment strike out 
the words and ten;’’ so as to read: 
Two hundred thousand copies for the use of members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 
. in line 7 strike out “seventy” and insert ‘‘eighty;’’ so as to 
Eighty thousand for the use of members of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
first amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 7 A 

2 1 to the amendment was agreed to. 

e ENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the amendment as paki z t 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, before the word thousand, strike 
out ‘‘seventy”’ and insert ‘‘eighty;’’ so as to read: 

Eighty thousand for the use of members of the Senate. 

The amendment Was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the joint resolu- 
eee Soca ; 

e joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended to read: ‘‘A joint resolution to authorize the 
printing of 310,000 copies of the annual report of the Commissioner 
of Agriculture for the year 1885.” 


BILLS RECOMMITTED. 5 


Mr. GORMAN. For the purpose of having the bill recommitted to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, I move to take up the bill (S. 1963) 
for the relief of J. G. Fell, Edward Harper, and George Burnham, 
There is an error in the bill as reported, and some members of the com- 


mittee desire to further consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent to take up the bill indicated by him. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is before the Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move that the bill be recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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MOSES F. CARLETON. 


Mr. CONGER. ImovethattheSenate proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Moss F. Carleton. It is for the 
benefit of a soldier. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Moses F. 
Carleton, late of Company J, Fourth Michigan Infantry Volunteers, 
the pay and allowances of a second lieutenant of infantry from October 
24, 1865, until June 12, 1866, deducting therefrom the pay he received 
as sergeant of infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BACKBONE RAILROAD GRANT. 
Mm HILL. I call for the regular order, the regular morning busi- 


ness. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is reports of 
committees, although, the hour of 12 o’clock having passed, it is in 
order for any Senator to move to take up any bill. 

Mr. I merely wish to offer a resolution for reference. I ask 
unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent to present a resolution at this time. If there be no 


objection it will be received and read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


the said company until the Senate has acted 
pending bill 8 to as subject. 

Mr. HILL. I believe there is u t necessity that the resolution 
should be acted upon at once, and I trust the Committee on Public 
Lands will act uponit promptly. I therefore move its reference to that 
committee. 

_ The motion was agreed to. ` 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to offer a resolution at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of resolutions is not yet 
reached. Are there further ‘reports of committees?’’ If there be 
none, that order is closed. The ‘‘introduction of bills” is in order. 

The Chair thinksit is his duty now to lay before the Senate for action 
a bill of the House, which was read the first time yesterday and objec- 
tion was made to its second reading. The Chair is not at all clear under 
the rules whether the bill now * on the Calendar or should be 
laid before the Senate at this time. In this state of doubt the Chair 
will lay the bill before the Senate for its action; and the question will 
be, unless it be objected to or a point of order raised, whether the bill 
shall be read the second time. The Chair hears no objection to that 
question being now put. The question is, Shall the bill be read the 
second time? 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the name of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. That will be simply for reference, I suppose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposes so. It can not 
be debated until after its second reading. 

; ER I should like to have it read the second time at 
ength. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read the second time 

at] if there be no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ob, er ion is made to the second 
reading. The question is, Shall the bill be read the second time? [ Put- 
ting the question.] 

Mr. BLAIR. If it is a short bill I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is putting the question. 
The ayes have it, and the will be read the second time at length, 
as the Senator from Kansas desires. 

The bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for the tion and 
continuation of certain public works on rivers and bors, and for 
other purposes, was read the second time at ce as follows: 


Be it ena 
money in the 
the direction and wii 


upon the 


blie works, 
si inand 1 the said act 


And provided further, „ nieht shall be allotted under this act for 
the ororun of — bg ver below Cairo, except so much 

as it In preventing the works in * ey on other 
portions oft the river 3 and 1 5 — shall be expended in the continua- 


ence 
of the river now in 2a omens improvement, as established by the com- 

m, to the end that the proposed improvement ‘of said two —.—— of the 
river on which works are in progress shall be completed at an early day, and 
the plan of said commission for the improvement of the navigation ofthe river 


tion and completion of the works on the Plum Point and Lake Provid 


— tested; and the money thus allotted ch this act for the improvement of 
ppi Ri ver shall be expended by the Secretary of War and in accord- 
pov with p! approved by him. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
tee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on 
Commerce have leave to sit during the sessions of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). That order 
will be entered if there be no objection. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MANDERSON introduced a bill (S. 2667) making appropriation 
for the improvement of the Missouri River at or near ebr., 
and Council Bluffs, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2668) granting a pension to John 
M. Milton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2669) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue a duplieate certificate of deposit to the 
People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind.; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (S. 2670) to remove the political 
disabilities of John W. Nixon, of Georgia; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying petition, referred to the Committee 
on the J udieiary. 


I move that the bill be referred to the Commit- 


SARAH M. BISSELL. 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate to take up Cal- 
sogar No. 1300, vang g the bill (H. R. 6940) granting a pension to Barah 
M. Bissell. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is in 
order under the rule at this hour for the Senator from New Ham 
to either ask unanimous consent or to move to proceed to the consider- 
ation of any bill on the Calendar. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no question about the right of the Senator 
to make such a motion; but I call for the regular order, which is an 
objection to unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to take up the bill referred to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Ham 
moves that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 6940) granting a pension to Sarah M. Bissell. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to offer a resolution. 
I understand it, if that bill is taken up now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It may be offered by unanimous con- 
sent. * 

Mr. BLAIR. If the motion is in order, I have no objection to a reso- 
lution being offered for reference, but I wish to make with 
this and a few other cases of the kind, and I think the 
not to obstruct them. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not desire to obstruct any motion to take 
up a pension bill, but I want to present a resolution which I under- 
stand to be in order now, and I must object to anything else being 
interposed. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the resolution p for action? 

Mr. MITCHELL. It is a resolution that calls for action unless ob- 
jection be made. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for action on my motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. y 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6940) granting a pension 
to Sarah M. Bissell. It proposes to place on the ion-roll the name 
of Sarah M. Bissell, widow of Commodore Simon B. Bissell, late of the 
United States Navy, at $50 per month. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is that bill reported favorably or unfavorably ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is reported unfavorably. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the report be read. The bill is for the widow of 
2 55 It is like half a dozen other cases yesterday 

pensions of $50 a month. There are three or four others, and I 
. chat t they may be di of and off my mind. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the reading of the adverse report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The re will be read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senate will listen to the report. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BLAIR 
8 20, 1885: 


Bey Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6940) grant- 
jon to Sarah M. Bissell, have examined the same, and report recom- 
— the indefinite postponement of the bill. 
The record and other facts are printed below. The commodore was in the 
service from 1826 until 1883. 


[House report No. 2096, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 


The committee have given Mrs. Bissell’s case thoughtful 1 ree 
are convinced that no more deserving claim has come before 
Bissell is the widow of the late Commodore Simon B, Bissell, who 
ini his country through a long and honorable career 


I can not do so, as 


ithfully served 
and now 2 utter helplessness she appeals for a pension barely sufficient to 85 
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her from actual want, And in this connection the committee call attention to 
the following letter from that gallant patriot Admiral David D. Porter; it tells 


its own eloquent story. The 9 make the said letter a part of this re- 
port: 
OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, Washington, D. C., June 19. 1881. 

My DEAR Sm; Please accept my warmest thanks for your kind and encourag- 
ing letter Ren sees tos or 3 appa Foui bin x R 

ee a 0 r that there is not a prospect o pn loa 2 
for the relief of Mrs. Bissell during the b presons pci raora The dist this 1755 
teresting family is the most dreadful that has come to my asm vad many 
years, 

It can scarcely be conceived that a person once hold —— Mrs. Bissell's position 
as the wifeof a commodore in the Navy could be red tosuch poverty. Mrs. 
Bissell and her daughter have nota cent in the — They have been Obllged 
to sell every little article of value to purchase food. . er have a 
small house of pmo own in which they can hide their oe verty. 

I never knew until day before yesterday their actual itute Poor ion, and 
I yeste sent them the first square meal they have had for two weeks, 


‘Commodore Bissell, when he was retired, rit his family abroad to a cheap 
place, where he was enabled to lay up a little from year to year. He put the 
money in the oroa of a relative of his wife's to invest for 3 After the com- 


modore’s death his family returned to America to find that all their savings 
which they had sent home had been made way with, and that absolute poverty 
stared them in the face. Their own relatives are unwilling to help them by a 
an or ie it oot along Get only E unless. they: his ponsi 
ow wi along only knows, ess can gett ion. 
It is not right that the family of an officer whoso faithfully performed duty, 
as did Commodore Bissell, should be suffering such — 2 poverty from no 
fault of their own. 
I hope you will excuse me for troubling you with this long story; but as you 
re interested yourself in the matter, and it comes under pa cognizance, I 
thought it my duty to state to you the exact condition of this family. If any- 
thing could be done for them this session, it would be an act of mercy. 
I am sure you have sympathy enough for this case to excuse my intrusion on 
our time, and I am glad to know that you consider the claim of Mrs. Bissell a 


ust one. 
I am about the only one who interests himself in the cases of the wives of old 
officers left by the death of their husbands in distress, I do so because I know 


their merits and demerits, and must be the last one to recommend any person 
fora who did not actually deserve it. These people, Mrs. u 
and ration. Thanking you 


er daughter, deserve more than ordinary consi 
for yòur courtesy in finding time to write and give me such encouragi) 
for or are 

have the honor to remain, very 8 


Hon. G. W. Hewrrt, M. C., 
Chairman Committee on Pensions, 
United States House of Representatives. 


The committee earnestly recommend the passage of the bill. 


ng news 


and tru 
ID D, PORTER. Admiral. 


PEREN E the United States: 


Navy, who die ris, France, February 2 * lly 
to your hon body e the aid that has been granted to the widows of offi- 
Bil, granting mon pension of $90 per aoi iad of the accompan 


ears, he having entered the 
vail the the grades it tere of com- 


taining the of 62. During his forty-seven years of active service he filled 
with credit the ions to which a naval officer is ever assigned. In the 
wi he and in whatever position he was placed, he 

an un! 


I append hereto the record of my late husband as transmitted to me from the 
Bureau reese and Kner ey Navy Department. The petitioner 
begs that rayer may be gran 

aes) SARAH M. BISSELL. 


The petitioner to add that Congress has on many occasions made prec- 
edents. Not to go further back than 1876, the following instances are cited in 
which this has been done: In 1876 to the widow of Commodore Elliott; in at 
to pe 5 Admirals Bell and Winslow ; in 1878 to the widow of of Admira! 
Wilkes; in 1879,of Commodores Frailey, Gallagher, and McKeever, and of 13. 
miral Stringham; in 1880, of Admiral ‘Davis; in 1881, of Admiral Paulding, and 
Commodores McCauley and Guest; T nd, finally, last winter and summer, to the 
widowsof Admirals Goldsborough, H off, Reynolds, Lardner, Spotts, and Rodg- 


ers, and 
SARAH M. BISSELL. 
District or COLUMBIA, $ 
County of Washington, ss: 
Sworn to and subscribed before me an ne g i 
[sean] GENE ROSIS, 


Notary Public, District of Columbia. 


ABSTRACT OF SERVICES OF SIMON B. BISSELL, LATE COMMODORE UNITED STATES 
NAVY. 


1825, March 1. A ` e agaa = Aona 8 
to the cennes, uadron. 
and ted leave. w 
august Ordered to naval school at New York. 
December 16. Granted leave, 
rd at Portsmouth, N. 


1831, July 12. Ordered to the navy- 4: * 
midshipman, to take rank from the 4th 


Pim ener aly. 23. Warranted as 
1833, won 6. Ordered to the Vaton Skada Mediterranean squadron; was trans- 
ferred to the Delaware, same 

1836, SETAE os Detached r Seion the Delaware, 

1837, March 6. Commissioned as lieutenant, to take rank from February 9, 1837. 

1837, November 7. Ordered to the steamer Fulton, 


> 


1838, October 18, and granted leave. 
ber 8. the Macedonian, West India squadron. 
ber 2. Ordered to the steamer Fulton. 


1839, Decem 
1811 en 13. Granted leave. 
December 29. 


Ordered to the steamer Missouri. 
1225 October 19. Detached and placed on waiting orders. 
845, F. 19. Ordered to Union; ooo 
1845, April 14. and on waitin 
1846, October 14. Ordered to n to the na val 


Albany, home 
battery during ne siege of Vera Cruz (war — 
— May II. Detached from home squadron. 

1355, September 13. . Traneterred to reserve: list. 


1859, January 6. Commissioned as commander on the active-list, to take rank 
from the 14th of botnet 1855, and next after Commander John P. Gillis. 
~ 1859, . o command the receiving ship Independence at Mare 


„Cal. 
1860, ‘October 29. Detached and ordered to command the Cyane, Pacific squad- 
ron. 
1862, mca yg 12. Detached and ordered to the navy-yard, Mare Island, 


1864, August 8, Detached. 
1865, February 20. Commissioned as captain to take rank from July 16, 1365. 


1 April 25. Ordered to l duty at Washi: 
188 November 8. Detached and yeap — nd the Monongahela, 
* Atlantic squadro 


2 5 Commissioned as commodore to take rank from the [0th 
5 8 1, Detached from the Monongahela and placed on waiting orders, 
1869, June 2. Ordered as member of board of rs. 

1869, July 19. Also as member of retiring board. 

1870, eee 1. Placed on the retired-list. Sixty-two yea 

1871, ne 18, RIDENS OEA OO nf as member 2 7 — A and retir- 
ing boa May 23. yg ey 8 of board of examiners. 

1872, September 30, Detached and placed on waiting orders. 

1873, April 3). Granted leave of absence until his services should be required, 
with permission to remain abroad. 
He died in Paris, France, February 18, 1383. 

Mr. BLAIR. I only desire toadd to the statement of Admiral Porter 

bens last summer, with reference to the extreme need of Mrs. Bis- 
that I have come personally to know that it is in no wise exagger- 
— even in its strongest statement. I hope that the bill will pass. 

While I am on my feet 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me to ask a question for 
information? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. COCKRELL. . Is Mrs. Bissell now dra ion? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that she * husband re- 
cently died and the application is made direct to Congress, as I under- 
stand, as in the case of Mrs. Alvord, whose husband died this last year. 

Mr. COCKRELL. She would be entitled to $30 under the general 
law, would she not? 

Mr. BLAIR. Under the general law she would, and under the uni- 
versal custom, as these cases have been brought to Congress, to $50. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is where there has been any necessity forit. - 

Mr. BLAIR. Where there has been any e duped 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where there has been necessi 
the Senator to say yesterday evening, $50 per month h; 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like tosay on that point that while the Senate 
has seen fit,and members of the Pensions Committee who have dis- 
sented from this class of bills have deemed fit, when 
ested in such cases, to recommend Congress to pass 
of much lower rank, I have always insisted, and I claim that I am the 
conservative member of the committee in that regard, that this exces- 
sive pension should never be given except where there are 
claims founded u ong service, distinguished service, and 
need. In cases w life has been taken and service been 
brief, I think death ought to be accounted as an equivalent to 
service; but at all events distinguished service and actual need should 
be insisted on. Iam the conservative member of the Committee on 
Pensions in that regard, and I should like the Senator from Missouri 
and 1 else to take notice according 

Mr. KRELL. I . the information, for I 
am sure I would not, unless the Senator had called my attention tothe 
fact, have formed the opinion which he has stated. 

Mr, BLAIR. The Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This is the question I want to ask: I see these 
— k of property. It seems these persons have a comfortable 

t is the value of the real estate? 

Mr. BLAIR. It does not say they have a comfortable home. They 
have a house which they have inherited. I do not know the value of 
the house. I do not understand it to be a valuable house, one at all 
unsuitable to their condition in life. 


must pass upon it, should Know the details 
reference to all the circumstances of this family, e the dwell- 
ing, in regard to which I do not know, that the letter of Admiral Por- 
ter is not exaggerated. have come to know personally that hisstate- 
ments are by no means stronger than the truth. 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield fora 
question ? 

Mr, BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. JACKSON. Do the papers in this case show that the husband 
died of disease contracted in the service? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know in regard to that. They show that he 
died in the year 1383, after over fifty years’ service and forty-seven on 
the active-list. 

Mr. JACKSON. After he had been on the retired-list a l 

Mr. BLAIR. He had been on the retired-list since 1873, 
but had been C 


tired. He went abroad with leave to remain abroad, his absence being 
on account of his health, and finally died in Paris, France, in 1883. 


1885. 
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With regard to the Senator’s question as to whether Commodore Bis- 
sell died from disease contracted in the service, I will say that he died 
after he had obtained extreme old age, the whole of his life having been 
spent in the service of the United States. I know but very few in- 
stances where these pensions have been extended to $50 a month by 
special act where the death of the husband was traceable directly to 
anything but old age and the natural effect of long service. In some 
instances, to be sure, the death was attributable to the combined effect 
of wounds or disease contracted and extreme age, but as a rule in the 
cases we passed yesterday, the cases which we passed at the last session, 
and other cases still upon our Calendar, the prolonged service, the high 
rank, the distinguished character of the service, and the need of the 
party have been the basis on which I for one have urged the increase 


e the widow of an admiral has means to support herself in rea- 
sonable comfort I do not think she ought to receive anything more than 
the $30; in fact she ought to make out her case like a private in order to 
receive any on whatever. The question which the Senator pro- 

would in such a case be a pertinent one. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, I feel it my duty to protest again, 
as I did yesterday, inst this discrimination in in ing the pen- 
sions of one class of persons or of individuals over the report 
of the Pensions Committee, y where there is no other ground 
for an increase than the necessity of the claimant. Now, it is a fact 
which all will that of the thousands and thousands of pen- 
sioners enjoying the bounty of the Government there is not one single 
case in which the pensioner might not properly come before the Senate 
and ask an increase of pension the that the pension re- 
ceived is not sufficient to support him or her and his or her family. 

By these precedents we are inviting every widow now upon the pen- 
sion-roll of this Government to come the Committee on Pensions 
and before Congress and ask for an increase. If we give it in one in- 
stance simply for meritorious services we set a precedent after which 
we can not well deny it to any other widow or any other claimant 
whose is not sufficient for his or her support. Thus you will 
bring before this committee hundreds and hundreds of cases that come 
with the same claim for an increase, urging the same reasons for an 
increase that have been sufficient in the other cases. 

I think it is unwise, I think it is impolitie to multiply these prece- 
dents which are to be used against us insimilar cases. The cases that 
we passed yesterday are ts for the same class of cases to-day, 


Mr. President, is long service a good cause for increasing a ? 
If the Government has for a great number of years furnished lucrative 


and high positions to any class of persons serving the Government, are 
they not as much under obligations tothe Government for the tions 
afforded them as the Government is to support their families their 


death? Ido not see the propriety of such a marked distinction be- 
tween the military and civil service of theGovernment. Whetherone 
man served forty years, another fifty years, or another ten years, if 
they died in the service, they all alike have a meritorious record, be- 
cause the simple fact of being in the service and dying in the service is | P 
evidence that they performed their duty well; they could not have re- 
mained in the service unless they bhd discharged their duty honestly 
and faithfully. 

I desire to call attention particularly to the result of what is being 
done and to the evils that must flow from it. 
Tue bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

3 „ and read the third time. 

PRES ENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 

Me CAMDEN. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to say one word in regard to this bill. | 
A number of cases similar to this have the Senate. So many of 


them have passed this body that I regard myself as instructed upon | 
them. This I regard as one of the best cases we have considered, and | at this time? 


I trust the Senate will the bill. 

The p ed to call the roll. 

Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). Iam with the 
Senator from Delaware (Mr. SAULSBURY]. If he were here, I should 
vote yea.” My pair has been transferred; and I vote „ en. 

The roll-call having been concluded the result was announced —yeas 
24, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—24. 
Brown, Dolph, Morgan, 
I, Edm McMillan, 
Cameron of Wis., te Manderson, Palmer, 
ýe en Miller of Cal., Pike, 
Conger, Miller of N. Y., Sabin, 
Cullom, Tones of Florida, Mitchell, Sawyer. 
NAYS—27 
Bayard, Garland, Lamar, Slater, 
Blair, Gibson, Maxey, Vance, 
Camden, Groome, Pend! Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, — Plumb, 
Coke, Pugh, Will 
Colquitt, Jackson, 5 
Fair, Jonas, Riddleberger, 


ABSENT—23. 
Aldrich, Farley, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Allison, George, Kenna, Sherman, 
Beck, Gorman, n Voorhees, 
Bowen, Hale, M n. Walker. 
Butler, Harrison. Mahone, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, Platt, 
Dawes, ill, Saulsbury, 


So the bill was rejected. 
Mr. BLAIR. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the vote just 


taken 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
enters a motion to reconsider. Does he desire it acted on now? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. L hope not now. Let the other bills be consid- 


ered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire make the motion, or simply ask to enter it? 

Mr. BLAIR. I simply enter the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to reconsider is entered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 


Loeb Mr. üs 180 


A bill (H. R. 603) granting ting a pension to Rachel Nickell; 

A bill (H. R. 3581) for the relief of Valincia S. Hutchinson; 

A bill E Oe) borke rapapa a Birar a E ia e Te 

A bill (H. R, 7504 granting a pension to Delia G. Webber 

A bill (H. R. 7907) gronting a pension to Matilda Cody; 

A bill (H. R. Sor Pania — we Mey J. Moore; and 

A bill (H. R. 8237 n Dickson. 

The m also announced that the House insisted upon its amend- 
ments to the bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 


ascertain the amounts due to citizens of-the United States for supplies 
to ‘Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent to 
August, 1860, and . 1862, and 


ing for the ee to the conference asked Sen- 
ate on disagreeing votes of the two Houses had ap- 
inted Mr. OLIN WELLBORN of Texas, Mr. HORACE B. STRATIT of 


waiter ar ROBERT S. Stevens of New York managers at 

conference on its part. 
The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the 
settlement of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for 


g 
ppointed Mr. W. S Rosi 


Mr. VANCE. The Committee on Pensions reported adversel 
bill for the relief of one of my constituents, without my Rasan dear hy it. 
I ask to have the action on the adverse report reconsidered and the bill 
placed on the Calendar. 

bra ERODERT pro tempore. Will the Senator state the title of 
the bill? 

Mr. VANCE. A bill granting a pension to Anson B. Sams. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. How long is it since the bill was in- 


1 A ie 
Three days since, I think. 
Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 


asks unanimous consent that the vote s the Senate indefinitely post- 
pening Se BEII SD ene pension to Anson B. Sams be 
reconsidered, and be placed on 9 Calendar. The Chair 
hears no objection, and that order is made. 

SUSPENSION OF SILVER COINAGE. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to offer a resolution. Is not that in order 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive it, if there be 
no objection. 


The resolution was read, as follows: 
commercial value of silver bas so far depreciated that the stand- 


| Whereas the 
ard silver dollars coined under the act of 1878 are now worth but 82 cents in the 


open market; and whereas the continued coi of such depreciated dollars, 
now amounting to nearly $200,000,000, seriously a suspension of gold 
[shen pert by the Government from necessity, after the consequent banishment 
of gold coin —4 — active circulation : 
Se Ges on Finance be, —— pape is, — Sa ey — 
to Senate a to provide f t me- 
of the coinage of pree bell giv, ery 3 7 
whenever the comm ue of 


aforesaid shall pg ye ithin 5 t. at. of | ith tive of ea dollaneot 
w cen w gold 
the United States. * ** 


Mr. MITCHELL. Lask unanimous consent to have read a very im- 


portant letter from a distinguished person relating to this subject, 
to make public record of the fact. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution ? 


Mr. HARRIS. There is. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I did not understand objection to be made to the 
readin, = the letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reading of 


* 2 
r. HARRIS. There is. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, . 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 

riations. 

r. HARRIS, from the Committee on Epidemie Diseases, reported 
an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MCPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PENDLETON submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WILLIAMS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

SEDATE P, MARTIN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2262) granting a pension 
to Sedate P. Martin, which was to strike out all after the word ‘‘ pen- 
sion-roll’’ in line 3 down to and including the word pensions in 
line 4. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the words to be stricken out be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill had better be read as it 
would stand if amended. : 

The CHIEF CLERK. If the amendment be agreed to, the bill will read: 

Be itenacted, d c., That the Secreta: y of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the m-roll, su! to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of . Martin, a private in Com- 
pany B, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Ilinois Volunteers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is before the Senate. 

Mr. JACKSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. : S 
The motion was agreed to. 

MRS. CORDELIA BRAINERD THOMAS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of tatives to the bill (S. 2316) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas, which was, in line 10, tostrike out 
the word ‘‘fifty’’ and to insert twenty; so as to read: 


And to from and after the passage of this act, during her widowhood, 
the sum of’ $20 a month. 8 * 


Mr. JACKSON. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions: : 

A bill (H. R. 603) 

A bill 

bill 


ion to Mary J. Dickson. 
read twice by their titles, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 

A bill (H. R. 8277) to remove the political disabilities of J. Taylor 
Wood, of Louisiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 8278) to remove the political disabilities of Thomas R. 
Ware, of Virginia. 

, MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in some and non-con- 
curred in other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8138) mak- 
ing appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, asked a confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND of Illinois, Mr. W. 8. 
HoLMAN of Indiana, and Mr. R. G. Horr of Michigan managers of 
the conference on the part of the House. 

SAINT PAUL AND SIOUX CITY RAILROAD LANDS. 


Mr. WILSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill No. 7299, Order of Business 1071. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 1071, being 


the bill (H. R. 7299) forfeiting a part of certain lands ted to the 
State of Iowa to aid in the construction of railroads in that State, and 
for other 

Mr. Mc AN. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to make an inquiry. 
I ask if that is a bill forfeiting lands granted to the State of Iowa for 
railroad p ? 

The P ESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senate will not consider such a bill 
now. That will require great discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from lowa. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. This is a matter something like the Des Moines land- 
grant bill in some respects, It relates toa complicated subject and will 
require a very continuous and extensive debate. It affects important 
rights, individual rights, on which I understand the committee were 
divided. I think we onght not to be asked to legislate on matters of 
this kind at this period of the session. The other matters which the 
Senate has made special ordeis, which it has assigned to be taken up, are 

ing laid aside, there is not sufficient time for considerate 
legislation on the subjects; and it seems to me that in these last three 
days of the session the Senate ought not to be asked to give special 
consideration out of order to matters of this kind. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say, with the consent of the Senate of 


course—— 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Alabama asks leave 
to be heard upon this question. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. MORGAN. This case differs from the Des Moines case entirely. 
I think no member of the Committee on Public Lands has any doubt 
at all that this case is within the jurisdiction of the courts and that 
nothing remains to be done but to adjust the jurisdiction, and that in 
doing so and in subjecting this case now to the consideration of the 
courts we shall save very much such trouble and imbroglio as there is 
about the Des Moines case. I believe that no more rightful or neces- 
cy keener ion can take place than for the Senate to consider and pass 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to be 
allowed to make one or two remarks in regard to this matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
leave to be heard on this question. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This bill involves the right of the State of Iowa 
and of a railroad company under a grant from the State of Iowa to certain 
lands appropriated by the State to the building of a railroad. The se- 
eurities of the railroad company are in the hands of le throughout 
this country, based for their payment on these lands. They are in the 
hands of widows and orphans in different portions of the country, and in 
the possession of trustees, constituting trust funds for the wards of trust- 
ees and guardians. It seems to me that to attempt to consider this bill 
at this stage of the session under the circumstances in which we are 
placed now, with great oP iaon bills coming constantly to the at- 
tention of the Senate, would be very unwise, and great injustice would 
be done to private rights and to public interest. I hope the Senate 
will not take up the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent to submit an observation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks leave to 
be heard on this question. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON. If this case involves the element stated by the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota, then one result follows, and that is that the rail- 
road 22 having claims under the grant in question has perpetrated 
a gross fraud upon the parties referred to by the Senator from Min- 
nesota. 

This case is one of very great importance to a section of the State of 
Iowa. It involves a controversy covering about 85,000 acres of land. 
That controversy involves the rights of the State of Iowa, the rights of 
the United States, and the rights of persons settled upon these lands. 
Instead of endeavoring to determine by legislative e what rights 
these various parties have, the bill proposes to send the entire question 
involved to the circuit court of the United States in order that all these 
elements may be resolved judicially; and until some such course is 
taken, some snch remedy applied, that section of country and this great 
body of land will simply be covered by titles questioned and clouded, 
and concerning which there should be no doubt whatever left. 

Now, therefore, and inasmuch as this bill has waited through months 
and months, I ask that the Senate will give a little time to its consid- 

‘eration and that it may become a law. There is no more important sub- 


ject for Congress to consider and to resolve than one which relates to 
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the titles to land upon which people are ing their homes, and there- 
fore I ask that this bill may be considered at this time. 
Mr. McMILLAN, I ask unanimous consent to make a further sug- 


on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent to be heard on this question. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. $ 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator from Iowa says that the question of 
the titles of settlers on the public lands is involved in this question, It 
is conceded that the lands along the line of this road had been withdrawn 
from market and had not been subject to settlement as public land at 
any time since the grant was made, and that the parties who are en- 
deavoring to be benefited by this bill had no right whatever to go upon 
these lands. They had no right to make settlement there; but this 
bill recognizes their right to the extent that they are permitted to ap- 
pear as proper settlers on these lands to raise questions of title which 
they suggest in regard to this grant. 

The lands have not been patented to the company because a contest 
arose between two railroad companies as to which compary should re- 
ceive the patent to the lands, they both entering the same territory 
within which these lands lie. The case is one, it seems tome, in which 
there can be no question of bona fide settlers upon the public lands of 
the United States, because they are there as trespassers instead of being 
there under the laws of the United States. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 1 o'clock having ar- 
rived it becomes the duty of the Chair to place before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the bill (S. 498) granting a pension to 
Letitia Tyler Semple. 

Mr. W. N. I move that that be laid aside, and that the Senate 
proceed to consider the bill stated in my former motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 498 is before the Senate, 
the question being on its passage, pending which the Senator from Iowa 
moves to proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7299) forſeit- 
ing a part of certain lands granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the 
construction of railroads in that State, and for other purposes. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. WILSON called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (when Mr. SAWYER’8s name was 
called). My colleague [Mr. SAWYER] is paired for the day with the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
28, pays 20; as follows: 


YEAS—28, 
Allison Groo! Ken: Pugh, 
SPE BE eee Le 
er, i ey, an Wyck, 
Camden, — — Mitchell, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Mo: Voorhees, 
Conger, Hill, Pendleton, Walker, 
Gar! 5 Jackson, Plumb, Wilson. 
NAYS—20. 
Blair, Dolph. MeMillan, Pike, 
Cameron of Wis, Edmun Manderson, Platt. 

x Hoar, of N. V., Riddleberger, 
Cullom, Ingalls, Morrill, Sabin, 
Dawes, Lap! F r, Williams, 

ABSENT—238, 

Aldrich, Colquitt, Hawley, Miller of Cal., 
Beck, Fair, onas, Ransom, 
Bowen, Farley, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Frye, Jones of Nevada, Sawyer, 
Call, George, Lamar, Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Gibson, Logan, Sherman, 

ke, Gorman, Mahone, Slater. 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7299) forfeiting a part of 
certain lands granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction 
of railroads in that State, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert; 


That jurisdiction is bro $ conferred on the circuit court of the United States 
for the northern district of Iowa to hear and determine any controversy of 
either a legal or equitable nature that may exist between the United States and 
the State of ows, or any corporation or person who claims any lands under the 
la ws of said State or of the United States, by reason of an act of Congress entitled 
An act for a grant of lands to the State of Iowa, in alternate sections, to aid in 
the construction of a railroad in said State,” approved May 12, 1864, concerni: 
such of said lands as have been patented to the State of Iowa for the use and 
benefit of the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad Com y, and have not been 
by said State conveyed to said railroad company, the United States hereby as- 
serting its reversionary right to all of said lands, or so much thereof as shall be 
found to have been patented in excess of the amount of land earned by said 
company, in compliance with the act of Co: aforesaid, and hereby resumes 
possession of the same, subject to the conditions hereinafter named. 

Sec. 2. That the district attorney of the United States for the northern district 
of Iowa, under the direction of the Attorney-General, shall bring suit at law or 
in equity in the circuit court for said district against any persons or corpora- 
tions who are claiming the ownership of the lands granted in said act to the 
State of Iowa and by said State withheld as aforesaid, so as to fully ascertain 
and settle all questions as to the interest of the United States in said 3 and 
my persons — 8 6 pay of rye . the State 

owa, or by reason of the foresaid, and who are 
ce „ FFF 


or proper 
— — Sabi ions to be made, under the laws and rules of court, to bring in 
non-resident defendants as parties to the suit, 


Sec. 3. That the State of I or any corporation or person not made a part 
defendant in such suit, may petition the court to be admitted as a party defend- 
ant in, and may set up any interest such defendant may have in the said 
lands, in such manner as court may direct, and have the judgment of the 
court upon the same. { 

Sec. 4. That the parties to such suit, respectively, shall have the a to re- 
vise the judgment or decree of the circuit court rendered therein in the 
Court of the United States, on writ of error or a , under the laws govern- 
ing ap; and writs of error in civil causes ed in the circuit courts of the 
Uni tes: 5 t such writ of error r sre is prosecuted wi 
six months from the date of the enrolling of the final decree in such cause; and 
said cause shall be advanced on the docket of the Supreme Court so as to be 
heard as speedily = other business of the court in which the United States 


try: ee ee in case any lands so decided to belong 
to the United States have been sold (not encumbered) by said railroad company, 
hased the same in good faith for the 


poses, the person or persons having purchased any of said 
8 ha right to the lands so pete 


n the proof . 

issue to the party or 
parties entitled thereto land, not exceeding one ion to any 
one purchaser as aforesaid. 

Sec. 6. That all actual, bona fide settlers n any of the lands hereby resumed 
and which may be d as aforesaid to belo: 1 
seas the proper qualifications under the gene land laws, and are in actual 
occupancy thereof at the date of the passage of the same, shall, for the purposes 
of this act, be considered as having entered upon thesame lawfully, and shall 
be treated as it at the date of their entry upon said land the same had been in 
fact subject to entry under existing laws; and in any p ing to perfect 
their titles the date of their actual 5 shall be considered as the date of 
entry: That such occupancy shall have been continuous; and such per- 
sons shall have preference in making formal entries at the land office to the ex- 
tent of such land as each of said settlers may occupy, not exceeding one quar- 
ter-section to each settler, and be entitled to enter under existing laws: 
vided further, That the of the Interior shall adopt rules to govern such 
terms of this act: and in case 


twelve months after the paes of th 
‘or 
id. 


entries not inconsistent with 55 
claims among all actual settlers, he shall,in deciding the same, give — 
erence to the one who may establish prior and continuous occupancy, — — 
of the date of entry at the local land office. 


Mr. PLUMB. If I can have the attention of the Senate for a few 
minutes, I will make a statement in regard to this case which I think 
will not be controverted so far as it is a statement of fact. 

In 1864 Congress mode a grant of land to aid in building a railroad 
from Saint Paul to Sioux City, the grant being to the State of Iowa, to 
be by the State of Iowa in turn given to such railroad company as the 
State might select for the accomplishmentof the purpose. Thedistance 
from the Iowa State line to the point where the railroad as constructed 
from Saint Paul strikes that line to Sioux City in Iowa is about eighty 
miles. On this line of road, and between the north line of the State of 
Iowa and Sioux City, is the town of Le Mars, distant 56.13 miles from 
the northern boundary ofthe State of Iowa. In the process of time, and 
within the time named in the grant of the General ‘Government, the 
Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad Company, which had been selected 
by the State for the purpose of building this railroad and to which the 
State had agreed to give the t as it was earned, built the railroad 
from the northern line of the State of Iowa to the town of Le Mars. 

At that point it found constructed or being constructed a railroad 
extending from Sioux City to the town of Le Mars and substantially 
parallel with the line on which this company had expected to construct 
its own road; and there the construction stopped, the company having 
built, as I said, under this grant and in pursuance of its charter from 
the State of Iowa 56.13 miles of railroad, for which it was entitled to, 
receive from the General Government through the State of Iowa land 
at the rate of ten sections a mile, or 6,400 acres for every mile of rail- 
road built. 

The original grant provided that this land should be patented to the 
State of Iowa as fast only as the governor of that State should certify, 
to the Secretary of the Interior that the road had been built in sections 
of ten miles; that is to say, whenever the governor certified that ten 
miles of railroad had been built the Secretary of the Interior was au- 
thorized to patent to the State of Iowa for the use of the railroad com- 
pany the requisite land at the rate of 6, 400 acres per mile. It was pro- 
vided in the grant also that if this land should not be found within the 
proper limits on each side of the road, then the company was to have 
the right to take lands or to have patented for its benefit the lands 
within twenty miles of the line of the road. 

The company built, as I said, 56.13 miles of railroad; and from time 
to time there were patented to the State for the benefit of the company 
lands amounting to 407,879.13 acres, being 87,879 acres more than the 
road was entitled to by reason of having built even sections of ten 
miles each. The company had built five sections of ten miles each, for 
which it was entitled to receive 320,000 acres of land; but by reason 
of a mistake in the Interior Department the amount of 407,879.13 
acres was patented to the State instead of the 320,000 acres which the 
State was entitled to have patented to it by the General Government. 

There is no question of the right of the railroad company to the 
320,000 acres of land, being 6,400 acres for each mile as it was con- 
structed up to the fiftieth mile-stone, leaving the only question to be 
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settled, as is now apparent, as to whether the railroad company is en- 
titled to land for the 6.13 miles that it built beyond the limits of the 
inven Seb arsed eae DY “eam of gaia Sone peatig Sea 
it were not s t, by reason of litigation now i ween 
this railroad company and another one crossing it substantially at right 
angles, the land should be divided within the common limits, which 
raises the point whether in the event of thiscompany losing any of the 
land heretofore patented toit itis entitled to indemnity by reason of such 
loss. Ifitsh eho deme of the fact that it lose about 25,000 
acres of land within these common limits, then that other question 
should be settled by the courts. These two propositions are of a kind 
which can notbe eee unless Congress is to give a new 
Ele because the right of the company attached under the grant orig- 

y made, and the construction of that grant should only be made by 
the courts; and the first and main question to be deci is, is the 
company entitled, by reason of the equity from the building of 
the 6.13 miles of railroad, to the lands as it w have been if it had 
gone on and completed theten-mile section? As I said, that brings up 
the construction of the act by which the grant was bad eng made, 
and that question can only be settled by the courts; and this bill pro- 
vides that that question, and also all other questions that arise in this 
case, shall be decided by the courts, and by the decision of the courts 
the United States of course, and all other persons in privity with it or 
holding under it, will be concluded, . 

It has been sought, and will be I have no doubt by amendments to be 

peas to this bill, to so construe the act of 1864 under which these 

were originally granted as to affirmatively give to the railroad 
company lands for all the road that it built beyond the last completed 
ten-mile section. That, however it may be viewed, is substantially a 
new grant. 

Mr, McMILLAN. Will the Senator state that position again, if he 
pleases? I did not hear it exactly. s 

Mr. PLUMB. I said it had been proposed, and would be again, as I 
believe, in the form of an amendment to the bill, to give to the railroad 
company land at the rate of ten sections per mile for the six miles and 
a fraction which had been built beyond the limits of the last ten-mile 
section; and while I am not going to say that there is any merit in that 
proposition, at the same-time I do say that it eee making a 
new grant, use if they are entitled to that now by reason of the 
old grant they can get the land; and if they can not, then the act which 
does propose it will be equivalent to giving them that which the law 
as it now stands does not give them; and that is, I understand, making 
a new grant to that extent, 

It has been sought to prejudice this bill by saying that it was in the 
interest of some men who, without any law or license, have gone as 
squatters upon these lands, seeking to obtain title to them under the 
general land laws of the United States, If that were so it would not 
prejudice the legislation in my mind at all, because if these lands are 

ublic lands there is no doubt of the perfect right of any citizen of the 
nited States to go upon them seeking to acquire title under the gen- 
eral land laws. If they are not, then all there is of it is that these men 
have made a mistake, of which, of course, they must take the conse- 
quences; but it does not militate against this bill in my mind that 
under the impression that has been created by the failure of this com- 
to build its road through to the terminus at Sioux City there are 
Lands a portion of the grant, which became subject to the operation of 
the general land laws, having reverted to the General Government, and 
therefore these people felt themselves included in the invitation which 
was extended by the general laws of the United States to all the citi- 
zens of the United States to go on the public lands for the purpose of 
acquiring homes thereon. 

But, Mr. President, aside from all question in regard to the settlers 
who may now be upon these lands is the question of the right and the 
duty of the General Government to assert its own power as the original 
proprietor of these lands and as the grantor to whom these lands, by 
reason of the failure to build the railroad, have reverted; and in this 
bill the Government only seeks to bring all questions in relation to 
this grant so far as they relate to the lands beyond the limits of the 
completed sections of ten miles before the courts, in order that not only 
the rights of the Government but the rights of the railroad company 
may be fully and finally decided, and decided, as I said before, in the 
only tribunal in which they can be decided. 

As I said before, there were patented to the State of Iowa by mis- 
adventure nearly 88,000 acres of land more than the company were en- 
titled to by a strict construction of the terms of the granting act. These 
lands the State of Iowa refused to patent to the railroad company. The 
Legislature of the State of Iowa, by an act passed a few years ago, pro- 
posed to surrender to the General Government a portion of these 
for the reason that the railroad company was not entitled to them; but 
while the order made by that law upon the governor was in the process 
of execution the railroad company, by an injunction obtained in a local 
court, sought to prevent, and has so far prevented, the governor from 
reconveying, according to the direction of the Legislature, any of these 
lands to the General Government. That question, therefore, is pend- 
ing upon this incidental proceeding in a State court in the State of 
Towa, a court practically without jurisdiction to settle the question 
that is at the bottom of this grant. 


In addition to that, the of the Interior, in a letter written 
some time ago, the fact there were lands which had been 
patented to the State of Iowa, withont 8 any opinion as to the 
quantity, which were public lands of the United States by operation of 
the law under which they were originally granted, because that law 
provided that if the railroad was not built according to the terms of 
the act so much of the lands as applied to the unearned portion should 
revert to the General Government. At once the question arises, what 

tion of these lands have reverted? Some of them have undoubtedly, 
— the railroad company can not claim land ſor more than the 6.13 
miles built, under any circumstances, and there will still be a fraction 
over which the Government to-day is the owner by reason of this rever- 
sionary clause of the original granting act, leaving only to be determined 
the question as to the extent of the lands and their location, and that 
can not be done by any authority short of the courts. 

Mr. President, it is idle for the railroad company to think for a mo- 
ment that it can ever acquire a single acre of land which it has not now 
got, unless it gets it by reason of just such a proceeding as is here con- 
templated. The Legislature of the State of Iowa never confer or 
authorize its executive to confer upon this railroad company a single 
acre of land not already patented to it. The General Government can 
not act directly under the law as it now stands in giving any land 
whatever to the company, because the law provides that all the land 
shall go to the State of Iowa, to be in turn patented according to the 
direc! and the discretion of that State to the railroad company en- 
titled to the same. 

Therefore, Mr. President, for the interest of the Government, which 
undoubtedly has title to some of these lands, for the purpose of settling 
Scighuat qantings ² ie the patpoin of tao eet ienei the 
original granting act, and the purpose o t 
only effective settlement of the claim of the railroad company, this pro- 
ceeding must be come to finally. 

There is another reason why not only the interests of the Government 
but those of the railroad company ireto require the settlement of 
this question in this way. The suit to which I have referred as pend- 
ing between this company and the Milwaukee and Saint Paul Com- 
pany, a company which succeeded to the land grant to build a railroad 
from Dubuque to Sioux City, and whose road crosses this road at right- 
angles, is now pending in the Supreme Court of the United States for 
hearin; 


g 3 

Mr. McMILLAN. Submitted to the court. 

Mr. PLUMB. If it shall result from that suit that a portion of the 
lands heretofore patented to this Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad 
Company go to the Milwaukee and Saint Paul Company, then, as I un- 
derstand the position of the Sioux City and Saint Paul Company, it is 
ready to claim that by reason of losing these lands within the common 
limits it will be entitled to indemnity for them, and there will be a 
question of about 35,000 or 40,000 acres of land to which it will set up 
aclaim, and which claim it can only enforce in the courts. Those per- 
sons who have gone on these lands—for a portion of them have been set- 
tled upon—are themselves willing and anxious that this bill shall pass. 
They recognize in this authority for a judicial the only 
method whereby there can be an authoritative decision of the question 
whether the lands on which they have settled are public lands or not. 
It is due to them, to the men who have gone upon the lands on the 
faith of the failure or refusal of the Legislature of the State of Iowa to 
order a patent to be made to the railroad company, for they thereby 
ascertained the fact that they had not been earned and were still public 
lands, and because of the fact that the Secretary of the Interior, in a let- 
ter which has been made public, decided that some portion of these 
lands which had been patented by the State of Iowa were public lands, 
and any man with a piece of and a pencil could determine the 
fact that some of these lands at were public lands, By reason of 
all these facts, I say this question ought to be sent to the courts. 

In addition to that, the counties in which they are located are inter- 
ested in the settlement of this matter, because in the present condition 
of things these lands are not subject to taxation. The naked legal right 
is in the State of Iowa, but it holds as trustee without benefit, and the 
lands can not be taxed while they remain in this condition. This un- 
settled condition of the title not only unfavorably affects the men who 
have settled upon the lands, but italso unfavorably affects the counties 
in which they arelocated. Theadministration of justice, the transaction 
of the county business can only be secured hy taxes levied on the property 
within its jurisdiction; and the financial interests of the whole Stateof 
Towa as well are affected, because if there were titles to these lands the 
State could levy upon them for necessary taxes for the administration 
of local and affairs. 

But besides all this there is the question of public peace, I may say. 
I do not say anything which is applicable alone to this locality when I 
declare that where there is no title to land there can never be stable gov- 
ernment; where there is no title to land there can be no public peace, 
no social order, practically no civilization. 

In addition to that, I think the railroad company itself has a greater 
interest, so far at least as money is concerned, in having this question 
disposed of now and in this way than any and all other persons what- 


soever. However much mistaken they may be, and however ample au- 
thority they may have given to the Senator from Minnesota to speak for 
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them in this particular and to obstruct the passage of the bill, Isay what 
I shall recur to from now on until this billshall become a law, if it shall 
fail to become a law at this session, that every day's delay is against the 
interest of the railroad company, and that they never can and never will 
get title to one single acre of land that they have not now got patented 
to them unless they get it as the result of the judgment of a court. 

I do not need to say here that Congress will make no new land grant. 
That goes without saying. I do not need to say here that while meas- 
ures of this kind are pending, while claims of this kind are open and 
subject to dispute, the State of lowa will never confer on this railroad 
company a single acre of land. The Senator from Iowa can say that 
for his State better than I, but I think I know about the senti- 
ment in that State to say that they will exercise no doubtful power for 
the purpose of conveying to this railroad company a single acre of land 
to which it is not entitled. i 

I may say, Mr. President, that when I first came to the examination 
of this question the bent of my mind was in favor of giving, if it could 
be done without affirmative legislation in any. way which did not seem 
to confer a new right, to the railroad company lands for the 6.13 miles 
of railroad beyond the limits of the last ten-mile section; but the longer 
the subject was considered in committee, the more reflection I gave to 
it, the more I was driven inevitably to the conclusion that it was a ques- 
tion for the courts, and that it was a question for no other tribunal, 
and that until it was settled there we should be confronted by it year 
after year as we have been by the Des Moines River case, until finally 
Skaeighit gat tote an bed adi e as that case has got into. That case is 
a solemn warning against any attempt to tinker by statute with rights 
that have from time to time grown up and attached to land, which 
rights can never be settled as they ought to be settled unless they are ad- 
judicated by the courts. For that reason I have given my unhesi- 
tating assent to this bill as a matter demanded by every private in- 
terest that relates to these lands in any way, shape, or form, and for 
the reason also that apparently here is a great publicinterest which can 
never be settled so well, so wisely, so in the interests of peace and of 
order and of harmony and of justice as it can be settled now. 

It will be said here that there are people who hold mortgages on these 
lands; and thatis 5 a posesa isthe „ 
land t; but this bill provides every n holding a 
„„„„CFFFFFPCCCCCCCTTT wars dank coe: 
can come into court and set up their rights in the premises and have 
them adjudicated as well; and I do not need to say to the Senate that 
no right could be conferred upon them by the act of the railroad com- 
pany which the railroad company did not have itself; and if the rail- 
road company has any rights, however slight, in these lands the courts 
will protect them as amply as it will protect those of the Government. 

Mr. HOAR. Where is that provision to which the Senator refers 
about the mortgagees going into court? 

Mr. PLUMB. If the Senator will read line 7 of the first section of 
the amendment he will find that it is provided: 


That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuit court of the United States 
for the northern district of Iowa to hear and determine om Respro pean ipa yw 


a legal 
Btate of Io orany tion or person who claims any lands under the laws 
toe TA Cakes, Oy voawen O an a080 Congress, &. 


Mr. HOAR. That would not permit the holder of a bond to come in. 

Mr. PLUMB. If he claimed an interest in the land, would it not? 

Mr. HOAR. I should doubt whether it would. The Senator can 
make it plain. : 

Mr. PLUMB. It can be made more ample. The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, with that vigilance which always i him here 
when the interests of his people or of his State are involved, is con- 
cerned about some people in the State of Massachusetts who hold bonds 
of the railroad company secured by mo upon these lands; but I 
ask him to say himself whether he believes can ever be any effect- 
ive settlement made of this question unless it is sent to the courts. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I might as well answer 
that now if he will allow me to do so, 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. All Iknowabout this case is that a gentleman, resident in 
Massachusetts, who was commended to me as a man of character and re- 
spectability—some of whose relatives I know,and I would infer from what 
I know of them what he is likely to be—called upon me with this story: 
He said that he and some others with whom he was interested held a 
considerable quantity—I think $800,000 was the entire interest—of 
mortgage bonds of a railroad company in Iowa, which, I suppose, is 
the railroad company named in this bill—I donot remember the name— 
the land having been mo: to a trustee and the trustee holding the 

for the benefit of the bondholders. They had not got any re- 
turn either in principal or interest on their bonds for many years, and 
their only security was these lands, the railroad company itself not be- 
ing responsible as a solvent debtor; that the railroad company had a 
grant of lands. 
y The next statement I am going to make I am not quite sure of, but 
the Senator will correct me if I state it wrong. I think the statement 
was that the company was entitled by the original charter to so much 
land for every mile it constructed; then a subsequent amendment to 


the charter stated that the patents should issue for so much land for 
every teu miles of road constructed. 

Mr. PLUMB. There isa mistake about that. 

Mr. HOAR. At any rate they were to have their patent for so many 
lands for every ten miles of road constructed. Thereupon another road 
was also constructed, with a conflicting land grant going side by side 
with this road to some extent and coming into it and crossing it at an 
angle; so that when this company constructed about six miles of the 
last ten miles that they were to construct the other road came 3 
it in the first place unnecessary for this company to have their 
completed, and in the next place making it impossible for them to get 
their land for the road they did build. If there is any incorrectness in 
this statement I beg the Senator not to impute it to the incorrectness 
of the statement of the man who made it to me, but to the imperfection 
of my memory, because, not supposing the bill would come up at this 
Congress, I have given it no further attention and the matter is a little 
vague in my memory. If I have got it wrong, I hope the Senator will 
not impute it to the gentleman who made the statement to me. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think that there is anything to be mistaken 
about the facts of this case. 

Mr. HOAR. If that is true that they have without their fault failed 
to build the remaining four miles of the ten, or whatever the distance 
is, the United States ought not certainly to pass a bill which would cer- 
tainly authorize a court to consider this matter of legal rightalone; for 
the technical title is now in the United States, open to public entry, 
ng inal the settlers who may choose to come in; and ially 
they d not say that everybody who has squatted upon the land shall 
be treated as if he were a bona fide settler at the time he went there. 
What they ought to do is, so far as is in the power of the United States, 
to grant the company the lands they are entitled to for the six miles. 
If the United States create a tribunal to determine the question, itseems 
to me the tribunal ought to be authorized to say what is the equitable 
or just or fair claim of these mo the bondholders, and credit- 
ors of the road to the land which had been earned by the building of 
the six miles. It should not be merely the naked question of w 
the United States have patented the lands, because nobody doubts that 
they have not patented the lands for that portion of the road. 

Mr. PLUMB. A portion of the Senator's statement is incorrect. I 
acquit the gentleman who made the statement of any design to mis- 
represent; but I have stated the case exactly as it was. I think the 
person alluded to is the same gentleman who came to me with a letter 
from a constituent of the Senator from Massachusetts whom I know 
very well, and who I know would not have given him a letter to me 
unless he was a person entirely worthy of credit. But there is no mis- 
take about the facts in the case, and there can not be any. Itisa 
question simply as to what rule should be applied to the facts as they 
are known to exist. There was no amendment of the original act, and 
it was provided in the original act in the terms which I shall read: 


That the lands hereby ted shall be disposed of by said State for the pur- 
poses aforesaid only, in manner following, namely: When the governor of 
said State shall to the Secretary of the Interior that any section of ten 


consecutive miles of either of said roads— 


The two roads embraced in the act— 


is completed in a good, substantial, and workmanlike manner, as a 
3 the i 


tify that another section of ten consecutive „ been com 
aforesaid, then the Secretary of the Interior shall issue patents to 
like manner for a like number. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there not a previous statement that there should be 
granted so much for every mile ? 

Mr. PLUMB. The act proceeds: 

And when certificates of the completion of additional sections of ten consecu- 
tive miles of either of said roads are from time to time mad aforesaid, addi- 
enact venus eer ae eee cea eee 

m are com; wi whole o 
ented to the State for the aforesaid and none other. g -= 


Then there is a further provision that if the road is not made at the 
proper time the State of Iowa may have the benefit of eee Para 
grant upon some other railroad company; and if not completed i 
a certain period of time, then the whole grant, all that remains un- 
earned, shall revert to the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. If Iam not 3 the Senator, let me ask him 
for information, is not the matter of issuing a patent when ten miles 
are completed merely a matter of convenience? Of course a patent 
could not be issued for every half mile or mile. Is not the provision 
which makes the earning for every mile and waiting until they get ten 
miles done merely an incident of administration? 

Mr. PLUMB. There is some provision of the kind in the law. i 

Mr. HOAR. Does not the bill destroy in the railroad company the 
benefit of that provision? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all; but it leaves to the court to decide what 
the legal effect of the provision was. If the Senator will read the bill 
and look at the committee’s amendment he will find in line 5 that the 
court is to determine any controversy of either a legal or equitable 
nature. x 

Mr. HOAR. Would theSenator then object to have the billamended 


aa 
State in 
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by distinctly, in — giving to the court the power to determine 
whether the building of any portion less than ten miles gave the rail- 
wee 3 7 idog it Eua the circumstances an equitable right 


Mr, MORGAN. I will suggest to the Senator from Massachu- 


setts— 

Mr. PLUMB. Let me proceed. In the first place, I am reading the 
act. I read it before, but was not quite familiar with its terms. Iam 

to say now that I do not in it, and I do not think there 
is in it, any provision that the company shall have so much per mile. 
The first section contains a general grant, in these terms; 
That there be, and is hereby, granted to the State of Iowa 
I omit certain formalities which follow— 
alternate section of land designated by odd numbers for ten sections in 
on each side of said roads. 

Not ten sections per mile, or an of that kind. But in case it 
shall appear that the | United States have, when the lines of road 
are located, made a aches eee the lands, then 
the grantee shall be entitled emnity. That is the age grant- 
ing clause, and the application of that is made in the fourth section, 
which I have just 5 

Even admitting what the Senator says, we are 2 this question 
to the courts to decide upon the legal and equitable right of the com- 
pany or of anybody else who claims these lands. That i is all there is 
about it. I take it that with as much concern as the Senator has for 
his constituents, or anybody else who may be interested in the result 
of this litigation, he would not say that men who have money enough 
to build a who have sense enough to put that money into 
ee building the railroad, who built the railroad upon the 

of this act of Congress, should not be required to stand or fall by 
what they did in pursuance of the act of could have 
built ten miles farther and had a tenth section completed and have got 
their land grant for building that ten-mile section, They chose not to 
do it. The Government was that they should build not only 
that much but build all the rest of the Whe up to the final 
terminus. said, ‘‘ No; we will stop here at this point, where we 
find another railroad’ built up to it; we can make arrangements with 
them to get to Sioux City, the south terminus of the road.” They did 
stop there. They are there yet. They do nee pv pose to build any 
farther. The time has gone by when they co egally build any 
farther; and I take it that the Senator himself out of no consideration 
for these people, personally or otherwise, would propose that we should 
pr to them something which we can no longer give to them. - What 
wants and what I want is that this law shall be construed in the 
and that the courts shall say whether the company was entitled 
to lands within the 6.13 miles or not. That I think the bill does; but 
if the Senator can provide ways more ample, direction more complete 
to accomplish this object, I him to it. 

Mr. President, Iam not willing that this question shall go to the 
courts with any direction except to do what the law requires to be done 
as it now stan I am not willing to have these people go there with 
a new assertion on the part of the Government as to what originally 
was contemplated in the act under which they built their railroad, be- 
cause if we open that door, and something now is to be added or some- 
thing to be subtracted for the benefit of anybody, a lot of questions will 
come to the front that I fear will make this grant of very little avail to 
these people, their patents to the contrary notwithstandi 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Mr, President, the Senator from * (Mr. 
PLUMB], the chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, who reported 
the bill, understands some of the facts of the case, and has stated them, 
so far as he has stated them, in the main correctly. The grantof lands 
in this case was not for building a railroad from Saint Paul to Sioux 
City. The grant was to the State of Iowa, and the State of Iowa granted 
certain of those lands to the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad Com- 
pany 1 5 the construction of a road from Sioux City to the Minnesota 

tate line. 

Mr. PLUMB. 
statement of fact. 


I know the Senator does not design to make any mis- 


Mr. McMILLAN, Certainly not. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think we agree upon all the facts, but differ simply 
as to what was done. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I was calling attention to the fact that the act 
making the grant of land was to the State of Iowa for the purpose of 
Lee ie a railroad running from Sioux City to the Minnesota State 


Mr. PLUMB. That is precisely what I said. 
Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator said that the road was built under 
9 land for a railroad from Saint Paul to Sioux City. 
There was another grant for the purpose of building 
it from Saint Paul to the Minnesota lin 
Mr. MCMILLAN. Not at that Gna: 


Mr. PLUMB. But the lands on that part of the line are not in con- 


Mr. McMILLAN. Iwas just calling the attention of the Senator 
to the fact that so far as he is familiar with the facts he has stated 
them in the main correctly. 


Mr. PLUMB. Does the Senator say that the other fact is material? 
Mr. McMILLAN. It is in this connection, as I wish to show. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think itis. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That merely illustrates the fact that the Senator 


is not quite as familiar with the facts in the case as perhaps he might be. 


Mr. PLUMB. Thank you. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to ſrom the members of the Senate 
their serious and candid attention to this measure. If I am not mis- 
taken the proposition of the bill is in the name of a popular prejudice 
to do a great violence to public rights and to private rights. 

The efforts made to accomplish the of this bill are remark- 
able. It seems to me that the members of another branch of the Leg- 
islature of this nation have been more active in this measure than the 
members of this body. They are continually found upon this floor, they 
peaks been ay mla it constantly, ay are upon it now urging, pressing, 

this measure. I think the membersof the Commit- 
— izn on Publio Lands at 777... DA TAGA 
capable o rown counsels and rown gments 
in regard to any public measure which is brought before the Senate. 

Let me state, if I can, ee the facts in this case as 
they exist. Long before this land gran e State of Iowa Congress 
granted lands to the State of 8 to aid in the construction of 
an entire system of railroads within that State. One of the branches 
of that system extended from Saint Paul southwest to the Minnesota 
and Iowa State line. That road was constructed by a company organ- 
ized and incorporated under the laws of the State of Minnesota, and 
was known and designated as the Saint Paul and Sioux City 
Company. Their line of road extended from Saint Paul d the Iowa 
line, running directly southwest toward the Missouri River. 

The land granted to the State of Iowa for a road from Sioux City to 
the Iowa State line was the completion of a line from the southwestern 
terminus of the Saint Paul road to the Missouri River. Sioux City is 
on the bank of the Missouri River; Saint Paul is on the bank of the 
Mississippi River; and these two grants furnished a complete line of 
road from Saint Paul . that State southwest, continuous through 
the State of Iowa to the Missouri River, making a complete line of 
road, bringing the prairies of Northwestern 2 of Southeastern Da- 
kota, of Northeastern Nebraska, and the plains of Kansas, treeless and 
fit only for 6455 cultural lands, into direct communication, first with 
the waters of e Superior, then with the great pine regions of Min- 
nesota, giving to those portions of the country access to a market for 
Jumber and furnishing to them the building material which they needed 
for the construction of their homes upon the beautiful and yast prairies 
of that section of the country. 

It was for the purpose of giving such facilities to that country that this 
line of road was built. The men who formed the Saint Paul and Sioux 
City Company were not adventurers. They were not bondholders or 
rich capitalists of the East. They were men who had gone to the frontier. 
They had come to Minnesota; they had as settlers and business men 
there contributed their efforts, their enterprise, their integrity to build- 
ing up all that portion of country. Under my own observation I have 
seen an empire grow up in the State of Minnesota and in the north- 
western partion of the country. The men who entered into the Saint 
Paul and Sioux City Company were the men who contributed in large 
degree to that great object and have accomplished it nobly. 

They are residents still of that country, the greater numberof them, 
They have made whatever wealth they in their efforts to build 
up the country and to extend the business enterprises of all that region. 
They made the effort, and succeeded in extending these railroad facili- 
ties and in bringing to this prairie country all the advantages to which 
I have alluded. After going through w series of hardships and losses 
which I believe to be unequaled in the history of railroad enterprises, 
they succeeded in building the road as far as it is now compl 

‘After its completion, for a number of years in succession, Providence 
and all the elements seemed to be against theirsuccess. the har- 
vests were destroyed by drought. Then came the locusts, as the locusts 
in Egypt, to destroy, year after year, the crop which in the early sea- 
son promised to be fruitful and abundant. they labored on, season 
after season, harvest after harvest, enduring great losses; but they were 
firm in their purposes to accomplish this great enterprise, and with 
some aid from abroad they procured means which secured at last its 
yn poems 

Of course it was necessary under these circumstances to issue bonds 
and execute mortgages upon these lands. Large numbers of those 
bonds are held now in the State which I have the honor in part to rep- 
resent on this floor. They are held by widows and orphans there as 
well as by widows and orphans elsewhere throughout New England, 
throughout the financial centers of the East; and the only securities 
these people have for the payment of their bonds are the lands which 

this railroad company believe they honestly and fairly earned in ac- 
8 these great public enterprises. 

The company proceeded to build thislineofroad. They built, in con- 
nection with the road from Saint Paul to the Iowa line, the road from the 
Iowa line to the town of Le Mars, which is twenty-four miles from Sioux 
City. When they built their line to Le Mars they found that another 
land-grant railroad com pany, having a grant of land to build a road from 
Dubuque in Iowa to Sioux City, had built their line directly through 
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Le Mars and thence southwest in the direct line in which the Sioux 
City road extended would be built from Le Mars to Sioux City. When 
they reached Le Mars they ſound that line of road completed, and if 
they had built farther it would have been directly along the line of the 
Dubuque and Sioux City road, already built as a land-grant road and 
completed to Sioux City. : 

Under those circumstances this company did not believe they would 
be acting in good faith to the Government to proceed farther than Le 
Mars with the construction of their actual line. 

But they did not leave the people of that region without a compet- 
ing line of road over that portion of the route. They made arrange- 
ments with the McGregor road, by which they secured the right of way 
from Le Mars to Sioux City over that road, thus in all respects affordi 
competition over that ion of the road to the same extent that would 
have Been afforded they builttheirownroad. At the southwestern 
terminus of the road in Sioux City they secured all the terminal facili- 
ties for their own road that they would have done if they had built the 
intervening portion between Le Mars and Sioux City, twenty-four miles, 
and they have invested large sums of money in the erection of depots, 
shops, and other terminal works at that place. They are not dependent 
upon the ere f road for their terminal facilities. They have built 
up and improved the town of Sioux City by these buildings and im- 
provements to a very large extent, and are entirely independent of this 
other road; so that the community through which it passes has all the 
benefit of a competing line. 

This company under those circumstances believed they were acting 
in good faith in refraining from building that portion of the line. They 
set up no claim for land for any portion of the road between Le Mars and 
Sioux City which they did not actually build. They might have ex- 

ed their money in building that portion of the road which would 
have entitled them to the lands, and yet have given to the people of 
Towa no greater railroad advantages than they now enjoy; but instead 
of that they used the money which might have secured them these ad- 
ditional lands in building other lines of road in Iowa and Nebraska for 
which no lands had been granted, but which give to the people of those 
States great advantages and contribute largely to the wealth and devel- 
opment of the resources of that region of the country. 

They were not idle, and that section of country is indebted to the 
Sioux City and Saint Paul Company for the benefits which they now 
possess in railroad facilities in different directions, for which no grant 
was made and for which no claim has ever been set up. The people of 
Iowa have been treated honestly and fairly in every sense by this com- 
pany, and it would be unjust and ungrateful in the Commonwealth of 
Iowa or in the people of that State to attempt to deprive it of one acre 
of land to which it may by any reasonable construction be entitled. 
These are not speculators who have gone in to rob a community; they 
are our own citizens, and men who are well known and respected by all 
whoknowthem. Some of the men originally interested in this road are 
dead and have left their estates to their widows and children, some of 
whom are living in my own city, who hold the bonds of this company 
which are by the lands embraced in this bill. 

In addition to the railroad from Dubuque to Sioux City there was an- 
other road, a land-grant road, authorized by from a point on 
the Mississippi River, at McGregor, running di y west, which crosses 
the Sioux City and Saint Paul road at right angles at the town of Shel- 
don, which is nearly half way between Sioux City and the Iowa State 
line. This McGregor road is now a part of the Milwaukee and Saint Paul 
system, owned by the Chicago, Milwaukee and Saint Paul Company. 
That road crossing the Sioux City road claims a portion of the lands 
through which it passes and which are conterminous with the line of the 
Sioux City and Saint Paul road. So these two roads crossing at that 
place claim this grant, both of them claiming the same lands. 

That dispute having arisen between these companies, the State of 
Iowa refused to patent the lands to either company. The State of Iowa 
had certiſied to the Sioux City aud Saint Paul road the lands lying north 
of those disputed lands, but these are lands lying midway between the 
Iowa line and Sioux City, conterminous with the Sioux City road. They 
are good agricultural lands. The patent had been issued by the Goy- 
ernment of the United States to the State of Iowa for all those lands, 
and the legal title is in the State of Iowa. The Government of the 
United States has no legal title whatever in them. It hasparted with 
its title by a patent. 

In regard to the lands which are in dispute between these two com- 
panies an action is pending in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and, as I am informed, has argued and is submitted to the Supreme 
Court, the determination of which will settle the title to these lands. 
That action will be determined by the court within a comparatively 
short Aeg The lands within the ten-mile limits must go to one or 
the i of these roads, whichever the court shall determine is entitled 
to them. 

The legal title of the United States having been divested by this grant 
and patent to the State of Iowa, the lands embraced in the bill under con- 
sideration were withdrawn from market, and were not open to settlement 
under the pre-emption or homestead laws. No person had a legal right 
to go upon the landsand claim the benefit of the pre-emption law or the 
homestead law of the United States. Every person who entered upon 
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the land was certainly a trespasser. They had no more right to enter 
upon those lands and attempt to make a settlement than the men who 
have attem to go the territory known as Oklahoma. The 
Government of the United States has commanded her armies to pre- 
vent any American citizen from entering upon that land, and no more 
had these settlers a right to enter upon this land. 

Yet having gone upon these lands because they were not certified to 
the railroad company and because the company had not constructed a 
portion of its line to which I have referred, these parties now claim that 
they are settlers upon the public lands, and that if any portion of the 
land grant of the Sioux City road had not been earned in time the lands 
to be forfeited must be the lands which lie conterminous with the com- 
pleted line of the road, because all the lands which are embraced in the 
settlements of these parties lie along the line of the completed road, 
and that portion of it was compl to Le Mars within the time au- 
thorized by law. 

The Senator from Kansas, the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, says there can be no relief to the company by granting them 
an allowance of lands for the portion of the road six miles and a quar- 
ter from Le Mars without making a new grant. The Senator seemed 
to rely very much upon the point of making a new grant. Iam not 
aware that it would be any greater violation of right to make a change 
in the law which would permit a railroad company to have lands to 
which it is equitably entitled than it would be to ize the settlement 
of persons who have gone upon the land assettlers under the homestead 
or pre-emption law when they had no right to doso. To grant to them 
the right to acquire a settlement is certainly a change of the law. 

The bill proposes to relieve these settlers by making that change. 
It requires the courts to ize them as having a right to settle upon 
these lands when under the existing law they had no such right. To 
grant to the Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad Company the allow- 
ance of lands set apart by the grant of lands for the six and one-fourth 
miles northeast of Le Mars would not be making a new grant. The 
grant of lands to Iowa was a complete grant, an entire grant, but in 
determining the mode of certifying the lands to the company by the 
State of Iowa it was provided that the patent should only issue when 
ten consecutive miles of road were completed. The grant in this case 
is contained in the act approved May 12, 1864. 

As I stated before, this was a grant of land of ten sections for each 
mile of road along this line of road from Sioux City to the northern 
line of Iowa. That I claim is a grant of the lands. In respect of the 
title to the land, it vested in the company under that general grant to 
the State of Iowa under the first section of the act of Congress and the 

t from the State to the company. The fourth section of the act of 
mgress prescribes the manner in which the land shall be certified to 
the railroad company. The regulation prescribed by that section was 
that the lands should be certified upon the completion of each ten con- 
secutive miles of the road. Under that provision five ten-mile sections 
extended from the Iowa line to within about six miles of Le Mars. 
The remaining six miles and a fraction to Le Marg was, of course, not a 
complete ten-mile section, and no lands have been certified to the 
company for that portion of the road. 

To authorize the company to receive the legal title to the proportion- 
ate quantity of lands for those six miles of completed road would not 
be, as the Senator from Kansas argues, a new grant. The grant has al- 
ready been made, and they are entitled to the land if they complete 
the road. The change removing the restriction to the certifying of 
lands to the company except upon the completion of ten miles of road 
would only be a change of the section which prescribes the mode in 
which the naked legal title to the lands shall be certified to the com- 
pany. It would not be a new grant. 

So there is no difficulty whatever in removing that restriction. They 
get but the portion of land to which they would be entitled for building 
each mile of the road, and not for any more road than is actually con- 
structed. The Senate can do no less, itseems to me, than to adopt such 
an amendment as that. 

I shall offer and move the adoption by the Senate of an amendment 
to the bill as reported from the Committee on Public Lands. I shall 
move to strike out of the first section of the substitute all after the 
word company in line 14 to the word the in line 16, and to in- 
sert in lieu thereof the following: 


Except such of said lands as lie opposite to and conterminous with the con- 
structed road of said company built within the time limited by said grantin 
act, and such of said lands as have been certified or conveyed to said rail 
company. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had a joint resolution (H. R. 
341) to authorize the printing of 50,000 copies of the second annual re- 
port of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the year 1885; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate to print the report of the National 
Academy of Sciences for 1884, with its appendices. 

The message further announced that the House had a concur- 
rent resolution for the printing of the report of the Director of the Mint 


“ 
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on the production of the precious metals in the United States for the 
year 1884. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


VCC 
the enrolled bill (S. 66) providing for tment of lands in severalty 
to the Indians upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of 
Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS ACT. 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. Smith, of the document-room, informs me that the 
number of copies printed of the act to provide for the ascertainment of 
the claims of American citizens for iations committed by the French 
prior to the Ist day of July, 1801, is entirely exhausted, and that there 
is a large number of letters on file asking forcopies. I ask unanimous 
consent to submit a resolution providing that a thousand additional 
copies of the act may be printed, and that it may be done without refer- 
ence to the Committee on Prin 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
Senator from Maine asks leave at this time tosubmit a resolution. If 
there be no objection it will be received and read. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


That there be printed for the files of the Senate document-room 1,000 
addit co) of public act No, 13, “An act to provide for the ascertainment 
of claims of can citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior 


to the 3ist day of July, 1801,” approved January 20, 1885, 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 
PRIVILEGES OF THE FLOOR. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the rule of the Senate 
shall be so construed as to admit members-elect of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the floor. That has always been the practical construction 
of the rule, and it is a courtesy which I am sure the Senate would like 
to extend to the members of the other House. The doorkeepers do not 
understand that they are authorized to admit members-elect. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenate has heard the request made 
by the Senator from Massachusetts. Is there objection? The Chair 
hearing none, the request will be considered as granted. 


PUBLIC BUILDING BILLS. 


Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do. 

Mr. MAHONE. I ask the Senate to take up at this time House bill 


870. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection the bill will 
be read for information. 

Mr. WILSON. There is objection if it tends to interfere with the 


lar order. 
as, MAHONE. There are a few House bills on the Calendar relat- 
ing to public buildings which it is necessary to have passed at this 
time in order that the Committee on Appropriations may be advised as 
to the necessity of certain appropriations. : 

Mr. KENNA. It will require only a few minutes to dispose of 
them. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Let the pending order be laid aside 
temporarily. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to laying aside 
temporarily the existing order? If not, the Senator from Virginia 
will be recognized. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ABERDEEN. 

Mr. MAHONE. I move that the Senate take up House bill 870. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I suggest to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. MAHONE. I will ask unanimous consent that the bill be 
taken up. 

By 9 consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 870) to provide for the erection 
a public building at Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a United 
States court, and for United States internal-revenue officials, and for 
other Government pi 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT READING. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. 
R. 3593) for the erection of a public building at Chicago, III. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I should like to have the bills taken 
up in their order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Yes; let them be taken up in the 
order in which they are on the Calendar. 

Mr. MAHONE. Allright. Then I ask unanimous consent to take 
up the bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a public building at Read- 


ing, Pa. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CLARKSBURG, W. VA. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the construction of a 
court-house and post-office at W. Va. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WICHITA, KANS. 8 

Mr. MAHONE. Lask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2123) for the erection of a publie building at 
Wichita, Kans. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PORT TOWNSEND, WASH. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask unanimous consent to to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 2949) for the erection of a public building at 
Port Townsend, Wash. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT AUBURN, N. Y. 

Mr. MAHONE. Lask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 3343) for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Auburn, N. Y. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHICAGO. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consid- 
praia of ee bill (H. R. 3593) for the erection of a public building at 

icago, III. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 441) for the completion ofa public 
building at Council Bluffs, Iowa, reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3735) granting a pension to Mary A. Grennon; and 

A bill (S. 2668) granting a pension to John M. Milton. 

Mr. VAN WYCK, from the Committee on the Mississippi River, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 2667) making an appropriation for the 
5 of the Missouri River at or near Omaha, Nebr., and Coun- 
cil Bluffs, Iowa, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1873) for the relief of Edward Kraemer; and 

A bill (H. R. 7248) to increase the pension of Jane D. Brent. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, submitted an amendment intended 


of | to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which, 


with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted two amendments, intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. MAHONE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 


Mr. McPHERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation. bill; which, with the 


accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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PUBLIC BUILDING AT LOUISVILLE. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the consent of the Senate to proceed at this 
e eee , tere (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Mar- 

urner. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrison in the chair). Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. May I inquire if the bill in relation to the public 
building at Louisville was passed ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it has 
not been passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask the Senator from Tennessee to allow that 
bill to be passed now. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
withdraw his request? 

Mr. HARRIS. I withdraw the request if that is one of the public- 
building bills. 

Mr. MAHONE. I bora, had called up that bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFI The clerks inform the Chair that the 
bill has not been returned from the Printer. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I ask the Senate to to the consideration 
of the bill I have indicated. The Senator from Kentucky will have no 
aps in getting his bill up whenever it may come back from the Print- 
ing Office. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Tennessee to consider the bill (H. R. 2722) for the re- 
lief of Martha Turner? 

Mr. WILSON. If that is to interfere with the bill on which we have 
been proceeding this afternoon I shall have to object. 

Mr. HARRIS. In order that it should not interfere I ask unanimous 
consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee has asked 
ſor unanimous consent. ' 

Mr. WILSON. If it does not interfere with the regular order I do 
not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The bill in relation to the Louisville building is 
in the same position exactly as the other publie-building bills we have 


passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that while the 
bill referred to a few moments ago has not been printed, the engrossed 
bill is now on the Secretary’s table. If it be the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate that bill can be considered. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I withdraw my request in order to allow the 
Senate to to the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. MAHONE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 4067) to change the limit of ap- 
propriations for the public building at Louisville, Ky. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole 
proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA TURNER. 


Mr. HARRIS. Inow renew my request for unanimous consent to con- 
pasar efi H. R. 2722) ber eee een Turner, and I will 
say that if it to any te beyo reading of the report I 
shall not insist upon continuing its consideration. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Chair understood that unanimous 
consent was given to proceed to the consideration of the bill referred to 
by the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I hope the bill will be read. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Theconfusion now is evidently so great, and there 
is so much business here that requires to be done, and which ought to 
Do dona; ber cing eee ee alas bee spe wa! yes 
question which is up for discussion on the railroad bill. I have 
been interrupted several times, giving way to Senators, and I see the 
necessity of doing so. I move that the further consideration of the bill 
be until $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Minnesota that unanimous consent has been given to the consid- 
eration of the bill referred to by the Senator from Tennessee. - 

Mr. MCMILLAN. Then I will wait until that is disposed of. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Martha Turner. It proposes to 
pay to Martha Turner, widow and beneficiary of John Turner, late: of 


nion County, Tennessee, $2,000, in full payment for the services of | T. 


her husband in piloting and conducting recruits from the confederate 
to the Union lines during the late war. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. HARRIS. There is. 

Mr. PLATT. _ I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that there isa 
report, which will be read. : 

Mr. PLATT. Inasmuch as I desire to hear the reading of the 
1 should like to have the Senate in such a condition that I can hear it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will request Senators and 
others on the floor of the Senate to cease conversation, Senators will 
resume their seats. 

Mr. HARRIS. I would ask the attention of the Senate to the re- 
port of the Senator from New Hampshire upon this bill. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr, PIKE 
January 29, 1885: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.2722) for the 
considered the make the following re- 


relief of Martha Turner, having same, 


rt: 
hat John Turner, sr., late of Union County, Tennessee, petitioned the 
first Congress to allow him $2,000 in full for his services rendered in 
recruits from with 


guiding 

all moneys e by him while thus engaged; that thi 

he performed this service was the mountainous ions of East 
Southern and Eastern Kent 
the deceased Turner's know 
the country generally he was of great service to the Union cause by so piloting 
large numbers of refugees and recruits over the mountains tothe Federal Arm 
at various points in Kentucky; that in doing this he experienced great sae 
ships and many privations: that the testimony of several commissioned officers 
and many private citizens, in connection with other papers filed, shows that the 
said Turner commenced jot! recruits, as above about 
the 1st of January, 1862, and continued the same for all the time till about Sep- 
tember 1, 1863, making full twenty months; that his services, as 

six commissioned officers of the Federal Army and six 


t to be 
which is the sum he claims; and that in addition to he was captured 
imprisoned for some time by the confederates on account of his Union senti- 


ments. 

On the 18th of June, 1870, a bill passed the House of Representatives appropri- 
ating the petitioner the amount he claimed, but the bill was not reached in the 
Senate during that Congress and failed to become a law. 

lature of the State of Tennessee, fully recognizing the loyalty and 
devotion of the said Turner during the war, and the great services he had ren- 
dered the Government of the Un States, in November, passed a joint 
resolution directing their Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
if ible, an appropriation sufficient to recompense him for the hards ips and 
privations endured and services rendered the Government. 

It also a upon the evidence that neither the said Turner nor any of his 
representatives have ever been paid anything for these services or the money 
expended while acting as a pilot to the Federal lines. It also apy that he 
was requested by several o! of the Federal Army to recruit for them, and 
was promised $2.50 for each recruit, and it further a that at this price the 
amount his due would exceed the $2,000 claimed by 

This bill is for the benefit of Martha Turner, the widow of the original claim- 
ant, John Turner. His children and all interested have waived all claim against 


the Government, reaps ps that whatever allowance is made be given the 
widow, in ber name for her sole benefit. 
Your committee therefore recommend that the bill pass, 


Mr. PIKE. It became my duty to investigate this bill and make 

this report. Ithink it is a very just claim and ought long ago to have 
been paid. I hope the Senate will pass the bill. 
Mr. DOLPH. I do not think the original claimant in this case ever 
had any just claim against the United States. Ifthe parties who em- 
ployed him to perform the service, which heis alleged to have rendered, 
had authority to employ him, they had authority to pay him. If he 
has any claim at all I think it is against the State of Tennessee before 
that State is reimbursed by the General Government. I can not dis- 
tinguish it from other claims of a similar nature which kave been re- 
jected by the Committee on Claims, I did not agree to the report of 
the committee and I can not vote for the bill. 

Mr. PIKE. This claim has been considered by half a dozen commit- 
tees of this body and the other, and every one of them has reported fa- 
vorably. It passed the House once before. The service of this man 
was in enlisting men in Tennessee and taking them to Kentucky, and 
he was agreed to be paid by the officers a certain sum. It was not for 
soldiers secured in the State in which he secured the soldiers, but in 
another, and therefore was nota proper claim against the State of Ten- 
nessee. 


Mr. HARRIS. I desire to add to the remarks of the Senator from 
New Hampshire that if the State of Tennessee had paid this man for 
his services, they being of the character they were, it is just that char- 
acter of claim which the State would have been reimbursed by the Fed- 
eral Treasury for themoney so paid. Hence I think there is no merit 
in the ion of the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. Justaword. Ithas been the uniform practice of the 
Senate to decline to pay claims of this kind until they have been assumed 
and paid by the States; and just the moment you make a precedent for 
the peroo: of such claims, we shall find all that classof claims where 
the State has not paid them presented to Congress for payment. This 
will be a precedent for them. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Oregon if we can with any 
propriety or justice insist on that rule in a State ina condition like 
‘ennessee, We could not expect such a State to assume or pay the 
claim. I understand this man recruited in Tennessee. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will answer the Senator from Massachusetts by say- 
ing that if this claimant was employed by the General Government he 
must have been employed by some officer arag authority to make a 
contract, and it would be a dangerous precedent, I think, for the United 
States to recognize contracts made by every military officer during the 
war and to pay the sum agreed to be paid by any officer. any eae 


who had authority to make a contract tor services had authority to pay 
for the services, and he could have done it, and we ought not to be called 
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m after twenty years to pay a claim which has not before been paid. 
presumption is against such a claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, and 
read the third time. 

Mr. DOLPH. I call for the yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 
are 1258 and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Understanding that the Senator from Florida 
[Mr. Joxxs] with whom I am paired would vote yea on this ques- 
tion, I vote yea.“ 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. PALMER] is temporarily absent 


Jam paired with 


at this time, and I have forgotten with whom he is 
The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 5; as follows: 
YEAS—3s8. 
Allison, Garland, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Blair, Gibson, MeMillan, Sherman, 
Bowen, Gorman, Mahone, Slater, 
Brown, Groome, Manderson, Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Hampton, ey, Van Wyck, 
Coke, —— Miller of N. X., — —.— 
Colquitt, awley, jams, 
Conger, Hoar, Wilson. 
Cullom, Ingalls, Pike, 
Frye, Jackson, Plumb, 
NAYS—5. 
Jonas, Pug Vest. 
Dolph, 5 
ABSENT-33. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Lamar. 
Bayard; Fair, Lapham, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Farley, 8 bury, 
Butler, George, NM. n, Sawyer, 
Call, Hale, Miller of Cal., ell, 
Camden, n, Morgan, 00) 
Cameron of Pa, IIInl. Palmer, 
Cockrell, . Jonesof Florida, Pendleton, 
Dawes, Kenna, Platt, 
So the bill was passed 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 


urposes á 
$ Mr. PLUMB. I movethat the Senate insist on its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the House and accede to the request of the House for a 
conference. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
whether the amendment in rd to the renting of premises for third- 
elass post-offices was con: in by the House or not. 

Mr. PLUMB. It was non-concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
ALLIsoN, and Mr. Beck were appointed. 


CAPT. VINCENT PHELPS. 


Mr. PLUMB. I should like to have unanimous consent to ask that 
the vote by which the bill (H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Capt. Vin- 
cent Phelps was indefinitely postponed yesterday be reconsidered. 
Since that time new evidence has been discovered which I think will 
cause favorable consideration by the Senate. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed may be 
reconsidered and the bill placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the vote of the Senate indefinitely poning the 
bill (H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Capt. Vincent Phelps be recon- 
sidered and the bill placed on the Calendar. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 


REFUND OF LUMBER DUTIES. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to call up 
Order of Business 1253, being House bill 6087, reported favorably from 
the Finance Committee. It will take but a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the Sena 


officers of customs, and before the same had entered into consumption. 
Is there objection to the pending order being informally laid aside for 
the consideration of this bill? 


Mr. WILSON. I will not object if it will not cause discussion, but 
if it will oceupy much time I shall insist on the regular order. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It will not take any time, I am sure. 
It is a favorable report of the Finance Committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection to laying 
aside informally the pending order for the consideration of the bil 
called up by the Senator from New York? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
House bill 6087. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that when the Senate adjourns this afternoon 
it adjourn to meet on Monday at 9 o’clock. I understand that is the 
desire of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that when the Basate adjourns to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next at 9 o’clock in the morning. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SARAH M. BISSELL. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate now proceed to consider House 
bill 6940, Order of Business 1300. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I suggest that the Senator ask unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr, WILSON. Do not displace the regular order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. House bill 6940. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from New Hampshire that the Chair believes that bill was acted on this 
morning. 

Mr. BLAIR. There was a close vote of the Senate which I moved 
to reconsider. I ask unanimous consent. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of a motion to 
reconsider. Is there objection? 

Several Senators objected. 


Mr. BLAIR. I make the motion to take it up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
aros bape the Senate proceed to ne f. K. 6040) f of the motion to re- 
consider the vote rejecting the bill (H. R. 6940 ting a ion to 
Sarah M. Bissell. jetaee Sie 

Mr. WILSON, 
bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will have the effect of displacing 
it, if the motion is 

Mr. WILSON, Then 
ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. BLAIR. I did ask unanimous consent and there was objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection was made, and then the 
Senator made his motion in form. 

Mr. WILSON. I hope the Senate will not take this wp to the dis- 
placement of the Jar order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not desire to do that; but this bill—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate is not in order without unan- 
imous consent. The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. [Putting the question.] The noes appear 
to have it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question now is on agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire, on which the yeasand 
nays have been ordered, to proceed to consider the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the passage of the bill (H. R. 6940) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah M. Bissell was refused. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. SAWYER. My pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY] is transferred to the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Con- 


What effect will that motion have on the pending 


to. 
I hope it will not be done. Let the Senator 


GER]. 
The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 22; as follows: 
YEAS—29. 
Aldrich, Cullom, yee Sawyer, 
Blair, Dawes, McMillan, erman, 
Bowen, Dolph, Mahon: Voorhees, 
Brown, Edmunds, Mitchel, Walker, 
Call, e, orrill, Williams. 
Cameron of Wis., Hawley, Pike, 
Chace, oar, Platt, 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Sabin, 
NAYS—22. 
Allison, Garland Maxey. Vi 
4 Groome, Morgan Van Wyck, 
Barr“ Plumb, Vest, 
Seeds H. e Wilson, 
Colqu Harriso rger, 
Fair, Jackson,” Slater, 
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ABSENT—25, 
Beck, Gorman, Lamar, Pendleton, 
Butler, Hale, ae: m, 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, MePherson, Saulsbury, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Manderson, Sewell. 
Farley, Jonas, Miller of Cal., 

Jones of Nevada, Miller of N. V., 

Gibson, Kenna, Palmer, 


So the motion was 

The PRESIDENT pro pene The bill is before the Senate, and 
the question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New 
. to reconsider the vote by which the Senate refused to pass 

e bil 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. PLUMB. Let the title of the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be read. 


The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 6940) granting a pension to Sarah 
M. Bissell.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


morion to reconsider the vote by which the Senate refused to pass the 
i 

The question being put, a division was called for. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Chair what is the precise question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The precise question is, Will the 
Senate agree to the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to re- 
consider the vote by which the Senate refused to pass the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. May I inquire of the Chair, is not a motion to recon- 
sider a question which is itself debatable under the rules? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It would have been so except for 
the new rules which expressly provide, the Chair is quite sure, that 
such a motion is not open to debate. The Chair will have the rule 
read if the Senator desires. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it settled. 

Mr. BLAIR. Do not let us take wp, time in this way 
X Mr. PLATT. If reconsidered, the bill will then be open to debate, 

suppose ? 

The PRESIDENT, NT: The Chair will read th hof 

e pro tempore.. e r will read the 0 
Rule XIII relating to this point. It is as follows: ie aia 
arsy motion to reconsider shall be decided by a majority vote, without de- 


The question is on agreeing to the motion of the Senator from New 
to reconsider the vote by which the Senate refused to pass 
the bill. 


Mr. INGALLS. May I inquire what was the question on which the 
yeas and nays were just taken? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On taking up the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. ‘faking up the bill, it having been defeated ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Taking up the motion to reconsider. 
The bill having been defeated the Senator from New Hampshire en- 
tered a motion to reconsider, and the question was on p to the 

m of the motion to reconsider, to which the Senate has 
agreed, and the question now is, therefore, whether the Senate will re- 
consider the vote refusing to pass the bill, on which the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

Mr. RRISON. I have left the Senator from Missouri [Mr, Cock- 
RELL] upon a conference committee to prepare the report, and paired 
with him. I announce my pair with him and withhold my vote. I 
do not know how he would vote. 

r ee ee I am paired with my colleague (Mr. SEWELL]. 

result was announced—yeas 30, nays 20; as follows: 


' YEAS—30, 
Aldrich Dawes, Pik 
Blair, | Dolph, Medlin, Platt, 
Bowen, Edmunds, Mahone, Sabin, 
Brown, Fair, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
1, Frye, Miller of N. V., Voorhees, 
Cameron of Wis., Gorman, Mitchell, Walker, 
* oar, Morgan, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Morrill, 
NAYS—20. 
Bayard Groome, Maxey, Slater, 
Camden, Ham in, Plumb, Vance, 
Coke, Harris, Pugh. Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, Jackson Riddleberger, Vest, 
Garland, Jonas, Sherman, Wilson, 
ABSENT—2. 
aes George, Jones of Nevada, Pendleton, 
Gibson, Kenna, Ransom, 
Better, Hale, Lamar, Sauls! 5 
Cameron of Pa., Harrison, 1 n, Sewell, 
Cockrell, Hawley b Williams, 
Conger, Hill, Manderson, 
Farley, Ingalls, mer, 
So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs, Shall the bill 
9 
Mr. BLAIR. ILonly want to say a word. Of all the cases that have 


ever come to my knowledge where an increase from $30 to $50 has been 


made by statute, this is the most pressing and the mostworthy. Bya 
very close vote this morning the Senate refused to pass this bill. The 
Senate was very thin at the time, and now I have nothing to say only 
that I hope the bill will pass. 

Mr. CAMDEN. Mr. President, I move to amend the bill by strik- 
ing out „fifty“ and inserting thirty.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A motion to amend is not now in 
order, the bill having been read the third time, and the question being 
on the of the bill. 

Mr. EN. Then I will state to the Senate that this application 
comes before us without having been submitted to the Pension Office. 
The Senate Committee on Pensions have no means of determining 
whether a pension should be granted or not. We have no means of 
getting the evidence. It is here against the unanimous rule adopted 
by the Committee on Pensions, which is not to consider a claim before 
that committee until the case has first been submitted to the Pension 
Office and the evidence presented there and the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions had upon the case. This case is brought directly 
before Congress without going to the Pension Office at all and has been 
submitted to the Committee on Pensions, and in accordance with the 
unanimous rule of the Committee on Pensions it is presented to the 
Senate on an adverse report. 

The highest pension that the claimant would be entitled to under the 
law is $30 a month, if she shows that she is entitled to a pension at all. 
It is admitted by the Senator from New Hampshire that the officer was 
placed on the retired-list. about ten years before his death; and there is 
no evidence whatever before the Senate that he died from any disease 
contracted in the service or for any other cause thanold age. And yet 
the Senate is not only asked, without any knowledge of the facts in 
this case, to grant a pension to the claimant, but it is asked to increase 
the pension allowed by law to nearly double its amount, from $30 up 
to $50 per month. 

If we are to have any rules for the granting of pensions at all appli- 
cable to all cases alike, there must be some limit to the informal way in 
which pension bp ps are considered, as this is now being considered by - 
the Senate. I hope the Senate will not add this precedent to the 
other precedents that have been established here for the last day or 
two which will flood the Committee on Pensions with innumerable ap- 

ications of the same kind, and there will be no valid reason for re- 
jecting them if such precedents as these are established. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the passage of 


the bill. 
Mr. CAMDEN. Lask for the yeas and nays. 

een joe and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e ro 


Mr. MCPHERSON (when his name was called). 
my colleague [Mr. SEWELE]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the negative). I did not 
observe that the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON] had not voted. 
I am paired with him; I see he is absent. He would vote yea if 
present, and I should vote “nay.” I withdraw the vote I cast. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 21; as follows: 


I am paired with 


YEAS—28. 
Aldrich, Conger, Hoar, Morgan, 
Biair, Cullom, Lapham, Morrill, 
Bowen, Dawes, McMillan, Pike, 
Brown, Dolph, Mahone Platt, 
1, Edmunds, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis., Frye, Miller of N. Y., Voor 
> Hawley, Mitchell, Walker. 
NAYS—21. 
Bayard, Hampton, Plumb, Van Wyck, 
ss ae gg h, Vest, 
ke, Jackson, Riddieberger, Wilson. 
Colquitt, Jonas, Sherman, 
T, Maxey, Slater, 
Groome, Pendleton, Vance, 
ABSENT—27. 
Allison, George, Jones of Florida, Palmer, 
k, Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Butler, Gorman, Kenna, Sabin, 
Cameron of Pa., Hale, Lamar, Saulsbury, 
N, Harrison, 1 ri Sewell, 
Farley, Hill, McPherson, Williams. 
Garland, Ingalls, Manderson, 


So the bill was passed. 
LOSSES OF PROPERTY BY TROOPS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I rise to a privileged report. The committee of 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on House bill 
5713 have met, and submit a report. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendmentsof the Senate to the bill (H. R.5713) to provide for the settlement 
of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private prop- 
erty destroyed in the military service of the United States, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 

ve Houses as follows 

That the House recede Gow its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,3, and 4, and agree to the same as follows: 

No. I. Page L] ne A. afler toficers ” insert and.“ 
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orsoldier while in .. 

: dnd That all now existing shall be pre- 

sented two years, an not after, from the passage of this ; and allsuch 

claims hereafter ng be presented within two from occurrence of 

E aud the House agree to same. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
BENJ. HARRISON, 
In behalf of the Senate. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I was mistaken in presenting the conference re- | Cha 


port at this time. I ask leave to withdraw it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is withdrawn, 


WILLIAM H. DAVIS, 


1 1 desire to call up House bill 4382, Order of Business 
126 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
3535 TTT 
ness 1126, being the bill (H. R. 4382) for the relief of William H. Davis. 
Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read for information. 

_ The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be read for information 


Mr. SHERMAN. 2 8 


Mr. PIK E. Tice cake e substance of the report briefly. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from New Hampshire says he 
give the substance of the report. dee, e 
Mr. PIKE. This claim is for wharf . 
State of California. The claimant was owner of 

warehouse at San „which was constructed in 
During the winter of 1861-62 the United States 
that p 


gress of March 3, 1881, to. The cain was sent by the ack of Con- 
of War, with authority to have it inves ee ee ees 
Department and to report to Go: he Secretary of War reported 
that the claimant ought to be the sum of $6,570. The House has 
allowed him by the bill only $6,000, ee ee Tans a 
due. An officer of the Quartermaster-General’s Department, Co 
Saxton, was sent to make the inv. ton, and reported the fact which 
I have stated. The Committee on ae e it, and 
think that this is the least sum that should be paid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DUCK VALLEY SETTLERS, 


Mr. FAIR. I ask unanimous consent to call up Order of Business 
1090, being House bill 3008. 

The P DENT The Senator from Nevada moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 1090, being 
the bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of certain settlers on the Duck Val- 
ley Indian reservation, in Nevada. The question is, Will the Senate 
agree to the motion? 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for payment to the 
settlers on the Duck Valley Indian reservation, in 2 00 of $5,400, 
as follows: To Levi 500; 0; to William Har H 
Boyle, 81, 500; and to J. H. 
on the reservation. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAINT PAUL AND SIOUX CITY RAILROAD LANDS, 

Mr. WILSON. I now move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 7299, Order of Business 1 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from Iowa to give way for asin- 
gle proposition. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the bill proposed to be taken up? 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate now proceed to consideration of the bill (H. R. 7299) 
eee e eee eee 
the construction of railroads in that State, and for other purposes. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion. 

Mr. WILSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
28, nays 22; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Allison, Fair, Harrison, Plumb, 
Bowen, nd, Hill, Slater, 
Call, George, Jackson, Vance, 
Camden, Gorman, Jonas, Van Wyck, 
Cockrell, Groome, Kenna, vi 
Coke, Hampton, Miller of Cal., W. „ 
Colquitt, Harris, Morgan, Wilson. 
NAYS—22. 

Blair, Da ham, Platt, 
Brown, Dolph. Kita. Sabin, 
Cameron of Wis., Frye McPherson, Sawyer, 

ce, Hawley, Mahone, 

r. oar, Mitchell, 
Cullom, Morrill, 
ABSENT—26. 
Aldrich, Gibson, Y, Riddleberger, 
Bayard, Hale, Miller of N. Y, Saulsbury 
Beck, 3 ones — — Palmer, i ee ~ 
Butler, ones evada, oorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Lamar, Pike, Walker, 
Edmunds, Logan, 5 
Farley, Manderson, Ransom, 
So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Com mittee of the 

Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 


ALEXANDER D. SCHENCK. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield while I ob- 
tain unanimous consent to pass a little bill gi an officer of the Army 
$107 for property stolen from him. I hope the tor from Iowa will 


not object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). Is 
taking up the bill indicated by the Sena- 


there unanimous consent to taking 

tor from Ohio? The Chair hears no o 

ae haute win Commas at tke Whales ed to consider the 

bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck. It provides 
t to Alexander D. a first lieutenant in the 

the amount he has been required to 

ing ts a Comers 


of the United States ‘co for whi 
of subsistence at Fort Johnston, N 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


(H. R. 2185; for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others; 
A 5364) granting a pension to William H. tcomb; 
A bill (H. R. 5543) granting a pension to David M. Nagle; 

A bill (H. granting a pension to John E. Denham; 

A bill (H. an increase of pension to Robert Casey; 
A bill (H. R. 6029 the relief of Jeremiah M. ; and 

A H. R. 7617) granting a pension to Mrs, Ann E. Gridley. 
SAINT PAUL AND SIOUX CITY RAILROAD LANDS. 


as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 

of the bill (H. R. 7299) forfeiting a part of certain lands granted 

State of Iowa to aid in the construction of railroads in that State, 
or other purposes. 

P HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to take the floor on the pending 

measure, 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish to ask unanimous consent to call upa House 
joint resolution that merely allows one of the riflemen at Wimbledon 
to liave a silver cup that has been presented to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in thechair). Is there 
objection to passing over the pending order informally and taking up 
the joint resolution indicated by the Senator from Vermont? 

3 MORRILL. It is Order of Business 968, House joint resolution 


R. 
R. 
R. 


A. B. VAN HEUSEN. 

There being no objection, the as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 124) authorizing the 
collector of the port of New York to deliver, free of duty, a silver cup 
won by Sergt. A. B. Van Heusen, as a member of the American Rifle 
Team, at Wimbledon, in July, 1883. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CARLISLE MILITARY RESERVATION. 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 
Mr. HARRISON. Lask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield to 


1885. 
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me for a moment while I ask unanimous consent to pass a bill. It is 
a bill that I called the attention of the Senate to the other day relating 
to aright of way through the Carlisle reservation. The Senator from 


Pennsylvania me if itis passed now it can be got through the 
House. The whole enterprise is suspended on account of the want of 


this bill. f 
The difficulty about that is that it may lead to dis- 


Mr. WILSON. 
cussion. 

Mr. HARRISON. It can not in the smallest degree. If it leads to 
discussion I will withdraw the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator will allow me to say 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate is proceeding by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. WILSON. By this yielding in the earlier part of the day the 
bill taken up on my motion lost its place. If we had gone on with the 
bill when it was before the think we should have completed 
it before this time. I certainly do not intend to occupy much time in 
submitting remarks upon it; and if we go right on now and close it up, 
then there will be abundance of time for other matters. 

Mr. HARRISON, With the ission of the Senator and the Sen- 
ate, I wish to say that I voted with him on his bill for its consideration; 
but the bill I refer to can be passed and engrossed and go to the House 
with some chance of being acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] is entitled to the floor on the ee bill. 

Mr. MAXEY. Lask the Senator from Massachusetts to yield to me 
one moment to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to call uP - 
der of Business 1425, being the bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of Dr. 
econ J. Jones, a unanimous report of the Committee on Military 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there unanimous consent to ach | 
aside the present order for the purpose of taking up the bill indica 
by the Senator from Texas ? : 

Mr. WILSON. I have just declined to yield in another case; I can 
not yield in this. 

Mr. MAXEY. It will take but a moment. It is a very short bill. 

Mr. WILSON. That has been said all the afternoon, but every bill 
called up took so many moments as finally to displace this bill. I 
think this bill can be disposed of in a short time. 


SAINT PAUL AND SIOUX CITY RAILROAD LANDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts is 
entitled to the floor on the bill (H. R. 7299) forfeiting a part of certain 
lands ted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in that State, and for other purposes; which bill is before the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think I can say all I have to say on 
this bill in about three minutes. I trust it is not too much of a re- 
quest to make of the Senate to ask them to listen for those three min- 
utes, because this is a question of justice, and it isa very simple ques- 
tion as far as I wish to state it. 

The persons who have called my attention to this bill are some per- 
sons dwelling in the State of Massachusetts who have loaned their money 
to build a railroad in the West at the rate of 6 per cent. The railroad 
company is insolvent and the only security they have got is the rail- 
road's title to these lands which are now in dispute. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator make his statement a little more 
complete by saying the lands granted to this railroad including this 
land, not this land alone ? 

Mr. HOAR. Including this land with the lands granted to the rail- 
roadcompany. The railroad company itself has not been able to pay any 
interest on the bonds for many years, and this bill affects the interest 
of these bondholders because these lands are practically the only secu- 
rity they have in the world, and they are not enough to pay the debt. 
The whole amount of it is about $800,000. I do not believe there isa 

mtleman in this body who thinks that a person who has loaned about 
$300,000 in the East to build a Western railroad at the moderate in- 
terest of 6 per cent. is a person who is not entitled to justice at the 
hands of this legislative body. If there be any person who entertains 
that opinion, I do not know how to address an argument to his mind. 

That being thecase, what isthe point in this bill? Con granted 
to the State of Iowa certain public lands, so many per mile, with the 
authority to the State of Iowa to give those lands to railroad companies 
who should build railroads through Iowa, and the State of Iowa se- 
lected the Sioux City road as one of those roads, which is the road that 
made the mortgage to the persons of whom I speak. 

Congress went on to say in the original grant that whenever the gov- 
ernor of Iowa certified that ten miles of road had been built, then a 
patent should issue to the State of Iowa for the benefit of the railroad 
company that had built that much road. There were to be so many 
acres of land for every mile of road given to the State of Iowa, but for 
convenience in issuing the patents they were to be issued ten miles by 
ten miles. This company went on in good faith and built its road ten 
miles by ten miles and got its patent for each completed section of ten 
miles; butof the last ten miles they only bnilt 6.13. The reason they 


did not build the other three miles and a fraction was that the Legis- 


lature of Iowa ited to another land-grant railroad, precisely under 
this same act having the same rights, a right to build its 
track along those three miles a fraction. 


This company, supposing that the Government did not expect to have 
two roads built over substantially the same track, and Sanit hed nob 
expect to have to give two land grants per mile where one would do, 
stopped and made its connection with the other land-grant road into 
Sioux City. The question with these m bondholders is whether 
they can have some 85,000 acres—I think that is the quantity, but no 
matter what the amount is—which were earned by the company hav- 
ing faithfully and honestly and fairly built those six miles and a frac- 
tion of road. That is the point. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask a question. 

Mr. HOAR. At the end of my statement I will yield fora question. 

That being the case, the State of Iowa refused to make the certifi- 
cate to this company, and itis intheSupreme Court of the United States, 
VVV on some legal 
p which it has begun to settle whether it shall have this land 
or not. Now, then comes in this bill, and this bill says in substance 
that everybody in interest may bring a suit to see who has got the 
legal or equitable title to this and that the land that no has 
got a legal or equitable title to shall be resumed by the United States 
and open to settlement, and that persons who have gone in there and 
squatted and settled on it already shall have the preference, as if they had 
been bona fide settlers. Nobody has a legal title to this 1 because 
the patent has not issued, and that is what is necessary to make a legal 
title. : 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator will permit me 

Mr. HOAR. I think I can complete my statement better if I am 
allowed to proceed, though no doubt the Senator would fortify it. 

That being the case, what I claim is that this bill should be amended 
by saying that the Supreme Court shall alsp determine, as you are 
making a special lawsuit for this particular road, whether these peo- 
ple are in justice and equity entitled to have their patent to these six 
miles and a fraction; and, if so, then that the land grant a; 
to the six miles and a fraction shall not be open to public entry 
shall not be taken possession of by settlers, and that this road shall 
have it, or that a report shall be made to Congress and Congress shall 
say whether they will grant it hereafter. s 

My honerable friend from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], one of the com- 
mittee who reported this bill—I do not know but that he made the re- 
port himself—says that that is the substance of the bill now. I do not 
think so; I do not think the bill means ay such thing now. I think 
when the bill says legal or equitable rights it means legal rights or such 
equitable rights as are enforced by courts of equity acting under the 

ized equity jurisprudence, and that a man would not be sup- 
to have a legal or equitable title when it required the issuing of 

a patent from the Government for these 6.13 miles under a law which 
only entitled him to his patent when he had built ten miles. 4 

If the committee will consent to put into this bill an amendment that 
will make that thing clear which the Senator from Alabama thinks is in 
there now, and which I think is not, my oppien to this bill will be 
withdrawn. Ifthey do not consent to that I think it is an unjust bill 
which ought to be resisted and voted down. 4 

Now I will answer the question of the Senator from Mississippi if I 


can. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to know whether that was the only default 
committed by the company—failing to build those three miles and a 
fraction. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; that is all I know of. 

Mr. GEORGE. How much land was granted to the company per 
mile? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ten sections a mile. 

Mr. GEORGE. And it is the land adjacent to those three miles and 
a fraction that is now in controversy? 

Mr. HOAR. No; they built over six miles of the last ten-mile sec- 
tion. They could not get a patent until they built ten miles. It is 
the land adjacent to the 6.13 miles that is in controversy. Of course 
they do not claim land for the 3.87 miles of road not constructed. 

As I said in the beginning, these bondholders live in Massachusetts;, 
some of them are widows and orphans. They are the sort of people 
who invest their money in securities of this kind at 6 per cent. only 
and the presumption is that they are persons of invested property. 
There is the whole story, as I understand it. 

Mr. HARRIS. If I understand the statement of the Senator from 
Massachusetts it is that the act granted these lands in sections of ten 
miles, 

Mr. HOAR. Not exactly. It granted to the State of Iowa so much 
a mile, ten sections. Then it said that when ten miles had been built 
the governor of Iowa was to issue his certificate and the patent should 
go; and when another ten miles had been built the patent should go. 
I believe that meant that the company should get proportionately for 
the last ten miles. Suppose the road had turned ont to be ninety-five 
miles long and they had built the whole ninety-five miles, would they 
lose the land grant for the Jast five miles? 

Mr. HARRIS. Congress granted to the State of Iowa such an amount 
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of public lands to be appropriated to purposes of public improvement. 
The governor of Iowa was authorized by the Legislature of that State 
to issue his certificate upon the completion of the construction of ten- 


sections. 

Mr. HOAR. Authorized by the act of Congress to do that. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then to a subsequent road a grant of three miles and 
a fraction on the same line was made. 

Mr. HOAR. On the same line under the same authority. 

Mr. HARRIS. That grant has been given by the State of Iowa? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. HARRIS. And the question in this bill is as to whether or not 
the original company should receive the land grunt for the six miles and 
a fraction. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly; for what it did build. 

Mr. BROWN. In that connection I wish to ask the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts a question. I understand him to say that the only reason 
why the other three miles and a fraction were not built was that the 
other road was already built, and it was no use for this company to 
build that portion. 

Mr. HO That is it exactly. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Now will the Senator frem Massachusetts allow 
me to ask a question? He shows in his statement that there is a con- 
flict x opinion as to whata law previously passed means, as I under- 
stand? 

Mr. HOAR. Excusemeamoment. I omitted to say that these par- 
ties have gota suit in the Supreme Court of the United States to compel 
the governor of Iowa to give his certificate for these six miles and that 
suit is just about being reached for argument, and will be reached by 
next fall at all events. It was close at hand when the Supreme Court 
took its recess. It will be reached there this spring re adjourn- 
ment or next fall, and if this new proposition comes in it will delay the 
settlement of that for four or five years. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Massachusetts how 
many miles were built within the time required. 

Mr. HOAR. All were. There is no question on earth so far as I 
know except what I have stated. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator yield to me a moment, as I want 
light on this question, and probably it was his intention to try to dif- 
fuse some light? 

If I understand the argument of the Senator from Massachusetts it 
is that this company under the bill as it stands would not be entitled 
to the conterminous lands along these six miles of road; that this bill 
would deprive the 3 of the lands conterminous to these six miles? 

Mr. HOAR. Exactly. 

Mr. HARRISON. Does the Senator understand that under the origi- 
nal law granting these lands to the State of Iowa this company would 
be entitled to these lands? 

Mr. HOAR. I think so. It is just that question. 

Mr. HARRISON. If there is that question, what I think is the fair 
thing to do is to leave that question to the courts for settlement. 

Mr. HOAR. It is in the courts now. 

Mr. HARRISON. If this bill does anything more than to refer to 
the courts the existing rights of parties, without attempting to change 
them in any way in the world, it goes beyond the scope I think it ought 
to have; but as I understand it, it is simply to send into the courts for 
adjudication the question whether this road is entitled to those lands 
as earned lands, and it does not profess to give to the United States 
anything but unearned lands. 

Mr. HOAR. That is just the fallacy of the pro 
permitted to use such a phrase in regard to an 
tinguished a lawyer. 

Mr. HARRISON. It is not my proposition. 

Mr. HQAR. Suppose it to be true that the United States made a 
land grant to a railroad company and said that it should get its lands 
as fast as it built ten miles, and then the same authority made a land 
grant to another railroad which came and located and built half of the 
last ten miles of the road of company No. 1, and suppose it to be true 
that in strict law the company No. 1 was not entitled to its patent be- 
cause it had not built the ten miles, though it was prevented from doing 
so by the act of the Government itself, would that be a just bill which 
merely referred the naked question of law to a court and came in and 
forfeited the claim for the five miles which were actually built? That 
is the very question. 

Mr. HARRISON. Iam not trying to debate this case or assert views 
of my own, but rather to obtain information. If I understand this case, 
the question would be, no new legislation having been had, to which 
road, if to any road, the original grant would appertain. If the road 
in which the Senator’s friends are interested can not claim in law these 
lands which are said to be in dispute, then there would be no way for 
them to get them except by a new act of Congress which would confer 
some rights upon them. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Indiana will allow me 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAN] has the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yielded to allow the debate to run on over there. 


ition, if I may be 
ing said by so dis- 
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Mr. McMILLAN. 
precisely the point at issue here. Thereis no counter-claim for the six 
miles and a fraction of land. 

Mr. HARRISON. By the other railroad? 

Mr. McMILLAN. None at all. 


The Senator from Indiana, I think, does not know 


Mr. HARRISON. That is what I sup A 

Mr. McMILLAN. This road is the only road entitled to those lands 
if any road should get them. 

Mr. HARRISON... The Senator from Massachusetts has stated the 
case, as I understood him in the beginning, quite differently from the 
statement made by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems as to the conterminous land along these 
six miles of road the question is simply between the United States or 
the State of Iowa and this railroad company, and that is not compli- 
cated by the claim of any other railroad company at all. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Not at all. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now, if I understand the situation, the Senator 
from Massachusetts must either claim that under the original grant this 
was given to his railroad company, and they are entitled to it—and if 
that istrue then no legislation can take it away from them—or if he so 
constrnes the law as that they were not entitled to it under that law, 
then how can they get it, whether we pass this bill or not, unless we 

an affirmative law giving it to them? 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I find that there is some misunder- 
standing about this bill. This isa bill of peace, intended to compose con- 
troversies in the State of Iowa that otherwise can not be com 
Legislation has been demanded in two directions from the Committee 
on Public Lands; one is that we shall give these lands by some direct 
act to what are termed the squatters upon them, another is that we 
shall give the lands by a direct act to the railroad company. These 
lands were patented to the State of lowa by the Government of the 
United States. When I say patented I mean certified in such form 
as that the title was equivalent to a patent; and that action occurred 
under the fourth section of the act making this land grant, a part of 
which I will read: 

That the lands hereby ted shall be disposed of by said State for the pur- 

aforesaid only, and in manner following, namely: When the governor of 
said State shall certify to the Secretary of the Interior that any seetion of ten 
consecutive miles of either of said roads is completed in a good, substantial, 
and workmanlike manner, asa first-class railroad, then the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall issue to the State patents for one hundred sections of land for the 
benefit of the road having completed the ten consecutive miles as aforesaid. 
When the governor of said State shall certify that another section of ten con- 
secutive miles shall have been completed as aforesaid, then the Secretary of the 
Interior shall issue patents to said State in like manner for a like number; and 
when certificates of the completion of additional sections of ten consecutive 
miles of either of said roads are from time to time made as aforesaid, additional 
sections of land shall be patented as aforesaid until said roads or either of them 


are completed, when the whole of the lands hereby granted shall be patented 
to the State for the uses aforesaid and none other. 


It is upon the legal construction of that act of Congress that these 
questions all arise. A certificate came to the Department here, which 
was satisfactory to the officers of the Department, that this road had 
been completed in sections of ten miles according to the provisions of 
the fourth section of this act. Thereupon the Secretary of the Interior 
made a patent to the State of Iowa. Pending that arrangement per- 
sons in lowa, who disputed that the Secretary of the Interior had made 
a proper construction of this law, entered upon the land and claimed it 
was part of the public domain of the United States, they claiming that 
only six-tenths of this last section of ten miles had been completed and 
that four-tenths remained incomplete, and, therefore, the State of Iowa 
held the land in excess to the amount of four-tenths of the ten miles in 
trust for the Government of the United States, and not in trust for the 
railroad company. ‘The Legislature of Iowa, sympathizing with its own 
people, taking sides with the people who are called squatters, refused 
to make a patent for these lands to this railway company, refused it by 
act of the Legislature and left the lands in abeyance so far as the trans- 
fer by that State of the legal title was concerned. 

Now, then, what is the attitude of Iowa as to the Government of the 
United States? It is the holder of the legal title to the land opposite 
to and conterminous with these four-tenths of this section of ten miles, 
and the Government of the United States is appealed to to institute 
some proceeding whereby these claimants under the Government can 
come forward to assert its rights upon thisland. What is Congress to 
do if it does anything about this case? Congress must necessarily as- 
sert the authority, whatever it may be, of the Government of the United 
States as against its trustee, who holds these lands in its possession un- 
der a patent, refuses to convey to the railroad, and asserts that these 
lands rightfully belong to the squatters. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from Alabama is mistaken in that. 

Mr. MORGAN. In what respect? 


Mr. MORGAN. It may have refused to declare a forfeiture; I do 
not know about that. I do not think that is a material question, but 
it certainly has refused to convey the lands to the railroad company. 

Mr. McMILLAN, It certainly affects the rights of these claimants. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Whatever may have taken place beyond what I have 
stated does not affect the case in the slightest degree. The State of 
Towa has refused to convey these lands to the railroad company, placing 
the construction on the law that it was not apportionable for the ten 
miles; that asection of ten miles must be complete under the act I have 
just read before the title of the railroad company was good to any part 
of the land. 

Of course these settlers upon these lands can not assert any title in 
their own names, for the Government of the United States had put the 
title out of its own hands into the hands of the State of Iowa, a naked 
trustee, but the State of Iowa refuses to assert the title in favor of the 
railroad company, and is willing, I dare say, to transfer the title to the 
squatters, but she has not done it, The title remains there to-day in 
the hands of the State of Iowa, a naked trustee. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Alabama will allow mea word. 
Of course the State of Iowa would have no power to transfer these 
lands otherwise than in the direction of the trust. She would have no 

wer to transfer them to squatters. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I suppose she has not any such power. At all 
events she has refused to convey to the railroad company, and she holds 
the lands just in that plight. Now the squatters come here and insist 
that the Government of the United States shall declare that these lands 
have reverted in consequence of the fact that Iowa has refused to convey 
them to the railroad company in completion of the trust. They claim 
that it was quasi a public domain, but that the condition of it, the 
patent having issued, shuts them out from all rights in it, and they 
pray the Government to assert its rights upon it. 

In this condition of affairs, to avoid another Des Moines difficulty 
and involvement there which will run on througha number of years, the 
Committee on Public Lands, responding to the bill that came from the 
House and altering it only in some particulars that we thought were 
important, concluded to organize a tribunal by conferring jurisdiction 
on the circuit court of Iowa to adjudicate this whole matter. The 
committee of the House and the committee of the-Senate have been 
equally sedulous to get this matter before the courts of the country 
without the slightest change of any right of any person whatever. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask 
a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Does not this bill propose to legalize the settle- 
ment of those persons, whom the Senator refers to as squatters, as bona 
fide settlers upon the public lands? 

Mr. MORGAN. No, Mr, President, not any more than the law 
legalizes that now; for if it is public land every citizen of the United 
States has the unquestionable right to go on it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. But the Senator will permit me to suggest to 
him that whether these lands were public lands or not there is no doubt 
whatever about the fact that they were withdrawn from market and 
were not subject to settlement under the public-land laws of the United 
States, and this bill pro to ize them as persons who had a 
right to go on there at time they did go on and make their settle- 


ment. 

Mr. MORGAN. That appears to be a phase of the case which im- 
presses me with this idea, that the Senator's opposition is not because 
our action is benefiting the railroad company, but because it benefits 
the settler. 

Mr. McMILLAN. It will not do for the Senator to put the matter 
in that shape. He has said that this bill confers no rights upon any 

that they do not now hold, 

Mr. MORGAN. That is correct. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I have already pointed him to the fact that it 
does relieve these persons from a disability under which they lie which 
must be fatal to their claim if it remains. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not understand this bill if it relieves them 
from any such disability, or if it confers upon them any new right or 
privilege not found in the general laws of the United States, for I re- 
assert now—I do not wish to repeat it again, though—that the public 
domain of the United States is open freely to the settlement of the peo- 
ple, and if they may not make entries upon it either of homesteads, 
or pre-emption, or private entries, still there is a standing invitation 
under the laws of the United States to every man in this country to 
go upon the public domain and make settlement there. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator if itisdis- 

ble to him. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not disagreeable to me, but it must be to the 

because I can not get what really I want to say together. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
where public lands are withdrawn from market by the properauthority 
no citizen has a right under the law to go upon them to make settle- 
ment for any purpose. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is new law to me. 

Mr. McMILLAN. TheGovernment of the United States is already 
sending its Army to prevent citizens from going onto lands because 
they are not subject to settlement. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; the case the Senator refers to is because it is 
an Indian reservation. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Because it is not subject to settlement. 

Mr. MORGAN. No citizen has a rightto goon an Indian ora mili- 
tary reservation, because that is excluded by express terms of statute 
trom settlement by the people of the United States; but that which is 
the public domain and is not thus from the public domain 
lies broadly and freely open to the settlement of any person who chooses 
peacefully to go upon it; and that is precisely the condition in which 
the citizens of Iowa found this land, if their assumption was correct 
that it was not a part of the land to which the railroad company was 
entitled, but a part of the land held in trust by the State of Iowa for 
the Government of the United States. That is the situation precisely. 

Now, Mr. President, I reassert that the committee have presented a 
bill which does not in the slightest degree alter the rights of any person 
atall. What is the object of the bill? I have already called the at- 
tention of the Senate to the fact that a question of law arose here upon 
the construction of the fourth section of the act, which was whether the 
railroad company, having earned six-tenths of a section of ten miles, was 
entitled to any part of the land ſor that section. I have the same opinion 
upon that question that the Senator ſrom Massachusetts has exp 
that it is an apportionable grant, and it ought to be apportionably ad- 
ministered, and this railroad company ought to have the six-tenths; 
but they do not stop there in their demands; they want the whole of it. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. No, Mr. President, they have never set up any 
claim or shadow of a claim to such a thing. They never claimed a foot 
or acre of land but for the exact amount of line of road completed and 
conterminous with their line. 4 

Mr. MORGAN. That will not do, because they have gone down the 
line some twenty miles and located for the pu of making up com- 
pensation for lands that lie behind that they did not get. 

Mr. WILSON. Involving about 27,000 acres. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the committee understand this controversy; 
they have had enough to do with it to understand it, surely. I speak 
of it as it appeared to the committee. Of course we are not deciding 
any right of the settlers here or of the railroad. We are trying merely 
to relegate the question to the courts, where it can have a proper decis- 
ion in proper form. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Alabama a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator says he agrees with me that this is an ap- 
portionable t. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose we are both in error in the construction of the 
law, and that the title would not be vested unless the company com- 
pleted a section of ten miles, does not the Senator agree with me also 
in thinking that if they were prevented from eompleting the ten miles 
by the facts stated, the Uni States ought dt Abs them the land for 
the six miles and a fraction they have completed? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is precisely what we do in this bill. 

x 957 HOAR. No. The next question then is, do you do it in this 
ill? 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no doubt about it at all. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the Senator will not object to an amendment 
that I will propose to make that clear. 

Mr.-MORGAN. Ido not know that I shall object to it until I see 
it; but if the Senator’s amendment trenches on somebody else’s right, 
I will object to it. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will allow me, I will read what I pro- 
pose to insert. My desire would be to insert after the words United 
States, in the eighth line of the first section, where the section gives 
jurisdiction: 

And also to determine whether any person or corporation is in justice and 
equity entitled to such lands. 

Then in the fifth section, where it says ‘‘that if any of the lands 
mentioned herein are adjudged to belong to the United States,’’ I 
. the words in justice and equity after belong; so as 
to read: 

That if any of the lands mentioned herein are adjudged to belon; 
9 to the United States, the same shall constitute a part 

These two amendments will make the bill to my comprehension 
what it already means to the Senator’s. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have had the difficulty throughout this case of 
the parties on each side claiming that certain words should go into the 
bill which they thought were necessary for the protection of their 
rights, for I am quite sure that the parties on both sides of this con- 
troversy are equally just and honest in all of their demands. I think 
there is no question about that. The squatters, who have been spoken 
about in a rather contemptuous way occasionally, are just as honestly 
impressed and convinced of the validity of their claim as ifthey had a 
patent from the Government of the United States, and so is the railroad 
company, and so are the mortgagees. I appeal now to the lawyers of 
this body as to these words. We are now conferring jurisdiction on a 
court to hear and determine the controversy between these es with- 
out undertaking to shape it or to color it in any manner whatever, and 
we use these words: 

That jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuit court of the United States 


in justice 
the public 
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for the northern district of Iowa to hear and determine an 
either a legal or equitable nature that may exist between the United Statesand 
the State of Iowa, or any corporation or person who claims any lands under 
„VV States, by reason of an act of Congress 


Then in a subsequent section arranging the method of procedure we 
say that a bill in equity or a suit at law may be brought and shall be 
brought by the United States Government under the direction of the 
United States Attorney-General, the object of the bill being on the 
part of the Government of the United States to have justice done, the 
Government ing that it stands only in the relation of holding 
an equitable interest in this land for the benefit of those who may be 
equitably entitled to it. Nowy when we have conferred that sort of 
jurisdiction for that purpose and accompanied it with that machinery, 
can there be any doubt in the mind of any lawyer that any right of an 
equitable or a legal nature in this controversy can be entirely settled 
by the court without more? Ithink there can be no doubtabout that. 

I appreciate the anxiety of the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 
to have the rights of the particular class of who have spoken to 
him about this clearly and definitively arranged and settled, but I sub- 
mit to the honorable Senator that if he had the bringing of the bill in 
this court he would have no trouble in the world in tinding a jurisdic- 
tion to invoke, and if he had a cause that appealed to the law or to 
equity to that jurisdiction his friends would be entirely safe. í 

When we go on further, and in order to show that the Government 
of the United States does not intend to take hold of this title for any 
other purpose than having justice and equity administered, we say: 

The United States hereby asserting its reversionary right to all of sail lands, 
or so much thereof— 

That is the way I hape the bill will read. That is the meaning— 
as shall be found to have been patented in excess of the amount of land earned 
by said company— 

Only to the extent of the amount patented in excess of that earned 
by the company. That brings up the question for the court to decide 
and which the committee did not wish to decide (and which I think 
the Senate and the House—I know the House—did not wish to decide) 
have these lands been earned by the company within the true mean- 
ing and intent of the fourth section of the act? Is this an apportion- 
able grant? If they have built six of the ten miles, does it thereupon 
follow that the lands to the extent that the road has been constructed 
have been earned? If they have been so earned, the Government of 
the United States says, We claim no interest in this; our forfeiture 
does not extend to these lands at all. If they have not been so earned, 
then, of course, the railroad company ought not to claim them, and 
the honorable Senator from Minnesota says they do not claim them. 

That is aquestion for the court to decide. I would very gladly, if I 
was on the bench and had the case submitted to me upon evidence which 
I thought was entirely satisfactory, sit down and try to compose this 
great controversy which is about to crop outin a number of dangerous 
lawsuits. I would be very glad to try and give repose to that com- 
munity. In this bill our committee came just as near to it as we knew 
how with perfect impartiality between these parties. The committee 
have set out those words and those p those sentences and expres- 
sions which they thought would carry this question before the court 
in such a manner that the court could not discover that Congress had 
the slightest bias in favor of one person or another, except to this ex- 
tent, that where the lands had been earned (leaving the court to de- 
termine what that phrase must mean) by the railroad company Con- 
gress asserts no right to them, giving, therefore, a perfect opportunity 
to the court to determine whether or not this is an apportionable gran 
and if so how far and to what extent these lands have been earned. 

I think that while the bill is open to sharp criticism, and must neces- 
sarily be in a body of lawyers as intelligent and bright as those who 
are in the Senate of the United States, it will upon examination be 
found to be a just and good measure. We found that the House bill 
was not in our estimation a complete measure, and so the committee 
took great pains to try to render and give an opportunity to these peo- 
ple to have justice done. Now, suppose that this bill does not pass. 
We are informed that a lawsuit is pending for the purpose of issuing a 
mandamus, I suppose it is, to the governor of the State of Iowa, to 
compel him to certify to this railway confpany certain lands. Nothing 
of that record has ever come before us; we know nothing about that. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ‘The only suit I know anything about is between 
two railroad companies. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was quite rised at hearing the honorable Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts state e e else, and yet he did state, as I 
understand, that there is a lawsuit pending. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is a suit pending in the Supreme Court to 
determine whether the Milwaukee and Saint Paul road or the Sioux 
City road shall have certain lands conterminous with their line at the 
point where the two roads cross. 

Mr. MORGAN. I understand perfectly well what that suit relates 
to, but the honorable Senator from Massachusetts so described it that I 
did not understand it, because he made it a suit applicable to these lands, 
whereas the truth is that the suit the Senator from Minnesota speaks 
of is a suit relating to an entirely different tract of land. 

McMILLAN. No, sir; it does affect these lands. 
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Mr. MORGAN. In what way? 

Mr, McMILLAN. It involves the lands that are conterminous with 
the line of this road between Le Mars and the Iowa line, and they must 
go either to the Milwaukee company or to the Sioux City company, 
and you get another suit to determine the title of those lands. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is perfectly obvious that the object of the bill is 
not to supersede the jurisdiction of any court that has already cogni- 
zance of any question of law pending before it. It is to supply a remedy 
in repect of those lands which have been the whole subject of contro- 
versy here this evening, and those are the lands which lie opposite to 
and conterminous with the four miles which the railroad company did 
not complete because it formed a junction with another road, and its 
completion was therefore unnecessary. That is the whole of it. 

Now, there is no suit, there is no mandamus proceeding against the 
governor of Iowa to compel him to convey these lands to the railway 
company, nor is there likely to be, I sup for such a suit could not 

iginate elsewhere than in the State of Iowa, and I presume the statu- 
tory law there does not authorize it. What, then, is to become of these 
settlers? What is to become of this controversy? It will run on 
and run on. A will sue B, and in a collateral. p ing these ques- 
tions will be settled perhaps after the lapse of years, and that commu- 
nity will be thrown into the unfortunate condition which we have be- 
labored so much during the recent days of this session of Congress in 
the Des Moines case. 

I repeat that this is a bill of peace, and if the Congress of the United 
States wants to stop litigation and wants to do justice to all concerned, 
it seems to me it will pass the bill. Ofcourse I have no other inter- 
est in it than that of trying to secure peace. 

I wish to say just one word more, and I am afraid I am debating this 

uestion entirely too long. You mightstrike out sections 5 and 6, all 
t relates to the method of disposing of these lands into the hands 
of settlers, and yet the principles of the bill would be entirely unaf- 
fected and their rights would not be affected very much. I do not 
think they would be affected at all; for the moment that these lands 
become, by the adjudication of the court, public domain, then of course 
ey will be open to disposal under the general laws affecting the pub- 
c domain. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. The Senator does not recognize the fact that even 
if that were the case yet these lands could not be opened to settlement, 
because they have been withdrawn from market by the Government 
of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that is true, the Senator and I differing about 
what the effect of this measure would be, the committee have acted 
very wisely, and the House acted very wisely, in putting the provisions 
in the bill disposing of these lands, and they had better probably re- 
main. I was not going to strike them out, but I was going to say that 
nothing had been done to give to these settlers any right or advantage 
in the world upon these lands until after the court should adjudicate 
that the lands are a part of the public domain. The United States 
Government merely asserts whatever right it has, It invites the court 
to take the subject into hand and to determine it. After final judg- 
ment has been rendered, then the proper department of the Govern- 
ment proceeds to dispose of itas public domain; and that is the whole 
bill. That is all I desire to say about it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I move that the Senate to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 5691) amending section 764 of the Revised 
Statutes. Itis a House bill on pba from the Judiciary Committee, 
and affects the general statute of the United States in regard to appeals 
in habeas corpus cases. It is a very important matter, and it should 
be passed so that it may become alaw. I submit the motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrisin the chair), The Sen- 
ator from Minnesota moves that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill indicated by him. - 

Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the Senator from 
Towa making a statement in respect to the motion? 

ATOMOM LLAN. Notif I may be permitted to make one subse- 
quently. 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Is there objection to the Senator from 
Iowa makingastatement? The Chair hears none, and the Senator from 
Towa is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILSON. The greater portion of this day's sitting has been 
consumed in the consideration of the bill which it is now proposed to 
lay aside. If the motion of the Senator from Minnesota shall prevail, 
we shall have substantially lost allthe time that has been given to the 
consideration of the bill to-day; whereas if we proceed with its con- 
sideration we may dispose of it to-day, and then the other measures can 
goon in their orderly method, or upon motions to take them from the 
Calendar for special consideration. Therefore, I hope that the Senate 
will conclude the consideration of the bill now pending. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 


Minnesota making a statement in respect to his motion? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The very fact of the interruptions which have 
taken place this afternoon in the consideration of the bill, rendering its 
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upon 
brought up ata time when it should not have been pes up, a ton the 
Senate should have had 5353 of disposing business 
on the Calendar, needed to be brought to the attention on of the Renate by 
every Senator inthe Chamber. The bill which I seek tohave passed is 
8 House bill which affects seriously the liberty of citizens of the United 
tates. 

Mr. HOAR. What is it? 

Mr. McMILLAN. It is the bill amending section 764 of the Re- 
vised Statutes so as to allow an appeal in habeas corpus cases to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States—a right which was taken away under 
circumstances which at the time seemed to create a necessity for it. 
The bill proposes to restore the right of appeal of a citizen in habeas 
corpus cases to the Supreme Court of the United States to protect the 
liberty of the citizen. It is an important measure, which must fall 
unless we can have it disposed of at this time. It will take but five or 
ten minutes to dispose of the bill. It is a brief bill, and can be read 
in a minute. 

Mr. WILSON. If the Senate will allow me to respond 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator’s pro- 
ceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON. I will say that the motion of the Senator from Min- 
nesota is not to informally lay aside the g measure and to pro- 
ceed to consider and dispose of a bill which will occupy but five min- 
utes in his estimation, but it is to proceed to the consideration of an- 
other bill to the displacement of the pending bill. That has been done 
once before this afternoon, and I hope the Senate will not do it again. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is now getting late, and, as we are to meet at 9 
o'clock on Monday morning, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate adjourn. Does the Chair understand the Senator from Ohio 
to fix an hour for meeting on Monday morning ? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate has already agreed to meet at 9 o’clock on 
Monday. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. What 
will be the position of the bill the Senate has been considering in the 
event of an adjournment now ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the opinion of the Chair it will 
remain as the unfinished business. 

CIRILO PONBLE. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolution, to 
have it printed, and laid on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio yield to 
the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; I will yield for merely formal business. 

Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was ordered 
to lie on the table: 


Resolved, That the eee of te United States be uested to invest 


the facts relating to the arrest and confinement of Cirilo Ponble, a citizen of the 
Cease PASSE Saa ot Cat Cees oF Bes WRO ee on the 24th of No- 
vember, 1884, while trave under a 2 from the United and is 
still held in 8 ut trial in the city of Havana; and if it — 


from ement. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, ‘reported an amendment intended to be proposed to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask leave to offer an amendment to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill for the preservation of the bar at San 
Francisco. I move that it be referred, without printing, to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, with the accompanying papers. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE, Mr. MORGAN, Mr. PIKE, and Mr. PLUMB sub- 
mitted amendments intended to be proposed by them respectively to 
the sundry civil appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 70) for the relief of Joseph M. Cumming, Hamilton J. 
Miller, and William McRoberts; 

An act (S. 194) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to convey 
land in Providence, R. I., for highway purposes; 

Au act (S. 1117) for the erection of a publie building at Macon, Ga.; 

An act (S. 1473) to enlarge the United States custom-house at Rich- 
mond, Va.; 

An act (S. 2327) for the relief of James Bedell, sr.; and 

An act 8. 2551) to amend an act entitled An act to increase the 


water supply of the city of Washington, aud for other purposes.“ 


An act (8. 5 for the erection of a public building at La Crosse, Wis.; 
n the Treasury to erect a 


a pension to Hugh O'Neil; 
An act (S. 1268) for the relief of Sydney L. Skaggs; 
(S. 1810) for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, 


t (S. 1655) granting a pension to Newton J. Burris; 

8. 1709) granting a pension to Leonora A. Boyden; 

S. 1790) granting an increase of pension to Edgar L. Dutton; 
S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to George A. Wash- 


~ 


An act (S. 9 granting a pension to Isabella Turner; 

An act (S. 2084) to amend chapter 464 of the acts of the first session 
building at the city of Fort Wayne, in the State of Indiana;“ 

An act (S. 2272) granting a pension to Andrew Franklin, alias An- 

An act (8. 2350) granting a pension to Anna Ginn; 

An act (S. 2375) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of the 

An act (S. 2514) granting a pension to David T Hoover; 

An act (S. 2570) granting an increase of pension to 

An act (S. 2587) granting a pension to William H. H. Gilley; 

An act 8 2210 granting a pension to Patrick Furlong; and 
bunting to the committee on inauguration ceremonies. 

MILITARY RESERVATION AT CARLISLE. 
the bill (S. 2637) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to release a 
ight of way across lands of the United States at Carlisle, Pa. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
SHERMAN ] yield for that purpose? 

. Oh, yes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill 

Mr. WILSON. 
purpose. 

Mr. HARRISON. Very well. 
consent, the pending bill is informally laid aside, and it leaves the bill 
referred to by the Senator from Iowa as the unfinished business still. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 3, after the word Interior, to 
such,“ to insert terms; and in line 5, after the word think,“ to 
insert proper and; so as to read: 
cretion, and on such terms, conditions, and restrictions as he may think proper 
and necessary to protect the interests of the United States, &c. 

The next amendment was, in line 68, after the word to, to strike 
out the word release and insert give;“ so as to read: 
only, a right of way. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest that that amendment be disagreed to; I 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, in line 8, after the word way, to insert 

h ch lin agreed not exceedi š 
ared fect in width, over the lands of the United States at Carlisle, Cumberland 


S. 1804) granting a pension to Clarinda Hunt; 
of the Forty-seventh entitled An act to provide for a public 
drew McKee; 
Commercial National Bank of Chicago; 
1 M. 

Thompson; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 109) Sathorizing the loan of certain pas and 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask unanimous consent to put upon its passage 

WILSON. Let the pending bill be informally laid aside. 

Mr. S 

indicated by him. 
Let the pending bill be informally laid aside for that 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the bill is taken up by unanimous 
Is there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
strike out the word be“ and insert ‘‘is;’? in line 4, after the word 

That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and empowered, in his dis- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

To give to the South Pennsylvania Railroad Company, for railroad purposes 
think the word release as it stands in the bill is better. 
on such line as may be agreed upon; so as to read: 
— Pennsyl and extending a distance of about nine hun feet over 


said lands, or so much thereof as said company may require for said purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to the bill: 

Congress reserves the right to amend or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
Werke bill won ada to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
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TERRITORIAL ACTS OF INCORPORATION. 


Mr, CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
3058) to amend section 1889 of chapter 1, title 23, of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States, relative to general incorporation acts of Ter- 
ritories. There will be no objection to it. It comes from the Commit- 
tee on Territories. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not think the Senator from Connecticut will 
insist upon his objection if he will listen to me for one moment. I hope 
the Senator will not object, or at least that he will allow me to state 
what the purpose of the bill is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Illinois making a statement? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill only proposes to change two words in the 
pam law as it stands in the Revised Statutes, and it relates to the 

erritories. It adds to the present section of the statute the words 
banking and canals, so that Territorial Legislatures may incorporate 
companies for those purposes. The Committee on Territories recom- 
mend the bill unanimously. 

Mr. PLATT. I withdraw my demand for the regular order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I ask that the bill may be put upon its pas- 

It comes from the Committee on Territories by a unanimous 
vote, and is very much sought for. It is exactly the statute as it stands 
except the words banking and canals.” 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It amends section 1889 of chapter 1, 
title 23, of the Revised Statutes of the United States so as to read: | 

Sec. 1889. The Legislative Assemblies of the several Territories shall not grant 
private charters or special privi „but they may, by general incorporation | 
acts, permit persons to associate themselves together as bodies-corporate for 
mining, banking, manufacturing,or other industrial pursuits, or the construction | 
pars operation of railroads, wagon-roads, canals, or Recher and the 


jonization and improvement-of lands in connection therewith, or for colleges, 
seminaries, churches, libraries, or any benevolent, charitable, or scientific asso- 
ciation. 


ti 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


KIRWIN (KANS. ) CEMETERY. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 577) to donate a cemetery site on the public 
lands to the city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas. 


Mr. WILSON. That may interfere with the pending order. 
Mr. PLUMB. It will only take a moment. I ask for unanimous | 
consent. l 


Mr. MCMILLAN. Let the bill be read for information. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read for information 
subject to objection. > 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, £c., That the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of sec- | 
tion 29, township 4 south, of range 16 west of the sixth principal meridian, in 
the State of Kansas, now eccupied by the city of Kirwin or cemetery purposes, 
be, and the same is hereby, donated to the said city of Kirwin for the use of a 
public cemetery. 

Mr. HARRISON. May Lask the Senator from Kansas whether there 
is an eme cy there for this cemetery ? 

Mr. PLUMB, Not more than that the land is occupied by the bodies 
of all persons who have died in the past twelve years in that neighbor- 
hood, and I think that on the whole the bill should be passed. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is a funeral waiting, I think. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN P. PETERSON. | 


Mr. PIKE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 6270) | 
for the relief of John P. Peterson. 

Mr. PLATT. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An objection is interposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 25 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 28, 1885. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joux S. Linpsay, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal as read will 
be approved. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise toa parliamentary question. 

Mr. MILLS. Irise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is to dispose of the Journal. 


‘| Washin, 


The tleman from Iowa states that he rises to a parliamentary 
question. Does it relate to the approval of the Journal? 

Mr. WELLER. I do not know whether it does specifically relate to 
the Journal or not. I desire to inquire whether the sundry civil a 

ropriation bill, as passed on yesterday by this House, in truth and in 

Tact results in retiring the one-dollar and two-dollar notes from ciren- 
lation, so that speculators—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is not in order; that is 
not a matter relating to the Journal. 
Mr. WELLER. I am informed that that is the result of the bill as 

the House. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The only question before the House is the approval 
of the Journal. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ean answer the gentleman from Iowa—— 

Mr. WELLER. I am satisfied it does refer to the Journal.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order; the only question 
is as to whether the Journal as read shall be approved. 

The Journal was approved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal privi- 
lege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. THOMAS. On the day before yesterday, during the discussion 
ofa resolution proposing to tender the thanks of Congress to Col. Thomas 
Lincoln Casey and the assistants under his command for the successful 
completion of the Washington Monument, I inadvertently did great in- 
justice to that officer, having been misled by statements which I saw 
in the newspapers of the day, and in quite a number of newspapers at 
that; but as I did not preserve copies of any of them save one, I have 
not been able this morning to lay my handsonthem. I ask, however, 
to have the Clerk read the paragraph which I have marked in the news- 
paper which I send to the desk, which will show the basis upon which 
I placed my statement with reference to Colonel Casey. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman states 
no question of personal privilege. 

Mr. THOMAS. It is a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman presents 
a question of personal privilege. 

Mr. THOMAS. It is a statement which I desire to make in justice 
to this officer. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain the request of the gen- 
tleman to make an explanation, if there be no objection. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. THOMAS. As I have said, I inadvertently misrepresented this 
gentleman and ask—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (interrupting). I must raise the question of 
order, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman has not presented a question 
of privilege. Let us go on with the appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Georgia was di 
ject to the request of the gentleman from Illinois to make thi 
tion, but afterward withdrew the objection. The Chair stated if there 
be no further objection the gentlemun would proceed. The gentleman 
then proceeded by consent to make an explanation. 

Mr. THOMAS. It will take but two minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well; I shall not object. 

Mr. THOMAS. Now I ask the Clerk to read the article to which I 
referred. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Lieut. Thomas Lincoln Casey, of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, 
was designated by President Hayes as the engineer in charge in the fall of 1878, 
after a commission of engineer officers, Ne by President Grant, had made 
1 examinations of the earth below the existing foundation, These 

undations proved the inadequacy of the old foundation to support the weight 
of such a structure. and in the summer of 1878 Maj. George W. Davis, a captain 
in the Fourteenth United States Infantry, perfected a plan to build a new - 


dation below and under the old one, The new foundation is one of the greatest 
engineering feats in the history of the world, and has attracted the attention of 


it 


to ob- 


| all engineers of this time. 


Mr. THOMAS. I have seen that statement repeatedly in different 
newspapers, and upon that basis I made the charge on the floor of the 
House that Captain Davis of the Army was entitled to the credit for 
the successful completion of the work on the monument by having sub- 
mitted plans for the foundation instead of Colonel Casey. On yester- 
day I received a letter from Colonel Casey, transmitting a communica- 
tion from Captain Davis, which is very shortand which I ask the Clerk 
to read, showing that this officer disclaims the credit for having secured 
the foundation of the monument. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wasurneton, D. C., February 27, 1885. 
can a Will you pardon my calling your attention to the following letter of 


G. W. Davis, published in the National Republican of this city March 4, 
18807 lt was written and given to the public without any knowledge of mine: 
“ ENGINEER OFFICE, WASHINGTON MONUMENT, 
. “ Washington, D. C., March 3, 1880. 
Sin: In your issue of to-day I have read an anonymous contribution on the 
n Monument. Your correspondent has fallen into an error on one 
point, when he states the work of strengthening the foundation is in 


under the charge of Capt. George W. Davis, United States Army, aided by com- 


petent assistants.’ I beg to correct this statement by saying that Col. Thomas I. 


1885. 


2 A ie oleae ts Shanes, S58 bie Aenean Se ne 
ening the foundation are being followed. Iam connected with this work as as- 
2 3 publicity to this correction. 

“Very „Ko., 


„GEORGE W. DAVIS, 


Captain, Fourteenth Infantry. 
Fo the EDITOR of the National Republican.” 


The Washington Monument has been substantially completed in accordance 
with my designs and project as contained in Miscellaneous Document No. 7, 
3 ee aren: third session. 
er Meo ee 2 TH OS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Colonel, Corps of Engineers. 
Hon. Joun R. THOMAS, 
House of Represent 
Mr. THOMAS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to give honor to whom 
honor is due, and therefore I have made this personal explanation so 
that it might be known that Captain Davis, notwi ing the oft- 
ted publications in the ne does not claim this credit. 
I hope it will be given to Colonel , to whom it seems to be due. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now call for the regular order. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a question of information. 

Mr. HORR. For Heaven's sake, I hope the Speaker will grant the 
gentleman’s request. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The order is demanded. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to offer a privileged resolution. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask if the demand for the regular order precludes 
the question which I addressed to the Chair? ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa can not ask the Chair to 
explain the effect of a certain bill which has been passed by the House. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to know whether 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Iowa 
rise? 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to have the Chair inform me 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I insist on the regular order. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STRAIT] rises 
to a privileged matter. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. COX, of New York. I desire to follow the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. THOMAS] in a single remark. 

The SPEAKER. The order is demanded. 

Mr. COX, of New York. What I desire to say is in continuation of 
the same personal explanation which was allowed by the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Does the gentleman from New York rise to a 
question of privilege? 

Mr, COX, of New York. I do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his question of privilege. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I made a similar remark as to Colonel 
Casey and Captain Davis, based on the statements which I had seen 
and which I supposed were official. I desire to disclaim now and here 
the casting of any shadow upon the fame of Colonel Casey in that re- 
gard. . 


SUPPLIES TO INDIANS OF MINNESOTA. 


Mr. STRAIT. I call up the bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United 
States for supplies furnished to the Sioux and Dakota Indians of Min- 
nesota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of Augen, 
1862, and providing for the payment thereof. I move that the House 
insist on its amendments to the bill and agree to the conference asked 
for by the Senate. À 

The motion was to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as managers on the part of the 
House the gentleman from Texas, Mr. WELLBORN, the gentleman from 
Minnesota, Mr. STRATT, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. STE- 
VENS. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to inquire if it will be proper for me under 
the rules to ask information of the Chair whether the bill passed yes- 
terday failed to make appropriation for the continuation of the print- 
ing of the one-dollar and two-dollar Treasury notes 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to inquire further 

The SPEAKER (rapping to order). The gentleman from Iowa is not 
in order, and will be seated. 


INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 
Mr. MILLS. I offer a resolution of the highest privilege. 
The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the er appoint a committee of three members of the 
House to co-o; ith the committee appointed by the Senate to take 
— the arrangements for the inaugural ceremonies at the Capitol on the 4th of 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is that the 
Mr. MILLS. 


ar order? 
It is a privileged resolution. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas claims the resolution 


ivil 
: TOWNSHEND. I raise the question of order. 
Mr. MILLS. It relates to the part the House will take in the iu- 


augural ceremonies. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that the resolution involves 
any matter of privil It does not relate to the legislative proceed- 
ings of the House or its duties under the Constitution. 

Mr. MILLS. To raise the point of order on that resolution is un- 
becoming the dignity of this House. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. ROSECRANS] 
rises to a privileged matter. 

Mr. ECRANS. I move that the bill (H. R. 5713) which has 
been amended in the Senate—— 

Mr. MILLS. I move to suspend the rules and pass the resolution I 
have offered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas hasnot the floor. The 
gentleman from California [Mr. ROSECRANS] has the floor on a privi- 
leged matter. 


LOSSES OF OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 


Mr. ROSECRANS. The Senate has returned to the House with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 5713) for the settlement of claims of offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Army for the loss of private property de- 
stroyed in the military service of the United States. I move 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is that a privil matter? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. A conference has been asked by the Senate. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I move that the House insist on its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments and agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 

The motion was — to. 

TheSPEAKER. e Chair appoints as managers of the conference 
on the part of the House the gentleman from California, Mr. ROSE- 
CRANS, the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. MURRAY, and the gentleman 
from Indiana, Mr. STEELE. 


NAVAL OBSERVATORY REPORTS. 


TheSPEAKER, under thestatute, laid before the House the following 
concurrent resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 25, 1885. \ 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of resentatives concurring), That the annual 
volumes of astronomical and meteorological observations of the Naval Observa- 
tory for the years 1881-82 be printed, and that 2,000 additional copies of each 
volume be printed, of which copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 800 for 
the use of House of Representatives, and 800 for the use of the Navy Depart- 
ment or for sale at the cost of Een and printing, in accordance with section 
432 of the Revised Statutes of nited States. 


HISTORY OF THE RED CROSS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 25, 1885. 
Resolved by the Senate (the He Representatives rring), That th be 
10,000 copies of the Madre of the Wea Cross printed From the stereotype plates 


now at Government Printing Office for the use of the American 
of the Red Cross. 


BOGUE SOUND, NORTH CAROLINA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers of a survey, 
of Bogue Sound, between New River and Beaufort, N. C.; which was 
reraton to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MISUSE OF PIERS, BREAKWATERS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting copies of the reports of such officers in 
charge of river and barbor districts as report instances in which piers? 
breakwaters, or other structures or works made or built by the United 
States in aid of commerce or navigation are used, occupied, or injured 
by a corporation or individuals, and the extent and mode of such use; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

J. R. SANTOS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of State, transmitting dispatches from the vice-consul-general of the 
United States at Guayaquil relative to the imprisonment of J. R. Santos; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered 
to be printed. ə 

BIDS FOR MAIL SERVICE. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Post- 
master-General, transmitting, as required by law, a report of offers re- 
ceived and for carrying mails under advertisements of Octo? 
ber 15, 1883, cnet bet 1884, and March 1, 1884; also a report of mails 
established during e bros! June 30, 1884, other than those 
let to contract at the annu. letting; also a report of additional allow- 
ances made to contractors for mails during the fiseal year end- 


ing June 30, 1884; which were referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Post-Office Department, and ordered to be printed. 
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ORDNANCE FOR CRUISERS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
pacers Sar wie woe deo yee gy OT Ca D aiel OAN which 

e Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 
WILLIAM SCHUCHARD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, a letter from the Secretary of State 
asking an appropriation to pay William Schuchard for services in pro- 
curing testimony before the United States and Mexican Claims Com- 
mission; ee e eee talc ee e 
ordered to be printed. 

SAMPSON P. BAILEY. 


The SPEAKER also laid ee eee, the House a letter from the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
State for the relief of Sampson Fe Bailey, United States consul at Pa- 
lermo; which was the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 


DEY-DOCK, BROOKLYN NAVY-YARD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of 
the Navy Sor xepaits of Gee stone iry-dlock at thie Teeckiyn navy-yard, 
New York. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. REID, of North Carolina, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave to withdraw from the files of the House the papers accompany- 
ing House bill 1008, there being no adverse report. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


On motion of Mr, DORSHEIMER, the bill (H. R. 8240) was ordered 
reprinted for the use of the House. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, leave was 
granted to members to print in the Seasons. remarks on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave to print in the RECORD some remarks upon American citizen- 


ship. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Poo JONES, of Alabama, by unanimous consent, was granted leave 
of absence, on account of adhe, until Wednesday next. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


On motion of Mr. DUNHAM, by unanimous consent, 2,000 copies 
of the law capri Meee French spoliation claims were ordered printed 
for the use of the 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MILLS. Is not the special rule adopted some days ago by the 
House the first order of business after the reading of the Journal? 

The SPEAKER, It is, unless the House be engaged in the execu- 
tion of some other order. The House is now engaged in the execution 
of an order made yesterday by unanimous consent, to proceed at once, 
in the House as in Committee of the Whole, to dispose.of the Senate 
amendments to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. MILLS. But does not the special order take precedence of the 
unfinished business? Is it not required to be taken up directly after 
the Journal is read? 


suspension 
with. The Chair thinks an order of the House made by unanimous 
rr eee ee err ee be erer 
and that the House must go on to the consideration of this business, 
subject only to interruption by privileged matters. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say to the gentleman from Texas 
lr. Mirs] that I heartily concur with him in regard to the order of 
Dusiness he desires to reach, and as soon as the Post-Oflice bill is dis- 
‘posed of I will co-operate with him in that direction. 

AMENDMENT OF RULES. 
Mr. ANDERSON submitted the following; which was referred to the 
Committee on Rules: 


Amend Rule XXI, paragraph 3, by adding to the paragraplMhe following 
“The Appropriations Committee shall report all apne appropriation bills to 
bey sie ngs F during a long sessi the Ist day 
February during a short session of 
REPORT OF NATIONAL 3 OF SCIENCES. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I rise to present a privileged report. 
I um directed by the Committee on Printing to with a rec- 


on or 


SEANS concurrence, the Senate resolution which I send to the 


v Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the report 


of the National Academy 4 printed in 


the usual octavo m. but that the eight accompan memoirs be printed in 
ee eee ae ene and memoirs be 
ited; of w n e use of the 2,000 
„ Representatives, and 1,500 copies for the use of Na- 
Academy of 
The resolution was concurred in. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
back with an amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 541) to 
authorize the printing of 50,000 copies of the second annual report of 
the Bureau of ARON eee AN eee 
The joint resolution was read, as follows 
by the Senate and 1 


Commissioner 
the supervision of the Public 
ttee on Printing, the work to be subject to the approval of the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, 
Sec, 2. AEDA pel pinecone gr OAE T SE pel des 
pore n riated, out of any money inthe Treasury not otherwise appro- 
ta defray the cost of th the publication of said report. 


The e ee reported by the Committee on Printing was read, as 
follows: 

In line 1 of section 2 fill the blank by inserting $25,827.00. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. BELFORD. Irise to a question of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. Last night T made a speech in favor of building a 
hospital for the orphans of confederate soldiers. While doing so I 
walked down the aisle. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 3 
insisted that I should make my speech from the seat which I usually 

y. Now I ask the Speaker to read the first paragraph of Rule 
XIV and construe it. I am a member of this House and have a right, 
under the rule, to speak from any place on the floor, provided I do not 
drive any other member from his seat. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded. The Chair 
does not see that the gentleman from Colorado presents any matter of 
personal A A 5 

Mr. BELFORD. This isa — ion of personal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is asking the Chair to give an 
opinion merely upon the construction of a rule which is not now pre- 
sented as a practical question. There is no matter now before the 
House involving the construction of that rule. 

Mr. BELFORD. Why should not the Speaker give a construction 
to this rule? By the order of the House he is the judge in such matters. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decides questions as to the construction 
of the rules when they properly arise in the course of business. It is 
not the province of the Chair to determine any question which is not 

presented in the course of the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. BELFORD, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado is not in order. 


PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report back with a favorable recommendation the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the House . 


of the Fieser of the 
United States for the year 1884 be 3 
4,000 copies ſor the use of the House of 
the Senate, and 3,000 copies for the use o 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The House resumes, in pursuance of the order 
adopted yesterday, the consideration of the amendments of the Senate 
to the Post-Office rove sisi bill. The question is upon the motion 
of the gentleman fro: lvania [Mr. BIN HA] to concur in the 


the Senate 9 That the re ot the 
nction miee 7 tes precious 3 he 


fore use of 


8 
the Director of the Min 
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amendment numbered 11, which was pending at the time the House 
took its recess yesterday afternoon. 

Mr. MONEY. Before this amendment of the Senate is acted upon 
I desire to offer an amendment to the whole paragraph, which I will 
send up to the Clerk. . 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I must raise a point of order upon that prop- 
osition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks eee eee 
move to concur in the Senate amendment with an amendmen 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. CCC 

The SPEAKER. The tellers had made no report, and must neces- 
sarily make the count over again. (Cries of “ Regular order !"] The 
Clerk will read the pending amendment of the Senate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Eleventh amendment of the Senate : 

Strike out the words "to bona fide subscribers” and insert in lieu thereof in- 

ros Nay ot Somer a so digs robe — RA 

That all publications of the reot and from tuo oie of publication, 
à gaid act, when sent . and from the office of publication. 
including sample or when sent from a news actual 


to 
orto other ne ws agenta, shall, on and after aly 1, 1885, be entitled to 
‘transm om through the malis a br s Se OF ee Se: 


age to be prepaid as now 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. point of order is this: that the Honse is 
dividing on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and after 
that is di of then the gentleman from Mississippi will be in order 
to move his amendment. 

The SPEAKER. If the House concurs in the amendment of the 
Senate it closes the matter and precludes all amendments. This is the 
only time the amendment of The gentleman from Mississippi can be 
offered. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Can it be offered now ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. Otherwise it could not be 
offered at all. If the House concurs it closes the matter; if it non- 
concurs it closes the matter and there is no time to offer an amend- 
2 to the Senate amendment except while it is pending before the 

ouse, 

; at er gd I do not think there will be any objection to it when 
t is : 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 8 its Secretary, announced 
the adoption of the conference report on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8030) making appropriation for the Agri- 
cultural Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 

other purposes, 

i AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. DIBRELL. Lask the gentleman from Illinois to yield to me to 
submit a conference report, 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman has the right tosubmit it at any time. 

Mr. DIBRELL. Then I submit it now. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 2 of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill ouse (H. R. 8030) making ap- 
e for « for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
and for other contend pe sepa having met, after full and free conference have 
do recommend to respecti $ 
5 from its 4 Prop apace 17, 18, and 19. 

That the at onse recede from its disagreem theamendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 23,45, 6,7, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 20, rH prer gm praat y brain 

That the House recede its is disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 8, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed rt “ $25,000;™ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment ot the Senate 
numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum insert W and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
8 9 agree tothe same with an amendment Seanas In lieu of 

© sum pro — p 

N . G. DIBRELL, 

LEWIS BEACH, 
WM. CULLEN 

Managers on the part of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
W. CALL, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The statement accompanying the report, under the rule, is as follows: 


The Senate recedes from its amendment increasing the appropriation under 
Piada agg sod division of eue T $25,000; eee otto 
ing, Ko., 8 and the increase in appropriat ‘or 

manufacture of sugar from sorghum, &c., to $50,000, and agrees 
sum $40,000. They also agree CCT 
ion of $10,000 to $5,000. And the House agrees to the above changes. 


The House les from all other 5 which are are 
change of the word bureau“ to “ division " where it occurs in 
also to S CANS Sox ANSTA AAA $1,500 increase for fur- 
niture, repairs, &e. 


The total increase allowed over the amount in the bill as it passed the House 
is $31,500, and is $40,090 less than it passed the Senate. 
Respectfully submi 
G. G. DIBRELL, 
LEWIS BEACH, 
WM. CULLEN. 
Conferees on part of the House, 


ae ern adopted. 
Mr. DIBRELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 


ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MONEY. I ask that my amendment be read, as it has not yet 


bill strike out the words “e as pro- 


In lines 125 and 126 of the 
vided in section 25 of the and after the word law,“ in line insert: 
5 


dee i whole oi . 
and published, shall go free through the mails.“ 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. er, this amendment would have betn put 
on in the House when bill was under consideration before, but it 
escaped my attention as well as that of other gentlemen interested in 
the measure. Indeed, I thought it was a mistake in the print until I 
was informed to the contrary by the tleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] in charge of it. For the as it stands now, 
even as amended by the Senate, re-enacts part of ection 25 of the eck 
of March 3, 1879, referred to, which repeals legislation had last year to 
this effect: That the rate of postage on newspaper and periodical 
cations of the second class, when sent by others than the pu or 
news agent, shall be 1 cent for each four ounces or fractional part 
8 and shall be fully prepaid by postage-stamps affixed to said 
matter. 

So it will be a re-enactment of this section 25, act of March 3, 1879, 


in the tcl ay ee eee eee (eae e 
tween the lisher who sends his own publication the citizen 
who sends a transient number of it. In words, it ides a cit- 
izen may send a transient number for 1 cent for each four ounces or 
fractional thereof, while the publisher shall be at the rate 
of 2 cents for four ounces. This is so manifestly unjust it will not be 
considered favorably a moment, 

But a proper ruling on this subject would be that the law I have re- 
ferred to was not exclusive but inclusive in its operations, and the pub- 
lishers to whom Congress intended to be liberal, as shown by giving to 
them the privilege of sending out their publications at the rate of 1 
cent per pound, could not have intend them twice as 
much for transient numbers. Otherwise it would be so incongruous 
and unjust we can not consider for a moment ever intended 
that any proper of this kind would have such an effect. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to be perfectly frank with the House in 
reference to this question, and will, therefore, state that there is some- 
thing more than that in the amendment, and to which my friend from 
Illinois will doubtless object. If this amendment is adopted it will 
repeal also that provision of the act which provides that these papers 
shall not be delivered at letter-carriers’ offices or delivered by carriers 
e e is prepaid at the rate prescribed by the act - that is to say 

1 cent for each two ounces or fraction thereof, and not 1 cent for each 
four ounces, as provided for transient newspapers. That the gentle- 
man from Illinois will object to, as I understand. 

Now, this, in ion, and I call the attention of the House to it, 
is the most mes po rtion of the whole law. You t 
newspaper publishers in Brooklyn to send their daily pub to 
every solitary house in the city of New York at the lower rate of post- 
age, while the New York publisher can not send his publications to his 
subscribers in his own city, except at the rate of 2 cents for each four 
ounces, Or, vice versa, the New York publisher can send to Brooklyn 
at the lower rate, while the Brooklyn publisher, to distribute his pub- 
lications in his own city, has to pay 2 cents for each four ounces. 

In the District of Columbia the New York daily newspapers are sent 
here at the rate of 1 cent per pound, but the Post, the blican, the 
Star, the Critic, and other papers are required by the law to pay 1 
cent for each two ounces on every newspaper that is sent —— 
mails to their subscribers in this District. You bring 
Canada here and we distribute them at eee e es of ome reach seen 
age, because, according to the terms of the postal reci ty treaty 
with Canada, we are compelled to admit them at their rate} 
which is free, while our publishers in the same city where these papers 
are distributed must pay the higher rate of postage. They are dis- 
tributed free of postage, and yet meat n 36 ublisher in the 
United States who mails a paper to his subscri the same city 
where the is published is compelled to pay 1 cent for each two 
ounces or ion, notwithstanding the fact that there is no expense 
whatever for trabsportation. All the cities of the United States can 
send their papers into this city at 2 cents per pound now, and at 1 cent 
if this bill becomes law. It must be plain, therefore, that it is a 
tion requiring careful consideration and correction at the hands of Con. 


gress. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If this amendment is adopted it makes the law 
consistent with itself. 

Mr. MONEY. Yes, sir; it makes it consistent with itself and also 
just and reasonable to all persons. I hope, Mr. Speaker, the 


proposi- 
tion will be divided if an amendment should be offered by the gentle- 
man from Illinois to the amendment which I havesubmitted, and that 


= 


2304 


the whole proposition will not be condemned on account of the one ob- 
jection which he may urge against it, 

t Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection whatever to 
the first change that the gentleman from Mississippi su, or wishes 
to make in this bill. If that was the sole object of his amendment I 
should not resist it, but, as he frankly states to this House, the amend- 
ment goes very much further. It would also enable newspapers to be dis- 
tributed their daily issues - by means of the letter - carriers of the cities 
where they are published. If, then, this amendment was incorporated 
in the bill, and became a part of the postal Jaw, the newspapers would 
simply discharge the messengers or carriers who now convey their pub- 
lications to subscribers and have them delivered by the mail-carriers 
at an enormously increased cost to the Government. 

Mr. DIN GLE. But does not the gentleman know that that would 
be impracticable as far as daily newspapers are concerned ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It would render a great increase of letter-car- 
riers necessary, an immensely t increase over the present number. 
Mr. BINGHAM. You accepted the same proposition exactly in the 
first a of this Congress, and it was passed in the bill word for word 
like thi: 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I must decline, Mr. Speaker, to be interrupted; 

gentleman can haye his own time. 

Now, this question has been up before the House many times, and 
has been several times considered and debated in Congress. It has been 
always voted down and defeated -—— 

Mr. BINGHAM (interrupting). Not in this Congress. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. For the reason that it is believed it would be 
too severe a tax upon the Treasury to authorize the letter-carriers to 
distribute the ne pers in the cities where they are published. Why, 
take the great y papers of New York alone; it would require a 
larger force of letter-carriers to distribute them to daily subscribers 
than are now employed in the city for the free-delivery system. It 
would tly enhance the number and largely increase the expense 
of the Government to allow the distribution by carriers of these papers. 

Now I would be glad to accept the gentleman’s proposition if it only 
extended the privilege of allowing newspapers to send through the 
mails transient copies at the same rate that other people are paying to 
send them; but when he couples with that proposition another one im- 
posing upon the Government the duty of delivering to subscribers by 
carrier the daily issues of such papers I can not consent to it for the 
reason I have stated. 

And now again I recur tomy point of order. I desire to call the at- 
tention of the er to the fact that this amendment does change 
existing law without retrenching expenditures. On the contrary, in 
my judgment it will cause an immense increase of expenditure. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment on 
the point of order? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order seems to he that the gentleman 
p an amendment which changes the original text of the bill as 
it comes from the Senate. 

Mr. MONEY. No such point of order has been raised. 

The SPEAKER. It would make no difference whether that partic- 
ular reason has been stated or not; if it changes what has been agreed 
upon by the two Houses it would not be in order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It changes the text of the bill as agreed upon, and 
is not an amendment of the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The House can not now change a matter which 
has been agreed to by both Houses. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is the case here; and I supposed the attention 
of the Chair had been called to it. The last part of the amendment is 
right enough, because it relates to a portion which has been stricken 
out by the Senate; but the other part of the amendment relates tua 
portion of the bill that has been agreed to by both Houses. 

The SPEAKER. That, of course, cannot be done. Upon the other 

i er er by the gentleman from Illinois the Chair does not un- 
p tase that the second part of this proposed amendment actually in- 
creases the number of letter-carriers. 

Mr. MONEY. It does not. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois simply makes an 
argument that it may t hereafter in a necessity for an increase of 
that force. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the Chair pardon me for saying this: 
The amendment does not retrench expenditures; and the rule is, un- 
less an amendment retrenches expenditures, if it changes existing law, 
it is not in order? This amendment does not retrench expenditures, 
There is no need for an argument showing that it increases expendi- 
tures, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY] to the fact that this ex- 
isting law and proposes to diminish the receipts of the Government by 
requiring the Government to perform a certain service free which is 
now paid for under the statute, The Chair thinks that objection is 
fatal to the amendment. The first point of order made by the gentle- 
man from Illinois was simply that it was too late to offer the amend- 
ment because the vote was being taken 
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Mr. MONEY. Will the Chair permit me one word? There is no 
proposition here to make this service free. The amendment is simply 
a tion of the existing law as to county newspapers and no others. 

ft e Sit tp IIS it provides that nA shall be carried free. 

> : y as regards papers in the county where they are 
printed, which are already carried free. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Chair has not ruled on my other point. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The amendment that provides for the carrying of 
ne pers free within the limits of the county where they are pub- 
ages issimply the re-enactment or repeating of existing law. That 
is 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now will the Chair rule on my last point? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to inquire what is the necessity 
for this amendment if it simply re-enacts existing law. 

Mr. MONEY. Because the first amendment there repeals that sec- 
tion, and this re-enacts that portion of it. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair, of course, will have to examine the stat- 


ute. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If I am allowed to make an explanation, I will 
say the text of the bill preserves the law as it now stahds, prohibiting 
daily newspapers from being sent through the mail at the rate of 1 cent 
a pound in cities where they are published. Now the gentleman from 
Mississippi proposes to change that law by his amendment. I insist 
the rule says in peremptory terms that no change of existing law shall 
be ingrafted on an appropriation bill unless it reduces expenditures. 

The SPEAKER. There is no difficulty as to what the rule is. But 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY ] insists and other gentle- 
men insist that this makes no change whatever in existing law, while 
the gentleman from Illinois says that it does. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. One portion of the gentleman's amendment 
that which relates to the circulation of ne free in the counties 
of publication—does not change the law; but the latter portion 

The SPEAKER. The Chair bes already decided upon the other 
portion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman’s amendment so operates as 
to enable these newspapers to be carried by letter-carriers, which is 
prohibited by law. That is the point I make. It so operates as to 
secure the carrying of newspapers by carriers. 

Mr. MONEY. If the argument of the gentleman from Illinois proves 
anything, it proves an increase of revenue to the Post-Office Department. 
The gentleman says the carriers will be loaded down with newspapers, 
while they do not now carry any of them. As the law now stands, none 
of these papers are delivered by the carriers; and the gentleman es 
that they will be loaded down with them if we adopt this amendment: 
Bat I assert no publishers of daily newspapers can afford to use the let- 
ter-carriers for the delivery of their papers; they must be their own 
carriers. They must have their newspapers on the breakfast-tables of 
their subscribers and not await the slow action of the mail, 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. The same remark would not apply 
to weeklies and monthlies, would it? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this amendment does not change 
existing law. The Chair has already decided upon that part of the 
neee which proposes to strike out matter agreed to by both 

ouses. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, if I understand the Chair and the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi correctly, he does not want to change in any 
wise the law at this time existing which prohibits the carrying of news- 
papers by letter-carriers. 
ag SPEAKER. The amendment does not refer to that subject at 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I call for the reading of the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

After the word “law,” in line 133 of the printed bill, insert: 

Provided. That publications of the second class, one copy to each actual sub- 
scriber residing in the county where the same are printed in whole or in part 
where published, shall go free through the mails.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is that proposition germane to the Senate amend- 
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so. It relates to the rates of 
postage on mailable matter. But the Chair will call the attention of the 
gentleman from Mississippi to the fact which it has just discovered 
(because the amendment refers to the printed bill and the Clerk has be- 
fore him the manuscript bill, the engrossed bill) that the gentleman’s 
amendment does not relate to the Senate amendment at all, but to the 
text of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is one of the points that I have insisted 
upon ever since we began this discussion. 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair had already ruled out that part of the 
amendment which proposed to strike out the text; but it appears now 
that the other part of the gentleman’s amendment as proposed does not 
affect any amendment made by the Senate, but changes the original 
bill and would insert new words in the original text. 


Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, is it not in order now to have concur- 


rence? 
The SPEAKER. Itis. The Chair thinks this whole proceeding 
out of order. The difficulty on the part of the Chair arose 


ing is 
from the 


1885. 
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met that the gentleman [Mr. MONEY ] was referring to the printed bill 
while the Clerk had before him the en bill. 
Mr. MONEY. I was going by the printed bill, because I could not 
iy the lines by number in any other way. 

The SPEAKER, Certainly. The mistake resulted from the fact 
that the gentleman was looking at the printed bill while the Clerk had 
the engrossed bill. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken on concurring in the amendment; and there 
were ayes 95, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The Clerk read the next amendment (numbered 12), as follows: 

Strike out — following: 

“Providi wever, That po ishers of second-class publications may mail sam- 


ple popiera nA the rate of 1 crv en for each four ounces or frac- 
Moen. as all 


a HORR. Mr. Speaker, I move that we concur in that amend- 


oes .TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I hope that I shall be 
as representing the Committee on Appropriations, and I desire to say 
that, in obedience to the order of that committee, I move to non-con- 
cur in that amendment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker— 

The SPEAKER. This is a proposition which may be debated five 
minutes on each side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I simply desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that concur- 
rence in this Senate amendment now simply makes the action of the 
House consistent with the amendment adopted a few moments ago. 
That is all. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, I did not understand the remark of the 

eman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I said that concurrence in this amendment now is 


the logical sequence of the action of the House just taken. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, It is true, Mr. Speaker, as stated by gentlemen 
here, that concurrence in this amendment would carry into effect the 
amendment sr a while ago; but I want to say before from 
this question—for I have no doubt the House will sustain the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Horr]—that in concurring in this amendment the 
House is doing what I am satisfied it would not doif gentlemen would 
pause long enough to think of the effect of their action. 

The Postmaster-General came before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and said that under the law regarding sample copies of newspa- 
pers—no, I willtake that back, not regular ne but advertising 
sheets sheets that are conducted i in the interest of lottery schemes and 
used ſor mere advertising purposes were flooding the mails. He said 
that it was done under the clause of the law which permits sample copies 
to go through the mails at the rate of 1 cent per pound, and he desired 
to abe that ion restricted; and the Committee on Appropriations 
agreed with him that it ought to be restricted. Itis true thatthe Post- 
master-General said he was willing to allow newspapers to send sample 
copies twice a year, but the Committee on Appropriations said: If it is 
wrong to it them to send sample copies oftener than twice a year, 
we should abolish the law altogether; ’’? and the committee so acted. 

My desire was that we should come to some pe eer upon this ques- 

tion. I can see why allowing sample copies of legitimate newspapers, 
scientific journals, and other meritorious publications to go through the 
mails should be continued; but I am of opinion that it ought to 
stricted to certain periods of the year. I am willing to allow publish- 
ers all facilities that are necessary iu order to secure subscribers, and I 
am willing 

[Here the hammer ſell.] 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER pro kapoe (Mr. Cox, of New York). 
hausted. 

Mr. HORR. I think not, Mr. Speaker. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] occupied only one minute, and I do not want 
to occupy more than another minute. I simply want to Say that this 
is the sequence of the vote that we have just taken, and that it is nec- 
essary in order to carry out that amendment. It makes postage uni- 
form for city papers, for country papers, and for all aU piper; Itisri ht, 
and it ought to be adopted; and when the gent! Illinois 
TOWNSHEND] says that if members would pause and think they oul 
vote against it, he is mistaken. All that is required to make them vote 
for it is to pause and think — indeed, they will not have to pause if they 
will simply think, they will vote for it. 

amendment was concurred in 
The Clerk read the next amendment (numbered 13), as follows: 


Strike out the following 
“ (13) That at the fature. jettings of contracts for the manufacture o 


stamps, stamped „ 8 other Lease agen di securities, nts Secre- 
tary of the Treabry be 1 it bids ſox the man- 


ufacture of said stamps, stamped envelopes, pes, postal cards and. ot cards, and other postal 
x from pris 


eee we Burean of 5 and 
reap he bids shall be soo ered in competition with bids from private 85 


‘ostmaster-General may reject any 


Debate is ex- 


provided, That the 
of private parties, and 8 the contracts, or any of them, upon the bid of the 


XVI——145 


Secretary 
the Government to d 


of the urge if, in his judgment, it shall be for the best interests of 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to move that this amendment be non-concurred in. I make that 
motion. 

The motion was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Fourteenth amendment; 
Pai 5, line — akn out Na eee bap 3 "forty-five; ” sasalo ans 
or manufacture of s enve and newspaper-wrappers 
sheets, $745,000." 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, I move that the House concur in this amendm ent, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Fifteenth amendment: 
Page 6, after line 11, insert office of superintendent of foreign mails.“ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to move non-concurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

* Sixteenth amendment: 
Pugs 6, strike out in lines 12,13, and 14 the follow: 
pe 8 of ‘foreign’ mails, including 8 transit across the Isth- 
mus 
And insert the following : 

“For transportation of foreign ey. including railway transit across the 
Isthmus of Panama, „000. And the Postmaster-General is hereby author- 
ized to enter into contracts for the C — of an any pee of said foreign 
mails, after advertisement, with the lowest nsible bidder, at a rate not ex- 
ceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip each way actually traveled between 
the terminal points: Provided, That the mails so contracted shall be carried on 
American steamships, and that the aggregate of such contracts shall not exceed 
one-half of the sum hereby appropriated.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam instructed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to move non-concurrence in this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seventeenth amendment: 

Strike out section 3, as follows: 
That a special stamp — 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, this 
and all the remaining sections of this bill, except the last one, relate to 
the special stamped cnvelope which the House provided for. I think 
members will not insist that these sections be read. I am directed 
by the Committee on Appropriations to move non-concurrence in the 
amendments, striking out the third, fourth, fifth, and sixth sections. 
I ask unanimous consent that the reading of those sections be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman’s motion is to non-concur in Senate 
amendments numbered 17, 18, 19, and 20. 

Mr. ANDERSON. What are those ‘amendments? 

Mr. KEIFER. They all relate to this one subject. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] 
asks unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the seventeenth, 
eighteenth, nineteenth, and twentieth amendments of the Senate, and 
that they be non-concurred in. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now the only remaining amendment is to strike 
out the last section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Twenty-first amendment: 

Strike out section 7, as follows: 

“Seo.7. That the Postmaster-General be directed to instruct his subordin: 
to publish on the fore bulletin-board in the corridor of the Pot fore bund 
ing in the city of New York the news of the sighting or 5 al of for 

steamers, to the end that the public shall have such news in advance: mb owe 
vided also, “That no cost or saree to the Government shall be incurred in conse- 
quence of such ection 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am directed by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to move non-concurrence in this amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. Pending that, I move that the House concur. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from IIlinois moves tonon-concur, 
and pending that the gentleman from Ohio moves to concur. The 
question will be upon the motion to concur. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think that this section ought to provide 
a small appropriation for the pur of carrying out its provisions. 
move, therefore, to amend by ing out the proviso af the end of the 
section and inserting ‘‘and $500, or so much thereof as may be neces- 
1 is appropriated ſor this purpose.“ 

HOLMAN. I I must make a point of order on that. 

Ar. Cox of New York. I know it is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a matter of purely local convenience. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will not the gentleman consent to an ap- 

propriation of $100? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I object to the provision. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Thisisnot a merely local convenience, for 
the information is sent all over the United States. 

Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] will him- 
self admit that section 7 will be entirely inoperative without an appro- 
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patios; and it is not competent for him now to make an appropriation 
y way of amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Why not? l 

Mr. KEIFER. Andit is quite anomalous to require the Postmaster- 
General through his subordinates to post a bulletin-board in the city of 
New York or anywhere else. The provision ought not to go into the 
bill; it does not belong there. By concurring in the amendment of the 
Senate the whole section will go out. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the point of order against the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is 
well taken. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. COX, of New York. As the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER 
has discussed this question, I hope I may be allowed to say a 
All that we propose to do is simply to put this information on a black- 
board in the post-office building in New York city for the information 
of newspapers and the public as to the arrival of foreign mail steamers, 
so as to prevent a pees ps of news by individuals or corporations. I 
aer sre insert a pn oe lest the Postmaster-General, if 
no money were appropria might hesitate to carry out the provisions 
of the section. But, even without an appropriation, I would like the 
sons to remain, not as mandatory but as directory to the Postmaster- 

eneral. 

Mr. KEIFER. This provision would require the Post-Office Depart- 
ment to keep posted on a bulletin-board intelligence as to the arrival 
of foreign mail steam vessels. 

Mr. COX, of New York. It is done, anyhow. 

Mr. KEIFER. If the gentleman intends the section to be merely 
directory, let him appeal to the postmaster of the city of New York, 
and not make a directory law on an appropriation The section 
ought to be struck out. 

e SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio to concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I wish ee from e rt 
SODOR] would withdraw his point of order; this is a very little 

in 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, I must insist on it. 

The question being taken on the motion to concur, there were—ayes 
48, noes 19. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Icall for tellers. I think members mis- 
understood the proposition on which they voted. I do not believe it 
was ny understood that the Speaker had ruled my amendment 
out of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that the gentleman’s amend- 
ment was not in order and it is not a part of the section. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I think a good many members believed 
they were pee on my amendment. R pl fas 
The SPEAKER. The question was taken simply u d , 
the amendment of the Senate to strike out the Ae poy section. 

gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] has demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move the House request of the Senate a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
to the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The SPEAKER appointed, as the managers of said conference on the 
part of the House, Mr. TOWNSHEND, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. Horr. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I move to submit for adoption at 
this time the following resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the rules be suspended and that the House now resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of the bill of the House 8279, making 5 for fortifications 
and other works of defense, and for the armament for the fiseal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; said bill to be subject to general debate 
for two hours and then be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Texas yield to me for a 
moment? 
Mr. HANCOCK. With pleasure. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move, Mr. Speaker, to take from the Speaker's 
table the Senate amendments to the Navy appropriation bill, for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. TALBOTT, Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania intimate 
to the House when he will likely bring these amendments of the Sen- 
ate back to the House for action? 

Mr. RANDALL, Some time to-day, I hope. 

Mr. TALBOTT. For action? 

Mr. RANDALL. Les, sir. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8239) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 

purposes, be taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

The motion was agreed to, 
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FORTIFICATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The pending question is on the resolution of the 
gentleman from Texas in reference to the consideration of the fortifica- 
tion bill. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to ask the gentleman from Texas whether 
in the consideration of the fortification bill it would not save time as the 
question is resolved into one point to move to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill now. 

Mr. HORR. No, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded ? 

Mr. TALBOTT. Have all points of order been reserved against the 
bill and amendments? 

Mr. HORR. I did not understand the gentleman from Illinois to do 
anything but to make a request of the gentleman from Texas. 

„SPRINGER. It is too late to reserve points of order on it as the 
bill is in committee. 

The SPEAKER. All points of order were reserved. 

Mr. HORR. The pala from Texas has not made any such re- 


est. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make it myself. 

. Mr. HANCOCK. I will aceept the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Illinois if it be acceptable to the House. 

Mr. HORR. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest that the debate be limited to one hour 
instead of two hours. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have no objection to that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Half an hour would be ample. 

Mr. THOMAS. Say three hours. a 

Mr. HORR. Three hours is but a small time. I wish to say there 
are two bills presented here. 

Mr. RANDALL. Only one bill. 

Mr. HORR. I beg pardon, there is another bill submitted as a sub- 
stitute which was the bill prepared by the subcommittee itself; and it 
is no more than fair they should have time to discuss it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Nothing unfair is intended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We all understand this question, and can vote on 
it at once. 

Mr. HORR. We ought to have some time. I do not wish to delay 
the House. : 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will speak one at a time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that debate be limitedto one hour. 

The SPEAKER. It can not beamended. It is a motion to suspend 
the rules. y 

Mr. SPRINGER. Lask the gentleman from Texas to modify it so 
as to make it one hour. . 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible to hear what is going on, Gen- 
tlemen will resume their seats. It is a resolution to suspend the rules 
FFF 

a view of secu some agreement. t y 
for which debate can be allowed. 

Me SPRINGER. I understand the gentleman from Texas agrees to 
modify his resolution to make it one hour. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I adhere to the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Isa second demanded? If not, the question is on 
the adoption of the resolution which suspends the rules and takes the 
House into committee. 

Mr. MCMILLIN rose. 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
it reserve all points of order? 

The SPEAKER. It says nothing on the subject, and they are to be 
considered under the rules in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (S. 66) providing for 
allotment of lands in severalty to the Indians residing upon the Uma- 
tilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, and granting patents therefor, 
and for other purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. What is the proposition before the 
House? It is utterly impossible to hear what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. It is a resolution which has been read to suspend 
the rules and go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union and consider the fortification bill with general debate lim- 
ited to two hours, 

Mr. RANDALL. And afterward under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. And then be considered under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That is all right. 

The House acco: ly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in committee for the purpose of 
considering the bill (H. R. 8279) making appropriations for fortifica- 
tions and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the 


1885. 
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fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, and by order 
of the House all general debate has been limited to two hours. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, before proceeding with my remarks 
it is pope = — ask consent to dispense with the first formal 

of the 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be made. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. HANCOCK. It will be observed that there are two bills pre- 
sented, the one by the committee and the other a proposed substitute 
offered by the gentleman from Louisiana. This bill is not responsive— 
the bill of the committee—to the estimates submitted by the Depart- 
ment making app tions forourseacoast defenses. Nor is it respon- 
sive to the request for more money to make guns of larger caliber than 
those which have been purchased heretofore by the Government. For 
myself I do not profess to know very much about ordnance after you 
get beyond a double-barreled shot-gun. [Laughter.] I have had, 
therefore, to consider the subject, so far as I have had any connection 
with it, from the general practical effect.of what has been done in this 
direction by the Government heretofore. 

This bill has been drawn with a view mainly to try to avoid a need- 
less and unprofitable expenditure of the public moneys in this direction, 
which has marked the policy of the Government for the last twenty or 
twenty-five years. Looking over the laws and the appropriation bills 
upon this subject we find that many millions of dollars have been used 
up by the Army and Navy withoutany profitable results to the Govern- 
ment, and I for one believe, and the majority of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations agree with me, that it would be better instead of going on 
making appropriations and spending money in fruitless efforts—efforts 
which amount to nothing as far as the necessary armament of war is 


character suitable to us in the event of a war, and the like with reference 
to our seacoast defenses as to what fortifications would be necessary and 
the manner in which they should be constructed. To accomplish that 

urpose, Mr. Chairman, we have simply to follow the course which has 
boas ous pursued by all of the great military powers of Europe, which we 
do in this bill in attempting to form a board with authority to take 
into consideration the question of construction, in fact, to consider the 
whole subject and to apply — and thorough tests to the various 
kinds of ordnance up to as large sizes as those of 12-inch caliber and 
subject them to such tests as would determine their fitness for us in 
warfare, 

To this end we have called in by this proposed bill all the branches 
of the Government at all connected with it in any way or responsible 
for the War t of the Government. There is a proposition 
here, for instance, by the bill to bring together those from the Army 
whose business it is to inform themselves upon the subject, the Ord- 
nance ent, and from the Navy, that they shall act in concert 
with the Secretary of Warin examinin whatever may be brought be- 
fore their attention at all connected with theart of war. In doing this 
we also open the door wide toevery individual cities, whoever hemay 
be, who supposes that he has the ability or the skill to produce a gun 
of the first quality to have it tested thoroughly in order to determine 
the question of its efficiency or not for the use of this Government. 

Up to the present time and as late as last October, I believe, I noticed 
that the Secretary of the Navy, speaking of this subject, says that we 
have not a single gun of the first quality in this country; and he adds 
we have not a single vessel capable of encountering and resisting an 
attack from vessels of the first class, or the war vessels belong- 
ing to any of the first class powers of the world. I, for one, am will- 
ing, and I think it is the disposition of Congress, to make liberal and 
pann appropriations for whatever may be found n to put the 

nited States in a ly effective condition when we have ascer- 
tained that we have the rigħt character of weapons. 

There is also a provision in the bill with reference to a uniform cali- 
ber of gun in all the branches of the service. At present in the Army 
and the Navy there is no uniformity in caliber. For some reason, which 
it is not necessary now to undertake to discover, the Army have adopted 
the even numbers, and consequently have guns of 6, 8, 10 inches and 
so on in caliber, all of even numbers; while on the other hand the 
Navy have 7, 9, 11 13, &., odd numbers. One of the great inconven- 
iences arising from this difference, and an inconvenience not existing 
anywhere else on the face of the earth, especially among such nations 
as those we may without shame or blush look to for instruction in this 
respect, and whose rule in this regard is a uniformity of caliber which 
we may safely follow, is that now in the United States an officer in the 
Navy can ‘not without instruction or experience handle guns of the 
Army, and vice versa an officer of the Army can not without previous 
training and ence handle guns of the Navy. 


experi 
Another difficulty is that the ammunition for one class of guns will 


not do for the others. If the ammunition of one falls short, although 
the other may have a superfluity it can not be used to supplement the 
requirements of the other even in resisting an attack. The ammuni- 
tion of the Army would be useless on . u vessel which was short 
of ammunition, and the ammunition of the Navy can not be used in 
a crisis by the Army. I find that the Military Committee of the House 


have thoroughly considered this subject and have formulated a report 
upon it, and I wish to invite the attention of the honorable gentleman 
from California [Mr. ROSECRANS], the chairman of that committee, te 
the subject. 

The total amount appropriated by this bill is reget as against 
$7,303,000 which have been submitted as estimates for 1886. 

Before I conclude for the present I wish to state that I have consulted 
with a majority of the members of the Committee on Appropriations, 
and with the approval of those whom I consulted, and at the sugges- 
tion of General Benét, I will at the proper time offer this amendment 
in line 444: ‘‘ For constructing and testing experimental — 
and also in line 447, after projectiles, insert the words 
This, I think, is already included in the bill, but it De 
shall be no doubt upon the subject. 

I reserve the remainder of my time until after I have heard the dis- 
cussion from the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK] re- 
serves the balance of his time. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
HORE] is recognized. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be stopped at the end of fif- 
teen minutes, when I will yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] and thirty minutes to the eman from Louisiana 
[Mr. ELLIS], who will dispose of that half of the time as he sees fit. 

Mr. Chairman, I antagonize the bill reported by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HANCOCK ], and am in favor of the bill reported by the sub- 
committee of which I have the honor tobe chairman, but which was re- 
jected by the full Committee on Appropriations. The bill which I 
favor carries nearly $5,000,000—$4,935,000 is the exact amount. This 
is divided up upon the principle of trying to build some fortifications 
and trying to manufacture some eb e in this nation which shall be for 
the protection of our frontiers worthy of our people. 

I wish to say to the House on both sides that in my judgment the 
bills on fortifications, which we have been passing for the last ten years 
herein have been of no practical benefit to the United States. 
We do not give money enough to enable us to manufacture anything 
in this country that can be called a gun of large caliber. 

The bill which I and which we p » appropriates 
money h to commence building forts at the large cities of the 
United States—New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and San 
Francisco. The bill of the committee appropriates almost nothing— 
only a few thousand dollars to take care of the forts, if you can call 
them such, that we have in the United States to-day. Thereis nota 
fort to-day in the United States that is worth taking care of. There 
is not a gun in the United States, with the exception of two or three 
that are now being manufactured, that are of any use whatever for 
heavy work. 

Mr. WELLER. Why have not you Republicans done something 
about this in the last fifteen years? 

Mr. HORR. We have 8 having a Democratic House mostly for 
ten years. The gentleman from lowa can interrupt me in a minute, 
for I am coming to something that interests him. 

I had hoped—and now I want to talk to my good friends on the Dem- 
ocratic side of the House—I had hoped that we were to enter upon a 
new era in doing things for the benefit of the people of this country un- 
der this glorious administration that is about to be inaugurated. I can 
not say that at the election I had an overabundance of confidence in 
the man who was elected to manage the affairs of this nation for the next 
four years. But Twill say to my venerable friend from Connecticut 
(Mr. Farox! that my admiration for that man in the last few days has 
been increased. I hold here, Mr. Chairman, a letter, the first message 
given by the incoming President to the Congress of the United States, 
if I may call it a message. You have got an early man, at least. He 
is the first President of the ee pe who ever sent a message to 
Congress before he was inaugurated. 

But I find in this message nothing but words of wisdom. To my 
astonishment almost every sayy of it commends itself to my judgment, 
and the one thing I t is that such pearls had to be cast before 
such—Congressmen. [Great laughter. ] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, this letter recognizes the fact that the American 
Congress ought to take care of the interests of this great nation. It 
recognizes the fact that this Congress ought to do something to prevent 
the impending difficulties that hang over us in the financial world be- 
fore we are dissolved by law and leave this Hall. I do not know what 
the notions of the incoming President are on ‘this fortification bill. 
Has any member here a message from him on that subject? [Laughter.] 
Did the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] speak to me? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; Lam not casting pearlsnow. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HORR. It is to be hoped that the head of the incoming Presi- 
dent is as level on this question of protecting this great American na- 
tion as it is on the question of whether we shall stop issuing the bogus 
dollars that now weigh down the vaults of our Treasury, and which you 
can not get into circulation among the people even by a high-pressure 
engine—it may go out for a day, but it will return again, and always 
must so long as it is not a good, honest dollar. I do hope that this new new 

progressive party Which is about to take charge of affairs will think of 
this matter seriously. Your President has started out right. It is not 
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modest in me perhaps to tell you that you men who voted against his 
instructions have started out wrong, and that our President will have 
to rely on the business sense of this side of the House in order to run 
this nation. Do you know the danger you are in? 

Mr. SPRIGGS. That would be very 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would be a great calamity. 

Mr. HORR. You want to call a halt, Brother SPRINGER. You have 
labored along ſor a quarter of a century to gain what you have reached 
now. Let it not vanish away by this nonsense of trying to create value 
by legislative enactments. Take a little business sense with you and 
look at this question from the standpoint of American statesmen. It 
is not presuming too much to say you can doit. It may be presuming 
a deal, but not too much. [Laughter.] 

‘ow, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of this House to the fact—— 

Mr. COSGROVE. Will the the gentleman from Michigan allow me 
a question ? 

Mr. HORR. Les, sir. 

[ Mr. + E Would you accept a place in the Cabinet? 
Laughter. 

Mr. HORR. I could not conscientiously do it. My friend wants 
me to be the one hundred and seventy-ninth applicant for a place in 
the Cabinet, and I will not take 72 position. I do not fancy the 
crowd it would throw me into. [ Laughter. 

Iam frank to say that the President-elect thus far is not troubled 
for applicants for those places. What may trouble him, though I hope 
it will not, will be to find men in his party who will rise to the mag- 
nificent common sense contained in that short letter and run our Gov- 
ernment in accordance with its principles. If he can do that the nation 
will bless him, though I fear such work will cast dismay among the 
majority of you gentlemen on the Democraticsideof the House. [Laugh- 
ter.] Your votes drive me to that conclusion. 

‘ow, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], 
having said all that I care to say by way of admonition to gentlemen 
upon that side of the House, and hoping they will reflect upon what I 
have said as coming, not from me, but from their leader, who, I am frank 
to say, has disappointed me favorably. It has been refreshing to me 
to find so much good sense from a quarter so unexpected. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to continue 
in the vein of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORR]. Lonly wish 
to pointout, so faras they may be found within this bill, some grounds for 
the expression of a hope that somewhere in the Democratic party may 
be discovered more sense and reason than seem to exist-in the Demo- 
cratic portion of the Committee on Appropriations. The Democratic 

y now has thrust upon it the business of doingsomething. For the 

t twenty-five years the only duty it has had has been the business of 
finding fault with everything. Nov it has to take a positive stand, and 
we have had, thus far, two illustrations of the Democratic party in pos- 
itive action. One was on the Navy bill, where we undertook to con- 
struct a navy by dismissing everybody that legitimately belongs to the 
business of constructing a nayy; and now we have a bill for the crea- 
tion of ordnance by wholesale contract, and having in it what seems to 
me to be one of the most transparent jobs that ever was presented for 
the consideration of Congress. 

The first thing this bill provides with regard to ordnance is that the 
calibers and sizes of the guns in the Army and in the Navy shall be the 
same. Now that presupposes, if it is founded in that the condi- 
tions of managing guns are precisely the same in both branches of the 
service, and yet it does not need extraordinary knowl to call the 
attention of members of the House to the fact that guns belonging to 
the Army, in the fortification and in the field, are managed upon terra 
firma, and that there are no problems of flotation connected with them; 
while the on board ship have to be constructed and managed with 
regard to the floating of the ships and with reference to the service that 
is to be performed. Nothing can be more absurd than to confine us to 
6-inch, 8-inch, and 12-inch guns on shore, and then to say that no ship 
shall carry a gun of an intermediate caliber. A ship may not be con- 
structed to carry a 12-inch gun, and yet may successfully carry an 11- 
inch gun; but this bill provides that no 11-inch gun shall be made. 

This bill not only fixes the caliber of the gun, but it fixes the length 
of the gun and says that it shall be the same in the Navy as in the 
Army. What can possibly be more absurd than a proposition of that 
kind, except possibly this proposition: that no gun shall hereafter 
be created until a 12-inch gun has been produced—God knows how! 
the language is produced —which shall answer certain conditions. 
Why, does not anybody who knowsanything about this business know 
that the problems connected with the smaller guns are entirely differ- 
ent from the problems connected with the larger guns, and that we can 
to-day in this country produce smaller guns; but that in order to pro- 
duce a12-inch gun we have got to change the plant of every establish- 
ment engaged in manufacturing either guns or large metallic objec 
and yet the construction of all smaller are to be un 
this 12-inch gunshall be produced.’’ ow, how is it to be produced ? 


By the Government? No; because there is no appropriation to do it. 

Again, it is to be a single-charge gun, and yet this bill appropriates 

$400,000, among other things, for the purpose of buying multicharge 
1 


ns! 
Why, just consider a moment what the effect of that is in connection 
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with the paragraph on the fifth page of the bill. Here is the gun that 
is to he produced: As compared with a Krupp 12-inch gun our 12- 
inch is to weigh 60,000 pounds, is to a projectile of 600 
pounds, and is to penetrate 13 inches; while a Krupp of 12-inch 
caliber weighs 109,000 pounds, carries a projectile of 1,000 pounds, and 
penetrates 24.3 inches. Now we are going to produce, in some way 
or other, a gun that carries a ne weighing only 600 pounds and 
penetrates only 13 inches, and when we have reached that marvel of 
ordnance science then at once and automatically this gun is to be 
bought in quantity, and one-half these guns are to be turned over to 
the Navy whether the Navy wants them or not, and the other half to 
the Army, and that is to be the pattern gun until another 12-inch gun 
is produced which will surpass that in some peculiarity. Why, sir, 
this is an attempt to make Government work automatically, and you 
will never succeed in doing that. You will never succeed wisely in 
eliminating the element of sound judgment, and the element of re- 
sponsibility. The way to construct a gun, like the way to construct 
a navy, is to have the departments and the officers charged with that 
work fully informed, in full control, to have them manufacture or su- 
perintend the manufacture of guns, and be responsible for them and 
for the results, 

I do not know precisely what kind of a gun these cover 
or what. contractor’s maneuver it covers. But it does seem as if the 
language of the bill was arranged on purpose to fit a particular kind of 
gun and to give a particular contractor the benefit of all the manu- 
factures of the Government hereafter; and all to result in the produc- 
tion of a gun, one totally inadequate to the demands of the Navy, of the 
Army, and of modern military science. 

„At its best here is a proposition to give us a gun which, as I have al- 
ready said, carries only six-tenths of the weight of metal of the Krupp 
, and which penetrates only one-half thedistance of the Krupp gun. 
f you look at the details of the tests which are to be made you will find 
that every one of them is involved inobscurity. A target, material not 
specified, is to be penetrated ‘‘ fairly through.“ What do you mean 
by “‘fairly through?” I will tell you what you mean. You mean a 
dispute; you mean a pressure brought upon n board. You 
mean the clamor of contractors. Why do you say fairly through?“ 
Why do you employ such doubtful words? 

Then again yon limit the length of your gun by a proportion to the 
caliber and then apply that iron rule to both branches of service, and 
you limit the weight of your gun in direct proportion to the weight 
of the projectile. Why, that is to stop all future experiments in that 
direction; that is to limit and put in chains the progress of science 
upon these matters of practical im 

Mr, THOMAS, Mr, Speaker, my objections to this bill and to its 
several provisions are noted down hastily in a memorandum which I 
shall read and which will convey to the House a better impression of 
the infirmities of the measure than I should be able to do if I spoke 
without notes. 

Lines 54 to 66 inclusive provide that the calibers of guns for the 
Army and Navy shall hereafter be the same, that is, six inches, eight 
inches, ten inches, and twelve inches, and that no intermediate calibers 
shall be made; also, that all these guns shall be over thirty calibers 
long and shall w: so much. Any given ship of war can carry a given 
number of guns of a given weight, and the space oceupied by the guns 
and their weight, and therefore caliber, can not be determined by any 
such considerations as that the Army has guns of certain fixed dimen- 
sions, An ironclad of given displacement, for example, can carry two 
turrets with two guns in each turret. Now, supposing that 12-inch 
guns can not be carried, why should not 11-inch, or 114-inch, be car- 
ried rather than 10-inch, as would be rendered n by the pro- 
visions of this bill? Given a certain weight for the ordnance outfit of a 
ship, and guns ofa fixed caliber are the best, and that caliber, what- 
ever it may be, should be used on that ship. The fact that all foreign 
countries build guns for their navies of irregular calibers is enough to 
condemn this part of this bill. 

English naval guns are 4}-inch, 5-inch, 6-inch, 6.3-inch, 7-ineh, 8- 
inch, 9-inch, 9.2-inch, 10-inch, 10.23-inch, 11-inch, 12-inch, &e. 

The portion of the bill fixing the length and weight of guns would 
be well enough if ordnance development were at an end, but consider- 
ing that a very small change in the nature of the powder used, or an 
improvement in the quality of the material of which guns are built, 
would at once render the present best length and weight of guns bad, 
it would seem that such restrictions were intended to prevent any 
further development of ordnance. j 

Lines 67 to 91 provide a test for guns to be manufactured by or for 
the United States. This test is both insufficient and so loosely drawn 
as to be uncertain in nature. What does fairly through” mean? Is 
the plate to be backed; and, if so, with how much backing, and how 
braced? What is the quality of the plate to be? Some plates could 
be paesa by almost anything. 

is clause also prevents any further work being done on the guns 
for the cruisers, and, in fact, puts a stop to all work on guns for the Army 
or Navy till a 12-inch gun has been made. For this the Navy has no 
money, the Committee on Appropriations having refused the money 
asked for the steel for a 12-inch gun. 

Lines 115 to 141 provide for the purchase of 100 12-inch guns with 
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10,000 projectiles at an expense of $3,600,000 from the first person who 
. shall make one of these guns to withstand the insufficient test previousl 
stated. In other words, the Army and Navy are to have 100 12- 
guns of inferior power forced upon them. All that is required of these 
guns is that they shall each stand ten rounds fired rapidly. Those that 
burst are to be rejected and the rest accepted until 100 are taken. No 
matter if every other gun bursts the rest must be taken. 

The practical result of the bill will be to saddle the United States 
with 100 useless cast-iron guns of inferior power and of unknown qual- 
ity at an expense of $3,600,000, when if such guns were of any use they 
could be made by the United States at less than one-quarter this 
amount. Indeed these guns could probably be made by the Govern- 
ment from its old cast-iron smooth-bores for about one-tenth the amount 
asked in the bill. 

Mr. ELLIS addressed the committee. [See Appendix. ] 

Mr. CURTIN. Mr. Cha Jam sure I can not say in three min- 
utes anything which will influence this committee. I am in favor of 
the substitute, and I very much the eloquent speech of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] who opened the debate in oppak: 
tion to the bill reported by the majority of the committee, and who I 
understand is in favor of this substitute. It wasa fair and, as po — 
ties go, a reasonable political speech; but it was not in favor of the bill, 
and it may have excited prejudice on this side of the House, which I 
desire to dissipate by saying’ that in my judgment it was not in har- 
mony with an occasion like this, involving the question of the defense 
of our country by the best and most enlightened modern methods. Sir, 
no man who reads can be insensible to the fact that there is a condition 
of unrest across the water. There are coalitions forming there which 
are inconsistent with peace in the near future. Before this year closes 
Europe may be involved in another war. It is about time; and how 
can we tell, Mr. Chairman, that we also may not be involved in that 


war ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the opponents of this measure has 
been exhausted. There remain minutes to be used by the advo- 
cates of the measure. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK ] 
desire to occupy the time? 

Mr. HAN I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Cali- 
1 if he wishes to use it. 

Mr. ECRANS. Chairman, I desire to submit a few remarks 
upon this bill of the committee. First, I wish to call attention to what 
has been said the n of our fortifications for sea- 
coast defense. It has been said that they are of no account whatever, 
and probably it is better that I should state at the outset in what sense 
that is true. At the time were planned the theory was to bring 
to bear upon channel to the place to be defended a suffl- 
cient number of guns to make it too ous and for the 


guns 
——— fp we actives many shee hem 
ns i impossible to deliver many shots 
the same on any vessel entering. a harbor at the speed at which she 
can go steam. 

The second, change of defensive conditions. Instead of wooden walls, 
easily penetrated by the shot of the guns with which we formerly armed 
ary Rea we have now to contend with iron armor, which can not be 
pierced by these shots. But while on these accounts our fortifications 
are inadequate to meet the exigencies of defense at the present time, let 
it not be supposed they are entirely useless. The honorable gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS], if I heard him aright, said that our forti- 
fications were but ‘‘man-traps.’’ But I have only to remind him of 
the resistance which Fort Sumter was able to oppose to all our attacks. 


Mr. ELLIS. Against what kind of guns? 
Mr. ROSECRANS. The best we had, and the best we have had 


Mr. ELLIS. How would that fort have stood against modern artil- 


lery? 

vers ROSECRANS. It offered such resistance that we were unable 
to take it. ~ 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the gentleman know the penetrating capacity of 
modern guns—that they penetrate sixty-three feet of sand? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. These new exigencies, these new conditions re- 
quired for the defense of our forts, necessitate the invention and appli- 
cation of new methods of protecting the guns both from being captured 
by escalade and from being dismounted and destroyed by shot of 
the enemy. It is not to be i ed that we are without some idea of 
what we have todo that we must have some kind of metallic protection 
against these heavy penetrating shot. But it has not yet been deter- 
mined precisely what are the plans best adapted to secure the result 
with test economy and efficiency. Therefore this bill proposes to 
have that matter investigated between now and the Ist of next Decem- 
ber. It seems to me the committee bill is very reasonable in this re- 


spect. : 
A few words now with respect to the provisions of the bill concern- 


ing heavy breech-loading armor-penetrating guns the uniformity es- 
tablished by the bill in the construction hereafter of guns of the same 
caliber for the same class of guns or the same general dimensions, range, 


and penetrating power. 

On this subject a great deal has been said which I think would not 
have been said if gentlemen had had more experience. When I took 
command of the Army of the Cumberland I had in a single brigade 
two, three, and in some instances four different calibers of muskets. 
There was just as good reason then for that variety of calibers as there 
is now for the existing varieties of calibers for guns of about the same 
power, or that we should have all sorts of calibers for the Army and the 
Navy. I was obliged with great care to shift and change the muskets 
of the troops under my command, so that the men of one brigade might 
be armed with guns using ammunition of one caliber, to prevent the 
perils and damage arising from mistakes in the distribution of ammu- 
nition which could not be used by the troops who had exhausted their 
supplies in action or being without ammunition because they could not 
get ammunition of the requisite caliber. 

Mr. Chairman, on these points connected with heavy breech-load- 
ing guns I think I shall more completely reach the ears of this House 
by sending to the desk to be read the first and second pages of-the re- 
port which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. ELLIS. What report is it? 

Mr. ROSECRANS. The report of the Committee on Military Affairs 
made at the present session; and I will state before the Clerk i 
reading that as be p a ar v0 h has undergone e 

Congress as lon as the Fortieth Congress, when a powerful re- 
an was made setting forth the difficulties which this bill is intended 
to remedy. The passages which I ask the Clerk to read are brief but 
well-considered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Rosecrans, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the fol- 


lowing report (to accom bill II. R. 8242): 
2 on Military Affairs, to en was referred the bill H. R. 8041, 


ly reports: 

It has heard statements from the Chief of Ordnance, and the testimony of 
others respecting heavy ordnance, and has arrived at the conclusion that the 
best interests of the country demand that such tests be made as will enable us 
to determine the highest attainable standard of heavy ordnance. 

Your committee sees many goed theoretical reasons why the calibers, 
— and projectiles of heavy breech- loading guns should be uniform, and no 
valid ones why they should not be 80. 

But it also ives numerous practical reasons for such general uniformity. 
To prevent rival systems of 9 cannon for Army and Navy uses, from 
introducing useless varieties and rende ng com ms of relative utility dif- 
ficult and indeterminate; to make ammunition for like calibers available both 
on land and sea; tosimplify its preparation, reduce its cost, diminish liability 
fa mistakes in sending supplies of ammunition, are ends very desirable to be at- 

ned, : 

This is well set forth in the following extracts from Senate report 226, third 
session, Fortieth Congress, the whole of which is printed in the appendix 


to: * 

A further difficulty, calling for a remedy, lies in the want of co-operation be- 
tween the Warand Navy Ordnance Bureaus. Great diversity exists in the 
practice of the two branches of the service respecting the arms adopted, and the 
manner of proving mouniing,sod using the same, calibers, models, cham- 
bers, and ammun tion of the guns are entirely unlike those in use in the 
Army. For example, the Navy 12-pounder boat howitzer has a caliber of 3.4 
inches, while the Army 12-pounder guns are of the calibers of 3, 3.2, 3.67, and 
3.8 inches. The chamber of the Navy gun is of bolie form, while the Army 
gun cither has a cycloidal chamber or none at all. The modelsof the two guns 
are entirely different, so that neither could be used on the carriage of the er; 
the Army guns being furnished with trunnions, and the Navy gun having, in 
some cases, the Joop and loop-bolt of the old carronade, The system of sight- 
ing is also different. A gunner in one arm of the service, without in- 
struction, could not use a gun belonging to the other; one being uated to 
seconds of time of the flight of the shot, and the other to degrees of elevation, 
The Navy has 8, 9, 11, and 13 inch smooth-bo: while the Army guns are of the 
calibers of 6, 8,10, and 12 inches, In the guns of the two branches of the service 
there is no 8 in either rife or smooth-bore, in the twenty calibers 

ed below the caliber of the 32-pounders, It is im sible to use Navy am- 
munition in an Army gun or Army ammunition in a Navy gun. 

“Co-operation between the Army and Navy while in active service is thus 
greatly restricted, and in some cases bas been entirely prevented. Offensive 
operations on the of a joint expedition of the two mi be brought to an 
end by the want of projectiles for the land forces, while the ships of Navy 

a surplus of the very articles required, which could not be used by 
the land forces. Not a single advantage is claimed for this lack of uniformity, 
while the disadvantages are very numerous and ap nt. Ithas wn out ot 
the fact that officers in the two branches of the sery ve su ed in secur- 
ing the adoption of their own inventions, and the rivalry existing between them 
has prevented fair competitive trials of the various devices an: s advo- 
cated by each, neither being willing toadmit the merit of the other's inventions, 
or to utilize the 55 gained either by their successes or failures. The 
experiments, being duplicated on account of this jealousy, have been, neces- 
sarily, needlessly expensive, A further increased expense results, in time of 
war, from maintaining two separate organizations for the procurement of arms. 
The two ordnance departments are brought into competition with each other 
in the matter of contracts and purchases of war material from the private work- 
mope and factories of the country, thus putting the Government in the attitude 
of bidding against itself.” 

An existing and natural tendency to minimize the available inventive talent 
of the country in 53 matters will be to some extent counteracted 
by the provisions of this bill, which encourages inventors, at theirown expense, 
to construct and test heavy armor-penetrating, breech-loading guns, by insurin 
them a fair 3 of the Government tests, and, in case of success, a limite 
order for furnishing such approved guns at moderate prices. 

The existence of the above-named tendency was set forth in Senate report 
266, third session, Fortieth Congress, submitted by Mr. Howard, from which the 
following extracts are made : i 

“Instead of encouraging the inventive talent of the country, these officers 
seem to have constantly d uraged it, and many complaints of improper and 
oppressive treatmenthave been made before the committee by persons — — have 
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sought to draw the attention of the p 
to be vital principl 
» Another diffi 


roper authorities to what were supposed 
connected with Piheir art. 


1 8 — — : 
lorw citizens, or devel- 


ntries.“ 
The result of the testimony taken before your committee, and hereto 
leads it to the conviction epee ies, 
1. That the strains due to the a ocr ad foree of the gases generated in the 
combustion of Vastly modified by those which are due to 
molecular forces induced EN ualities of temperature and of strains in the 
from the interior to the exterior of the 


— breech-loading . guns is as yet 
bar er and must be tentative and expensive. 
3. That guns of small caliber are less liable to these inequalities than those of 
— — mass, because these inequalities of temperature are more readily adjusted 
thinner metal than when there is greater thickness and slower equaliza- 
883 within the resisting mass. 
4. That t TTT success, in service, of guns of 
small caliber, made even of cast-iron, and the well-known failure of even steel 
uns of large caliber, when fired under conditions necessarily producing great 
ee of tem ture within their mass, 
That even stee! pae which withstand the tests when the firing is slow and 
time is given for the equalization of temperature, fail when fired 
6. That these molecular strains exist in steel as well as in cast-iron, and when 
tine enough has been given for the gradual ustment of these molecular 
strains to equilibrium, . — cast-iron may exhibit comparatively enormous re- 
bya >i 3 the strains of 
therefore —— chat our only wr ar lies in steel = been proren 
EA (Tog wen ome en experience, and a careful consideration of the facts already 
known shows that it would be premature to commit ourselves to the construc- 
tion of steel breech-loading of large iN 
In view of these facts the law should require uniformity in the calibers, con- 
struction, and projectiles pos in all services, and inducements should be held 
out to private 1 — to compete for superiority by such acceptance and con- 
tract as the bill provides. 
To accomplish these desirable results your committee e enn ar 
25 of the accompanying substitute bill, which is amendatory of the original Ain 
w important particulars, 


the reading of the fo ing, when the time of Mr. ROSE- 
CRANS expired, Mr. HANcock yielded him additional time.] 
Mr. ECRANS. I wish only to add that it is not at all certain 


we have reached conclusions that can be depended upon as to the use- 
fulness of steel for heavy guns. It is quite certain that while other 
metals, even cast-iron, may answer when used for light guns, yet * 
guns made even of steel may fail. It is not to be assumed, therefore, tha 
we ought to launch out at once upon large expenditures for this 8 
pose when we know the Chief of Engineers has testified that we can not 
eee. prepare for the manufacture of steel guns, now supposed to 
be as good as can be gotten, without the expenditure of many millions 
ofdollarsrunning through eight or vores. If we were to-day to make 
such expenditures as are in the substitute bill we would be 
simply spending money. It seems to me far better for Congress to se- 
cure a clear, comp ve summary of the results of the experience of 
other nations, and after getting this information to determine what we 
2 do- what plans can be anden most economically and suc- 
Mr. “gg Has the gentleman read the report of the gun-foun- 


. ROSECRANS. Ihave. 


Mr. ELLIS. Does not that contain the conclusions of the world after | 


the best experiments? 
Mr. ROSECRANS. Not fully so; but it is the best ee 
up to this time. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. MCADOO. Mr. Chairman, an intelligent foreigner, ifhe had been 
in this Chamber a few moments ago and listened to the learned and 
oracular gentleman from Maine and the irrepressible gentleman from 
Michfgan, would, were he ignorant of the facts of the situation, have 
deplored that these gentlemen did not belong toa party that had entire 
charge of our fortifications, and that the country had been compelled 
to lose the services of men who know so much from a scientific point 
of view as to how our fortifications should be constructed and how our 
guns should be built. He would have said to himself: ‘‘If these 
ginuena had charge as leaders of a controlling party of such matters 

two or three years, surely the harbors of the country would have 
all the protection Aeg parare” But when he learned that these 
gentlemen have been leading members of an administration that 
has had charge of the fortifications and guns of this Government for 
the last twenty-two years, his astonishment 7 know no bounda 
That they should know so much, be so aggressive and progressi 
yet-have accomplished so little, would puzzle any one a great d m 
we have no forts bs gu or ships, whose fault is it? That the Demo- 
cratic party should find itself on coming into power with worthless ves- 
sels, crambling forts, and ancient, ineffective guns on its hands is cer- 
tainly not its fault. Money enough has been expended to have had 
these arms of the service modern, efficient, and in excellent condition. 
Why, they turn to this ade of the Chamber and say, “ Look at the guns 
you propose to build.“ and we retort, and I think we can do it with a 
great deal of force, ‘‘ Look at the guns you have built.“ For W e 
the Government gentlemen were responsible for 
way of ordnance? Well, . as the 
burster, and he burst about all the guns they made. Why, during 


twenty-two 2 they have administered the Government they have 

* | berker. ‘The . that is capable of taking place in modern 
they did was i inane nee Sawin S leh of 

old peace my an uvian smooth-bores, and apparently made 

them to burst at an enormous expense to the Government. 

I am in favor of the committee’s bill in preference to the substitute 
of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS]; and I wish to say right 
here in answer to the criticism of my distinguished and able friend and 
colleague on the Naval Committee, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
THOMAS}, that I think the bill of the gentleman from Texes [ Mr. HAN- 
COCK ] is not defective in that it prescribes what shall be the caliber of 
guns and prohibits intermediate calibers. It says the caliber of our 
new shall be six, eight, ten, and twelve inches. 

My friend from Illinois says some vessels will be able to cary 11-inch 
guns which can not carry 12-inch, and it is therefure unreasonable and 
is not a suitable proposition to limit the guns to those calibers. That 
would be true, Mr, Chairman, if we had a great navy upon which we 
freie these guns; but we are building a navy, “een ts 
2 foundation of one, I trust; and while we are doing that we can 

3 ns while we are building the vessels, for we have no vessels 
y of carrying any good guns. 

The gentleman says it is like putting an 8-foot man in a 6-foot bed 
you would either have to lengthen the bed or shorten the man. But, 
sir, we neither have the bed nor the man, and we are going to make 
the bed and then the man—to make a navy and then the guns, and 
therefore it is not an unreasonable or unjust tion in this bill to 
have the caliber of these guns restricted and ified. Such guns will 
make ammunition uniform and facilitate its distribution in both Army 
and Navy. 

I ohject to the substitute for another reason. While I do not share 
the views of pessimistic gentlemen on the floor of this House who are 
always prophesying that war is upon us, that Europe is now to invade 

our coasts, that we are about to be embroiled in international difficulty, 
yet I do not share the opinions of optimistic gentlemen who cry war 
will never come. I wish to be reasonably for war, and I tell 
gentlemen who are so alarmed and advocate so much the building of 
these fortifications, that the day of these old forts is past. The only 
way you can protect your harbors is by the torpedo-boat and the torpedo 
andsubmarine mining system. It has been demonstrated after elab- 
orate, intelligent, and searching inquiry in England that ts 
and the torpedo system are the only possible way for keeping out for- 
eign invasion of your harbors. 

1 ask in this connection to have the Clerk read an extract in refer- 
ence to torped: from a recent publication which has stirred u 
the British Parliament. It is part of a series of articles in the Pal 
Mall Gazette and entitled The truth about the navy.“ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


“Why do you 9 80 much about torpedo-boats?“ we asked a first-class 
a eee day. 
Worry about torpedo postal” said he, “I don't worry about 


Tt is our want of toi boats that worries me, and would worry 
war were to break ow 


You have published Mr, Donaldson's 
boats, an excellent paper, bat like every one who writes for ne. 
his case.’ 
er so ind le? Many officers h them. For 


instance, in the h American Review for November. * 
“All the 8 in the world will not gar rid of facts, and here are fve 
about torpedo-boats which can not be 


whi 
I. Actualex ight the boats can ap- 


riment has proved that on an ordin 
ved towithin at a thousand 23 attacked, though the 
on 2 line of 


torpedo-boats are first seen till 9 their 
with absolute certainty of hitting is on an average about 


as owing to darkness the sights can not be effectively used and the 
eri one — 9 — yards every six 

“4A ment has proved that on the torpedo hitting it makes a 
hole about seventy square feet in the bottom of such a pow as the 

roules, 

“5. The most powerful pumps mounted in any ironclad will only k out 
the water T mrk nabeh in through an 18-inch — „in the . the ship. 
Yet with all that we have fewer boats than Fra) 


Mr. McADOO. I want to see as the e glory of the Demo- 
cratic administration, which the gentleman from Michigan has so pleas- 
antly hailed this morning, the restoration of the public domain, the 
nd cp of the lands of the people, the upbuilding in ap honest 
way of an effective navy, and the proper protection of our harbors, 


I object to the substitute for this, that it 38 A tan te for build- 
ing these and guns are the only things bill, to two firms 
in the United States. The bill of the Bacto. iy of the subcommittee of 
the Committee on Appropriations invites the whole United States to 
competitive contract for them. I read from the report of Mr. Benét, 
brigadier-general and Chief of Ordnance: 

The South Boston Iron Mabon . and the West Point Foundry are the only ones 
that have now any Ra ee the plant and Son rc pera Both, of these have 
made guns for the States during the last -centary and have always 
given satisfaction. 

Therefore we find that there are only two places in the United States 
where you can have a gun built if you spring the question on the pub- 
lic now. If to-morrow you gave contracts out to get guns by the terma 


But I am in favor of doing it honestly. 
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of this substitute bill, you must go to the South Boston Iron Works, or 
to the West Point Foundry. There is no other place where can 
get them. These are undoubtedly two most excellent establishments, 
of which all Americans may be proud, and I am in favor of American 
material and American manufacture against the world. We are too 
great, the national genius is too great, to allow of our paying tribute 
to England or any other country, whether in making guns or plows, 
monster engines or delicate machinery. Within our own country, with 
all due respect to these great enterprises, competition must be abso- 
lutely free and fair. 

Here, under fair competition, the intelligent labor of American free- 
men shall, on American soil, from American material, build and equip 
an American navy. The ringing hammers of Elswick and the Clyde 
must not, as they fashion our shields of war, make mockery of our idle 
mechanics, Here the earth is rich in minerals, our artisans and offi- 
cers fertile in resources, thousands of industrious hands ready for the 
task, and here our should be built to give employment and make 
happy the homes of the men whose courage and patriotism will make 
them invincible in war. 

Now, what does the bill say on that point—that they shall make a con- 
tract? With whom? With the manufacturer who has the material. 
All you have to do then is that the Secretary of War should look around 
and find the place where there is the best t at present, and where 
they have the best material, and there e the contract. 

When he does look around, however, what does he find? He can 
see but two places where these conditions are complied with, and there 
he must make the contract. Moreover it says: 

Provided That out of first annual a riation of not 
7ꝓ%VCCCCCCT ee 
proved, subject to the test of those mortars just completed, 

I ask the gentleman from Lo who built the mortars just com- 
pen If I am not mistaken they have been built at these places. 

t is then virtually a contract by bill in favor of these two establish- 
ments. I ask the House then as between a bill giving fair, open, and 
frank competition and this substitute, which must, from the necessities 
of the case, be in favor of these two establishments, which is the fair- 
N ve will Ut wa pee to (TT 
know we will; if we are to reaso scienti y to pro- 
tect our harbors, let the work be marked eee honesty in the 
doing of it. I hope that when four years have rolled around, when the 
twenty-five years, and may be more, of Democratic administrations have 
rolled around, that there will not be a blot nor a stain of the old infa- 
mous contract of the old jobbery and robbery which have char- 
ministrations of a period gone by on the records of the 
Democratic party in its administration of the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. } : 

Mr. KEIFER. It is due to myself to say that when I take the floor 
in the time given me by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HANcocK] 
it is with the und that Iam not favoring the committee’s 


bill We but ee I believe it has 
been held, under the rules of this House, that in debate upon 
a appropriation bill in Committee of the e a member may 


upon any subject he chooses to select within the range of legisla- 
tive matters, accordingly my distinguished friend from 
[Mr. HORR] has undertaken to discuss in some relation the silver ques- 
tion, and especially the relation of the President-elect, Mr. Cleveland, 
to the Democratic party. I do not have very much criticism to make 
upon what he said except that I do not wish it to go unchall that 
all the statements contained in the recent letter of Grover Cleveland 
are pure pearls. Ido not suppose that he hag had much time recently 
to examine this financial auen in all its phases, but it is hardly fair 
to allow it to go fortunsa statement uncontradicted that the green 
and United States Treasury notes are only redeemable in gold coin, 
which is assumed in the letter the distinguished gentleman from Mich- 
igan chooses to in his way compliment. 

Mr, Cleveland also assumes that unless we the of 
the standard silver dollar the time will come when we will not have 
gold enough in the Treasury of the United States to pay all the “ gold 
obligations of the United States and to redeem all the United States 
notes called greenbacks.’’ I quote a portion of the letter: 
22 . aoc tes DATENO te 
gold 8 ol the United States for the redemption of the 
notes, called greenbacks, if not already encroached upon is perilously near such 
encroachment. These are facts which, as they do not admit of difference of opin- 
ion, call for no argument. 

What gold obligations of the United States are outstanding? None 
were ever issued. United States obligations are all payable in coin. 
He could not have referred to gold certificates, for they are based on 
gold bullion or coin specially held for their redemption. I su 
that everybody knew that under the law the United States may redeem 
the greenback at pleasure in coin. I have supposed that under the law 
the greenback could be redeemed at the pleasure of the Government in 
gold or silver coin. Is not that right, my friend from Texas? 

Mr. MILLS. I think so, 

Mr. KEIFER. There then does seem to be some difference of opin- 
ion on what the writer chooses to call ‘‘ facts.’’ 


Now, there is another thing I wish to say in relation to this matter 
and which relates to the central idea in the letter. He says in effect 
that we must suspend the coinage of the silver dollar in order that we 
may appreciate silver so as to prevent what he calls the grave calamity 
of the parting of the metals. According to the judgments of the most 
of men we suppose that so long as we utilize, use, and find a market for 
silver bullion that we are appreciating it and not depreciating it. But 
the statement of this letter is that if the United States ceases to coin 
silver bullion and quits the use of silver metal at all it will cause it to 
bear a higher price. That is simply absurd. My idea is, and it is dem- 
onstrated by the recent market quotations of the price of silver bullion 
in the markets of the world, and especially in the London market, that 
if we do suspend the coinage of the silver dollar silver bullion will 
cheapen and the difference between the gold coin and the standard sil- 
ver dollar will widen. The breach will inevitably widen from the mo- 
ment we demonetize silver in the United States, and gold will at once 
be ata um. 

Now I am about done with that letter. 

Mr. BRUMM. I desire to the inquiry whether that has not 
been demonstrated conclusively by the demonetization of silver in 
Germany and this country. 

Mr. KEIFER. It has been demonstrated everywhere, But it is 
not entirely correct to talk about gold and silver in the way that is 
mentioned in the letter. We have, according to the last monthly state- 
ment, of gold coin and gold bullion in the Treasury of the United 
States and gold certificates that are held by the Treasury $259,567,000. 
There are outstanding gold certificates $134,279,000; the difference 
between the two being $125,288,000 gold in the Treasury as against 
$41,581,000 in silver in the over and above the outstanding 
silver certificates. The standard silver dollars in the United States 
Treasury over what is to redeem outstanding silver certifi- 
cates is only $41,581,000. We have coined under the act of February, 
1878, $193,500,000 of standard silver dollars, and through the use of 
the silver certificates they are much more largely in use than is gen- 


erally 8 

The C RMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
— I am allowed two minutes more, and in that time I 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am only giving some of these figures in order 
that gentlemen who may want to study this question may do it. I 
wish to say, for it is the only opportani ted to me, that I am 
opposed to merely suspending the coinage of the standard silver dollar, 
I was willing that there should have been debate upon that subject in 
the House in order that we might have disclosed what we think is en- 
tirely in the business interest of this country. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, recurring to this bill, I do not believe in spend- 
ing any more money upon forts or pos that in the general judgment 
of the men skilled in warfare, both and naval are utter] 
valueless. I must content myself in the limited time Í have wi 


9 generally to the bill reported by the com- 
ttee. 


I want to say one word with reference to the calibers that are spoken 
of in this bill and which have been criticised. I wish it were 
for us to have uniform calibers for both in the Army and Navy, 
in order that there might not be difficulty in ammunition 
suit the various calibers, as stated aed ome age wap RT e 
[IM. RosEcRANS]. But I agree in the with the criticism on this 
part of the bill o t the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS]. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. HANCOCK. I have neither the time nor the inclination to de- 
preciate the Republican or exalt the Democratic party. I do not know 
whether it is possible to meet the requirements of the 
Maine [Mr. REED] or the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] as to 
the degree of ability, intelligence, and statesmanship which they find 
deficient and so lamentably wanting in the Democtatic party. Prob- 
ably the only way that could be done, Mr. would be by ìn» 


ting those gentlemen into the party; and that being an i 

we will have to submit to the want of ability that 3 
the No other individuals probably in America could sup- 
ply that d ; and as they are not attainable we have to mourn 


the inability to meet the requirements. [Laughter.] ‘ 

I do not pretend to be an in ordnance and may well submit 
to the severe animadversions of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
ELLIS] in characterizing the bill reported by the committee as imbecile, 
brainless, and nonsensical. He speaks with that degtee of confidence 
that no one can doubt his sincerity; but he ae eee in the 
category of a certain quadruped which is more by courage 
than discretion. 

I am not called upon to criticise the gentleman’s bill. If it were 
passed I think I should not risk my reputation as & prophet if I should 
say no gun would ever be produced under it that would stand the test 
necessary for its being reliable when in use in actual battle. I do not 
ee at all; for, unless I mistake the 

visions of the gentleman’s bill, it does not provide there should be; 


ture elsewhere extending over a period of Sve years, 


sche: Poe aces rier Sachem eh epee 
for expen: 
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Mr. ELLIS. ‘The gentleman has not read the substitute or he would 
not make that assertion. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I have read one substitute. I do not know how 
many there are. 

Mr. ELLIS. Only one. It is the bill the gentleman agreed to. 


Mr. HANCOCK. I did not agree to it. 
Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman agreed to rt it. 
Mr. HANCOCK. I agreed that it might be offered as a substitute. 


I do not know that I understand it correctly. I-do not know that I 
understand this bill correctly. If I do, I do not think the gentlemen 
who oppose it understand it in the light that I understand it. It seems 
that the gentleman from Louisiana has become a monometallist, and 
thinks steel is the only thing that can be used; it is with him the metal 
of metals. Nothing else need be looked at as adequate to meet the re- 
quirements of the art of war except steel. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not give you my views upon this subject; 
for really Iam not sufficiently versed in it to have a definite opinion 
of my own, but I have inquired wherever I thought I could get infor- 
mation on the subject. I have asked the ordnance officers of the Army 
for a single instance in which a steel gun had stood twenty consecutive 
fires as in battle without bursting, and even General Benét himself 
could not produce such an instance. 

Mr. ELLIS. Do you want an instance as stated in the official re- 
port? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ELLIS. The bombardment of Alexandria. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Iam to come to that ina moment. The gentle- 
man need not get nervous. 

Mr. ELLIS; I see no reason why I should get nervous. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Then there is the more reason for keeping cool. 
The gentleman refers to the bombardment of Alexandria. I speak here 
from the official record, and it is proclaimed in the Senate of the United 
States, and incorporated in the appendix to this report, that there was 
no such firing in the bombardment of Alexandria as would be a suffi- 
cient test of the reliability of such guns in battle. 

Mr. ELLIS. That Senator is your authority, is he? 

Mr. HANCOCK. No, sir; the history of the transaction is the author- 
ity. And your own report shows that the intervals between the firing 
were from fifteen to twenty minutes. And then the Senator says—— 

Mr. ELLIS. What Senator is that? 

Mr. HANCOCK. He is not from Louisiana. 

Mr. ELLIS. Where is he from? 

Mr. HANCOCK. I do not care about naming Senators. The gentle- 
man can look ſor himself. He will find it on pages 208 and 209 of 
Senate epas 169, Forty-seventh Congress, second session. 

Mr. ELLIS. Will my friend give me the name of the Senator? 

Mr. HANCOCK. A distinguished Senator said in debate—— 

Mr. ELLIS. Will my friend give me the name of the Senator ? 

Mr. NCOCK. It was Senator BUTLER, I believe. He said: 

wish to.call the tion of the Senate to one fact. In the siege of Alexan- 


dria the other day, which is said to have been one of the most remarkable of all 
the naval exploits in history in the partieziar of ita being an engagement in 


which the heaviest missiles were thrown, and in the number, one of the 
British ships, firing af very slow time, perhaps not repeating its fire oftener than 
twenty minutes’ interval, was compelled to retire one day's action and go 
toan in the Mediterrancan Sea for á new armament, * * * Every shot 
she ed cost the British Government a thousand dollars; and yet at the 
end of a single day of slow action that ship was . to retire to an island 
in the Mediterranean, where they had reserves of artillery, fora new armanicnt, 
The result will be chown when the report of this naval en; tat Alexan- 
es to be made up by scientific men, as the actual as stated prove 
there is something, even among the English guns and German guns and 
French guns, which is still very imperfect, and which I trust very m will be 
supplied by American genius, 
ve confidence in the capacity of our inventors to accomplish and master 
any improvement that needs to be mastered for the suecess of our Navy in the 
future and for the defense of our coast, ; Í 

Mr. Chairman, I too have abundant confidence in American genius— 
abundant confidence that if it be permitted to enter the lists of com- 
petition it will be able to remedy this defect and secure the desired 
result. I do not think gentlemen need to disturb their souls by reason 
of the danger of Krupp coming over here and taking a contract to make 
these guns, and thereby depriving the American people of the advan- 
tage and the glory of supplying their own wants in this particular by 
their own productions. Why, sir, at the rate proposed to be paid you 
could head him off by the tariff you would impose so that he could not 
sell his guns for sufficient to pay the duty on them. No one supposes 
there is any purpose to go outside of this country to procure these. 
guns. The idea is to develop our own resources and to do that in an- 
tagonism to this club which exists here and which is always found ar- 
rayed against every great individual enterprise that is proposed—I 
mean the Army and Navy. Sir, if I had the power (as unfortunately 
I have not power todo a great many things I would like to do) I wonld 
abolish both of those institutions before sun went down. [Laugh- 
ter.] I would abolish the Military Academy at West Point and the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis. 

We pay large sums annually to graduate young men at those insti- 
tutions, and yet now, when we have gone far into a century of their ex- 
istence, we find that they have not graduated a single engineer of na- 
tional repute not one; and when the clouds of war gathered over this 


country (which can never be alluded to with any pleasure) where did 
you find your generals to lead your armies to victory ? ees eri 
knows that they were not found in the ranks of the Army or in the 
service of the Government at that time. ’ ER 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. How about General Lee? . 

Mr. HANCOCK. Oh, he led his army the other way. S 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. But he was a graduate of West Point 
all the same. 8 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, we are graduating young men at 
those institutions so rapidly that we can not find places for them. Of 
course there is nothing more delightful to them than to graduate there 
and get their diplomas and get their commissions and draw their pay, 
and then devote themselves to leading the german, in the matter of 
which they are said toattain a very high degree of proficiency [laughter], 
and whenever any proposition out of the ordinary rut is brought up 
this Army and Navy club comes forward to oppose it with some profes- 
sional production like that which the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. 
THOMAS] has read here for the enlightenment of Congress—Congress, 
the body that should be ready to assume the responsibility of whatever 
legislation is necessary upon these subjects. 

Ir. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know by what authority 

the gentleman makes that statement as to what I read here. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Oh, just from the character of the production itself, 
nothing else. 

Mr. THOMAS. You thought it wasa military academy production ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. It add very like it, and I have read a 
many of them; but I do not know anything about the origin of that 
one, and probably I would not have taken this view of it if the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] had not found a steal“ in this bill. 
I do not know what particular facilities he may have for detecting 
steals, but I remember that on one or two previous occasions he has 
discovered ‘'steals’’ in places where no one else their exist- 
ence. The steal“ that he finds in this bill is the provision for secur- 
ing, if it be possible, a 12-inch steel gun of acertain capacity, although 
for the construction of that gun the whole country is invited to come 
in and compete, and those who do compete are required to test the guns 
at their own expense. Mr. Chairman, if that is a provision for a steal 
Tam inclined to think it is a kind of larceny that ought to be very 
much encouraged. [Laughter.] By this plan we shall probably be 
able to get a gun that ‘will sagas to something in Tess time than your 
Chief of Ordnance officially says it would take to make one. As 
2 a8 1874 7 57 testified as 3 to the 3 it would e to 
make one or two guns —and he not uced them yet. g 
before the Senate committee, he says: por 

To return to the matter ofsteel guns, if Congress were to go into their fabrica- 
tion I should begin by trying to make two 8-inch guns 

Mr. THOMAS. Whose statement is that? y 

Mr. HANCOCK. General Benét’s. He goes on to say: 


I presume that to make’one with bands of steel and another wra round 
with wire would probably take me two years. If we succeed we si d go on 
making steel guns of that caliber and at the same time take a step fi 

[Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. HANCOCK, Mr. rman, I thought I had retained about 


eighteen minutes, } 
. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HANcocK] have ten minutes more. : 
Mr. THOMAS. If the opponents of the bill are given the same cour- 
tesy I shall not object. 
Mr. HAN Mr. Chairman, we are engaged in a discussion 
2 the five-minute rale, and I move to strike out the last para- 
graph. ; 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 
The committee rose informally, mh is 
A m. from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its , an- 
nounced thatthe Senate had 8 a bill and a joint resolution of th 
following titles: i 
A bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Moses F. Carleton; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 342) with amendments, to authorize th 
printing of 400,000 copies of the report of the Commissioner of Agri- 
culture for the year 1885. 
The further announced thatthe Senate had concurred in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to bills of the following 


titles: 
A bill (S. 2316) granting a pension to Mrs. Cordélia Brainerd Thomas; 


an I 

A bill (S. 2262) granting a pension to Sedate R. Martin. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a resolu- 
tion providing for the amie of 5,000 copies of Executive Document 
59, being the report of the delegates on behalf of the United States to 
= third international convention of the Society of the Red Cross of 

eneva. 


` FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 
Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, before the reading ef the 
bill begins I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
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N. The gentleman will state it. 


The CHAIRMAN 

Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois. I notice that this bill consists of only one 
section, and I desire to ask whether as the reading of the bill pro- 
gresses I shall be at liberty to make a point of order against the propo- 
Oe ney eee when it is reached. 


The CHA AN. The gentleman may make his point of order in 
the ordinary mode in which points are made during the consideration 
of general appropriation bills. 

Mr. KEIFER. I ask unanimous consent to extend in the RECORD 
my remarks made this morning. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I ask that the first paragraph of the bill be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed to read the pill by para- 

hs for amendment. 
Clerk read as follows: 


Be ül enacted, &c,, That the sums of money herein provided for be, and the same 
7 7 ury not otherwise ap- 
8 preservation, and repair of fortifications and other works 
of defense for the fiscal year ending June 30,1886, $100,000, the same to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. HANCOCK. For the purpose of continuing the remarks in 
which I was interrupted, I move to amend by striking out the last line 
of the paragraph last read. * 

I read further from the testimony of the chief of the Ordnance De- 
partment of the Army: 

To return to the matter of steel guns, 
If Congress were to go into their fabrication, Ishould begin by trying to make 
two g- inch. guns. 

1 ¢ that to make one with bands of steel and another wrapped around 
with wire would bably take me at least two years. 

If we succeeded we could go on mak: steel guns of that caliber, and at the 
robes take a step further and try a 10-inch gun; that would take a year or 

Then if we were successful we could go to a 12-inch gun, which, of course, would 
3 increased plant and heavier hammers, 
should say, if we had the means or pogon, ines in the course of eight orten 
years wo t to have the requisite plant in this 3 make guns of any 
size we might require; but we have not got it now: we have barely got heavy 
eno rs for the smaller caliber of such as 6and 8 inch, and at sev- 
eral of our best establishments a-stee] i i gic rome has to be sent to 
another place to be forged ;"st6el-making of a quality suitable for guns has not 
yet progressed beyond the experimental stage. 
Mr. ELLIS. From what is the gentleman reading? 
Mr. HANCOCK. From the testimony of General Benet. 
Mr. ELLIS. When? 
Mr. HANCOCK. Ten years ago. 
Mr. ELLIS. Ten years ago! . 12 
Mr. HANCOCK. He stated that he might possibly be able to make 
such a gun as he described in two years if he had the money. Four 
million and a half of dollars have been expended; and as late as De- 
cember 23, 1883, Hon. William E. Chandler, Secretary of the Navy, said 
in a speech at Philadelphia: 7 
But for the restoration of the Navy, in the place of our obsolete wooden ships 
smooth-bore peue modern steel ships ind high power rifled can- 
non, of which we have not one to-day. 
y 3; business takes a deal longer than your paragon of ability 
in ee imagines. 1 yan have fone by, and he has not yet 
completed the first gun; and I think it will take him the residue of 
century to get out one gun according to the processes by which he pro- 
ety 

In ‘May, 1883, Admiral C. P. R. Rodgers, in an address at a banquet 

of the Society of the Army of the Potomac, at Washington, said: 


We have not one large and efficient ship of war, and our few good sloops are 
pot of the best type. 

Mr. ELLES, What is the date of that? 

Mr. HANCOCK. I have already stated the date. The gentleman 
should come nearer; he is getting hard of hearing. Age is telling upon 
him, as it is upon myself. [Laughter.] 

Admiral Bolgi says further: 


So far as I know we have not one very good gun, of eyen moderate caliber, 
ashore or afloat, and what is more, I fear we have not the trained artisans and 
the forges to make them, 


He did not know that General Benét had considered this subject in 
connection with the honorable member from Louisiana. That was Ad- 
miral Rodgers’s opinion in May, 1883. So far as I can find there is 
no advance in this discovery of making ‘everything out of steel and 
going to Krupp for it. Iehallenge the gentleman to bring forward an 
instance where one of the Krupp guns has stood the test of twenty con- 
secutive fires, two or three a minute, as in battle. Krupp will not sub- 
ject his guns to this test. He will send one of his guns down to the 
Italians, and let them have it as an ornament, afraid to fire it because 
the tests of these guns have usually killed more in the rear than in the 
front. ; 

Mr. ELLIS. Why, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman knew what he 
is talking about he would know that before Krupp ships a gun he 
tests it by rapid firing eight hours with battering 

Mr. HAN . The gentleman will learn something if he will 
listen a moment, and not get impatient. I had several other short ex- 


tracts which I had intended to read, but I will forego doing so because 


they irritate the gentleman. Here are some of the tests that Krupp 
himself makes: 
In — eat ee Mersey steel gun was fired six rounds, at Shoe- 
What further do we have in the way of tests? Let me continue: 


In November, 1861, a 20-pounder Krupp steel gun was fired two rounds, at 
Shoeburyness, and burst. į 
In March, 1862, a 30-pounder French steel gun was fired, at Gavres, and burst. 


Mr. ELLIS. What was the date of that last test? 

Mr. HANCOCK. You must listen a little closer as I read off the 
dates as it is a great trouble for me constantly to go back and repeat 
them. Besides I have not the time tospare. The last one was March, 
1862. The next was in April: f 


In April, 1863, a par Mushets steel gun was fired one hundred and 

thirty-two rounds, at Shoeburyness, and burst. 

— 1864 a 9j-inch Krupp steel gun was fired sixty-six times, in Russia, and 
rst, 1 


I believe the gentleman will admit that all the Russian guns burst. 
[Laughter.] They have ordered, I see, some more of them, although 
they find after a short time they burst and kill a great re at the 
breech of the guns, but they have a great many Russians and do not 
seem to mind it. [Laughter. ] 

In June, 1866,a 9-inch Krupp steel gun was fired fifty-six times, in Russia, and 


There is no excuse for that, except incompetency or infidelity. We 
can make 6 or 7 inch guns here, I am satisfied. I believe that 3 —f 
ingenuity is able to make A re of such caliber that will not burst. The 
great difficulty has been that as you increase the caliber you render the 

more and more liable to burst, until with some people—nét with 
Sonera) Benét or my friend from Louisiana—it is not a proposition 
mat fe whether the thing is practical or not, for they have not discov- 

Mr. ELLIS rose. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Vou and General Benét have been working on this 
for a great while. j 

Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman answer me a question ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Yes, if I am able to do so. 

Mr. ELLIS. If that issōand steel is condemmed, why has 3 12 
invested $30,000,000? Why has Sir Joseph Whitworth and Sir Will- 
iam Armstrong abandoned their own line and gone into it? Why has 
France and Italy and all the other great powers done the same thing? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Do not make your question so long. In answer 
to the gentleman’s question I will say that I suppose it is on the same 
rinciple that Worth, the great authority of female fashion in i 

invested everything he had on earth in his business [laughter 

and so has made himself a millionaire. These other parties have 
got the world to believe, that is ees poe most of them have, that 
they are infallible—I know that you and General Benét do; that noth- 
ing but steel will do. Ido not say that steel will not do. I say that 
all the experiments up to this time have proved to the satisfaction of 
my that the best metal that can be used, that the best 
metal in the world according toexperiments and experience of warfare, 
the best metal that can be used is bronze for guns from seven inches 
down. Whether it would resist the disposition toward elongation I do 
not know, but I have seen guns myself which had been reputed to be 
in use over a hundred years that were still sound. 

Mr. ELLIS. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Certainly. Í ; 

Mr. ELLIS. Is it the unanimous opinion of the report of the foundry 
. the N authority, that steel is the best metal out of which to 

e guns? 

Mr. HANCOCK. The gun-foundry board is made up of such 
sons that I am not willing to see the money of the people of the United 
States entirely intrusted to them. I want the different branches of 
the service to come in. If I could have my way I would put in a few _ 
shrewd Yankees and run the risk of their putting up a job. [Laugh- 
ter.] But I do not think pee Aone succeed while my friend from 

[Mr. Horan] is in Congress when they came to ask for an 
ap riation. 
ss ere Fa 23 = be got 1 this bill. All these experiments 
ve to e at expense of the rodu the 
have to bear the whole 3 of the — p ens Ee TY 

I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to the remaining instances 

of experiments with these guns. They are as follows: 
In 1864 a 9j-inch K gun was i 
In August 1888. Bilnch Krupp „ 
In 1862 an Si inch Krupp steel gun was fired one hundred and nine times, in 


Russia, and burst. 
tagos, 1866, a 9. inch Krupp steel gun was fired fifty-six times, in Russia, and 


4 = 1866 a Krupp steel field-gun was fired, in Berlin, and burst, killing three ca- 
In January, 1867,a7-inch Krupp steel gun was fired twice, at Woolwich, and 
On the 27th 3 1887, 4 4-pounder Krupp steel gun was fired, at 


Tegel, and b: two men. 
In July, 1867, a inch steel gun was hone med Russian frigate Nvwski, 


and burst, ki twelve men and wounding 
In November, a 7b French steel gun was fired, at Havre, and burst, kill- 
one man, 
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In 1868 a inch Krupp steel gun was fired, in 
In 1888 a inch stee! 
In January, 1869, a 


5 pieces, 
On the 29th of September, 1871,an II- inch hooped Krupp steel gun was fired 
once, at Cronstadt, and burst into several pieces. 


All the above facts are found recorded in the Journal of the Royal 
United Service Institution. 

Mr. BUDD was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. HANCOCK. 

Mr. HANCOCK, Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED], for whom I have the greatest admiration, criticised very 
severely in his remarks on this bill the provision with reference to the 
construction of 12-inch guns, and said that it was an unnecessary ex- 
penditure of money to get the gun; that it would open uP a big joband 
an opportunity to impose upon the Government, when if he had read 
the bill he would have found that it confined it solely and 
alone to one single breech-loading rifled gun of twelve inches caliber, 
which shall be produced and subjected to such tests of power and en- 
durance as may be prescribed, and at the expense of the party, in all 

5 who presents such a gun. 

The bill also provides that this gun shall be constructed before any 
contracts are entered into for cannon for the armament of our fortifica- 
tions, and that it shall receive the favor of the board composed of the 
officers in whom the members on this floor have great confidence, whose 
report must be satisfactory before any contract is made. There is no 
intention to enter into the manufacture of a lot of worthless 8-inch or 
10-inch Ido not undertake to say it will be entirely satisfac- 
tory in all respects, but itis well worth a trial to see whether such guns 
can be made in this country of sufficient power and endurance for all 
the purposes of our seacoast and harbor defenses. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman permit an interruption ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Certainly. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The sixty-seventh and sixty-eighth lines of 
this bill declare that before any further contracts are entered into or ex- 


to 3 
Mr. HANCOCK. Then if body knows it do not take up my 
time in calling everybody's attention to it; at least you need not take 
to tell everybody what everybody knows. — 
But I was going on to say that after twenty-five years of experimen 
work and vast ‘tures of money we have not yet a single gun 
afloat or ashore of a first-class character. I shall say nothing about 


W they yt ON how to apply such appropriations. 
For I desire, Mr. Chairman, try pr prepared to 
that may arise; but 1 do not to see the inter- 


any emergency 
ests of a great people left alone to the engineering skill of one person 
because he says that in ten or twelve years he thinks he can make a 
es E F 
they do to satisfaction o board, then the on part 

‘of the American Congress is simplified; we will simply make 
to provide our seacoast cities and towns with ifica- 


Mr. REED, of Maine. If the gentleman will it another inter- 
ruption, if he intends to rely upon that board, why this “re 
itions w. 


. a 
Tat! appear to po a ora 
manufacturer. If m CCC 


the gentleman from or some other member of the committee. 

Mr. HANCOCK... I know nothing of a particular case. But where 
a bill is or broad in its extent all through, where its light falls 
upon the just and unjust alike, like the dews of heaven, I can not think 
that there is much danger in it. 1 

FCC 

8 r. e eman from 

Texas a few moments since referred to me as the ntle ys 
able to detect a steal—— 


Mr. HANCOCK. Not always. 


Mr. THOMAS. He says now I have not always been able to detect 
all the steals going on. Now, I defy the gentleman to produce from 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD one remark of mine, during the six years 
of my service in Congress upon this floor, where I have ever charged 
upon any member of this House that he has been guilty of a steal. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Oh, I never thought of such a thing. 

Mr. THOMAS. I suppose the gentleman indulged in ridicule in 
alluding to my course, because of the fact of my having called attention 
on yesterday, in the debate on the sundry civil bill, to the gentleman 
from Texas, as a member of the Committee on Appropriations, having 
prorat for the State of Texas in that bill by two appropriations for 
pu b 

A MEMBER. What two? ` 

Mr. THOMAS. The gentleman inquires what two. I will be glad 
to inform him. I refer to the court-house and post-office at Dallas, 
Tex., for one, and tothe public buildings and grounds at Galveston, 
Tex., for the other. Now, that is exactly where the shoe pinches. 

I found fault with the Committee on Appropriations coming in here 
with a bill making special provision for public buildings in the States 
represented by members of that committee, when the other members 
of the House who wanted such appropriations were compelled to rely 
upon getting special bills passed. I denounced that as unjust. I de- 
nounce it now as unjust. I did not say there was a steal! in it, but 
I called attention to the fact that those gentlemen ha an opportu- 
nity to make special provision for their own States provided for them, 
and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK] is one of those to whom 
that remark applied. 

Now, so far as my friend from Michigan [Mr. Horr] is concerned, 
although he is a member of that committee, I find that he did not pro- 
vide specially for Michigan—why, I am unable to say, unless it is be- 
cause the public service did not demand such an appropriation. 

Mr. HORR. Will the gentleman permit me ` 

Mr. THOMAS. Just one moment. 

Mr. HORR. ` Mr. Chairman, the fact that I got no extra ia- 
tion in that bill for my State is owing to 1 modesty, which 
has bothered me throughout my entire public lif. {Laughter. ] 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, we have often observed here that 
modesty upon which the gentleman so justly prides himself, and per- 
haps we have never seen it so strikingly exhibited as in this instance 
in his failure to get a ion for his State—a thing sur- 
prising from any point of view, but ay run ted when we remember 
that the gentleman is from Michigan. 7 

Mr. Chairman, the gen 


pound and then sell them back to the Government slightly changed 
at 50 cents a pound. ane 

I assert here, and I can demonstrate it by the highest authority, both 
naval and military, that the that are proposed to be made under 
this bill could be made at one-tenth of the proposed cost. Now, if the 
gentleman from Texas is caught with the meat on his back let him 
own up and not go around about ‘‘steals.’’ {Taughter.] — 
have said nothing about steals in this connection; but I have said, and 
I say again, that while this bill pretends to appropriate $955,000 it really 
in fact.appropriates $3,600,000, and involves apparently one of the 
worst r Joba that has ever been proposed in Congress since I have bean a 
member. 

MESSAGE FRO THE SENATE. 

The committee rose info ; and a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 870) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-office, United States court, and for 
United States internal-revenue officials, and for other Government pur- 


poses; P 
ne bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a public building at Reading, 
A bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the construction of a court-house 


and ice at Clarksburg, W. Va.; 
A (H. R. 2123) for the erection of a public building at Wichita, 
a À bill (H. Ee for the erection of a public building at Fort 
0 : 


A bill (H. R. 3343) for the erection of a public building at the city 
of A N. L.; 


A bill (H. R. 3593) for the erection of a public building at Chicago, III.; 
PERES = 4067) So ohang Se limit of appropriations for the pub- 
Louisville, Ky.; 
À bill (H. R. 6089) for the relief of Mrs. F. Carleton. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 


t 
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Mr. DORSHEIMER, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Mi 
[Mr. Honk] who is a member of the Appropriations Committee took 
occasion a little while ago to deliver his valedictory address to this House. 
I think this is also a suitable time for me to deliver my valedictory ad- 
dress, and inasmuch as the measure before us relates to heavy weights 
and big guns, perhaps there is some propriety in the choice of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan and myself of the time for delivering our vale- 
dictory addresses. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Michigan took 
the opportunity which the debate afforded him to deliver a glowing 
eulogy upon a late public act of the President-elect. We all upon this 
side of the House observed the evidence which he gave of a friendly 
disposition toward us with great pleasure. 

I think I may describe the gentleman from Michigan ds a man of a 
somewhat exuberant humor; but during this entire session a melan- 
choly seemed to havesetticd down upon his spirit, and he has not shown 
his characteristic good nature. I was therefore surprised to find that 
the old faculty had returned to him to-day, and that the speech which 
he made here in enl of Governor Cleveland showed more of his 
humorons characteristics than any other speech which he has made 
during the present session. Was it an indication, sir, that the gentle- 
man who has been melancholy at the prospect of going out of power 
finds that he may have an opportunity of returning to power ? 

Is it possible that the gentleman from Michigan has indicated here 
to-day his intention to support Governor Cleveland’s administration, 
and his ambition, perhaps, to return to this House two years hence, to 
sit upon our side of it, and to enjoy what he has so long enjoyed, the 
delights of political place and power? 

I think I may say, although I shall not be here to welcome him, 
that if he should come he will receive a cordial welcome from this side 
of the House, for we should be glad to have his very unusual faculties 
for debate always displayed as they were this morning in the eulogy 
of Democratic statesmen and in the defense of Democratic doctrine, 


3 

The act which was the subject of the eulogy of the gentleman 
from Michigan was the letter addressed to certain members of this 
House by the President-elect. Now, I agree with the gentleman that 
that letter contained an abundance of sound doctrine. I will, how- 
ever, say, because I-propose to be perfectly frank, and from a long 
knowledge of and personal acquaintance with the President-elect. I 
know that his character and disposition dispose all men to frankness 
who deal with him as to public matters 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HORR was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. DoRSHEIMER. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I should have preferred, inasmuch as the Presi- 
dent-elect thought it desirable to address certain members of the House, 
that he had done what I have no doubt he will do upon the first oc- 
casion which the duties of his office shall furnish him, and that is to 
suggest to Congress some practicable method by which the circulation 
as coin of the two metals can be maintained and reconciled. For I do 
not believe it to be either desirable or possible that silver should be de- 
monetized in this country. On the other hand, I think it is a part of 
true statesmanship to ize the facts that exist and to bring about 
a reconcilement between two currencies by a reconsideration of 
the ratio of their values. 

In my i os the true solution is to make the silver dollar equal 
to the gold dollar, and if the silver dollar be made equal to the gold 
dollar there will be no reason for ing any ction whatever 
upon its And indeed we might in that case safely make it the 
sole foundation of the paper me money of the country. I believe in some 
such solution as the one , although I wish to be defer- 
ential in expressing my views; for without reference to cular plans 
the result is what I would aim to accomplish, and that result in my 
judgment must be a reconcilement of this difficulty by p the gold 
3 and the silver coinage of the country upon an equality as to 

ue. 

How much time have I left? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Chairman, the time at my disposal will 
not permit me to go into the subject of the bill. I will, however, 
briefly state that in my judgment the time has arrived when sufficient 
appropriations should be made for the re-enforcement of our fortifica- 
tions and for the provision of new and improved cannon. I am sorry 
to say that I do not think the bill offered by the committee accom- 
plishes this. We should place in the hands of the Administration such 
a law as will enable it to proctre the guns that are needed and to give 
to the fortifications the strength that they should have. . 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. I have been very much instructed, not to say amused, 
by the fact that my friend dun New York [Mr. DORSHEIMER] should 
have taken the peculiar view he did of my remarks in reference to the 
good sense exhibited in the letter written by his distinguished friend 
who is to become very soon President of the United States. I wasnot 
astonished that he should think it was an intimation that I was about 
ee my party and go over to the Dem because I recollect it 


ocracy, 
is the most common thing in the world for people to judge others by 


what they do themselves. [Laughter.] And I recollect it was only 
a little while ago when my friend was a rousing good Republican; and 
se i Soar re cp Wr eg as he thought, proper! 
for him he trotted out and joined the Democrats. [Laughter.] I wish 
to say that is not my style. I believe in the Repu i 

inciples. I am proud of its history and its record, and I hope to die 
believing in the principles that I have advocated up to this day during 
my whole life. I do not leave a party because it does not at all times 
keep me in place, nor would I under any conceivable condition seek 
refuge in the Democratic party. [Applause. ] 

I do not think my friend should complain because I happened to dis- 
cover a little sense in something coming from a Democrat in the United 
States. [Laughter.] You ought not to complain at my givi 


notice 
of such a discovery. I know it is extremely rare. [Laughter.] Oh! 
how rare! [ Laughter.] But when I find a Democrat guilty o using 


good common sense and stating it in good common English, my nature 
is such thatd can not be unjust and deny him fall credit for so unusual 
a gift. [Laughter.] If his party friends here had taken my advice 
they would not have given their President thus early the black eye“ 
that they administered to him the other day. My word for it, he did 
not deserve it nor did he expect it. [Laughter.] I say again, he did 
better than I supposed it was possible for him to do. pirates ee 
for it. And have I not the right to do that? 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Certainly. 

Mr. HORR. I wish I could say as much for the Democratic major- 
ity here—not for you; you voted with him; Kenn not be on scrount of 
any sly way you have of being in the warming rays of the rising sun. 
{Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, as I said in good faith, I hoped when I 
Te eee I did not make that 
remark for the purpose of luggin ugging in poli politics. I did it for the purpose 
of illustrating that on this fortification bill I hoped some good sense 
would be exhibited, and that we would have in this new Democratic 
administration—I will not say a return but a resort to business princi- 
ples; that we would build forts and defend our great cities; that we 
would have American steel and American guns; that our own factories 
would be set and that this would be done under an adminis- 
EE I hope such will be 
the result. Your President 
him—when he is right. When he is 
opportunity to say so, and shall do it (now, take notice) while staying 
I shall not go over to the De- 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, obtained the floor. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I wish to remark that it is not to build 
fortifications or fabricate guns of silver; and I submit that this debate 
should be confined to the subject before the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ELLIS. I rise to a question of order. Is it in order, Mr. Chair- 
man, upon amendments to this fortificaticn pill to make political 

upon silver? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then I trust Sho ‘Chat wrill-Geutine gucdionen te the 


question under debate. 
Mr. BLAND. That t ought to have been raised a little sooner. 
Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. this point of order is raised 
rathar late. I understand very well that this is a fortification bill and 
that the question before the House relates to guns ahd fortifications— 
not tosilver and gold. Nevertheless, Mr. Chairman, the silver question 
has been imported into 2 — and I think it will AOA be fon 
sidered out of place for me to say a word on it. Silver may come in 
play in payment of guns and fortifications. 
The silver question is an economic question, not a political question. 
It 8 that concerns the world. It is not a quest 
ed by reference to the opinion of anyone. It is well understood that 
able men hold different viewson thisquestion. It is well understood, 
and has been I presume, that the President-elect entertained opinions 
not in harmony with all the members of this House. There is nothing 
strange in that fact. Republicans do not agree on it, and never have. 
Distinguished Republicans hold opinions entirely at variance with a 
majority of their party. There is nothing strange in that. The silver 
reese . questions on which there are certain tobe 
Las seo It is a question of monetary science. 
DAT aE Chairman, to say a word rather upon the alarm that 
has been sounded throughout the country that a financial crisis isabout 
to overtake us unless the coinageof silver isstopped. I tthat time 
does not permit me to give reasons at length for the belief that there is 
no real foundation for such fears. A certain letter of the President- 
elect has been referred to. It is a letter evidently prepared with care 
and doubtless expresses his views on this important question. But that 
e the rive a member on this floor from holding different views, 
y say that I hold views very different from those expressed 
8 especially as to the danger of a financial 
yn 8 


ja y ion to a premium or that it is about to be . 
from thia count entire circulation, aside from gold, 
does not exceed $725,000, s 
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Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a point of order. Unless these guns are to 
be constructed of silver the gentleman’s remarks are out of order. 

Mr. BUDD. The bill before the House provides for obtaining guns 
by competitive examination, without any regard to caliber or metal, and 
I submit that gentlemen have the right to propose brass if they wish to 
do so. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I have no time to reply to interruptions 
of that kind, as they are not worth replying to. was about to re- 
mark, Mr. Chairman, that with a currency aside from gold of less 
than $725,000,000 it is impossible that this currency should go below the 
par of gold. It is not in the power of the banks of this country, aided 
by all the banks of London, to put gold toa premium and keep it 
there so long as the volume of money in this country is kept down to 
as low a limit as $725,000,000. In other words, if that volume of money 
is not larger than is necessary to maintain prices in the United States 
at a level with international prices, then it is impossible for gold to go 
to a premium and stay there. 2 

If the volume of money which any country has put into circulation 
is less than its distributive share of the world’s money, then gold will 
flow to that country and stay there in sufficient amount to fill its chan- 
nels of circulation to the international level of prices. That is our con- 
dition now. Six hundred million dollars of gold remain here because 
that amount falls to us as our share as supplemental to paper and silver. 
There is no instance in the history of the world where gold under cir- 
cumstances that exist here now went to a premium, 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the very attempt to put gold to a premium 
would put prices down here and gold would then come here as the 
cheapest market to buy in. 

When prices go down, money goes up. To take gold out of circula- 
tion, then, would be to raise the value of silver and paper. Who ever 
knew of gold rising to a premium in a country where prices were fall- 
ing?. When money is cheap and abundant, prices rise; when it is 
searce and dear, prices fall. When gold rises to a premium over other 
money it is because other money is cheap, not because it is dear or be- 
coming deas STNI the reverse of the conditions that exists here now. 
The that. has been sounded, therefore, is without foundation. 
The same thing was predicted a year ago, but the crisis did not come. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the Chair will recognize me I will yield 
my time to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I hope the Chair will do so. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the gentleman 
from Pe lvania [Mr. CURTIN]. F i 
Mr. CU. . Mr. Chairman, as I am in favor of some measure to 


arm this country for its protection, I have not time in the allotment 
made me to make a political speech, as gentlemen make this discussion 
the occasion. Lat times have made political speeches in my life [laugh- 
ter ]—occasionally for other people to get votes for them and frequently 
for myself, and have aiways found myself more zealous when I could 
secure votes for myself than for the opposing candidate. [Renewed 
laughter.] That is the case, no doubt, with the politicians who attempt 
to inject into this debate political matter having nothing at all to do 
with this bill. I, too, would be glad to make a political speech if this 
august assem) could resolve itself into a town meeting, and I was a 
candidate for office. If that were the case, I would convince you of my 
ight to your votes. [Laughter.] 8 

t such is not the case, or this the place or occasion. This forti- 
fication bill is before the House and under di and soon we will 
be called upon to vote upon it. I wish to say in the first place that I 
am in favor of liberal appropriations for the armament of this country 
for the defense of our extended coast line, - 

You must not drop into fancied security of peace so eloquently de- 
picted by the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. Wars come 
suddenly upon humanity, and all nations should es for such 
acalamity. The first man born into the world killed the next who 
followed him, and he was his brother, and from that day to this there 
has been no hour of the world’s history when the people on the face of 
this earth were not somewhere in warfare in some part of it. 
Historians and those who study the subject have ascertained the aver- 
age length of among the most civilized nations is about twenty- 
five years, and that will be found to be the lessons of the past. 

The war out of which grew our claims on account of French spolia- 
tions, and which claims remained unrecognized for eighty-five years, or 
until in this session, when Congress provided for their adjudication—that 
war burst as suddenly and unlooked for as lightning in January from the 
sky in the frozen north. It arose from the fact that this country, then 
in its infancy, negotiated treaties with other countries instead of regard- 
ing France as the exclusively favored nation, and the First Consul, 
with all the power at his command, proceeded to destroy our com- 
merce on the Bigh seas, and enlisted armies which threatened with war 
by invasion. e war of 1812 with England found this country with- 


out preparation. Their forces landed upon our shores, burned the old 
capitol 3 this buil is now 1 and ravaged the 
shores of the Chesapeake Bay and the Potomac River, closed the en- 
i New England, and would 
n the poverty of 


the ports al 
M 


have captured Baltimore but for Fort enry. 
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the country, when her armies were defeated, peace 


was made with that 
country and concessions never to be made with any nation. We 
had war with Mexicoin 1846, it came suddenly upon us. And who 
in this country can reflect without emotions of profound sorrow on the 
bitter war which broke out among our peoplein 1861 when in civil strife 
the country was drenched with fraternal blood. That unhappy war was 
far beyond the wisdom of mortality. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. CURTIN]. 

Mr. CURTIN. Now, Mr. Chairman, when Frederick the Great pen- 
etrated into Silesia it was done so suddenly he was in the center of 
that country before his enemies were aware of it, and then he declared 
war against Austria. So, too, the war of 1866 fell suddenly on Europe. 
The French and German war, which resulted in the unity of the Ger- 
man Empire and the prostration of the French Empire and a change 
of government, came suddenly, and the success of the Germans followed 
preparation while in peace. I say, therefore, there is no sensible man 
on this floor—and I am aware I speak in the presence of enlightened 
men—who can look calmly and with philosophy on the coalitions form- 
ing in Europe who will not conclude they are not in harmony with 
the continued peace of that continent. : 

I do not suppose that 3,000 miles away we can be drawn into war if 
there should be hostilities in Europe, but nevertheless it may break 
suddenly upon this nation. With the telegraph and telephone, with 
rapid transit by steam,with the perfect preparation of the nations of 
Europe, ten days would bring to the harbor of New York a naval force 
which would pass the guns stationed in the fortifications there and lay 
under tribute that metropolitan city. I do not wish to say that may 
occur, but in the affairs of humanity we must stand prepared for na- 
tional protection; for, gentlemen of the House of Represéntatives, under 
the Providence of God we are not exempt from the destiny of nations, 
and sufficient and prudent preparation in time of peace may save us 
millions of money in time of war as well as thousands of valuable lives. 

I say the time fer fortsis not passed. Guns of sufficient caliber should 
be stationed in proper fortifications impenetrable, incasemates, in our 
harbors for their protection. You can station barbette guns of any 
weight and caliber protected from any ordnance that can be floated. 
You can make your forts of sand and mortar; you can make them iron- 
clad, or in turret, and by such works and ordnance the entrance to 
your great commercial cities shall be protected in time of peace for any 
emergency that may occur suddenly in time of war. For this I refer 
the House to the report of the Lieutenant-General, and refer to General 
Sheridan, the peer of any living soldier. 

We are a great nation. Ourcommerceand our trade are with all the 
world. Weare us, with 60,000,000 of people; we are power- 
ful, with men money; and Lregret all that has been said of the high 

and friendship of the people of -Europe for the 3 of 

this country and its people. It is puerile sentimentality. I lived 
abroad for four years, and my association satisfied me there is not a 
ö in Europe that has any partiality or friendship for this 
rm of government. Howcanthey? Weneverhave been the propa- 
gandist-of our ideas of government, and yet insensibly, constantly, and 
powerfully we have undermined the foundations of all the legitimist 
governments of Europe by our examples of liberty, social dead level, 
and equality. We have extended by our example of free government 
the influence of the masses of the le by giving them power hereto- 
= centralized and held by legitimate, hereditary, traditional au- 

ority. x 

We have never attempted to preačh the gospel of our political faith 
to foreign nations; our example and our success in the formation of this 
Government has demonstrated that, without the necessity of our be- 
coming propagandists of our political faith; and with such teaching to 
all humanity, with the conflict of interests of the nation in which we are 
involved as an active agent, how can the governing classes look upon 
us with other than jealous eyes; and is it not wisdom not to be parsi- 
2 in economy in peace and make preparation for the uncertainty 
of the future ? 


[Here the hammer fell. 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. ly this annual scare in behalf of! 


appropriations has lost its novelty so far as I am concerned. The bi 
which the committee recommend is in the main based on the bill of a 
year ago. It was then accepted promptly by the Senate. 

I want, for one, before I enter upon a system of seacoast defenses or 
the-construction of new systems of fortifications, to provide that a plan 
shall be adopted which has been properly matured, so that I can judge 
of theamount of money required to be expended, and determine whether 
it is judicious to expend such an amount or not, Until that is done 
we have no guide. 

That is one of the features of this bill proposed by the committee. 
Another is that it provides a thorough test as to the manufacture of large 
ordnance before embarking upon a wide sea of expenditure in that 
direction; for up to this time I have not been aware that there has 
been a successful termination of any of the experiments heretofore 
made. 

Therefore it is desired that an effort shall be made to induce those 
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— in this character of manufacture tosee whether they can give 

o test-gun that we can safely follow as our model in future. 

Does the gentleman expect that anybody will pro- 

tine money for the manufacture of that gun until some inducement is 
offered to do so? 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe distinctly, under the provisions of this 
bill, there will be a test made of a 12-inch gun. I believe the induce- 
ments are such as to warrant it. 

Mr. ELLIS. Then I understand the gentleman gives his adhesion 
to the committee’s bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I undoubtedl 2 with the rest of my colleagues 
on this side of the House, with exception of the gentleman from 
Louisiana himself, in securing the reporting of this bill to the House. 
But I am not tenacious of my views in that respect. If there be a fault 
in the committee's bill let us amend it. I always stand open to en- 
lightenment and to reason, and am ready to listen at all times and sur- 
render my views to the views of gentlemen who know more of such 
subjects than I do. 

I think this rule should be adopted on all questions of public policy. 
But gentlemen propose here in this substitute an iture cover- 
ingaperiod of five years. They propose something entirely new in legis- 
lation. Iam unwilling W it my support. On the contrary, I think 
we have given ample power to the in administration to test a 
system or character of gun to be purchased and adopted as a govern- 
mental model of guns; and that the plan proposed in the majority re- 
port will give us through a board of rs and competent officers 
some system of fortifications and armament of which we have not now 
the knowledge. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I desire to call to the attention of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania the actual provisions of this bill. They pro- 
vide that a cannon shall be produced of 12-inch caliber of 60,000 pounds 
weight, and fulfilling certain conditions. Now, there isno method of 
production provided. How can it be produced? Obviously in but one 
way, and that is by private en ise. Now, will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania tell this House what will be the N cost of a plant 

to produce a 12-inch gun of 60,000 pounds weight? 

Mr. RANDALL. I answer that I am in favor of private enterprise 
taking hold of the matter, because 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Will the gentleman answer my question? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam g to answer it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I donot want the gentleman to occupy my 
time in making an argument. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will answer the gentleman in my own way. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman declines to answer. 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; I do not. I will answer in proper time. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask the gentleman to say whether $500,000 
will purchase such a plant. He knows that it will not. What then 
is the proposition? As a practical man I ask him the question. It is 
that a gun shall be produced by competition among man Ts, and 
the preliminary to that competition is the expenditure of from a half 
million to one million of dollars. Is that going to be done? Is my 
manufacturer in this country going to purchase a plant costing $500,000 
or a million of dollars on the chance of his beating the gentleman who 
invented this description of gun? Everybody knows that there is go- 
ing to be no practical result from this measure. We are only setting 
up and following a chimera. There is nothing in it. The . is to be 
produced by competition, and the very entrance - money to competi- 
tion is at least a half million of dollars, probably a whole million. 
Now what do you say to that as practical men? 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Chairman, I want tosay that I amall the time 
for e the door open to private skill and energy, as well as pri- 
vate ente 

Mr. RE b. >, of Maine. So am I. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I believe that this bill will do it. And I want 
to go upon a new road, to bring in the skill and the enterprise and the 
capital of private individuals in this country. That road I believe will 
reach success as against a costly governmental failure. [Applause, ] 

Mr. BUDD. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] a moment since 
spoke of the gun-factory plant as costing half a million dollars. 

Mr. ELLIS. Nine hundrad and sixty thousand dollars. 

Mr. BUDD. The gun board, on page 43 of the report which I have 
in my hand, puts the cost at $150,000 only. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman can not be reading the report correctly. 

nee BUDD. After giving that estimate they say: 

Berish mai 3 of 8 —— gun every three weeks ora 
rtiionally larger num 0 er 

gen ELLIS. From what page is the gentleman reading? 

Mr. BUDD. Page 43, Senate n No. 13. There 
is rma there the cost of gun-factory plant up to 12-inch caliber, and 
it is sai 

This plant does not include rough boring and turning. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Nor all the rest of it, either; that ia the mere 
assem buni 

Mr. BUDD. The report proceeds: 

The parts are supposed to be supplied ready for finishing. 
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Mr. REED, of Maine. That is the mere assembling. I venture to 
say that instead of half a million dollars a million dollars is inside the 


offered to the successful American producer. Though the total plant 
might cost a million dollars, it must be remembered that after the man- 
eres ee Seated et a es Seamer ee e eee ee ee 
nish a gun answering to a better test than the test prescribed by this 
bill then he is entitled to a further contract. In other words, the bill 
itself provides a sufficient inducement for the establishment of a factory: 
So far as the question of the best kind of metal for large guns is con- 
cerned that is a matter still in doubt. The bill proposed here by the 
gentleman from Louisiana, the substitute bill, rp maja me 
to be given under direction of the Secretary of who, 


sufficient 
pensation prescribed test, what is known 
as the battle test; the substitute bill provides $7,500,000 for any man 
who will produce the material fit for a gun, or who will provide a blank; 


not a finished, gun. In either or any of these latter cases, if the sub- 
stitute be adopted, that producer is entitled to and shall have the 

500,000. 

Mr. ELLIS. Provided he is the lowest bidder — 
Pret BUDD. And there are but two possible bidders in the United 

tes. 
Mr. ELLIS. And 3 the material. 
Mr. BUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman, a word more on this on 


There has been no valid objection to the test provided here. 

tleman from Maine in speaking of the penetration of the celebrated! 
Krupp gun states it is double this. I will ask the gentleman from 
Maine for his authority for the statement that the Krupp gun will pen- 
etrate three calibers. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I said twenty-four inches. 

Mr. BUDD. That is the same 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The authority I give is the chief of the bu- 
reau of the Navy ent. 

Mr. BUDD. I understood the gentleman to state it would penetrate 
double the amount required here as the war test. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That being thirteen inches. 

Mr. BUDD. I make the assertion, and defy any member to produce 
an authority to the contrary, that the Krupp gun will not stand the 
test herein contained. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ELLIS. When the substitute I have offered shall come before 
the House I will try to speak to it. At present we have the bill of the 
committee. 

Now I want to reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] who indorses the bill of the committee. In the first place, it 
tempts the foreigner to compete with your laborer. Does the gentle- 
man approve of that? I want the people to know where he og 
Under the provisions of this bill the foreigner may compete; the = 
lishman, the German, the Frenchman may compete. Under this bi 
55 res materials may come from abroad. Does the gentleman sanction 

t 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman from Louisiana allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. If the foreigner has stronger material than we 
can produce, can he not with that material beat us if we have an in- 
ferior article? 

Mr. ELLIS. I will not suppose impossibilities. I krow our ord- 
nance officers tell me that within the last three months a concern in the 
district of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or in his State, the Mid- 
vale eee has produced steel equal to the best steel. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Now will the gentleman allow me to ask this 
question, which I asked him before? Would you use an article in the 
manufacture of a gun, or a ship, or a fortification inferior to that you 
could get abroad? 

Mr. ELLIS. No, sir; I would not. Iron is iron, and steel is 
and our mountains are full of iron, and our mechanics are ngs geen 
and our manufacturers are full of enterprise, and we can produc@the 
best steel in the world. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. ark well; but even with all this skill and genius, 
and with our mountains ll of iron and coal, if you could get better 


Mr. ELLIS. No; I would not permit such competition, 
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Mr. HUTCHINS. If the foreign material or the foreign article was 
better than you could make at home, would you not prefer to use it? 

Mr. ELLIS. I would not use it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Then you would go on the e's 
money for something that would not defend us, when you geta 
better article and a useful one that would defend us by i 
abroad ? 

Mr. ELLIS. No; I would not do that, because I hold we could get 
a Has would defend us. I tell the gentleman that 
we have roduce and will produce as good steel as 

eee 


any that 
Mr. Then what is the danger from foreign competi- 


tion? 
Mr. ELLIS. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that I shall now be allowed to 
sodap my own time. As to the statement made here by the gentle- 
m California [Mr. BUDD], if he will look at this report he will 
find that the plant complete for a gun-finishing establishment is esti- 
mated to cost $960,000. 
Mr. BUDD. It costs $570,000 to produce up to sixteen inches. 
Mr. ELLIS. The mere assemblage of the tools will cost the amount 
I have stated—not the buildings, not the steel, but the mere tools. 
Mr. BUDD. The plant itself. 
Mr. ELLIS. The plant itself that is not for making but 
these you will find in this report that itis 


ishing p 
cost $30,000,000. akt eee 3 
manufacturing centers, ought to have more on subject 
than I have, but I can not suppose that the plant for the manufacture 
of these guns could cost Jess than about $3,000,000. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] whether this board make any estimate of 
the cost of the entire plant? 

Mr. ELLIS. They do not. leave that, of course, to the manu- 

. ‘They merely estimate what the Government would have to 

for the plant required, not to make the guns, but to finish them. 
Kow, Mr. Chairman, the committee’s proposition is that the manu- 
facturer shall go to the expense of procuring the plant and the build- 
ing and the material, and to the expénse of and hi labor to 
make the steel and to make the guns; and when that is all and 
when he has produced one 12-inch gun of the character and quality de- 


scribed, then if it stands the test and is satisfactory, the Government 
shall buy fifty of those guns, ipod sey ebe 
That is, when the manufacturer has ed $3,000,000 on his plant, 
the Government would probably pay back about one million and 
a half, leaving him a million and a half in debt. 

Mr. HANCOCK. 3 that the committee do now rise ſor the 
p of limiting debate. 

"Then was agreed to. 

char, Mr Bt y rose; and the 8 having resumed 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
Mr. PETERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following 


titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 
A bill (H. R. oa granting a pension to William H. Whitcomb; 


A bill (H. R. 5543) granting a pension to David M. Nagle; 

A bill (H. R. 5798) granting a pension to John E. Denham; 

A bill (H. R. 6011 ex to Robert Cary; 

A bill (H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty; and 

A bill (H. R. 7617 granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Ann Gridley. 

Mr. SNYD: from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Now, Mr. S ne I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the purpose of considering a general appropriation bill; and pending 
that I move that all debate be limited to one minute upon the pending 
amendment and paragraph. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK] moves 


that the House do now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of a general a 
propriation bill; and pending that he moves that debate upon eee 
ment and paragraph under consideration be limited to one minute. 
The question is on the latter motion. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Before the Chair puts the question upon again 


going info Committee of the Whole, I desire to make a request. There 
are quite a numberof reports of committees ready to be presented; and 
the consumption of time in calling committees may be avoided by 


agree- 
ing that reports which are ready, with the views of the minor- 
— where there is dissent, may be deposited with the Clerk in the usual 


be SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] 
asks unanimous consent that an order may be made permitting com- 
mittees that have reports ready for presentation to file the same with 
the Clerk, together with the views of the minority where there is dissent. 

Mr. aren Does that proposition include the printing of the 

rts s 
. HAMMOND.. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RANDALL. And let the reports go to the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will see that they go to the proper Cal- 
endar. If there be no objection the order will be made. 
. There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK] that the House again resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. BLOUNT in the chair) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 8279) makin for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, and for armament thereof, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The C RMAN” Under the order of the House, debate on the 
pending paragraph and amendments thereto is limited to one minute, 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to amend the pending h by striking 
out 5100, 000 and nee ara „000; ha N 
amount required, acco: to the mate o engin to fo; 
the five deep-water harbors. 77 

The question being taken, the amendment was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes 28, noes 97. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to strike out the paragraph and insert the fol- 
lowing: 

For the protection, 


fortifications already 
fense ocu following-named 


„and for the construction of work on 
construction of new works for the de- 
hia, Hampton 


jon, re 
ee for 
Boston, New York, Philadeip! 
$1 00.600. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I think this proposition is subject to a point of or- 
der on the ground that it is new legislation and not in the interest of 
economy. 

Several MEMBERS. Let us vote it down. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I withdraw the point. 

The question being taken, the amendment was not agreed to; there 
being—ayes 29, noes 89. 

Mr. ELLIS. I now move to strike out the entire paragraph as a 
useless, senseless waste of money. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to strike out this paragraph and insert section 
2 of the proposed substitute, which I suppose the Clerk has. 

Section 2 of the proposed substitute is as follows: 


Sec. 2. That for the purpose of aidi. oe Secretary of War in the expendi- 
ture and application of the sums appropriated a permanent advisory 
board of five military officers is hereby eaten consisting of general com- 
manding the division of the Atlantic, the Ohief of Oriako. the Chief of En- 

the president of the ordnance board, and the commandant of the Wil- 
Point Torpedo School, and two officers of the ye of the Navy not below 
the rank of captain, to be appointed by the Seeretary of the Navy; and should 
any 3 at any time occur in said board, the same shall be fi iea tae p the Sec- 
retary of War or Navy, who shall detail the officer succeeding to the vacancy 
for service upon the board. Said board shall examine and 5 vers the Secre- 
8 of War Phe. different ports where fortifications are most needed, the kind 
an of fortifications best ed at each point, and the amount of said 
appropriation 5 be expended at place; also the kind and character of 
guns, torpedoes, and to: approaches, and ‘other means and appliances nec- 
essary for the defense of the country; and shall examine and report to the Sec- 
—.— of War — — any — . Pert to the expenditure of any money 
priated by this act which Secretary may at any time 8 of them 
in. 5 And no money ſor — or heavy Sel, and appro this 
act shall expended except upon the advice, counsel, an 3 of said 
board. And the work to be done on the fortifications shal by contract to the 
lowest responsible bidder, after due and legal . — ktg according to law ; 
and every contractor shall be required to furnish bonds equal in amount to the 
— of one-half of his bid, with good and solvent security, approved by the Sec- 
tiy of War, for the faithful and efficient performance of his contract; but all 
ofan id work shall be done 8 and specifications furnished by and under 
the direction pense rvision of the Secretary of War. The 5 of War 
is authorized to to act as secretary to 8 board a 
officer of cease And all expenses of said board incurred in the li line of duty 
imposed by this act may be paid out of moneys herein appropriated. 


Mr. ELLIS.. The provision of the bill as well as the section which 
I propose to substitute provides fora board under whose direction what- 
ever money may be expended in these examinations shall be disbursed. 


1885. 
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I believe that my substitute is best inasmuch as it provides that this 
board shall be composed of officers of the highest grade—the very heads 
of those departments with this work of defense. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thegentleman’samendment would limit the scope 
of selection of the officers to compose this board. 

Mr. ELLIS. I want to have on this board the very heads of the en- 

, ordnance, and branches of the service. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want the selection open so that skilled officers 
may be chosen from the whole Army; that the selection shall not be 
confined to designated officers. 

Mr. BUDD. A few moments ago the gentleman from Maine stated 
that no company could go into the manufacture of these guns without 
an expenditure of half a million dollars. I said that the necessary ad- 
ditional plant, as stated by the board, need not exceed $150,000, and 
that there are companies in the United States having all the necessary 

lant. I desire now to call attention to the statement of Mr. William 
. Hunt, president of the South Boston Iron Company; that his com- 
pany y has all the material necessary to turn out the largest guns. 

Mr. ELLIS. Cast-iron? 

3 BUDD. Yes, sir; but the additional cost to produce steel ones 

not so t. 


Now gentleman, speaking of the Krupp gun, gives, as I under- 
stood him, as authority General Benét, the present Chief of Ordnance 
of the Army of the United States. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I rise to a question of order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HANCOCK. The point I make is that the debate has been 


closed, and the eman therefore is out of order. 
The CHAIR . The committee has passed from the paragraph 
on which debate was closed. 


Mr. HANCOCK. I intended to embrace the whole thing. 

Mr. BUDD. Now, Mr. Chairman, the report of the committee, as I 
understand it, shows that this same able officer, two or three years 
since, went before an ordnance committee and staked his reputation 
upon the four guns of the Crispin pattern. Congress 
the guns on which General Benét, whom I highly 
thus staked his reputation, and those guns were tested and three out 
of the four burst; and the parts of the three guns which gave way were 
not those of cast-iron, but thesteel parts. And yet this substitute bill 
provides for steel only. 

At the time of interruption I stated that the Krupp guns would 
not stand the battle test herein required. They may penetrate at slow 
shots two calibers and a little more; but I doubt whether there has 
ever been any large steel guns made or produced or offered or suggested 
that could fire the number of shots and deliver the amount of weight 
of projectiles per inch of caliber prescribed here, and within the same 
time. Krupp himself, with his larger steel guns, of which they speak, 
requires between the first and second shot an interval of from fifteen 
to twenty minutes. The unequal expansion and overheating from 

rapid firing would cause the steel portion of the guns to give way. I 
doubt whether there is any steel gun produced that can stand the test 
prescribed by this bill. Whether cast-iron guns can stand the test or 
not I do not know, but it is not proper, nor is it wise, to provide only 
for a metal that has not yet the test, in a bill giving seven and a 
half millions of dollars. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the gentleman know anything about the relative 
strength of steel and iron? 

Mr. BUDD. I certainly do. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from California yield to an 
interruption? 

Mr. BUDD. Certainly; I will answer any question put to me. 

Mr. ELLIS. TAS PEE a PAE AN P YET RRS eT | 
the S- inch converted guns, w I am informed are shown hardly to 
be as strong as the original guns—does the gentleman know how much 
the charge of that gunis? 

Mr. BUDD. No, sir; not exactly. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does he know what its extreme is? 

Mr. BUDD. I have not the data at hand. The gentleman asks me 
in to tensile strength, and I wish to inform the gentleman that 
the tensile strength of a gun is not the only necessary element in rapid 
firing. There is no strength in the world which will resist the ex- 

ding power of heat. It is not alone the force exerted on a gun, it 
ast one the amount of the charge, it is not alone the weight of the 
projectile that will cause a gun to burst, but it is also the unequal ex- 
pansion of metal from rapid heating. Weight, size, and metal have 
nothing to do with it, generally 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ELLIS. If the gentleman will now listen I will give him some 
figures, taken from actual experiment, showing the difference between 
the strength and power of iron and steel guns. An S inch iron gun car- 
ries a charge of forty-five pounds of powder. An 8-inch steel gun car- 
ries a charge of one hundred pounds, or twice as great. The projectile 
of an 8-inch cast-iron gun is one hundred and ci fag while the 
projectile of the steel gun is three hundred pounds. penetrating 
power of the &-inch cast-iron gun is eight inches of 3 at a thousand 
yards. The penetrating power of the steel gun at a distance of a thou- 


sand is twelve to fifteen inches. The range of the iron gun is 
four miles, while the range of the other is seven miles. 

Mr. BUDD. The gentleman from Louisiana yields the remainder of 
the time to me? 

Mr. ELLIS. Ido. 

Mr. BUDD. Now Lask the gentleman if these steel guns have been 
a rapidly? 

HOMAS. I will answer the question if the gentleman yields 

ae me. 


Mr. BUDD. I will. 

Mr. THOMAS. There is one 6-inch gun, built at the navy-yard in 
Washington—a high-power breech-loading 6-inch now at the na- 
val testing-ground at Annapolis, Md., which has fired two hun- 
dred and thirty times, and shows not the least sign crisis yg Or 
giving way—a gun showing a muzzle initial velocity of 2,000 
That is the highest power ever reached. 

Mr. BUDD. Oh, yes; that is a 6-inch gun, and the rule is that the 
thickness of the barrel is equal to the caliber of the „and hence 
the thinness of the outside metal of the small gun it to heat 
through rapidly, and it does not burst as readily as a large gun. Take 


a thin glass vessel, as thin as it can be and pour boiling water 
into it and it will not burst, though its resisting strength i is slight. 
But if you take a thick glass and pour water of 


ture 
— — — = bet wili bu 
the resisting is great, The 0 
walls allows the heat to expand the material equally, while thick walls 
restrain it, and the unequal expansion caused by the heat of the chamber 
causes the bursting of the shell. 

You can not produce, and I defy eee man supporting this substitute 
bill to give an le of it, a thick steel 3 I mean with a thick 
inclosing shell, ‘which has been subjected to rapid and repeated firing 
that has not burst before it became thoro y heated. It has not 
been done, and I will ask the gentleman on my right, Mr. THOMAS, 
who talks about these guns with six inches thickness of metal, if it is 
not a well-known fact that these re-enforced what are known as 
the Crispin guns, burst—three out of every four of them—when sub- 
jected to the tests which I have just mentioned ? 

Mr. THOMAS. I understand that is true, and the reason was that 
they were made of two different metals of different textile strength and 
different degrees of ductility; hence the re-enforced guns, so far as this 
goes, have not proved su But we ask that they shall be made 
of steel of a certain quality, and that difficulty will 

Mr. BUDD. You say that two metals were employed the manu- 
facture of theseguns; now let me ask which gave way—was it the cast- 
iron or the steel that gave way? 

Mr. THOMAS. It was the cast-iron in every instance. 

Mr. BUDD. No, sir; thegentlemanismistaken. Thesteel gave way 
in every instance, as the reports show. Iam perfectly willing to leave 
9 to the n from Louisiana, who proposes this substitute bill, 

not correct. 

Ar. E ELLIS. I handed to the gentleman from California the official 
report of the bombardment of Alexandria to which I wish again to ask 
his attention, and I think he will find his error. 

Recently the report of the bombardment of Foo Chow by the French 
has been received where the modern steel gun was used continuously 
in action without injury, and with the most pomara . —— against 
the opposing fortress the most effective ever known in modern warfare, 

Mr. BUDD. The report as I understand it makes quite a different 


showing. 

Mr. ELLIS. The gentleman has the report. 

Mr. BUDD. No; I handed it back to the gentleman. But that 
very report shows that one of the vessels, the Achilles, engaged in the 
bombardment of Alexandria had its steel guns disabled and it had to 
retire out of range to get a new armament. 

Mr. ELLIS. I defy the gentleman to produce the evidence that the 
steel guns resulted in such a failure. 

Mr. BUDD. The gentleman has the document before him, and I re- 
fer further to the London Times’s account as stated in the committee’s 


re 

Pere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the material dif- 
ference or the most important difference in the two bills rests upon this 
ground: The committee’s bill says we do not know which is the best 
gun; and inasmuch as we are not sure which is the best gun, therefore 
we must build no guns at all but must experiment to find out which is 
the best; while the proposition of the minority bill is that we should 
goon and build guns under the best lights that we have, not only from 
our own experience but from the experience of other countries; and if 
that be true the distinction between them is in that. Why should gen- 
tlemen want us to wait, e e e until something may e 
oe us actually a perfect 

CCC guns 
for our defenses, and to make them now, and to make them of the best 
material and in the best manner known. As to the second proposition, 
that we must permit foreign competition in the manufacture of these 
guns, I want to say that our American manufacturers can produce the 


Er ah E (at E S e de A ENS 
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steel and can make the guns equally as well as, if not better than, any 
foreign manufacturer. 

But the danger in competition is this, that if we allow that competi- 
tion the difference will be only in the price, not in the quality. this 
Government is going to allow eee it will — the contract to 


the man who will make the guns ch the foreign manu- 
facturercan make them cheaper, alth es them no better. 
I believe it is the policy of this Government to manu- 


facturers in this as in all others, not only for the benefit to be 
derived, but that we may be able to make them, no matter with what 
country we may possibly get intoa war. We should be able to rest 
upon our own resources, make our own guns, even though it should 
cost a farthing or two more. That is, in my judgment, all the differ- 
rr chaos A een. the two measures; and the question is whether 
ing to take hold of the matter now or do nothing. 
r. HANCOCK Unless we can by consent close the debate I move 
6 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the motion, as no gentle- 
man asks recognition for further debate. The question is on agreeing 
to the motion of the gentleman from Louisiana to strike out and in- 
eo Rg i I re 


ropose to substitute for the piason di the com- 
tuting the board the section of substitute bill 


mitten bill 8 bill co 

making provision for the same purposes. My i motion is to strike out 
from line 11 to line 28 in the committee’s bi 2, and substitute 
the second section of the substitute bill whi * read, which is 


the mere substitution of one board for another, only the board I pro- 
pose is made of much better timber and more highly finished than the 


The eee taken; and on a division there were —ayes 35, 
noes 97. 
Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. No quorum. 


Mr. ELLIS. I will have to take I Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will a t tellers. 

Mr. HANCOCK and Mr. were a ted tellers. 


sO pease again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 52, 
noes 112. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following 


of said board, and 3 lans, tests, and experiments as 
such, plans, teste, and ex best methods of 


and iron e! fo pet 
necked with i their duties, $300,000, the same to be immediately a 
Mr. ELLIS. Iam hopeless of accomplishing anything by moving 
to strike out this paragraph. Yet, in the interest of economy, and in- 
forming the committee that these tests have been made and the engi- 
neering thought and information of the world is full of this question, 
I 1 propos to 8 that $300,000 that some future legislators may 
e fortifica; out of it. I therefore move to strike out the para- 


n question being taken on the motion to strike out, there were 


ayes 22, noes 63. 
So (further count not called for) the motion was not agreed to. 
The Clerk read the follo paragraph: 


we employed in th . , 8 te or 
other high explosive projectiles. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I offer the amendment which is in the hands of 
the Clerk. 

The Clerk read_as follows: 

3 8 in line 44, insert fox constructing and test- 

f Ae 47. 47, — n ' gun-loaders.” 

Mr. HANCOCK. This is alittle more than a verbal amendment. 
It is offered at the instance of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LONG. I move to strike out the last word. 

So far, Mr. Chairman, this bill reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations is in ble. In the 5 provides ſor the pres- 
ervation and repair of existing fortifications. In the para- 

hs it provides for the creation of an intelligent and capable board 
which shall examine this whole paar an a OnT 
and adequate system of fortification, what defenses are necessary, the 
character and kind best adapted, the utilisation of the 
chase of movablesubmarine competitive tests, the 
tion of multicharge Ko. I believe the Committee of the Whole 
both with a view of 


realize the importance of these matters, 
what we have and of making intelligent for fature work. 


Further than that I for one am not 


illing to go in favor of this bill. 


But I give notice, and I believe I represent others on this floor, that if 


a motion which is shall be made and carried to strike out all 
of the bill that follows, namely, all after line 53, I shall heartily give my 
vote for the previous paragraphs. 

Why strike out the remainder of the bill? First, because it under- 
takes to deal with matters that are in some respects just the matters on 
which the board created in the second paragraph are to report to us 
next year for our consideration and action then. Second, because the 
provisions of the bill after line 53 are experimental in their nature, of 
doubtful utility, of uncertainty, and liable to create great gpa 
Suppose some manufacturer accumulates the plant necessary for and 


with a view to producing one of these great guns. Su he almost 
succeeds but barely fails. Suppose then he comes to with a 
claim, saying he was induced to enter upon the this bill; 


that he went to an e ot maT ra IDE af daliees ID AMD 
his plant; that heis not satisfied with the examination and verdict of 
the who have been ted to test his work. 
into consideration the possibility of a claim of that kind, the 
uncertainties which attend the bill, the objections which have 
made by members who have already spoken, the experimental charac- 
ter of the whole thing, and the fact that in the second you 
ne board who are to consider and report upon the whole ques- 
on of fortification improvements, I believe our legislation will be wiser, 
more intelligent, and more beneficent if we stop at line 53, strike out 
the rest of the bill, and be content with it up to that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the genfleman from Massachusetts with- 
draw the formal amendment? 

Mr. LONG. I withdraw it, at the same time asking if there is unan- 
imous consent to move to strike out all after line 53? 

Mr. ELLIS. Before we part from the section which has been last 
read I would like to amend it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask unanimons consent that a motion may 
be now entertained to strike out the remainder of the bill after line 53. 

Mr. ELLIS, Wait until we get there. I want to amend this para- 
graph. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection myself to Wan all of it 
in a single vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Louisiana yield 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent 

Mr. ELLIS. I want to know from the gentleman who drew this 
bill if he proposes to purchase every machine-gun that comes along 
before it is tested. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I do not propose to purchase a single ; but I 
do think it wise to provide a board to pass upon the q ty of these 
guns and to say whether they are worthy to be purchased or not. 

Mr. ELLIS. That is all right. Now make the language plain that 
these guns may be tested but not purchased. 

Mr. HANCOCK. If they are tested and found satisfactory why not 
purchase them? 

eee Ang spre pind ee eee Fe the 
multi gun, when inst elaboratel 
by our own ordnance — r e eee 2 

Mr. BUDD. It is a fact shown eee neee, pere dere 
charge gun made a greater penetration per 3 
in the world. The officers of the Army in 3 the multi- 
charge gun compared it with 8, 10, and 12 inch guns to show the amount 
of penetration and they refused absolutely to compare it with guns of 
like caliber, 

Mr. ELLIS. Lask the gentleman to produce his official authority 
for that statement. 

Mr. BUDD. It isin evidence taken by your committee. When the 
gentleman says produce your authority,’’ I will state it is often im- 
ae w get . the committee till some days after the bill is 

to the report of the ordnance board of June 4, 


1884, 83 
There 77... S NE EAS D capac Br bag ben 
gun with its successive and with moderate and safer pressure, than 


can result from any gun of same caliber using only one charge, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally; and the Speaker having resumed the 
chair, a SE from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its an- 
nounced that the Senate had bills of the following titles: 

bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck; 

bill i R. 2722) for the relief of Martha Turner; 
bill (S. 3000) for the relief of certain settlers on the Duck Valley 
Indian reservation, in Nevada; 

6087 for the relief of William H. Davis; 
6087) authorizing the erer by the Secretary of the 
e United States to Charles H. firm of E. 
Co., the firm of Kinyon, Wright & Co., the firm of Bond 
& Jenkins, and the firm of Page, Fairchild & Co. certain duties 
ported lumber accidentally burned while in yof 
r beſore ges same had entered into —— 3 
) granting pension to Sarah M. Bissell; and 
Joint 3 wae. 824) e, the collector of the 3 
New York to deliver free of duty a silver cup won by Sergt. A. B 


z 
83 5 
8 
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Heusen as a member of the American rifle team at Wimbledon, in 


J ye 

message further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the serv- 
ice of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, and asked for a committee of conference 
upon the same. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I hope that unanimous consent will 
be given to entertain a motion to strike out all of this bill after line 53. 
We shall then know whether we are to go on and perfect this measure or 
not, instead of being detained here striking out ph after para- 
graph. If one h should go out, all should go out. Let us have 
unanimous consent to that effect, and let us havea vote upon it. If we 
strike ont the remainder of the bill after line 53 our labors are finished. 
ae committee can rise and the chairman can report the bill to the 

ouse. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think that is what we had better do. 

Mr. BAYNE. The contents of this bill, after line 53, are such as 
enn not be considered judiciously or properly at this short session of Con- 

We want more knowledge, more light, than we can get in this 
short session of Congress to give to this proposition an intelligent con- 
sideration. Therefore I hope that no member of the committee will 
object to the motion to strike out all after line 53. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I ask unanimous consent that that may be 


done. 
3 ELUR o Mr. REED). It will take but a minute to perfect 
is 3 
Mr. , of Maine. If we donot strike it out, then the gentleman 
can perfect it. 
Mr. ELLIS. But Iam t: to perfect the preceding paragraph, 
and I ask the gentleman to withhold his request for a few minutes. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Oh, certainly; I will wait for that. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I propose to amend by inserting in line 
44, after the word consideration,“ this provision: No mach 
sal oe purchased until tested and approved by the board herein pro- 
vi jor.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK ] 
object to that? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Yes. 


Mr. ELLIS. Are not the officers of the Department proper judges 
of such matters? 

Mr. BUDD. Doesnot the gentleman remember thatthe officers of the 
Ordnance ent during the late war refused to accept the breech- 
loader upon the ground that it was unsafe, until long afterit hadshown 
its superiority tothe muzzle-loader, and that therefore the late civil war 
was fought with muzzle-loading guns ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Chairman, the effect of this amendment, 
whether that be its object or not, would be toneutralize the entire bill; 
and probably it is intended for that purpose. This amendment would 
take the jurisdiction of this matter out of the hands of the board pro- 
vided for in the bill, and would allow the Department to pass u 
any gun without having it tested by the board. I presume the object 
of the amendment was to undo and cancel the ing portion of the 
bill. I trust the Committee of the Whole will vote down the amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from California [Mr. BUDD] to strike out in the amendment 
of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] the words and ap- 
proved. 

Mr. BUDD. I modify my amendment so as to strike out the words 
and approved and insert and found to conform to the require- 
ments of this act.’’ 

Mr. ELLIS. Al right; I’ accept that; it amounts to the same thing. 

The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. Bupp was agreed 
to; and the amendment of Mr. ELLIS as amended was a to. 

Mr. ELLIS. I move to amend by striking out in lines 44 and 45 
the words including the manufacture of heavy guns and carriages.” 
It must be obvious that this language is mere surplusage. There is not 
money enough provided in the bill ſor this purpose. We have not de- 
termined the type of heavy gun that shall be constructed, nor even the 
kind of material that shall be used. Therefore this language is mere 
surplusage. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Chairman, this provision was inserted in 
view of the fact that a pneumatic gun-carriage for the purpose of 
handling heavy breech-] guns has been invented, and after ex- 
amination by the Ordnance Department an appropriation has been rec- 
ommended for construction and test.. Such a carriage is of vast im- 
portance, The invention appeared to be promising, and the inventor 
was too poor to try the experiment himself; hence the Department 
was willing to recommend an appropriation of $10,000 for the purpose 
of constructing a carriage of this description, with its appurtenances, 


The question was taken on the amendment; and there were—ayes 30, | and mounting the gun, if necessary. 


noes 43. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I can not believe that the committee 
wants to buy inventions before they are tested—inventions which may 
prove useless; and I therefore must ask for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are demanded, and the Chair appoints 
the gentleman from Texas, Mr. HANCocK, and the gentleman from 
Louisiana, Mr. ELLIS. 

Before the count by tellers was completed, 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the demand for tellers, and 
I will modify my amendment so as to read: But no gun shall be pur- 
chased until tested and approved by the board herein provided for.“ 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. ELLIS. Now, I want to add the same proviso at the end: 
That no gun shall be purchased until thoroughly tested and approved 
by the Department.“ 

Mr. BUDD. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the 
words and approved.“ The insertion of these words may defeat the 
entire purpose of the bill. The amendment of the gentleman from 
Louisiana rightly provides that no gun shall be purchased until tested; 
but the insertion of the words and approved’’ would allow the De- 
partment to pass upon the metal itself. 

A MEMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. BUDD. Yes, sir; I have no objection to a provision that any 
gun before being accepted shall conform to the test 

Mr. ELLIS. My object isto prevent the Government from purchas- 
ing or accepting under the provisions of this bill guns which may be 
useless. 


Mr. BUDD. That is right. 

Mr. ELLIS. Now we have organized Departments to which these 
subjects are committed. We must trust somebody. I think we should 
provide that no gun shall be purchased until it has been thoroughly 
tested and is approved by the Department. . 

Mr. BUDD. The Committee on Appropriations have provided for a 
test, and a gun which does not conform to the test should not be pur- 
chased; but the amendment of the gentleman from Louisiana requires 
the type of the to be ed by the Department, and this lan- 
guage may include the and everything else. 

Mr. ELLIS. Ought it not be approved? 

Mr. BUDD. Not necessarily. 

Mr. ELLIS. Why not? 

Mr. BUDD. If it meets the requirements of the test—if it will 
throw the number of pounds of projectiles required by the test—why 
should not the gun be accepted? 
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ry. 

Mr. ELLIS. Ido not object to any test; but I do emphatically enter 
my protest against the purchase or manufacture by the Government of 
any patented invention until it is tested. 

Mr, ROSECRANS. I think the gentleman did not understand my 
statement. The object is not to purchase this patent, but, as the in- 
ventor is too poor to make the experiment himself, and as the inven- 
tion is one of probable utility, the proposition is to expend money enough 
to make one test of a pneumatic carriage for heavy breech- loading guns. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not believe the Government of the United States 
should embark in anything of the sort. If there be merit in it science 
will not be wanting in sight to see it and capital will not be wanting 
to carry itout. I donot believe the money of the whole peopleshould 
be embarked for the private advantage of any one. While I want the 
Government to have the best, I want it to make a proper test before it 
purchases. 

Now as to the manufacture of heavy guns, my friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr peers, will agree with me, and the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HANCOCK ] must agree with me, in favor of striking out the 
words ‘‘including manufacture of heavy guns and gun-carriages.’’ 

Mr. RANDAL I would suggest to the gentleman he should in- 
sert a provision that they should be tested before they are purchased. 
There is no harm in that. 

Mr. ELLIS. One amendment at a time. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do not strike them out, but let there be a provis- 
ion ae in that they shall be tested before they are purchased. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the gent. ian refer to gun-carriages ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Both, for guns and gun-carriages. 

Mr. ELLIS. I have moved that the words ‘‘including the mannfact- 
ure of heavy guns and gun-carriages’’ should be stricken out. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, and I Suggest instead that the gentleman 
shall insert the words that they s not purchase until tested. 

Mr. ELLIS. That is already in the bill and this provision ought to 
go out. 

Mr. RANDALL. There ought to be the same test for gun-carriages 
that there is for 

Mr. ELLIS. Unquestionably. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then insert those words. 

Mr. ELLIS. But you have not a gun to test. 

Mr. RANDALL. I propose we shall test it before we proceed to 
purchase it. 

Mr. ELLIS. But you have not any to purchase, even. The clanse 
reads now, including the manufacture and purchase of heavy guns 
and carriages.” 
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Mr. BUDD. The word purchase is not there. 


Mr. ELLIS. The words I move to strike out are including the 
manufacture of heavy -carriages. 

Mr. RANDALL. hat I 77... elas non taen 
one gun of any type shall be manufactured until that type has been 
fully tested. I do not want to cut off the gun if it comes up on the 
tesk to whas la desired: 

Mr. ELLIS. Does the gentleman also propose to put in the test for 
gun-carriages? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly; to test the gun-carriage as well as the 


mie ELLIS. That is already in, and I therefore insist on my mo- 
tion to strike out the words ‘‘including the manufacture of heavy guns 
and 


The CHAIRMAN, The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 5, noes 63. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I now ask that motion be stated to the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine moves by unani- 
mous consent that the question shall be taken on striking out all after 
line 53 in the bill. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Does it include that the words proposed to be 
stricken out shall be considered as read? 

Mr. BUDD. That is the p 

Mr. HAMMOND. Ido so 0 ject if it includes all purposes. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Imerely propose to test the sense of the com- 
mittee. If the words are stricken out that is the end of it; but if they |. 
are not stricken out, then as now that portion of the bill will be open 
to amendment. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I wish to have it considered as read. Really no 
motion is in order to strike out what has not yet been read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED]? 

Mr. HAMMOND. If modified in that way I do not object. 

Mr. BUDD. Of course we all consider it as having been read. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes; that is understood, but if that portion 
of the bill is not stricken out, then it is to be open to amendment. 

Mr. THOMAS. Points of order can also be made if those words are 
not stricken out. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be considered subject to points of order 
also. Is there objection to the proposition of the gentleman from 
Maine? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Iobject. [Cries of Read!“ 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I make the point of order that the pending 
paragraph is new legislation and obnoxious to our rules. I ask for a 

ruling of the Chair, and will not take up the time in the discussion of 
the point of order. 

Mr. HANCOCK. There has been a misapprehension in reference to 
my objection. I do not object to testing the sense of the committee, 
but merely express my hope that the tion will not be to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there further objection to the p an s 
the gentleman from Maine, that all after line 53 in the bi 
stricken out? 

Mr. HAMMOND. The understanding being that that portion of the 
bill has been read through. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. And all points of order are reserved. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I hope that motion will not prevail. The effect 
would be to neutralize almost entirely everything that has gone before. 
There would be little or nothing left for the board we deem so impor- 
tant and for whose establishment we have provided to act upon. Nor 
would there be any inducement to any persons to establish plants for 
the purpose of eres guns of a desirable character. You in effect 
strike out the object, e purpar, the aim of all the preceding portion 
of the bill if tlie motion of the gentleman from Maine shall OMT It 
seems to me most remarkable, if it be the sentiment of this House we 
MAILOS eg roper gun, that it will agree now to strike out all 
this portion of the bill, the effect of which will be to render nugatory 
all that has gone before. Where will you get your guns for this board 
to test? Where will you get your ammunition? 

Mr. LONG. Three hundred. thousand dollars is appropriated for 
actual competitive tests in the preceding portion of the bill. 

Mr. HANCOCK. But that 58 not 3 to this suhject. 

Mr. LONG. Yes, it may be used for this purpose; it says for actual 
competitive tests, or any other questions connected with the duties of 
the board. 

Mr. HANCOCK. And who is going to produce guns on such con- 
ditions? What inducement do you offer to any person to undertake 
the work? Let me ask the gentleman from Massachusetts, would any 
of your m Sey manufacturers, would the gun foundry in Boston produce 

ve them tested at their own expense when there is nothing 
in the way of remuneration or inducement or advantage in the bill to 


give them any hope of repayment for the work if successful? The gen- 
tleman proposes to strike out all in the bill that provides any induce- 
ment to men to embark in this enterprise. He strikes out all that is 
likely to bring about the tests of the character that we desire and which 
can be accomplished in no other way at present in this coun 

It leaves che bill a perfect waste and blank, without the remotest 
inducement to invite competition or excite emulation among manu- 
facturers to provide the best quality of guns for the use of the Govern- . 


ment. There is nothing to be accomplished by the bill with this 
stricken out. There is no object in being able to furnish to the 
Government, for there is no reward for successful enterp These 


provisions of the bill we believed to be absolutely essential to bring 
about some satisfactory results, and if strickenout inevitable result 
is that nothing can be accomplished. I trust, therefore, the motion 
will not prevail; I hope it will be voted down, and the portions of the 
bill proposed to be stricken out will be adopted by the committee and 
made a part of the law. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, it is ps not necessary to 
repeat anything I have already said; but I want to call the attention of 
the House to the fact that this strikes out of the bill a proposition 
which seems to me to be futile, and which I am of the opinion has been 
already demonstrated clearly to be futile. Itisa ition which in 
a few words may be stated this way: We offer manufacturers of 
guns a proposition to buy of them a certain kind of gun provided they 
come up to certain tests. Well, now, in order for them to compete for 
the contract of manufacturing these guns there is not a single one of 
them in this country that must not spend from $1,000,000. to $1,250,000 
toget the plant. I have said before, and I repeat, that this is only fol- 
lowing an illusion, and that we are sure simply to waste time by adopt- 
ing a proposition of that kind. 

My second objection is that the test of the gun is so worded that it 
will only lead to disappointment and disaster, and I think the terms 
of the test are such that there has been put upon the committee a set 
of words, a set of terms, which will result in the benefit of a single 
manufacturer, and one who has hitherto been a failure as a manufact- 
urer of [Cries of “Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the remarks of the 
honorable gentleman from Maine, I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to the first proposition he makes. He says it is entirely 
futile to attempt this. I want to ask the committee and gentlemen on 
this floor whether they think it futile to provide some regular dimen- 
sions of calibers for our guns? Why isit futile? You might as well 
say it is futile to provide calibers for muskets in the Army as 
for ordnance? It is ridiculous to assert the futility of such provisions 
for gunsand at the same time to admit the utility of prescribing uniform 
calibers for muskets and small-arms. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. Why have similarity in caliber both in the 
Navy and Army, and prohibit all else? That I discussed before. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. In the first place, if you understand gunnery 
as well as other people do you would know moreaboutit. You made 
it appear impossible or wonderfully strange that there should be any 
uniformity whatever. I would like toask any gentleman on this floor 
to give any reason why there should not be uniformity when it facili- 
tates the use and interchange of ammunition in use for like calibers in 
the Army and Navy. 

Mr. eek: of Maine. I will give the gentleman an answer if he 
wants it. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Why not have uniformity to permit of inter- 
change of ammunition on land and sea so that by manufacturing fixed 
sizes we can make no mistakes? Take, for instance, the ammunition 
for one of our 6-inch guns and see the advantage of uniformity of cali- 
ber. When a requisition is made for this character of ammunition it 
can go either for use by sea or land. Now, with ie ear to uniformity 
of length. There are cases where a manufacturer of ordnance makes a 
gun in which there is a slight variation sometimes in the length, or 
slight variance in the size of the bore. It creates the idea in the test- 
ing of the gun that there is an indetermination in the result or charac- 
ter of the tests; that they are not satisfactory, because it is said that 

pate oe a is an inch or two longer in the bore or there may be 
some little difference between them in other respects which gives a 
sighi advantage. This difference leads to uncertainty in the tests. 
t we want in these engines of war is that they shall produce the 
desired effects with uniformity and that the projectiles, ammunition, 
and all that is needful for their service shall be as simple and uniform 
oe n gay available whether used by the Army or Navy. 

8 that same question this board is to pass. 

Mr. ROSEC The next proposition of the gentleman isthat 
it is uncertain. We know enough about ordnance and heavy ordnance 
to know that, if we can get a gun which will discharge a projectile with 
muzzle velocity sufficient to penetrate one and a half calibers into a 
steel plate, we shall have accomplished german in the right direc- 
and something which we have not before accomplished. f 

We know t this penetrative power depends upon two things. 
First, on the square of the velocity; secondly, on the massof the projec- 
tile. Now, if a man comes and says, Allow me to double the mass and 


diminish the velocity proportionately,” we are willing he should do it. 
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I want further to call the gentleman’s attention to thisalso: The| The portion of the bill which the amendment of the Committee of 


of this bill does not in the least interfere with any operation 
we have in hand, nor any examination, nor any steps that we need to 
take for the future defense of our country. It only invites those gen- 
tlemen who have such confidence in their inventions and in their 
means of bringing those inventions to perfection that they are willing 
to accept of the inducemént we offer, namely, Gentlemen, if you 
want to make a gun, and if you can do it, set about it, and when 
ready apply for a test and you shall have it; and this is the test you 
shall have. And it gives a test, and it isa good test; there is no 
vagueness about it. The offer of pay for the accepted type-gun at a 
reasonable price, and a contract for fifty such, is only made to the first 
successful competitor, and to no others. 

The price to be paid for these guns is not fixed, but the greatest 
which the act allows is less than what we are now paying, while any 
gun which will stand the required tests would be greatly superior to 
even the Krupp gun, the price of which, General Benét stated to our 
committee, is now about 55 cents per pound at the manufactory. 

It is well to remember in this connection that to prepare and produce 
the Krupp guns here would require an outlay of many millions of dol- 
lars and ten years of time, and even were the attempt to be made it is 
uncertain when we should acquire the secrets of handling and of an- 
nealing such heavy masses so as to have a guaranteed success, 

What then becomes of the claims made by the honorable gentleman 
from Louisiana, that to start upon this line of operation would be to 
benefit home labor and native genius? 

Why, the committee’s bill proposes to open the doors to American 
genius and American labor immeasurably in comparison. And the 
gentleman in one breath expresses his confidente in the superiority of 
our native genius and capacity to meet the national requirements for 
heavy armor-penetrating guns, and in the very next deprecates opening 
their production to competition for fear the foreigner would compete 
for and carry away the prize. [Cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 

The question being taken, the chairman stated that in the fudgment 
of the Chair the ayes had it. 

Mr. BUDD. [I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 42. 

Mr. BUDD. No quorum. r 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that point. 

Mr. BUDD. I withdraw the point as to aquorum. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANCOCK. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House with the amendments. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken the 
chair, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union having had under consideration the bill (H. 
R. 8279) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes, had instructed him to report the same 
back to the House with sundry amendments. - 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the 
House of the following titles: j 

A bill (H. R. 577) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to 
the city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas; and 

A bill (H. R. 3058) to amend section 1889, chapter 1, title 23 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to general incorporation 
acts of Territories. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a bill of 
the following title, in which the concurrence of the House was re- 


quested: 
A bill 1E. 2637) to authorize the | of the Interior to release 
a right of way across lands of the United States at Carlisle, Pa. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. . 


Mr. HANCOCK. Imove the previous question on the amendments 


and upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 


The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a demand for separate votes on the amend- 
ments? 

Mr. BUDD. I only demand a separate vote on the amendment to 
strike out the last portion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a demand for a separate vote on any other 
amendment? [After a pause.] If no other separate vote is demanded 
the question will be taken on the other amendments in gross. 

The question being taken on the other amendments, they were 

to 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the last amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all of the bill from line 54 to line 141, inclusive, 


the Whole proposed to strike out is as follows: 


That hereafter the calibers of all heavy single-charged rifled cannon shall be 
uniform for the Army and Navy,and shall be guns of six inches caliber, with 
ectiles of not less than one hundred pounds weight; eight inches, with pro- 
jectiles of not less than two hundred pounds weight; ten inches, with — — 
ef not less than three hundred pounds weight; and twelve inches, with pro- 
* < not less than six hundred nds weight. 


ry test of its power and endurance, under such conditions of ra 

as to resemble, as nearly as possible, those existing in actual battle, by 
tinuously forat least one hour at such rate as to deliver not less than 18,000 pounds 
of its proper projectiles in that time, or at the rate of 1,500 pounds per hour for 
each inch of diameter of its bore, and with such roel net of powder as will im- 

rt to the standard weight and kind of projectiles such initial velocity as would 
Be required to penetrate fairly through a solid iron t equal in thickness to 
one and one-half times its caliberat one mile range,which extreme proof is hereby 
declared to be the standard test to be 3 toall ee guns here- 
after to be manufactured by or for the United States. No sing! gun shall 
be introduced into the service of the United States, of whatever kin 
caliber, or material, before a trial gun of the same material, caliber, and kin 
has been subjected to and has withstood this standard at the cost of the pro- 
jector or producer of the gun, and under the inspection and direction of a com- 
mission of officers to be appointed for each testas hereinafter provided for. 

That whoever shall first present such a breech-loading rifled cannon of 12-inch 
caliber, with the necessary projectiles of six hundred pounds dis 755 powder, 
implements, and ordnance supplies, shall, upon giving proper notice in writing 
to the President that he has it ready for trial at some convenient place, have the 
standard test applied by a commission to be appointed by the President for the 
papom and becomposed of one officer of the Ordnance Corps, two officers of 

he artillery corps of the Army, and two line officers of the Navy; and in case 


d accep 
That whoever shall first eee any such tested and re standard breech- 
loading rifled cannon as aforesaid shall have such gun ved and paid for ata 
fair and reasonable cost by the Secretary of War, who, moreover, shall contract 
with said producer to furnish, within one year thereafter, fifty such guns and 
one hundred projectiles of the therefor for each gun, to be paid for, the 
guns at not to exceed 50 cents per pound and the projectiles at not to exceed 10 
cents per pound. Each gun shall be tested by firing ten rounds with standard 
projectiles and powder used in the testing of the standard gun, and fired, as nearly 
e with the pag required in actual practice in war; and no gun 
shall be received which does not withstand this test, and no gun shall be 
which does withstand it; and he shall be entitled to havea like contract for the 
delivery of fifty such cannon, with projectiles, from the Secretary of the Navy. 
That in case the said successful gun or guns shall have been produced by con- 
version of cast-iron smooth-bore guns now the property of the Government, the 
person or persons producing the same shall have the option of purchasing such 
other cast-iron guns belonging to the Government, for his use, as he 2 29 9 — 
at the prices and on the terms now fixed by law. And the Secretary of ‘ar shall 
report to Sear. peop at the beginning of next session, all that has been done un- 
der the provisions of this act, with such recommendations as he may deem nec- 
essary. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there were— 
ayes 76, noes 51. 

Mr. BUDD. No quorum. j 

The SPEAKER. The point being made that a quorum has not voted, 
the Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman from California, Mr. 
BUDD, and the gentleman from Maine, Mr. REED. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 131, noes 48. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
„Mr. HANCOCK. I demand the previous question on the passage of 

e bi 


The previous question was ordered. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 870) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-office, United States court, and for 
United States internal-revenue officials, and for other Government pur- 


poses; 

A bill (H. R. 1091) granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. 
Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a brevet brigadier-gen- 
eral in the United States Army and brigadier-general of volunteers; 
yon (H. R. 1813) granting an increase of pension to Ann Cornelia 

nhan; 

A bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Martha Turner; 

A bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of certain settlers on the Duck Val- 
ley Indian reservation, in Nevada; 

A bill (H. R. 6087) authorizing the payment by the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States to Charles H. Getman, the firm of E.W. 
Rathbun & Co., the firm of Kinyon, Wright & Co., the firm of Bond 
& Jenkins, and the firm of Page, Fairchil Co., certain duties paid 
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by them on imported lumber accidentally burned while in custody ot 
officers of customs and before the same had entered into consumption; 

A bill (H. R. 7659) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily L. Alvord; 

A bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to the widow of the date Com- 
mander 8. Bor Green; and 

aun H. R. 847) for the relief of Francis B. Van Haesen. 

ERS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
axe ee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, 


— 
185 bill Œ. R. 948) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F. 


hepard; 
A bill (H. R. 1132) to place J. Washington Brank on the muster- 
rolls of Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry; 
A bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a public building at Reading, 


Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 1566) for the relief of O. L. Cochran, late postmaster at 
Houston, Tex,, reimbursing him oat money erroneously collected from 
him by the Post-Office Departmen 

A bill (H. R. 1567) for the relief "of the legal representatives of the 
late Capt. John G. Tod, of the Texas navy; 

A bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the construction of a court-house 
and post-office at Clarksburg, W. Va.; 

A bill (H. R. 2123) for the erection of a public building at Wichita, 


A bill (H. R. 2949) for the erection of a public building at Port 
Townshend, Wash. ; 

A bill (H. I R. 3343) for theerection of a public building in the city of 
Auburn, N. Y. 

A bill (H. R 3593) for the erection of a public building at Chicago, 


K bill (H. R. 4067) to change the limit of appropriation for the pub- 
lic building at Louisville, Ky. 

A bill (H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 5747 for the relief of John W. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 5747) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Larned, Kans., not to exceed $250,000; 

A bill K R. 6089) for the relief of Moses F. Carleton; 

A bill (H. R. 6824) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Passed Assistant Engineer Nathan B. Clark, United States 
Navy, a chief engineer on the retired-list of the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the widow of 
Maj. aoe T. Thorvburgh, late of the United States Army; 
tna doceaseà R. 8034) for the relief of the estates of Hugh Jee Byrd 


EERE 
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544) granting i increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny; 
. 1877) granting increase of pension to John Hall; 
. 2245) granting a pension to William N. Morris; 
2302) granting a pension to John Lowe; 
za granting a pension to Lewis L. Canady; 
2367) granting a pension to Sarah A. White. 
. 1739 granting a pension to the widow and children of the 
tney ; 
8. per granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon; 
S. 2125) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince; 
8. granting a pension to Robert Sheridan; 
S. 2443) granting an increase of pension to Polly Young; 
S. 1113) granting a pension to Anne E. Manchester; 
S. 2153) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett; 
S. 1836) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Hague; 
8. 1612 granting a pension to Bryson R. McCartney; 
S. 1633) granting a pension to James Bond; 
8. pone for t 5 relief of Robert J. Ballort; 
S. 2607) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes; 
S. 1811) granting a pension to Anne T. Dicks; 
S. 2316) granting a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas; 
S. 2546 ting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch; 
S. 1911) for the relief Duncan L. Clinch; 
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bill (S. 2620 granting a pension to Sedate P. Martin; and 
bill (S. 2620) granting a pension to James H. Boaz. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 
Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
by the yeas and nays on the passage of the fortification polite ee 
i 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? rite | a pause.] No objec- 
tion is made. The question is, Shall this bill pass? 
Mr. RANDALL. I call for the yeas and nays. [Cries of ‘‘ Too 
late!” Too late! 
The SPEAKER. The Chair asked for objection and none was offered. 
Mr. RANDALL. There was so much confusion that I did not hear 
the Chair. [Renewed cries of Too late!” Too late! “] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the objection comes too late. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 


Mr. HANCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. O. 


Mr. DIBBLE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. ——) 
to authorize the purchase of the real estate known as square No. 406 
of the city of Washington for the enlargement of the Post-Office De- 
partment building, and to provide accommodations for the city Post- 
office; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee 
on Publie Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EATON. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. RANDALL and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. EATON. I withdraw the motion. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a conference report, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d 
the amendment of the Senate, numbered to the bill of the House 8120, mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Arm Ariny for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other pu: haying met, r full and free conference have 

to recommend and do reeommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

numbered 23, and agree to the same. 
WILLIAM H. 


RNEY, 
R. W. TOWNSHEND 
J, WARREN KEIF 
on the part of the House, 
WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
P. B. PLUMB, 
2 Managers on the part of the Senate, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement of the House 

conferees which accompanies this report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate, numbered 23, to the 
bill (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the Army forthe fiscal 
year 1886, submit the following in explanation of the action recommended by 
the conference committee in the report submitted herewith. 

The effect of the action recommended strikes from the bill as it passed the 
House the provision to amend article 94 of section 1342, so as to permit courts- 
martial to sit during such hours as they might determine. 

WM. H. FORNEY, 
R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
J. WARREN KEIF 


3 


Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I desire one minute to say that the 
conferees on the part of the House were induced to agree to strike out 
the last section of the Army bill for the reason that they were persuaded 
that the articles of war to which that section related may need at an 
early time very general and substantial revision. That section (which 
was incorporated in this bill on my-motion in the House) was in the 
right direction, and if the one to which it related were the only article 
of war needing revision we should have insisted apon the Senate agree- 
ing to that provision of the bill; but, in view of t will be necessary 
in that direction in the near future, we thought it was best to ask the 
House to recede from its position, and we are unanimous in favor of 
the report. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. epee I move the adoption of the report. 

The motion was 

Mr. FORNEY moved to N the vote by which the report of 
the committee of conference was adopted; and also moved to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALE OF SAC AND FOX RESERVATION. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House insists 5 
its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill a R. 
6658) to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox reservation in the 
States of Nebraska and Kansas, and for other purposes, and consent to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as managers on the part 
of the House the gentleman from Texas, Mr. WELLBORN, the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, Mr. SKINNER, and the gentleman from 
Kansas, Mr. PERKINS. 


CLAIMS OF OFFICERS AND ENLISTED MEN. 


Mr. ROSECRANS submitted the 2 Lage 


The committee of conference on the otes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the Mire Bee to provide for the seitle- 
ment of claims of officersand enlisted men ae rented for loss of private e 25 
= destroyed in the military service of the United States, having met, rivet 

free conference have to recommend and do recommend to 
spective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from . the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 8 © sam as follows: 

No. I. Page 1, line 4, after “ officers,” and.“ 

No. 2. Page 1. lines 4 and 5, strike out “and duly authorized laundresses.“ 

No. 8. Page 2. oy insert after “war” “or hostilities with Indians.“ 


votes of the two Houses on 


No. 4. ine7 7, after “ reasonabl ” insert “ usef: and 
o. Page 2.1 e, soy terae pal 8 


for such officer or soldier while in quarters 
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line of duty: And provided further, That all claims now existing shall be pre- 
sented within two years, and not after, from the of this act; and all such 

hereafter be presented within two years from the occurrence of 
the loss or destruction." 


And the Senate agree to the same, 
W. S. ROSECRANS, 
GEORGE W. STEELE, 
R. M. MURRAY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
BENJAMIN HARRISON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The rt was adopted. 

Mr. ECRANS moved to reconsider the vote by which the went 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PAYMENT FOR INDIAN SUPPLIES, 


Mr. STRAIT submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of R. tatives to the bill (S. 84) entitled An 
act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain theamounts due to citi- 
zens of the United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians 

Minnesota su uent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 
1862, and providing for the payment thereof,” having met, after full and free eon- 
—— agree to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

follows : 

That the Senate recede from its 3 to the amendments of the House 
numbered . 5, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 4, and in lieu thereof 
agree to the following: 


‘Provided, r, That said sum shall be charged to the unpaid annuities 
stipulated to be paid to the said Sioux Indians under treaties, but abrogated and 
annulled by the act approved February 16, 1803; and the Senate agree to the 


same, 
OLIN WELLBORN, 
H. B. STRAIT, 
R. S. STEVENS. 
Managers on the part of the House. 
ANGUS CAMERON, 
JAMES H. SLATER, 
H. L. DAWES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The report was adopted. ; 
Mr. STRAIT moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLACKBURN. I now move that the House take a recess until 
12 o'clock to-morrow for the consideration of such business as may 
come before it other than contested-election cases. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to amend by providing fora 
recess until Monday morning at.9 o'clock. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Does this proposition require unanimous 
consent? P 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the latter part of the 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], excluding 
a particular elass of business from consideration, requires unanimous 


consent. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Then I will make the motion that the House 
now take a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow, and will state that so far 
as Ican aid in preventing their consideration election cases will not be 
considered. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. There is no such pressing necessity as to justify 
this proposition, and I protest in the strongest terms against this dese- 
cration of the Sabbath. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I withdraw the motion I have made, and sub- 
stitute a motion that the rules be suspended so that the House now take 
a recess until 12 o’clock to-morrow, to proceed with legislative business 
other than contested-election cases. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I demand a second on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules. 
Mr. BENNETT. I rise to a question of privilege, and call up the 


contested-election case of Frederick vs. Wilson, from the State of Iowa. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Several members addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The Chair will state the 
position of the question. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACK- 
BURN] moves to suspend the rules so as to take a recess until to-mor- 
row at 12 o’clock for the transaction of business other than contested- 
election cases. Pending that motion the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BENNETT] calls up the contested-election case from the State 
of Iowa; and then the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] moves 
that the House adjourn, which is the first question to be voted upon 
and is not debatable or amendable. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I demanded a second on the motion of 
my coll e [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not reached that point yet. 

Mr. REAGAN. I su to the gentleman from Georgia to change 
his motion from that of adjournment to taking a recess until 9 o’clock 


Monday morning. [Cries of Regular order!” ‘‘ Vote!’?] 


Mr. BLACKBURN. If the Chair will hear me a moment [eries 
of “t order !’’], I want to submit a motion that takes 
of the motion of the gentleman from Georgia. I move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. That changes an order of the House, which is to 
meet at 11 o’clock. The question is on the motion to adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 80, noes 85. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
108, nays 83, not voting 133; as follows: 


YEAS—108, 
Adams, G. E. Dunham, Ketcham, Rowell, 
Anderson, Dunn, Lanham, Ryan, 
Atkinson, ero 2 pony 
e, wood, evre, ingleton, 

Bayne, Everhart, Long, Skinner, C. R. 

A Ferrell, MeAdoo, ls. 
Boutelle, Forney, M Smith, H. Y. 
Boyle, Green Š MeCo: Spriggs, 
Bratton, Hammond, Miller, J. F. Steele, 
Breckinridge, ardy, ills, Stephenson, 
Broa x art, Muller, 
Brown, W. W. Hatch, W. H. Nelson, Stewart, J. W. 
Brumm, Hemphill, Parker, it 
Buchanan, Henderson, T. J. Patton, Struble, 
Caldwell, Hepburn, ne, Sumner, D. H, 
Campbell, Felix Hewitt, A.S Pettibone, w 
Cam 1, J.M. Hewitt, G. W, ierce, Taylor, J. D. 
Candler, k, Potter, Th 
Clements, Hitt, Price, Tillman, 
Converse, Hopkins, Pryor, Van Eaton, 
Cox, W. R. Horr, Randall, Wallace, 
Craig, Howey, Ranney, Washburn, 
Crisp, Hutchins, Reed, T. J.D. 
Cul D. B lames, Reid, J. W. Whiting, 
Davis, G. R. Jones, B. W. Reese, Wilkins, 
Dixon, Jones, J. H. Ri Wolford, 
Dockery, Keifer, A Rock well, * 

NAYS—83. 

Adams, J.J. Ellis, Mitchell, Shively, 
Bennett, — .,. Sapa are E 
net crmentro' urphy, pooner, 

isbee, Follett, Mutehier, Springer, 
Blackburn, Foran, Ochiltree, Stevens, 
Breitung. Funston, O’Ferrall, lager, 
Browne, T. M. Got, O'Hara, Sumner, C. A. 
Budd, G 3 O'Neill, Charles Talbott, 
Burnes, Halsell, Pues, Taylor, J. M. 
Cabell.’ yj, ft Peel, Townshend, 
Campbell, J. $ Perkins, urner, H.G. 
Carleton, olines, Peters. ‘alentine, 
Cassidy, Jeffords, Poland, Wadsworth, 
Clardy, Kleiner. Post, Ward, 
Clay, Lewis. Pusey, Warner, Richard 
Cook, Lovering, Ray, Ossian Weaver, 
Cosgrove, Lowry. n, ellborn, 
Covington, McCoid, Rogers, J. H. Wemple. 
Curtin, MeMillin, Rogers, W. F. White, Milo 
ble. Matson, Woodward. 
Dorsheimer, Milliken, Seney, 
NOT VOTING—133, 
Aiken, wd Jordan, Russell, 
Alexander, Eldredge, Kean, Shaw, 
y. Elliott, Kelley, Slocum, 
ntine, Evans, Kel — Smith. A. Herr 
A Fiedler, King, yder, 
Barr, Findlay, Lacey, Stone, 
Beach, Finerty, Laird, * 
Belford, an, Lamb, * Taylor, E. B. 
Belmont, Garrison, Libbey, n,. 
Bingham, des, re, Th morton, 
Blane: b rge, Lyman, Tucker, 
Blount, Gibson, ‘aybury, Tully, 
Bowen, G il = ‘Turner, Oscar 
Brainerd, Graves, Miller, S. H. Van Alstyne, 
Brewer, F. B. Guenther, Money, Vanee, 
Brewer, J. H. Hanback, Morgan, Wait, 
uckner. Hardeman, Morrison, Wakefield, 
Burleigh, Harmer, Morse, Warner, A. J. 
Cannon, Hatch, H. H. Moulton, Weller, 
Chalmers, Haynes, Muldrow, Williams, 
Cobb, Henderson, D. B. Murray, illis, 
Collins, Henley, Neece, Wilson, James 
Connolly, Herbert, Nicholls, Wilson, W. I. 
Cox, S. S. Moblitzell, Nutting, Winans, 
Culbertson, W. W. Holman, Oates, Winans, John 
Cullen, Helton, O'Neill, J. J. Wise, G. D. 
Cutcheon, H T, son, Wise. J. S. 
n, Houk, Phelps, Wood, 
Da n, Houseman, Rankin Worthington, 
Davis, L. H. Hunt, Ray, G. W. aple, 
Davis. R. T, Hurd, Reagan, Young. 
Deuster, ohnson, Rice. 
Dibrell, Jones, J. K. Robinson, J. S. 
Dingley, Jones, J.T. Robinson, W. E. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. YORK moved to di with the reading of the names, 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
The following pairs were announced: 

On all political questions until further notice: 

Mr. Morrison with Mr. JoHN S. WISE. 

Mr. SHaw with Mr. LARD. 5 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 
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Mr. JORDAN with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
Mr. Hurp with Mr. Rice. 
Mr. NRROE with Mr, CHALMERS. 
For the remainder of the day: 
Mr. GLAscock with Mr. KEAN. 
Mr. GEORGE with Mr. GIBSON. 
Mr. BLANCHARD with Mr. KELLOGG. S 
. BARR with Mr. GARRISON. 
. NICHOLLS with Mr. LYMAN. 
. BUCKNER with Mr. WAIT. 
. SNYDER with Mr. HANBACK. 
. Hotton with Mr. WILsox, of West Virginia. 
. DINGLEY with Mr. MORSE. 
. Houx with Mr. WILLIS. 
. MILLARD with Mr. ELLIOTT. 
. DAVIDSON with Mr. HARMER. 
. BRE of New Jersey, with Mr. MCADOO, 
. LAMB with Mr. Hrrr. 
. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. KELLEY. 
. VANCE with Mr. STONE. 
. BALLENTINE with Mr. CUTCHEON. 
. COVINGTON with Mr. PHELPS. 
„ WILLIAMS with Mr. FIN ENT. 
. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. BINGHAM. 
. YAPLE with Mr. LACEY. 
On this vote: 
. MORRISON with Mr. Wrison, of Iowa. 
. TULLY with Mr. A. Herr SMITH. 
. THOMPSON with Mr. Ray, of New York, 
. YounG with Mr. Payson. 
. HoBLITZELL with Mr. MILLARD. 
. FIEDLER with Mr. JOHNSON. 
. TURNER, of Kentucky, with Mr. BURLEIGIL. 
. MURRAY with Mr. BOWEN. 
. AIKEN with Mr. EVANS. 
Mr. GEORGE D. Wise with Mr. LIBBEY. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


PRODUCTION OF PRECIOUS METALS, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report from the 
Director of the Mint of the production of precious metals in the United 
States during the calendar of 1884; which was referred to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
rz And then (at 6 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOT: Petition of citizens of New York, asking for the 
repeal of revenue tax on tobacco, &. to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, 

By Mr. BAYNE: Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania for 
the of the bill placing General U. S. Grant on the retired-list 
as G —to the Committee on Military Affairs. x 

Also, petition of John Launitz and others, of 00 apd County, 
Pennsylvania, eg Congress to take early action for the suppres- 
sion of Mormonism—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania in 
favor of the retirement of General U. S. Grant—to the same committee. 

By Mr. R. T. DAVIS: Two petitions of citizens of Nantucket, Mass., 
on Indian affairs—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FINERTY (by request): Petition of Henry Richards and 
others, pray for the investigation of certain proceedings in the 
United States ict and circuit courts, eastern district of Louisiana, 
and the third judicial district of Dakota—to the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of George W. Brindell and 
60 others, citizens of „Iowa, praying for legislation against 
Mormonism—to the same committee. z 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania 
in favor of placing General U. S. Grant on the retired-list—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania in opposition to 
the abolition of the National Board of Health—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. HOWEY: Petition of Rev. J. G. Williamson, J. G. Huffman, 
and others, citizens of Hunterdon County, New Jersey, praying for early 
action looking to the suppression of Mormonism—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of Mrs. Lenette M. Frost, for extension of 
letters patent No. 51735 and reissues Nos. 3085, 3086, 3087, 3088, 3089, 
3090, 3091, 3092, to her as sole legatee and devisee of John K. Mayo, 
deceased—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of 66 voters of Cazenovia, N. Y., praying for early ac- 


tion upon the so-called Mormon question—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KEAN: Two petitions of citizens of Elizabeth, N. J., rela- 
tive to the Mormon question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of W. L. Sartwelle and others, of Co- 
manche, Tex., on the Mormon question—to the same committee. 

By Mr. LIBBEY: Petition of Philip Epstein and others, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Memorial of the Legislature of Kansas, asking 
for a general pension to the soldiers of the rebellion—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of Mrs. E. Tate, president of the Home 
Missionary Society of Tionesta, Pa., accompanied with 134 names from 
the same place, asking for legislation on the Mormon question—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Report and resolution of the Board of 
Trade of the city of Albany, N. Y., in opposition to the of any 
act by Congress authorizing the erection of a bridge across the Hudson 
River at Storm —to Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. WASHBURN: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Min- 
nesota urging Con: the immediate ent of the lock- 
age of the Sault Saint Mary—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petitions of Rev. Thomas A. Kohr and 100 
others, citizens of Palatha; of J. W. Lindstedt and 72 0 citizens 
of Mount Vernon, and of Rey. Faris Brown and 112 others, citizens of 
New Concord, Ohio, praying for the suppression of Mormonism—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JOHN WINANS: Memorial of the State Legislature of Wis- 
consin for an appropriation for ts with sorghum and improved 
methods of making sugar—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Joint resolutions of the Legislature of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. GEORGE: Of Charles H. Osterhaudt and 20 others, of 


Oregon. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of R. C. McLaughlinand 63 others, of Fram; $ 
of Samuel Wise and 24 others, of Calla; of J. H. Kimball and 161 others, 
of C. R. Thomas and 45 others, of Prospect; of J. A. Boyerand 41 others, 
of West Liberty; of Issac Ax and 40 others, of City; of James 
Fanning and 104 others, of Forest; of W. D. Mathews and 60 others, 
of Mount Gilead; of Philetus Dow and 70 others, of Davis; and of Mar- 
vin F. Hasson and 101 others, of Centreburg, Ohio. 

By Mr. MATSON: Of John H. Percy and 16 others, ex-Union sol- 
diers, of Greencastle, Ind. 

By Mr. RAYMOND: Thirty-four petitions of citizensof Dakota, and 
also one of 320 soldiers of Fort Meade, Dak. i 

By Mr. SPRIGGS: Resolutions of the Graud Army of the Republic, 
Department of New York. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 2, 1885. 


The Senate met at 9 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
Saturday last. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of 
the Journal may be dispensed with. There has been ample time to 

repare it, and I have no doubt it is entirely accurate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 

none, and the further reading of the Journal is dispensed with. 


CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. GIBSON presented the credentials of James B. Eustis, chosen 
by the Legislature of Louisiana a Senator from that State for the term 
beginning March 4, 1885; which were read and ordered to be filed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the g votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8030) making an ap- 
3 for the Agricultural Department for the fiscal year ending 

une 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 23 to the bill (H. R. 8120) mak- 
ing appropriations for the support of the Army for the fiseal year 1886, 
and for other p 


urposes. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 8279) making appropriations for fortifications and other works of 
defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 
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30, 1886, and for other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence 


of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
. the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6658) to provide ſor 
the sale of the Sac and Fox Indian reservation in the States of Nebraska 
and Kansas, and for other purposes, asked a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. OLIN WELLBORN of Texas, Mr. T. G. SKINNER of North Carolina, 
and Mr. B. W. Perkrysof Kansas managers at the conference on its 


verb, message further announced that the House had concurred in the 

of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 84) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to 
citizens of the United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or 
Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to 
the massacre of August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the ſollowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 544) granting increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny; 

A bill (S. 1113) granting a pension to Anne E. Manchester; 

A bill (S. 1612) granting a pension to Bryson R. McCartney; 

A bill (S. 1633) granting a pension to James Bond; 

A bill (S. 1739) granting a pension to the widow and children of the 
late Byram Pitney; 

A bill (S. 1811) granting a pension to Anne T. Dicks; = 

A bill (S. 1836) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Hague; 

: 1011 granting increase of pension to John Hall; 
. 1911) for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch, of the State of 


2125) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince; 
2153) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett; 
2245) granting a pension to William N. Morris; 
A 8. 2262) gran a pension to Sedate P. Martin; 

A S. 2268) for the relief of Robert J. Ballort; 

A 8. pois granting a pension to Lewis L. Canady; - 

A bill (S. 2302) granting a pension to John Lowe; 

A bill (S. 2316) granting a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas; 
A bill geet 2367 eee a pension to Sarah A. White; 

A bill (S. ting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon; 

A 

A 

Ab 

A 

A 

A 


8. 
A bill (S. 
8. 


bill (S. 2443 8 an increase of pension to Polly Young; 
bill (S. 2527) granting a pension to Robert Sheridan; 
bill (S. 2546) granting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch; 
bill (S. 2607) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes; 
bill (S. 2619) granting an increase of pension to Martha Hughes; 
bill (S. 2620) granting a pension to Thomas H. Boaz; 
A bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, 


A bill H. R. 870) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-office, United States court, and for 
United States internal-revenue officials, and for other Government pur- 


poses; 

A el (H. R. 948) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F. 
Shepa 

A Peat (H. R. 1091) granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. 
Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a brevet brigadier-gen- 
eral in the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 1132) to place J. Washington Brank on the muster- 
rolls of Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry; 

X bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection of a public building at Reading, 


Pa.; 

A bill (H. R. 1566) for the relief of O. L. Cochran, late postmaster at 
Houston, Tex., reimbursing him for money erroneously collected from 
him by the Post-Office Department; 

A bill (II. R. 1567) for the relief of the legal representatives of the 
late Capt. John G. Tod, of the Texas navy; 

A bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the construction of a court-house 

and ce at Clarksburg, W. Va.; 

an ~~ Œ. R. 1813) granting an increase of pension to Ann Cornelia 


A "pill (H. R. 2123) for the erection of a public building at Wichita, 


Kans.; 

A. bill (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Martha Turner; 

A bill (H. R. 2949) for the erection of a publie building at Port 
Townsend, Wash. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of certain settlers on the Duck Val- 
ley Indian reservation, in Nevada; 

A bill (II. R. 3343) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Auburn, N. Y.; 

A bill (H. R. 3593) for the erection of a public building at Chicago, 


III. . 
A bill (H. R. 4067) to change the limitof appropriation for the pub- 
lic building at Louisville, Ky.; 


for the relief of Fendall Carpenter; 
for the relief of John W. Martin; 


to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Larned, Kans., not to exeeed $250,000; 

4 ful . R. 6089 for the relief of Moses F. Carleton; 

A bill (H. R. 6087) authorizing the payment by the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States to Charles H. Getman, the firm of E. W. 
Rathbun & Co., the firm of Kinyon, Wright & Co., the firm of Bond 


& Jenkins, and the firm of Page, Fairchild & Co., certain duties 
by them on imported lumber accidentally burned while in of 


A bill (H. R. 5452 


A bill (H. R. 4686 
A bill (H. R. 5747 


officers of customs and before the same had entered into consum) 

A bill (H. R. 6824) authorizing the President of the United tates 
to appoint one passed assistant engineer now on the retired-list of the 
Navy a chief engineer on the retired-list of the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the widow of 
Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United States Army; 

A bill . R. 7659) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily L. Alvord; 

A bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander S. Dana Greene, United States Navy; and 

A bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of the estates of Hugh and Byrd 
Douglas, deceased. a 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, > 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting asup- 
plemental list of claims allowed by the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury under the act of March 3, 1849. The Chair is not sure, but thinks 
the letter ought to be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. JACKSON. The Committee on Claims has usually acted upon 
that class of cases. I suggest that the communication be referred to 
that committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the com- 
munication, with the accompanying papers, will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an shot pean esti- 
mate received from the Secretary of the Navy for a combined coal-shed 
and store-house for the naval station at Port Royal, S. C.; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND TITLES IN NEW MEXICO. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in an- 
swer toaresolution of the 4th and 20th instants, a letter ecto the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, with accompanying par upon 
the subject of the fraudulent aequisition of titles to lands in Kew Me 
The letter with the accompanying will be eae and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. PA A pause. ] THe Chair sees that 
the documents are very voluminous, and will direct, if there be no 
jection, that the letter of the Secretary of the Interior and the letter of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office be printed, and with the 
e xe bea papers referred to the Committee on Printing, in order 
tha 


be considered. These papers are of very great importance, and I hope 
an order will be made to print them without a reference to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, as it is so near the close of the session. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should regret exceedingly to have an order made 
for the printing of the mass of papers sent in under the ution, 
without their being examined by the proper committee. I think the 
rule requires it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The first paragraph of the twenty- 
ninth rule leaves it in the discretion of the Senate whether to order 
It requires that such papers as these 


move that the Senate order that the papers be now printed. Is that 
the motion of the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HILL. Les, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator will allow me to suggest that that is 
rather a formidable pile of papers, as the Chair has remarked. With 
the charge that is now upon the Printing Office anyhow, by reasonof the 
particular time, I will not say that it would be impossible for the Printer 
to print those papers at once, for of course if everything else is sacrificed 
he can have a here to-morrow morning. The Printing Office can 
have almostanything in the world here in print in the morning, but in 
ee course of proper business we should not get them under a week or 


“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Kansas to move that the papers be referred to the Committee on 


Printing. 
Mr. INGALLS. That is my motion. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


2328 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 2, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Colorado the Senator from Kansas moves that the papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

Mr. HILL. Is this subject open to debate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. The Chair 
will state the question. The Senator from Colorado has moved that 
the papers be printed. The Senator from Kansas thereupon moves that 
the papers, together with the motion or resolution to print them, be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. The Chair thinks that the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Kansas is first to be put, so that the question 
is first on the reference. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to offer briefly some explanation. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Chair be good enough, before the Senator from 
Colorado proceeds, to state what the papers relate to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They relate to alleged frauds in re- 
spect of public lands in New Mexico. The mass of papers sent up is so 
large, it being the mass here on the table, that the Chair thought it fit 
to refer them to the Committee on Printing, but the Senator from Colo- 
rado desires that they be now printed. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, on the 4th of February the Senate adopted 
a resolution, offered by me, directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
furnish to the Senate copies of the rts of F. D. Hobbs and R. A. 
Green, who held the official position of inspectors of land offices, in re- 
spect to the fraudulent acquisition of titles to the public lands in New 
Mexico, and of the testimony accompanying the reports. 

The resolution further directed the Secretary of the Interior to fur- 
nish copies of all papers on file relating to this subject.” 

I offered this resolution in consequence of information communicated 
to me by letters from well-known citizens of New Mexico, to the effect 
that the reports of Messrs. Hobbs and Green exposed great land frauds 
in New Mexico, in 9 an Tonor the land 8 at Pana Fé was a 
active participant, a volved the integrity of persons holding muc 
higher official positions than that held by the register. These reports 
recommended not only that the register should be dismissed from the 
office, but that the United States attorney in New Mexico-should be 
instructed to take measures to prosecute him and secure his proper 

ishment for various crimes and misdemeanors. Whether by a mis- 
take or by inadvertence, it would appear that honest men were selected 
by the Secretary of the Interior-to investigate these frauds, or at least 
that Hobbs and Green went to New Mexico with the intention of hon- 
estly discharging their official duties. 

No action was taken on the reports, the one relating to the land office 
having been sent to the Interior Department on the 17th of July. The 
register was retained in his office by the Secretary of the Interior; 
boasting that he was ‘‘solid,’’ to use his own expression, with the Sec- 
e ol the Interior, and would therefore be left undisturbed in his offi- 
cia ition. 

About the 16th of last month I received a letter from a prominent 
citizen of Santa Fé, from which I quote the following words: 

In conversation with United States Prosecuting-Attorney Prichard, for New 


Mexico, 3 informed me that he had made application some six weeks 
or two months ago for copies of the reports of Messrs. and , for the 
pague 


of aiding him in prosecuting suits against certain parties indicted for 
tagajat land transactions, whom he has reason to believe were mentioned in 
baid reports, but up to thistime bas not been able to extort a reply from the 
Interior Department. He also informs me that by reasou of said failure to re- 
spond to his request he finds himself sadly crippled in the discharge of his duties. 

On the 20th day of February, ten days ago to-day, the President nom- 
inated Charles F. Easley to be register of the Santa Fé land district, in 
place of Max Frost, resigned. His resignation was plainly in consequence 
of the resolution of February 4 and of the disclosures sure to result 
from it. Asstrange as it may appear, it did not occur till nearly eight 
months after the report of Hobbs was received at the Interior Depart- 
ment, so much time being generously allowed him apparently to aid 
the parties who were extensively engaged in plundering the public do- 
main to close up their transactions, 

On the 19th of February, no copies having been sent to the Senate in 
compliance with the resolution of February 4, I called at the Interior 
Department to inquire as to the cause of what seemed to be an extraor- 
dinary delay. I was then informed that copies had been made of the 
reports of the inspectors, Hobbs and Green, and of the evidence accom- 
panying the same, but that further time would be required to comply 
with the closing part of the resolution which called for copies of all 
papers on file relating to this subject.’’ 

On the next day, February 20, the resolution was modified by the 
Senate, on my motion, by striking off the words which I have just 


uoted. 
a On the 24th of February, the copies not yet having been received by 
the Senate, I again went to the Interior ent to ascertain the 
cause of the continued delay. 

I was then informed that the copies of all the papers called for b 
the resolution of February 4, as modified by the Senate, were compl 
and nothing remained to be done ac 4 the writing of the formal 
letter of transmission to the Senate. pers were not, however, 
sent to the President of the Senate till last Saturday, the 28th. 


New, Mr. President, I believe I am justified in saying that the reso- 


lution of the Senate has been complied with reluctantly and with 


unnecessary delay, and finally, when the papers come, within two or 
three days of the close of this Congress, a large mass of material is 
thrown in, which in no sense was culled for under the modified resolu- 
tion, to embarrass the action of the Senate in the matter of ordering the 
papers printed. 

The papers are of a character which seats that they should be 
pon for the information of Congress and the country. They em- 

race reports of important officials of the Geheral Land Office and of 
evidence officially taken by them, which have been hidden from sight 
in pigeon-holes for nearly eight months, and the threatened publication 
of which has caused the flight of one of the implicated parties by a 
resignation of his office. It is true that this is only one of hundreds 
of cases of criminal misconduct, on which there is an imperative neces- 
sity that light should be thrown. 

These papers relate to a subject about which the public mind is very 
sensitive, the administration of the public domain. There is a wide- 
spread belief that it is preyed upon and plundered by those who have 
no just right to it and in violation of the rights of the Government and 
of the people. 

I trust that with this explanation the papers may be allowed to be 
printed. It is not necessary that they should be furnished to the Sen- 
ate by the close of the Congress, but if they are ordered to be printed 
now they will come out in due time, and it is information which the 
public ought to have. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The ques- 
tion is, Will the-Senate agree to refer the papers, with the motion to 


print, to the Committee on Printing? 


The motion to refer was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS’ REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 8279) making appropriations for fortifications and 
other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, was read twice by 
its title, and referred to.the Committee on Appropriations. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 341) to authorize the printing of 50,000 
copies of the second annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
for the year 1885 was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on-Printing. 

REPORT ON THE PRECIOUS METALS, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following con- 
carrent resolution, received on Saturday from the House of Representa- 
tives; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolred by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
of the Director of the Mint on the production of the precious metals in the United 
States for the year 1884 be printed. aud that 9,000 extra copies be printed; 4,000 
copies for the use of the House of Representatives, 9 for the use of the 
Senate, and 3,000 copies for the use of the Director of the Mint, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT COUNCIL BLUFFS. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. There is one House public building 
bill remaining on the Calendar. I ask unonimous consent that that 
may be taken up and considered at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (H. R. 441) for the completion of a pub- 
ic building at Council Bluffs, Iowa. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 3, before the word ‘‘ thousand,’’ 
to strike out one hundred ” and insert fifty; so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, &., That the additional sum of $50,000 is bereby appropriated to 
a fice, court-room, and internal-revenue building at Council Bluffs, 
Iowa, to be expended by the Secretary of the Treasury, subject to the req 
ments of an oct for that purpose approved May 25, 1882. The limit of cost pre- 
seribed in said act is hereby extended. and no plan shall be approved which will 
involve an 5 for site and building complete, including approaches, 
greater than the limit herein fixed. 


Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT TO SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that it shall be in order to 
offer to the sundry civil appropriation bill when it comes up for con- 
sideration this amendment: 

For the woman's department of the World's Industrial Exposition now held 
in New Orleans, $15,000. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
the unanimous consent of the Senate that it shall be in order to offer 
the amendment which he has just sent to the desk. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. GIBSON. I should like to hear the amendment read. z 

Mr. HOAR. It is merely to appropriate an additional $15,000 for 
the woman’s de t. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read for the 
information of the Senate. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


For woman's Saarinen of the World's Industrial Ex tion now held 
in New Orleans, $15,000. pom 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That the amendment just read shall 
be considered in order as an amendment to the sundry civil appropria- 


tion bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
JOHN F. SEVERANCE. 
Mr. DAWES. I am obliged to be absent from the Senate to-day, and 


I ask. the Senate to take up the bill (H. R. 2268) for the relief of John 
F. Severance. It is a little House bill appropriating only $85. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill, It sopropristen $85, to be placed to the 
credit of the Post-Office Department, and directs the proper accounting 
officers of the Post-Office Department to credit John F. Severance, of 
Shelburne, Mass., in his account as ter, with that sum for loss 
by robbery of his post-office on the night of the 19th of June, 1878, 
without, fault or neglect on the part of the postmaster. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr. HOAR. I give notice that to-morrow morning, after the read- 
ing of the Journal, at the first convenient opportunity, not to interfere 
with an appropriation bill, I shall ask the Senate to take up for consid- 
eration Senate joint resolution No. 19, being a resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States to secure the right 
of suffrage to women. It is not proposed to debate that question, but 
merely to get a vote on it without debate. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. Task leave to report from the Committee on Appro- 
priations the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the report 
will be received at this time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8256) ing appropriations for 
sundry civil of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other to report it with amendments. 

The bill is on the table of Senators in print, with the amendments. 


I ask unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consider- | 


ation of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? n 

Mr. McMILLAN. I rise to make an inquiry as to the effect of assent 
to that proposition. Does it affect the unfinished business of Saturday? 
Does it imply an assent that that shall be laid aside informally? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It does not affect the status of the 
bill referred to by the Senator from Minnesota at this time in any man- 
ner whatever. If, however, the sundry civil appropriation bill should 
continue under consideration through the day and the Senate adjourn 
with it pending it would become the unfinished business. 

Mr. MOMILLAN. I have no objection to make to taking up the 
bill informally if it does not include an assent to laying aside informally 
the bill which was under consideration by the Senate on Saturday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the Senator 
from Minnesota that even if the sundry civil appropriation bill is not 
finished to-day, if the bill he refers to shall be laid before the Senate 
prior to adjournment it would be continued as unfinished business. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do J understand the Senator from Minnesota to ob- 
ject? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido, if it implies assent that the bill forfeiting 
the land grant to the State of Iowa shall be laid aside informally. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota that I do 
not wish to interfere with any of the pending business before the Sen- 
ate further than is absolutely necessary to continue the consideration 
of the appropriation bill to-day until it is completed, as I am of the 
opinion that unless we complete the bill to-day we shall have an op- 
portunity of sitting here some days after the 4th of March. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Iowa will allow me to suggest 
that as I understand the Senator from Minnesota he is not a en- 
sive that the bill he has referred to may be interfered with, but his 
_ apprehension is that it may not be, and he desires the Senator from 
Iowa to move to proceed to the consideration of the appropriation bill 
zo as to displace the other bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. For that purpose I will object to the considera- 
tion of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; the Senator objects. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Now I move to lay aside the unfinished busi- 


nes 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion is not now in order. 


The morning business has not been completed, and the time for enter- 
taining such a motion has not yet arrived. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent to make a suggestion to the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Senator 
from Massachusetts will be heard. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Minnesota knows very well that I 
am opposed to the bill which he opposes, but it is always a mere ques- 
tion of a vote of the Senate. If the land-forfeiture bill remains the 
unfinished business, a vote of the Senate can lay it aside without de- 
bate. If, on the other hand, it does not remain the unfinished business 


but is displaced by the request of the Senator from Iowa to to 
the consideration of the appropriation bill, a vote of the te can 
take it up without debate. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Certainly; that is all I desire. 

Mr. HOAR. So I suggest that it is hardly worth while to me 


the appropriation bill for an hour, which would be the effect of the 
Senator’s position, because the Senator from Iowa can not get the bill 
without unanimous consent until all the morning business is di 

of. It can not be done on motion, and as it runs the risk of some in- 
convenience to the Senate I hope the Senator from Minnesota will 
withdraw the objection. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desired to make an inquiry as to the effect of 
taking up the appropriation bill. I will withdraw the objection for 
the present. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota with- 
draws the objection heretofore made. Is there objection to the request 
of = Senator Ton Iowa 3 8 proceed to the consideration 
of the sundry civil appropriat ill? 

Mr. CALL. I gave notice on Saturday that I should oceupy the time 
of the Senate for a few minutes to-day in the consideration of a petition 
for the forfeiture of a land t in the State of Florida. I make no 
objection to the request of Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the 
Committee on A iati to take ba hea appropriation bill, but I 
renew the notice I gave that when the bill is terminated I shall ask the 
Senate to give me the opportunity of being heard for ten or fifteen 
minutes upon the petition, which is lying on the table. ; 

Mr. ‘ALLISON . After the appropriation bill shall have been con- 
cluded, of course it is not my purpose to interfere with the wish of the 
Senator from Florida. - 

The PRESIDENG OFFICER. - Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa that the Senate do now proceed to the consid- 
eration of the sundry civil appropriation bill? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in-Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill be di with, and that as the reading progresses the 
amendments reported by the Committee on Appropriations may be 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the first or formal reading of the 
bill be dispensed with, and that it be read by pa phs for amend- 
ment. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in the 
1 for the Botanic Garden, in line 12, after the word 
s> to strike ont four thousand six and insert seven 
thousand four; so as to read: 


Botanic Garden: 
For concreting walks, reconstructing plant-house No.13 with iron ribs, ex- 
tending water supplies, and for repairs, under the direction of the Joint 
Library Committee of Con . 


gress, $7, 
The amendment was to. 


agreed to. t 
The nextamendment was, after line 13, to insert: 
€ UNDER THE STATE DEPARTMENT. 


For payani noder the final award made by the late French and American 
Claims Commission against the United States, of the claims of French citizens 
against this Government, under the treaty of January 15, 1880, between this 
country and France, $625,566.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 21, to insert: 

International boundary survey, United States and Mexico: To enable the 
President to execute the engagements of the convention of July 29, 1 be- 
tween the United States of America and the United States of Mexico, pro 
for an international boundary survey to relocate the existing frontier line be- 
tween the two countries west of the Rio Grande, $224,556.75, or so much thereof 


as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, inthe appropriations for public buildings 
under the Treasury Department,“ after line 32, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Abingdon, Va.: For completion under pres- 
ent limit, $25,000. 

The amendment was agteed to. 
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The next amendment was, after line 35, to insert: 
For fitting up the building known as the club-house,“ Sitka, Alaska, as a 
temporary jail, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 37, to insert: 

For repairing Government building for court-room at Sitka, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 39, to insert: 

For repairing Government building for court-room at Wrangel, $500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 41, to insert: 

Fot repairing court-room and jail at Ounalaska, $1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 43, to insert: 

For constructing a frame or log court-house and jail at Juneau City, $5,000, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 60 to line 
82, inclusive, in the following words: 


the of the Treasury is h. a directed to sell at 
ie auction, in TT irty 
ys’ notice in six of the principal newspapers publ! in the city of Boston, 
the landand known as the old in said city, on 


n 
the corner of Tremont street and Temple Place, the time and place of 


said city to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury at a date not later than 
rad the price 


not less than $225,000, 
the said 


United States to assess the 
Sere orks tae eagra Lares shen sum fixed 
mum at which the may be thus 
The améndment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 82, to insert: 
For post-office and subtreasury at Boston, Mass.: For completion, $15,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 90, to insert: 


rine h. III.: ital bui 4 
sar ae K teal ding! $00,000; Beal. e r ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 106, to reduce the iation 
** for court-house and post-office at Columbus, Ohio: eee 
si ar Te $110,000 to $50,000. ê 

Mr. 8 


eee So far as I know this is the only local item for the 
tate of Ohio in the sundry civil bill, although I have not looked through 
the bill and can not say positively. This item of $110,000 is an increase 
of $60,000 beyond the 1 limit fixed by the law originally for the con- 
struction of a public building at Columbus. The original plan, how- 
ever, recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, included this sum 
and more, but the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reduced 
the estimate of the Treasury Department without rhyme or and 
reduced the building to a two-story structure in the capital of the State 
of Ohio, under the I oe State eapi pds that any one who 
saw the proposed whi Department was com to adopt 
for the pablle building at Columbus was ashamed that the United States 


should occupy such a position in such a place, it being the capital of the 


State where the State courts are held and where there are a many 
public offices. It ought to be a building commensurate with the size 
of the city, the importance of the State, and the importance of the lo- 
cation. 

It was some time before we could get the attention of Congress to 
the subject, the Treasury Department continually insisting that the 
plan they were compelled to adopt was inadequate to the place, and 
three times recommended an increase of the appropriation for the Co- 
lumbus building; but forsome reason it could not be adopted. Finally 
at the present of Congress the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds reported a bill increasing the allowance $60,000 upon an 
urgent estimate made by the Secretary of the Treasury that that was 
necessary to add an additional story to the building and give it a height 
somewhat proportionate to the surrounding buildings. t bill 
the Senate unanimously. The House of Representatives not being able 
to reach that bill on its Calendar, it being lumbered up with a multi- 
tude of bills on the Speaker’s table, inserted the increased amount of 
appropriation necessary for that story in the sundry civil bill, so that 
it comes to us from the House. The House Committee on Appropria- 
tions, ing that the House could not act on the Senate bill, know- 
ing that that $60,000 additional was for the additional story required 
by the estimates of the Treasury Department, put it in on this bill. 

Both Houses have to the measure after debate and it now 
comes to us, and the Committee on Appropriations, I do not know for 
what reason—certainly they could not have known the facts which I 
have mentioned—have proposed to redace the amount to $50,000, and 
thus compel the construction of a two-story building right at the corner 
of the great edifice built by the State of Ohio and at a less altitude than 
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the surrounding stores and shops. If this amendment is adopted I 
would rather you should discontinue the buildingat Columbus. Isup- 


asst ond amg pr eee J pursuant to some idea. Atall 
events I trust this amendment will not be 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The Committee on A are hly 
familiar with every statement made by from Ohio. We 
understand from all the data in our that unless the sum al- 
lowed is en as in this bill the building at Columbus; 
Ohio, will be a two-story building, but that stands precisely 


in the same relation to this bill that four or five or six other build- 
ings do. 

The rule adopted by the Committee on Appropriations is the rule of 
the Senate. e felt obliged in making these reports to stand by the 
rules of the Senate which require us not to interfere in these appropri- 
ation bills with the legislation of What the tor 
from Ohio says is true; the Senate did pass at 
this session a bill looking to the enlargement of the limit, that is, look- 
ing to the change of the law, but the House of Representatives have 
not that bill. 

r. SHERMAN. They put it here. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know they have made a provision here for the en- 
largement of the building; but the Committee on A tions be- 
lieved that, so far as we were concerned, it was our duty to report these 
bills according to existing law, and we have done so in instance. 
Of course Columbus had to stand with the other instances in this bill, 
and there are five or six of them. They ought all to stand or fall upon 
the decision of the Senate with reference to this particular amendment 
now under consideration. I think they substantially stand upon the 
same condition of facts. ; 

Mr. MORRILL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him whether his 
committee hold that the recommendation of an amendment bya stand- 
ing committee is not in order whether there is any previous law for it 
or not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Our committee were not required to decide that 
question. Of course 
1 Mr. DAWES. There is a law against it; not the absence of a law 

for it. 

Mr. MORRILL. There isa rule which provides that a standing com- 
mittee may move amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont is asking me a question 
which does not come up in this discussion. He asks me whether an 
amendment reported by a standing committee of the Senate is in order 
in the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations. We do not de- 
cide that question. If an amendment is proposed by a com- 
mittee of this body, it is in order to offer it whether the Committee on 
ee ee agree to it or not, and therefore we deprive no commit- 
tee no Senator of its or his just rights under the rule. 

I believe the statement made by the Senator from Ohio to be sub- 
stantially true. I believe that this appropriation for the at 
the city of Columbus, Ohio, is a wise appropriation, but that we could 
not consider it in the Committee on A ions under the rules 
which the Senate has laid down for our and we have rigidly 
adhered to the rules established by the Senate for our conduct, and 
merely appropriated according to existing law. If the laws are to be 
changed let them be by the Senate acting on reports of com- 
mittees of the Senate having authority to change them. That is the 
only reason why this amendment is proposed by the Committee on Ap- 


ons. 

r. BECK. Supplementing what the Senator from Iowa has said 
somewhat, I desire to say that I hope the Senate will consider this case 
carefully, because it will settle all the disputed questions relative to 

blie buildings. All stand upon the same footing, and this is as mer- 

torious as any of those which will be affected by the decision of the 
Senate. 

The Supervising Architect of the Treasury came before us in this and 
other cases, and especially in this case at Columbus, and said if we 
would give the $60,000 additional beyond what is provided by law 
he could make a fire-proof ing with an additional story, a build- 
ing which would be a credit to the country, and if he did not get 
that amount he could not. I state it as broadly as the Senator from 
Ohio stated it, I believe it ought to be done; but the law prohib- 
its it as the law stands to-day, and the Committee on Appropriations 
have been told over and over again that we had no right to make ap- 
propriations in violation of law, for it is in violation of law, as we un- 
derstand it, until Congress passes an act ing the limit, which 
I think they ought to do in this case. If the Senate see fit to vote that 
this provision ought to go in extending the. limit in this case, then I 
for one will move in five or six other cases that the limit shall be ex- 
tended, because they are meritorious cases as well as this. 

If we can make appropriations in excess of the limit provided by law 
and in violation of law, then we shall be at sea and get back to where 
we were ten or fifteen years ago. I remember once—and the Senator 


usetts [Mr. DAwes] will recall the fact—we limited the 
New York post-office to $3,000,000, and we put penal clauses in the 
law to punish those who exceeded the limit. It was not a year before 
they spent the $3,000,000, and had not progressed beyond the first story. 
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. We then gave them $1,500,000 more, making $4,500,000, and we put 
other clauses in, but they paid no attention to them. They got 

up to $6,000,000, and after three laws passed against giving beyond the 

limit, they got it up to 99,000, 000 before completing the building. 

The Boston post-office had a limit ofa million and a half, and I think 
it got up to $4,000,000 before it was through, just Ging ee law. 
The Committee on A ppropriations were denounced in both 
cause they were compelled to yield to and this committee 
determined—I was one of them—to make the statement that this build- 
ing ought to be made three stories and fire-proof, that a law ought to 
be passed by both Houses authorizing the extension of the limit; and 
if the Senate desire now to order the committee to add $60,000 to this 
when there is no law authorizing it but a law prohibiting it, I for one 
shall willingly acquiesce in all the other cases; but the difficulty is 
that if you do that then we shall originate public buildings. If the 
committee reports in favor of one, we can fix no limit to the power of 
the Committee on Appropriations. The moment you break down the 
rule and adopt the suggestion of the Senator from Vermont that when 
a committee favorably recommends a building we can go on and erect it 
for what we please and extend thelimit ad infinitum, there is no telling 
what the Committee on Appropriations can not do. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator allow me to ask a question? 

Mr. BECK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Lask the Senator if he thinks it worth while to 
discuss the binding force of a rule made by the Senate when the Sen- 
ate violates that rule day after day whenever it suits its purpose? 

Mr. BECK. The Senator can answer that as well as I can. I do 
not propose to go into that. I have said all I care to say. I believe 
the motion is right; and if the Senate think they can do it and keep a 
proper check on appropriations for peue buildings hereafter, I have 
no objection; but it is a dangerous thing. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say that as a member of the Commit- 
tee on App. ions I dissent in toto from the supposed rule of the 
Senate and of the committee. I say that the Committee on Appropria- 
tions had a perfect right to adhere and agree to this provision of the 
House bill, without any violation of law or the violation of any ruleof 
the Senate; and I desire to say now that that committee was not unani- 
mous in its recommendation, and I disclose no secret of the committee 
when I say that, and I think if it had been polled it would have been 
very difficult to tell on which side the majority would have fallen. 

Mr. President, it is a question of business and common sense. 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury De ent has in this case, in a 
case at Saint Joseph, Mo., one at Hannibal, Mo., and one at Jefferson 
City, Mo., and one in nearly every State in the Union made an esti- 
mate of the amount necessary to complete public buildings according 
to the law authorizing their construction. The officers have partly 
done the work of completing them according to that, but they find that 
to make those buildings fire-proof and what they ought to be they 
must have an additional e and they have estimated the 
amount, and the Secretary of the Treasury and the Architect recom- 
mend the appropriation of it. 

Now they say here that in Columbus, Ohio, they can complete the 
building two 9 high and not ih i * according to the original 
law. The question is, shall we force the completion of the building 
two stories and not fire-proof, and inside of a few years have to put on 
another story or two or construct a new building? That is the ques- 
tion. We have already abandoned a number of inferior and too small 
buildings which had been erected at the public expense and that 
amounted to nothing. You take the case at Hannibal, Mo. Seventy- 
five thousand dollars was appropriated there. They have partly con- 
structed the building—it is not fire-proof—with $75,000, but with the 
addition of $18,000 they can make a fire-proof building, one that will 
stand indefinitely, and the Architect says that itis for the best interests 
of the public service and the Government that the increased appro- 
priation of $18,000 shall be made. And will the Senate say that in 
order to conform to some mysterious law or rule which some one has 
established we will disregard the pal blic interests and put up an indif- 
ferent and inferior building, one t in afew years will necessarily 
have to be repaired ? 

It does seem to me the plainest proposition that was ever submitted 
to the Senate, that the very best interests of the public service, the in- 
terests of the tax-payers of this country, require that we shall not ac- 
cept this amendment proposed by a bare majority of the Committee on 
Appropriations, and which I do not conceive is requir: by any law or 
rule of the Senate. 

Mr. BECK. One word more and I am done. The Senator from Mis- 
souri and myself do not differ at all except in this: I claim that when 
the necessity for changing these buildings and making them fire-proof 
was made so apparent the 8 of the Treasury and 
the persons interested ought to ha id those facts before the Com- 
mittee on Public 8 Grounds, and a bill ought to have 
been reported which could be passed through both Houses in two meted 
extending the limit fixed by law. Then the Committee on Appro 
ations would have had no trouble about it; but when there is a 
prohibiting us from doing anythi: 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator f from Kentucky allow me to in- 


w 


of the House of Rep- 


terrupt him? Iam not q the proceedings 
„„ the Senate that I know from the best in- 


formation possible that after we passed the bill extending the plan and 
requiring a third story to be built it could not be taken up in the House. 
It was covered over by the mass of bills there; and the Committee on 
Appropriations of the House adopted this as a means of carrying out 
ail jury Hegre We the Senate bill. It was because they could not get 
at that bi 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Ohio understands exactly the dif- 
ference between the Senator from Missouri and myself, that we as a 
committee were compelled to obey existing law and could not make 
new ones. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What law? 

Mr. BECK. The law limiting the total cost of the building at Co- 
lumbus to $150,000, 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill is full of change of the law. Take the 
very next page, to which I eall the attention of the Senator. On that 
publi I find an appropriation for the extension and completion of the 


pee at Des Moines. 
BECK. there an act authorizing it, There are 
By) etme gi were eight bills passe by the Senate 
on Saturday VN ae ch increases. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The changing of a plan by law is a violation of 
our Paes according to this construction. 

Mr. BECK. On, no! Whenever a law is passed 2 it, the 
Committee on Appropriations appropriate according to 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let FCC 
ator from Kentucky, if he will allow me. 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator says, with great propriety and foree, 
that ten or twelve years ago there was the grossest abuse by the Exec- 
utive Departments in regard to appropriations for sate buildings. 
They disregarded all limits of laws, and if a million dollars were appro- 
priated they would go on and devise plans for four millions. But that 
was all corrected, and the Senator from Kentucky will, I think, bear 
witness that during the time I held the office of of the Treas- 
ury we required the law to be followed in every case, there was not 
a solitary case where the expenditure went one single dollar beyond 
the amount limited byfw. But that does not prevent Congress from 
saia these changes, and I do not see why Congress may not do it 


Mr. BECK. I think Congress can do it here if they see fit, but Ido 
not think the Committee on 1 could report in favor gi it 
OE ee law. Congress can make the 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the committee have any trouble about it, ti 
Senate may solve the whole matter. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no rule of the Senate preventing it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. No rule prevents it. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I think the committee misunderstand 
the law on this subject. There is no limitation u the committee 
and no limitation upon the Senate by any law which I know of which 
has been passed as to the amount that is to be 3 for a public 
building. It is as much open to the exercise of the discretion of the 
Senate as is the passage of anyother law. To prevent the abuses which 
have been referred to there is a limitation ee the Architect in pre- 
paring the plans that he shall not prepare p which will require a 
greater expenditure than the amount eee 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Will the Senator yield to me ona 
privileged matter ? 

Mr. CONGER. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin without losing 
my right to the floor. 


SUPPLIES TO MINNESOTA SIOUX INDIANS, 


Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, submitted the following report, which 
was 5 


The committee of conference on the — Ae votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House of Re ves to the bill (S. 84) entitled An 
act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citi- 
zens of the United States for er — 7 — to the Sioux or Dakota Indians 
of Minnesota sul uent to August, 1860, and prior to the massacre of August, 
1862, and providing forthe payment thereof,” having met, after full and free con- 
ference agree to recommend and do recommend to to their respective Houses as 


follows: 

he Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the House 
numbered 1, 2,3, and 5,and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its amendment numbered 4, and in lieu thereof 


agree Piret the following: 
Provided, however, That said sum shall be charged to eee 
ee to be paid to the said Sioux Indians under treaties, but abrogated and 
annulled 1 act approved February 16, 1863.” 
And the Senate agree to the same, 

ANGUS CAMERON 

JAMES H. SLATER, 

H. L. DAWES, 

Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Managers on the partof the House, 


The report was concurred in. 
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AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GROOME submitted an amendment intended to be e jos by 
him to the deficiency a priation bill; which was refe to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

. MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message. from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of claims 
of officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property de- 
stroyed in the military service of the United States. - 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 847) for the relief of Francis B. Van Haesen; 
and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


TheSenate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes, the pending question being on the amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, in line 106, to reduce the appropriation ‘‘ for 
court-house and post-office at Columbus, Ohio: For completion of build- 
ing,” from $110,000 to $50,000. 

Fir. CONGER. Mr. President, I was stating when I was interrupted 
that the limitation referred to by the committee wasa limitation upon 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury commanding him not to make 
plans for a building that would cost more than the amount appropriated. 
There is no restriction upon the Senate; no restriction in that law upon 
Congress. Under our rules amendments to increase e Rea are 
provided for, and there is nothing to limit making an amendment in this 

in the Senate, provided it is not new legislation. If the Super- 

i Architect reports to Congress that if he does make an estimate 

ing to thea ion which has been made the building would 

be unfit for the service, that the amount is not sufficient, then it comes 

back to Congress again to say whether they will make an additional ap- 

propriation, and it is no violation of law for Congress to entertain the 

tion to increase an appropriation to such an amount as may be 

ed necessary. I do not think the Comittee on Appropriations 

have any right to construe a limitation upon the Architect of the Treas- 

ury as a limitation upon their power to recommend legislation to the 
Senate. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, for one I am entirely at a loss to 
understand how the Committee on ee can find any diffi- 
culty under our rules in agreeing to this legislation proposed by the 
House. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations says it 

existing law. What if it does? 

Mr. ALLISON. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator think the Committee on Appro- 
priations could have increased this appropriation to a million dollars? 

Mr. HARRISON. I think the Committee on Appropriations could 
have suggested any limit they pleased, and if the Senate ratified it 
that would be the law. 

Mr. ALLISON. No doubt of that; I suppose we can do it; but was 
it within our province to make appropriations beyond the limits of ex- 
isting law? That is the question. 

Mr. HARRISON. There is no rule of the Senate that prohibits the 
change of existing law in an appropriation bill, and never was. That 
is the rule of the House as we understand it, but the rule of the Sen- 
ate simply is that general legislation shall not be proposed on an 
appropriation bill. Our Rule XVI makes explicit provision for intro- 
ducing new items of appropriation and for increasing items of appro- 
priation upon the recommendation of standing committees of the 
Senate. Now, this appropriation and others like it in this bill—there 
is one which is local to Indiana—have not only been recommended by 
the particular committee having this subject in , the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, but the Senate has ratified the rec- 
ommendations of that committee by the passage of several bills. So 
these propositions to increase the appropriations for these publie build- 
ings are not only recommended to the Committee on Appropriations by 
the appropriate standing committee of the Senate, but the Senate has 
added its sanction by passing the bills as separate propositions. 

This is not general legislation, and that is the only limit upon our 
committee. It has been decided by the Chair, and by the Senate upon 
appeal, that any legislation which exhausted itself with the expendi- 
ture of an a priation was not general legislation. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Indiana allow me to ask—- 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana yield? 

Mr. HARRISON. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I quite agree with the Senator that Co: 77 7 3 
passed a bill authoring Die construction of a public buil „if it 
done no more it would have been perfectly legitimate, in my opinion, 
for the Committee on Appropriations to have made such appropriation 
as, in the light of all the facts, they deemed necessary to out that 


abject; but where Congress authorizes the construction of a public build- 


ing and by statute prohibits an appropriation beyond a given amount, 
does the Senator from Indiana hold that in the face of that statutory 
limitation the Committee on Appropriations is justified in eppropriating 
or proposing to appropriate money that goes beyond the limit fixed by 
law and stands upon the statute-book so fixed and unchanged? 

Mr. HARRISON. I will adopt the New England fashion of respond- 
ing to the Senator from Tennessee by asking him a question. I ask 
the Senator what rule of the Senate prohibits it? 

Mr. HARRIS. I have not asserted that any rule of the Senate pro- 
hibited it, but astatute prohibits it is the point I suggested to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. : 

Mr. HARRISON. It is a novel doctrine that a statute puts a lim- 
itation upon the power of Congress, that an act of Congress limits the 
power of Congress to change it. The limitation put by that statute is 
a limitation upon the executive officers of the Government; it is not a 
limitation upon the power of Congress to change it at any moment it 
pleases by a concurrent vote of the two Houses. We have prohibited 
the Supervising Architect from making an estimate or from making 
plans beyond a certain amount; it isa limitation upon the power of the 
executive officers; and I donot think the Senator from Tennessee, when 
he reflects a moment, will hold to the proposition that that limitation 
of law binds us or binds any committee of this body as to recommend- 
ing a change of the existing law. 

So, then, there is no limitation under our rule; we are perfectly free. 
The Committee on Appropriations was and the Senate is, in the aspect 
in which this stands, perfectly free to deal with this question, and it 
seems to me that the reason sometimes given why the Committee on 
Appropriations should not deal with these questions does not at all ap- 
ply in these questions, because as I have said we are not throwing 
upon the committee the duty of investigating the proper cost of a public 
building anywhere. The appropriate committee has done and 
not only has it done it and recommended this increase, but the Senate 
has already given its concurrence in that recommendation. So I sub- 
mit that the Committee on Appropriations were amply equipped to 
deal with this question, in the first place because the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds had dealt with it, and in the second 
place because the Senate itself had dealt with it. : J 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, I do not understand that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations differ materially with thoseSenators who have 
spoken 7 this subject. I listened with much interest to what the 
Senator from Kentucky said when he was replying to the Senator from 
eng a eee ee e ene ee have parese with great atten- 
tion tothe prayer of the plain this morning, for Seppa supene 
to be “lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil.“ He said 
there was really no objection whatever to the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Ohio that the building ought to be that addi- 
tional stories should be placed upon it, and that it should be made fire- 
proof; but he said the Senate should not yield to this importunity be- 
cause, if it did, the last safeguard to the virtue of the Committee on 
Appropriations would be swept away; there was no longer any hope 
that they would refuse to yield to the solicitations from every quarter 
unless the Senate acceded to the amendment reported by the commit- 
tee, and refused to listen to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. President, that is a pretty feeble appeal to make to this body. 
If the Senator from Kentucky has no stronger foundation on which to 
stand than that, I must say that I think his appeal was one rather to 
disregard the amendment than to agree to it. 

Mr. President, this is not in any manner whatever general legisla- 
tion. It can not be construed into general legislation. The Senator 
from Indiana has properly placed that before the Senate. It is not that 
species of legislation against which the rule of the Senate was intended 
to guard, and the Committee on Appropriations themselves appear to 
have acted with singular disregard of the rule. I observe that they 
have placed in this bill changes of existing law by their own motion. 
They affirm that it is a rule that should govern them, to the violation 
of the provisions of which attention has been called in a case where Con- 
gress during the session has enacted a bill for the construction of a pub- 
lie building Now they place on page 12, for instance; 

For court-house and post-office at Troy, N. V., $100,000. 
For court-hous® and post-office at Tyler, Tex., $50,000. 
For court-house and post-office at Wichita, Kans., $50,000, 

These are absolutely new appropriations. They are not provided for 
by law, because I heard the bill for the appropriation for the public 
building at Wichita read this morning atthe Secretary’s desk. It has 
passed both Houses of Congress, but it has not been approved by the 
President, and therefore is not a law of Congress. It is no more a law 
of Congress than the page for the building at Columbus is a 
law of Congress. It will be a law of Congress whenever it is approved 
by the President; but the Committee on Appropriations have no right 
to assume that these enactments are to be approved by the President. 
It is just as much a violation of the rules of the Senate to put those 
appropriations in here as it is to disregard the appropriation that came 
from the House of Representatives about the Columbus building. I 
hope we shall have some consistency about this matter; that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will adhere, if they intend to enforce this 
rule, logically to the suggestions of the rule, aud not refuse to agree to 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2333 


one appropriation and at the same time insert others upon grounds that 
can not be supported by the facts. : 

I trust, sir, that the Senate will agree with the Senator from Ohio, 
that they will permit the appropriation to stand as it came from the 
Honse, because we have just as much right to say in this bill that the 
limitation for the construction of a public building shall be extended 
as we have to say that an appropriation for a building not warranted by 
law shall be inserted in the bill. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, with all the constructions which have 
been placed on this rule of the Senate, it has never before been contended 
that it prohibited the Committee on Appropriations or the Senate from 
accepting a provision that came from the House. The point has been 
made that we could not amend, by inserting general legislation upon an 
appropriation bill, the action of the House on a bill coming here; and in 
this case this is the action of the House, and it is only proposed to ac- 
cept that action and concur in it by adopting the bill as it came from 
the House. But the Committee on Appropriations is now holding that 
it was not competent for that committee to report to this body accept- 
ing the provision which came from the House of Representatives. 

It has never before been contended that the rule of the Senate went 
so far as that. Certainly, however, the committee were justified in say- 
ing that this was a proposition to impose general legislation upon an 
appropriation bill, for the statute which provides for a public building 
and proposes that it shall not exceed a certain amount is a law; and it 
only illustrates the impropriety of that rule of the Senate, for it cannot 
be distinguished from general legislation. It does not exhaustitselfany 
more than any other appropriation does. Itis simply a law providing 
for a public building and declaring that that public building shall not 
exceed a specified amount. Sir, I hold that there is a duty of the Sen- 
ate imposed by the Constitution, and that the committee have no right 
to withhold their assent from such a proposition when it is a matter of 
public interest, when the good of the public service requires that an 
appropriation shall be increased and the proposition is sent here from 
the House in an appropriation bill increasing ft, and we are required 
by the public necessities to increase it. In such a case I think it is the 
duty of the committee to report that increase and to adopt it. 

So far as this provision is concerned coming here from the House 
and requiring a mere acceptance of the provision by the Senate, not 
being an amendment, which might be prohibited under the strict tech- 
nical construction of the rule, there can be no ground of reason for ob- 

ecting tothe clause. It isaheresy in reasoning as it is in law to suppose 

that the functions of this body in appropriating public money are lim- 
ited by the action of any past Congress, and I shall not cease so long as 
I remain here to protest against the idea upon which our rule ah asa 
that there is an in the action of any past Congress which can 
limit this Congress in its action. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. This seems to me to be a very plain 
and simple matter. Congress in its power exercised for years has passed 
a number of bills for the erection of various public buildings. The bill 
in this case limited the amount of money which could be expended by 
the Secretary of the Treasury in obeying the law and in erecting the 
building, and by law the Supervising Architect has been restrained 
from making a plan for any building which would exceed the amount 
of money appropriated in the various bills; but in the exercise of his 
duties and powers as Supervising Architect he has reported to the Sec- 
retary of the that a number of buildings have been ordered 
by Congress which can not be properly constructed for the amount of 
money to which they were limited in the original bills, and he has rec- 
ommended an additional appropriation in a numberof cases. His rec- 
ommendations go to show that the buildings ordered heretofore can not 
be constructed in a fire-proof manner; that several of them can not be 
constructed of sufficient size to accommodate the public business of the 
country at the points where they are located. The recommendation 
comes here that the limitation of appropriation be changed and that 
the amount of money appropriated be increased. Certainly it is within 
the province and power of Congress to change the limit of appropriation 
for any public building. It is not in defiance of any law now existing 
upon the statute-book, because it is simply a change of the law, which 
we have a perfect right to make and which we should make. 

As a business question, then, it simply amounts to this: Shall we 
compel the Supervising Architect to go on with these buildings, and 
erect buildings which are not fire-proof and will not answer the public 
purposes of the Government, or shall we, following his recommenda- 
tion, so change those limitations, so add to the appropriations that the 
buildings when completed shall be perfect and fire-proof and shall be 
of suilicient size to accommodate the public business of the Govern- 
ment at these various places? There is nothing in existing law, there 
is nothing in the rules of the Senate which prohibits this; and judging 
from the arguments which have been made by the Appropriations Com- 
mittee, chiefly by the chairman and by the Senator from Kentucky, it 
must be evident to the Senate that the Appropriations Committee de- 
sire this body not to concur in the amendment which they have pro- 
posed. I trust that the Senate will meet the Appropriations Commit- 
tee in that spirit and disagree to their amendments in all these cases. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I desire to ask the Senator a question. I find 


upon the statute-book, in the Revised Statutes, section 3734, in these 
words: i 
Before any new buildings for the use of the United States are commenced, the 
plans and full estimates therefor shall be prepared and approved by the Secre- 
er of the Treasury, the Postmaster-General, and the Secretary ofthe Interior; 
and the cost of each building shall not exceed the amount of such estimate. 
I ask the Senator whether that does not come within this provision 
of Rule XVI: 


No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York. It has been stated here repeatedly that 
these amendments can not be considered general legislation, and even 
if they were general legislation they would not come under the provis- 
ions of this rule, because this legislation comes to us from the House. 
The House had a right to put it in, and all the Senate can do is to agree 
to it or strike it out. We can not change the provision which the 
House has put into the bill. That rule refers to amendments suggested 
in the Senate, and not to bills of the House. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I ask further whether during this session this 
body has not repeatedly decided that certain provisions coming from 
the House were within that clause of Rule XVI and not in order? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Senate has never decided — 
thing of the kind, but it has repeatedly decided through the Chair di - 
rectly to the contrary, and on every occasion during this session when 
that question has been submitted to the judgment of the Senate it has, 
I think, without any exception, held directly to the contrary. In the 
case of every amendment upon the Post-Office bill, which passed the 
other day, the Senate held directly the opposite. It has never held to 
any such doctrine as the Senator states. 

Mr. MITCHELL. One word in reply to what the Senator said. My 
recollection is entirely different from that of the Senator, and I think 
the RECORD will bear me out that the Senate has repeatedly decided 
the other way and sustained the President of the Senate in making that 
decision. It is true sometimes it has broken down that ruling. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. If the Senator will put that question 
to the Chair for an answer I shall be entirely satisfied with the answer 
he will receive. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations in line 106. 

Mr. BECK. I call forthe yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 8, 
nays 46; as follows: . 


YEAS—8. 
Allison, Dawes, McPherson, Mo 8 
Beck, Edmunds, Mitchell, Pugh. 
NAYS—46. 
Bayard, Cullom, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Blair, Dolph, Jonas, Pike, 
Bowen, T, Kenna, Sabin, 
Brown, Frye, Lapham, Sawyer, 
Call, rge, McMillan, Sherman, . 
Cam Gorman, 0 ‘ance, 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Chace, Hampton, ey, Vest, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Miller of Cal. Voorhees, 
bos ae Hawley, | ee, of N. V., Wilson. - 
q Hoar, 0 
nger, Ingalls, er, 
ABSENT—22, 
Aldrich, Hale. Logan Sewell, 
Butler, Harris, Platt,’ 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Plumb, Walker, 
Farley, —.— — es 3 ill 
Garland, ones of Nevada, eberger, 
Gibson, Lamar, Saulsbury, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa to insert the 
words ‘‘extension and’’ at the beginning of line 106. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That will make it uniform with the other public- 
building items. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves to 
amend the clause by inserting the words ‘‘extension and’’ before the 
word completion in line 106; so as to read: 

For court-house and ice at Columbus, Ohio: For extension and comple- 
tion of building, $110,000. ie i 

If there be noobjection, the amendment will be received and consid- 
ered as agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 107, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Concord, N. H.: For completion under pres- 
ent limit, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word . for,“ at the end of line 111, 


to strike out: 


Completion of the building, $25,000; and the cost of said building, including 
site, shall not exceed $100,000. 7 


And insert: 
Approaches, fencing, and grading, $15,000. 
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So as to make the clause read: 

For court-house and post-office at Dallas, Tex.: For approaches, fencing, and 
grading, $15,000, 

Mr. BECK. According to the vote taken by the Senate in the Co- 
lumbus ease, I think the committee ought not to ask that that amend- 
ment be adopted. 

Mr. COKE. I hope the Senate will not concur in this amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. This case stands precisely on the footing of the case 
just decided by the Senate. This clause as it stands is an extensionof 
the limit $25,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The next amendment was, after the word “‘ dollars,” at the end of line 
117, to insert to be immediately available;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

For court-house and post-office at Denver, Colo.: For continuation of building, 
$25,000, to be immediately available, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 118, to insert: 

Say tgs Baty! and post-office at Detroit, Mich.: For continuing work on same, 

Mr. PALMER. I offer the following amendment as a substitute for 
the amendment of the committee: 

For the execution of the provisions of theact of Congress entitled “An act to 
peor ide for the erection of a public building at Detroit, Mich.,” approved May 
. D. 1882, or for the execution of the provisions of the act of Congress en- 
titted “An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Detroit, Mich.,” as the Secretary of the Treasury may de- 
termine according to law, $200, 000. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I can I make the point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it subject to a point 
of order on the amount; it increases the amount reported by the com- 
mittee; but it is not subject to a point of order on whatit declares, as 
it refers to laws existing. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Michigan will not insist 
upon the phraseology that he has inserted there with reference to the 
two laws, but that whatever amount is appropriated will be appro- 
priated as is proposed by the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask the Senator from Iowa to accept an amend- 
ment on line 102, after the word same 

The PRESIDENT pra tempare. The Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
PALMER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. CONGER. My colleague [Mr. PALMER] yields to me for a mo- 
ment. I do not understand that any point of order lies against the 
amount here proposed under any law or rule. There are still several 
hundred thousand dollars of the estimate for this building that have 
not been appropriated, so that my colleague’s amendment does not in- 
crease the amount beyond the sum already provided either by the for- 
mer law or by the present one recently passed. I hope the Senator 
‘from Iowa will not insist on the point ofo order as to the amount. That 
matter was presented to the committee by my colleaguė, and there is 
no necessity for insisting on a mere form. 

Mr. ALLISON. I willsay with reference to the amount that we had 
the Surpervising Architect of the Treasury before the committee with 
reference to the various public buildings authorized by law. Weasked 
him the question as to the amountof money he needed to economically 
continue the construction of the buildings authorized by law, and the 
recollection of the committee is that he stated that if had $250,000 
for the current year it would be as much as he could economically ex- 
pend on the building at Detroit. There is now a balance of $149,000 
of the appropriation of last year remaining unexpended, and we add 
$100,000 in this bill, making $250,000 in round numbers that will be 
at the disposal of the Treasury if the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee shall be adopted. 

Mr. BECK. Then we had another trouble, which I will call attention 
to, that there is some difficulty about a change in the site. That I 
think is going to cause some delay, and therefore the Architect could 
not expend all that is proposed, because of the delay likely to grow out 
of that condition of affairs. 

Mr. PALMER. I will come to that if the Senator will give me an 
opportunity. In 1882 a public-building bill was passed for Detroit ap- 
propriating $600,000 if a new site was obtained, and $500,000 if it was 
not obtained—that is, if the old Government property there was used for 
a site. The building wascommenced ; some progress has been made; and 
this Congress has passed another bill increasing the limit to $900,000, 
and opening the question of choice of site. That is the reason of the 
phraseology in the amendment that I sent up. I have no objection to 
withdrawing that if the Senator from Iowa, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, will permitme to change the phraseology of 
the appropriation in the bill. 

Mr. INGALLS. I did not understand from the reading of the 
amendment to what the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury ap- 
plies. 

Mr. PALMER. To the selection of a site according to the terms of 
the recent bill. That bill has been passed by both Houses; it has gone 


to the President, but has not yet been returned with hissignature. It 
opens the whole question. The first bill is involved in the second. If 
the second fails the first stands. There is no objection to an increase, 
because the limit under the old bill has not been reached. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I would suggest to the Senator that probably the 
bill he refers to will become a law before this bill becomes a law, as it 
has already passed the House and Senate, and this will be one of the 
last bills signed. 

Mr. ALLISON. We make no point on that. Iwill say thatthe amend- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan is still within the present limit of 
the law. The present limit of the law is $500,000, and there has been 
appropriated about $250,000; so that the amendment is within the limit 
of the law as it now stands. But if the Senate will bear with me one 
moment, I wish to suggest that we ae to perhaps obey a law that 
has not yet passed, though I hardly see how we could do so. The facts 
are that here is an old building in Detroit; authority was given some 
years ago to enlarge and extend it, and an appropriation of $250,000 
was made for that purpose. One hundred thousands dollars and over 
of that sum has been expended at the present site. Now it is proposed, 
as I understand, to change the entire site of the building, and commence 
the erection of an absolutely new building with a limitation of $900,000 
for its construction. Is not that what is proposed under the law? 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Committee on Appropriations believed that it 
was a wise thing to give $100,000 in addition to the amount already in 
the Treasury for this purpose without committing the Senate to this 
question of a change of site and a new building. 

Mr. PALMER. I will say in reply that I do not think in either case 
the change will be made unless it be made by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury; it is very doubtful if it will be made; but the question is opened 
by the bill recently passed, and if a change is made the present appro- 
priation, or what remains of it, the unexpended balance, will not more 
than buy a new site. The property that the Senator from Iowa 
of as having been purchased for this site is worth all the money that it 
has cost. There can be no loss to the Government in either event; but 
the question of the location of the building is reopened. If the site is 
changed we shall want more than $100,000 additional.. If it is not 
changed, $100,000 will be sufficient. When there isa law already fixing 
the limit at $500, 000, of which $250,000 is unexpended, it seems tome 
as if the Senate would be taking sides for keeping the location where it 


‘is, instead of opening it, as the bill just passed contemplates, and leaving 


it within the discretion of the Secretary by adopting the committee’s 
amendment in the language proposed. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator from Michigan if the bill 
opening the question of location has already passed both Houses and 
gone to the President? 

Mr. PALMER. It has. 

Mr. HARRISON. Would it not answer the Senator’s purpose to let 
this stand simply by an increase of the amount, and then the other bill 
being signed by the President will settle the matter, without putting 
in any additional words here? 

Mr. PALMER. It would if it were not for the phraseology of this 
amendment. I want to make it so clear that the man who runs may 
read. For continuing the work ’’ might be construed by some of our 
people as committing me to the present building, although I do not 
think that would be a fair construction. I would say: 

For public building and site at Detroit, Mich., $200,000, 

Leaving out the rest of that clause. I should be satisfied with that. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Michigan will not insist 
upon that, because that would be taking sides on the question of the 
site. My own opinion is very decided that there ought not to be a 
change of site. The present building is right in the heart of business, 
on the borders of the lake, in the midst of the greatest part of the mer- 
cantile and law business of the city. If the appropriation is made it 
is all that is needed; and so far as a new site is concerned, if that should 
be decided upon, it ‘would take some considerable time to obtain the 
authority of the Legislature in relation to it, and it would probably 
take a considerable time to compose the quarrels of the city in relation 
to the building. I hope, therefore, the Senator will not ask the Senate 
to decide the question of a site at this time. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator desires to change the location of the 
Detroit post-office and custom-house from the center of business where 
it is now and where it accommodates the business of that city, let him 
say so in terms, because what he suggests, an appropriation for a site, 
is pregnant with the idea of a change of ee The Senator must 
see that as plainly as I do. ? 

Mr. PALMER. Ifthe Senator will permit me, that is the reason 
why I submit the amendment I do, expressing no opinion in regard to 
the site. Whatever my opinion may be on that subject, I do not de- 
clare it. I do not propose to take a hand upon either side of the con- 
troversy. It was on that ground that the amendment I sent up was 
couched in the language it was. Lask the Secretary to read it. I think 
the Senator from Maine, who was not in at the time, may have a little 
light thrown upon the question when it is read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read 
if there be no objection. 
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The CHIEF CLERK. It is proj 
prised in lines 119 to 121, inclusive, and to insert: 

For the execution of 3 of the act of Congress entitled “An act to 
pradas for the erection of a public building at Detroit, Mich.,” approved May 

1882, or for the execution of the provisions of the act of Congress entitled 
“An act to provide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Detroit, Mich.,“ as the Secretary of the Treasury may determine 
according to law, $200,000. 

Mr. HALE. The reason why the clause is put in as it stands in the 
bill is that this is a begun building. Whatever additional accommo- 
dations Detroit has for post-office and custom-house business, whether 
it be in one place or another, there has been money already expended. 
Whether it shall be on the old site or on a new site is to be settled here- 
after through the Secretary of the Treasury. The committee thought 
that without in any way committing itself upon that question, it being 
undoubtedly a continuing work, the increasing of the appropriation 
should be left in that way. 

Then the law squarely says, and it has already been passed, that the 
whole subject shall be taken up by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
he shall consider and determine where this additional work of provid- 
ing additional accommodations for Detroit shall be done. I can not be- 
lieve that any Secretary will the site. I do not believe the Sen- 
ator himself would want the site changed. 

I hope the Senator will not insist upon his amendment on this state- 
ment. Under the act the Secretary will go on and settle it, and then 
this work which has been begun will be continued with the additional 
accommodations for Detroit. If he takes it up at a new place, and 
thereby removes it from the business center, the ibility must be 
with him. I hope the Senator will not insist on amendment, be- 
cause evidently it will (and I know the sentiment of many business 
men in Detroit) be construed as committing both the Senator and this 
body and Congress in favor of a new location; and I do not think the 
Senator ought to press that. 

Mr. PALMER. In to the merits of the location, with the 
quarrel, as I said before, I will have nothing to do;. my opinion shall not 
be heard upon that 
ple whose interests in the te are greater than mine or those of 
any other Senator present. Itwason that account that I did not want 
the appropriation even by implication to limit the location of the build- 
ing to where it is now. 

Mr. HALE. There is no 

Mr. PALMER, I will with 
vlause in the bill. - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan with- 
draws the amendment he has already offered, and offers an amendment 
to the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PALMER. I move to strike out and insert so as to make the 
clause read: 

For public buildings at Detroit, Mich., $200,000. 


Mr. HALE. ‘That of course carries with it in as clear terms as pos- 
sible that this is to be a new building. 

Mr. PALMER. I can not see how the Senator from Maine makes 
out that this is to be a new te building. 

Mr. HALE, That is the language used where we appropriate for a 
new public building. It is for a public 8 

Mr. PALMER. I propose to make it read for public buildings at 
Detroit, Mich.“ There are no new public buildings there. I think 
not a stone has been Jaid, so that it can not by implication affect the 
site. 

Mr. HALE. That is a worse amendment, if the Senator will allow 
me, than the other. It carries with it the idea of an entirely new 
building. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment now proposed by 
the Senator from Michigan will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 119 it is proposed to strike out the words 
“ court-house and post-office,” and in line 120 to strike out the words 
“for continuing work on the same, one,“ and to insert ‘‘ two; so as to 
read: 

For public buildings at Detroit, Mich., $200,000. 


Mr. PALMER. That is the amendment I now propose, and I hope 
it will be adopted by the Senate. It seems to me to be the fairestand 
most equitable way in which the appropriation can be put without 
committing any one to the site. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair on reflection is still of the 
opinion that unless there is an estimate for more than $100,000 for the 
year, the amendment is subject to the point of order made by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, The Chair thinks the language of Rule XVI in regard 
to carrying out provisions of an existing law or a treaty applies to a case 
where there is an obligation on the part of Congress to do something 
which requires the payment of money; and as these public buildings 
are authorized, if there be not an estimate the Chair thinks the amend- 
ment is not in order. There are a great many analogous and similar 


of that. 
w my amendment and modify the 


cases where the increase of appropriation would be enormous under any 
other construction of the rule. The Chair thinks that the motion to in- 
crease the recommendation of the committee from $100,000 to $200,000 
is not in pursuance of the estimate of the head of the Department, and 


int. What I care for more is to satisfy the peo- | shall 


to strike out the paragraph com- does not fall within the provision of carrying out the provisions of ex- 


isting law, as the Chair understands the rule to mean, as an obligation 
of the United States to enter into which requires the payment of money ; 
but the Chair understands the Senator from Michigan to say that it is 
in pursuance of an estimate. 

Mr. PALMER. It is in pursuance of a general estimate, but not, as 
I understand, of an annual estimate. I was not aware that such an es- 
timate was required every year where a work was continued. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does it appear in the regular esti- 
mates of the ent for the expenses of the coming year? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir; it does not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate if the Senator from Michigan desires. The Chair thinks 
it does not fall within the provision of the rule about carrying out the 
provisions of an existing law, inasmuch as the Chair thinks, as he stated, 
that that means where the existing law requiresan appropriation to be 
made, not merely where it authorizes an appropriation to be made. 

Mr. CONGER. One law has been passed authorizing the expenditure 
of $500,000 on the building. Another law, which may or may not at this 
hour of the proceedings have been approved, has increased that to $900,- 
000. Only $250,000 have been appropriated of the $500,000 which 
were authorized to be used for the building. Now, I think, under any 
rule, there may be under that law $250,000 more appropriated right 
along, which has been authorized; and, under the new law, if it should 
come here approved in half an hour, there would be $400,000 addi- 
tional which might be appropriated. There is no request that there 
shall be an amount appropriated beyond the provisions of either of the 


laws. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not put it on the 
e that the last act of Congress has not been approved by the Presi- 

ent, because if a bill of the Senate alone were passed which required 
the ropriation of money, an amendment appropriating the sum 
woul be within the rule. But as the law only eee the carry- 
ing on of a public work and limits the extent to which the expenditure 
go, the Chair is of opinion that it does not fall within the mean- 
ing of the rule as an amendment which the Senator from Michigan may 
offer to carry out the provisions of an existing law. The Chair thinks 
that that has always been construed to mean, and it is clearthat for the 
purposes intended by the rule it should mean, that the provision here- 
tofore should require an appropriation to be made and not merely 
authorize an appropriation. 

Mr. CONGER. Ido not know that the Chair quite understood the 
point I made. It is that under the prior law, leaving the present law 
out of consideration entirely, there are still $250,000 authorized by law 
to ig pb riated forthe purpose. If the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. R will allow me to finish my remarks, directed to the Chair, 
it might perhaps be better. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the point of 
the Senator. The Chair thinks that under the rule the Senator can 
not move to increase the appropriation reported by the committee, on 
the ground that the provision in the act ere er building is only 
a limitation of expenditure and does not require that any money shall 
be appropriated whatever. 

Mr. CONGER. Under the same phrase an appropriation was put in 
here for the increase of the appropriation at Columbus. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. TheChairunderstands that; but that 
was put in on the report of a committee, and that may be done whether 
against the law or pursuant to the law. 

Mr. CONGER. There may -have been a mistake in regard to it. 
Both the Senators from Michigan personally appeared before the com- 
mittee and requested the committee to fix the amount at $250,000, and 
presented that as an amendment which they wished to have reported 
by the committee, If it gives any more formality to have an amend- 
ment sent up to the desk without reading and referred, without any- 
body knowing what it is, to the committee, than to go to the committee 
ie present the amendment directly to them, we should understand 

t. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the amendment had been reported 
from the Committee on Publie Buildings and Grounds, or any other 
appropriate committee, and sent to the Committee on Appropriations, 
then the diffleulty would not have existed. The Chair understands 
the amendment to be submitted by one of the Senators from Michigan 
in his individual right as a Senator. 

Mr. CONGER. The committee informed the Senutors from Michi- 
gan, they acting under their supposed construction of the rule, that they 
could not recommend it becanse they had already struck out every such 
provision from the House bill. Now, the Senate has overruled that, 
and by consequence it should overrule the decision against the amend- 
ment proposed by Senators to the committee, as I have stated. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no estimate whatever for the building at 
Detroit in the Book of Estimates for the coming year. The change of 
limit has been made at this session. We called the Supervising Ar- 
chitect of the Treasury before us with a view of inquiring of him what 
amount he could economically expend at Detroit, Mich., for the build- 
ing, and he stated to us $250,000. Then we investigated the amount 
remaining on the Ist day of January unexpended under former appro- 
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priations and found $149,000. So the buil at Detroit, if the amend- 


ment proposed by the committee shall p , will have $250,000 for 
whatever pu the law authorizes it to be used. 

Mr. CONGER. _I desire to call the attention of the Chair to the first 
clause of Rule XVI. I submit that if we have been mistaken in the 
law it is a new ruling, I think, of the Chair. The first clause of Rule 
XVI, as to amendments to appropriation bills, says: 

No amendment shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect 
of which will be to increase an ls wings already contained in the bill, or to 


add a new item of appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions 
of some existing law, &c. 


Now, we find on the statute-books a law which authorizes the con- 
struction of a building at Detroit, and limits the amount to $500,000. 
We find that there have been appropriated under that provision $250, - 
000. < The law authorizes the expenditure of $250,000 more. 

I do not know why it is, with a rule which provides that no Senator 
shall pass between the Chair and the speaker, thatshall not only be done, 
‘but the attention of the Chair, to whom a Senator is addressing his re- 
AURES e be obstructed by it. Twice during the course of my 
remarks that has been done, and I object to it now and hereafter. 
pi The rule provides that no amendment shall be received 
. — it be made to — Ergan the bbb waged of sonaa wey tte Prog x uay 
on, or vio! passed 
session ; or ke aa aa reget ates by ALOR of 2 9 or — com- 
mittee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of 
some one of the Departments. 
* We come with the first of these propositions, the provisions of an 
existing law, and we ask to increase an appropriation under the pro- 
visions of an existing law within the limits which that law prescribed. 
‘Why is not that of equal force with the estimate of the Treasury De- 
partment or with the recommendation of a committee? I call the at- 
tention of the Chair to that point, and ask, within this provision of 
an admitted existing law by which a building not to cost more than 
$500,000 shall be built, and there remaining à margin of $250,000 of 
ropriation to carry out that law, why an amendment to increase 

e amount within that limit is not in order under Rule XVI? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reason why the Chair expressed 
the opinion, which he will however gladly leave to the Senate for its 
determination, was that all the operations of the Government are car- 
ried on under the provisions of existing law—ships are built, forts are 
built, guns are made, the Indian service is carried on, and so on. The 
Chair thinks that this rule was intended to mean and has always been 
construed to mean (this part of the rule has stood for more than twenty 
years, the Chair thinks) that the right to move by an individual Sena- 
tor, without taking the judgment of a committee and their recommend- 
ing it, and it then being sent to the Committee on Appropriations, is 
the right of an individual Senator to move such an amendment, with- 
out having it referred, as would carry out the provisions of existing 
law which require the expenditure of money; in other words, an obli- 
ree that the money shall be expended for the purpose proposed. 

With any other construction the Chair thinks the rule would be of no 
value at all, because almost every item which proposes to spend money 
in a bill an existing law authorizes to be done. But, as the Chair 
stated, the Chair will submit to the Senate the question as to this 
amendment being in order, it increasing the sum recommended by the 
committee, 

Mr. LAPHAM. Allow me tomakeasinglesuggestion. In the last 
Congress on an appropriation bill I offered just such an amendment as 
this, appropriating money for a public building in Brooklyn, and the 
Senator from Iowa made a point of order on it. The then occupant of 
the chair, when I called his attention to the fact that the limit pro- 
posed by my amendment was within the act authorizing the erection 
of the building, overruled the point of order, and held it was ad- 
missible, and the amendment was carried by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the present 
occupant could not have been in the chairatthe time. He remembers 
no such precedent. 

Mr. LAPHAM. 
was in the chair. 

a precedent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question 
of order to the Senate. Is the Senate ready for the question? Senators 
who are of opinion that the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. PALMER], increasing the sum recommended by the 
Committee on Appropriations, is in order, will say ‘‘ay;’’ those of the 
contrary opinion will say no.“ [Putting the question.] The noes 
appear to have it. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The 8 and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KRELL. I should like to know exactly the point which is 
presented. What is the amendment decided to be out of order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No amendment is decided to be out 
of order. The Chair is submitting the question to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, What is the cular amendment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e i amendment is to in- 
crease the appropri 
to $200,000. 


No; it was in the last Congress, when Judge Davis 
The decision was made by him. I cite it simply as 


The particular 
for the public building at Detroit from $100,000 
e Committee on Appropriations report an amendment 


providing an appropriation of $100,000. The Senator from Michi 

moves to increase that sum to $200,000. The question is whether thi 

amendment increasing the sum above that recommended by the com- 

mittee, not having been reported from a standing or select committee 

ong referred, is in order, there being no estimate of appropriation 
‘or it. 

Mr. PALMER. I will state that the amendment would have been 
referred to the committee if I had not understood from the committee 
that the appropriation to be recommended by them was $250,000. They 
probably, in making the statement that they did to me, took the unex- 
pended balance of $148,000 or $149,000, and then this $100,000 addi- 
tional, making $249,000; but I understood that they were to report an 

propriation of $250,000, and I told them I wanted but $200,000. 
Those are the facts; and it is through no laches of mine that the amend- 
ment was not formally offered in the Senate and referred to the commit- 
tee before to-day. I supposed that this item would come in at $200,- 
000 or $250,000 by way of recommendation. I think under the cireum- 
stances the amendment I propose should be received and adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senate will not, under a desire to accom- 
modate the Senators from Michigan, establish a rule which would allow 
any amendment offered to an appropriation bill to be increased upon 
the motion of a Senator. That rule never has prevailed in the Senate, 
and it,seems to me it would be a very dangerous one to establish. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Is the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Michigan in respect of its increasing the 
sum recommended by the Committee on Appropriations inorder? Sen- 
ators who are of opinion that it is in order will as their names are called 
answer yea; the contrary, ‘‘nay.’’ 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 22, nays 
28; as follows: 


YEAS—22, 
Brown, Ingalls, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Chace, Lapham, Mi Us y 
Conger, MeMillan, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Cullom, Mahone, Riddleberger, W. 
Dolph, Manderson, Sabin, 
George, Miller of Cal., Sawyer, 
NAYS—28. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hampton, Morrill, 
Allison, Edmunds, Harris, Pike, 
‘* e, Jackson, t 
aden, Garland, Jo Plumb, 
Cameron of Wis., Gibson, Kenna, b, 
Coke, jorman, Maxey, Slater, 
Colquitt, Groome, Morgan, Vance. 
ABSENT—26, 
Bayard, Fair, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, 
Blair, Farley, Jonesof Nevada, Sewell, 
Bowen, Hale Lamar, herman 
Butler, Harrison, Logan, Walker, 
Call, Hawley, MePherson, Wilson. 
Cameron of Pa., II ill, Pendleton, 
Cockrell, Toar, Ransom, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate decides that the amend- 
ment, so far as it increases the sum, is not in order. 

Mr. CONGER. I feel an embarrassment about this matter that I 
do not like to fee]. The chairman of the committee stated, and I could 
not find it at the moment turning to it, that there was no estimate for 
this appropriation in the Book of Estimates, and the Chair so put the 
proposition. I was spending my time as rapidly as I could to find the 
estimate, 

I make the same request of the officers that I have of Senators, that 
they do not address the Chair when I am addressing him about a mat- 
ter for his own personal consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks thatit is necessary 
for the officers to address the Chair about current business even when 
Senators are speaking. They will try not to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. CONGER. Then perhaps the same courtesy which requires a 
Senator to suspend until a message from the House shall be received 
might be extended satisfactorily. It comes so often I should like to 
have some rule about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan will 


proceed. 

Mr. CONGER. The Chair made his ruling on the statement of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations that there was no esti- 
mate for this additional money. I find on page 143 of the Book of Es- 
timates for public works: 

— 880 Mich.: Court-house, post-office, &c., completion under present limit, 


It isunder the head of total amount to be appropriated this year; and 
if there is not an estimate for that, there is not an estimate for an item 
in the whole bill, for it turns on exactly the same rule. I will send this 
to the Chair; it is exactly in the same line and mode and manner as 
every estimate in the book. I submit that it is a little irregular to rule 
the amendment out on statements made contrary to the fact when the 
estimate is before us. It is at page 143. I do not like to be the sub- 
ject of that kind of information. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. At the moment I supposed there was no estimate. 
I think the Senator from Michigan makes a fair criticism. I withdraw 
my statement. 
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Mr. CONGER. Then, the statement being withdra 
. the proper ruling of the r 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It appears in the estimates of appro- 
priations as submitted. The Chair thinks that should be considered as 
an estimate affirmative. It appears to be for the coming year. So the 
Chair thinks on that point it is in order. It was understood when the 
Chair submitted the question of order to the Senate that there was not 


ppoe e 


I know it was so stated; and I was unable at the 
moment to find the estimate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator from Michigan that it is 
impossible for me to keep in my memory every item of appropriations 
estimated for or not estimated for by hastily glancing at the Book of 
oe I e the moment that this item was not estimated 


Mr. CON GER. I do not question at all the correctness of the infor- 
mation of the chairman of the committee at that time, but it affects 
very seriously a matter of interest to us, and therefore I called atten- 
tion to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the amend- 
ment that was ruled out on a vote of the Senate will be received. The 
Chair hears no objection. The question is on agreeing to it. The amend- 
ment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 119 strike out the words ‘‘ court-house 
and post-office” and insert the words ‘‘ public buildings;“ in line 120 

strike out the words ‘‘for continuing work on same, one“ and insert 
the word ‘‘two;’’ so as to read: 

For public buildings at Detroit, Mich., $200,000. 


Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator from Michigan that the first 
amendment submitted by him would be more satisfactory than the one 
that he has put in now. 

Mr. PALMER. Does the Senator say that the first amendment would 
be more satisfactory to him? 

Mr. HALE. Neither of them suits me, but I think the first is the 
better one. I have been looking at it since I was on the floor before. 

ae PALMER. I will resume my position and take the first amend- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment was returned to the 
Senator from Michigan. It is not nowat the desk. 

Mr. PALMER. I send up the amendment again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan modifies 
his amendment. It will be read as modified. 

The CuierCLerK. Strike out the paragraph from line 119 to line 121, 
inclusive, and insert: 

For the execution of the provisions of ia act of Congress entitled “An act to 


rovide for 5 erection of a public building at Detroit, Mich.,” approved May 
b ae or for the execution of the provisions of the act of Congress entitled An 
ding to 


b 28 Mich. as the Secretary of the Treasury may determine acco: 
W, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan to the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask to insert at the end of the amendment the 
words: i 

Under the limits of existing law. 

I do not want to increase the amount beyond the sum of $500,000. 

Mr. PALMER. I accept that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan modi- 
fies his amendment. The question is on agreeing to the amendment to 
the amendment as modified. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Michigan, as I understand, under 
this amendment which he offers, does not in any way consider that it 
affects or influences the question of a new sité or building upon the old 
site? 

Mr. PALMER. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. And he has no such intention? 

Mr. PALMER. The intent is, to leave that entirely to the proper 
authorities. There is not the slightest wish on my part, nor on the part 
of any one else that I know of who has spoken for this amendment, to 
influence the location of the site. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Michigan to the amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House requested the return of the concur- 
rent resolution for the printing of 3,500 copies of the first and second 
volumes of ‘‘ Decisions relating to the public lands,’’ prepared under 
the direction of the Department of the Interior. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the res- 
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rovide for the purchase of a site and the erecticn of a public building at qu 


olution of the Senate for the printing of 3,000 copies of the communi- 

cation of the Secretary of State, containing a list of claimants 

mane hy reason of the spoliations committed prior to the 31st of July, 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry 
eee, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 

or other p 
pe reading of the biles resumed. 
next amendment e Committee on A after 
line 121, to insert: ppropriations 8 

For court-house and post-office at Des Moines, Iowa: For extension and com- 
pletion, $45, 

The ROR was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 124, to insert: 

For custom-house at Dubuque, Iowa: For approaches, grading, fencing, and 
paving, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 133, after the word building, 
to strike out “‘ eighty-five” and insert thirty-five;’? so as to make the 
clause read: 
ink bes, 5 and post-office at Fort Wayne, Ind.: For completion of build- 

Mr. ALLISON. That should be 860,000“ instead of ‘* $35,000,” 
under the ruling of the Senate. 

„ How does the Senator get at $60,000 instead of 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill explain it. At this session of Congress a law 

was passed for the public building at Fort Wayne making an appro- 
priation in the law itself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
amend the amendment of the committee, in line 133, by striking out 
“thirty-five” and inserting ‘‘sixty’’ before the word “thousand.” 

Mr. VOORHEES. Eighty-five thousand dollarsis the amount named 
in the bill as it came from the House. “Why is 60,000 proposed ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Because at this session of Congress the limit of the 
Fort Wayne building has been extended $25,000; and in the act ex- 
tending the limit there is an appropriation of $25,000; and with the 
$60,000 there will be a sufficient sum under the new limit. 

Mr. VOORHEES. My reason for inquiring is that the House makes 
to sum $85,000. The explanation of the Senator from Iowa is satis- 

tory. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 139, after the word ‘‘ac- 
to strike out ‘‘such’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ in line 140, after 
the word additional,“ to insert lots of; in same line, after the 
word ground,“ to insert “adjoining those already purchased; and 
in Iine 142, aſter the word 3 to strike out twenty and 
insert ten; o as to make the clause read 


The Seere! of the Treasury is hereby authorized out of any money here- 


tofore appro) for the purpose of purchasin a site and erecti me 
building > the city of Galveston, Tex., b — te acquire three additio imal 
lots of und joining those already purchased for a public building ine Gat. 
veston, Tex.,as he may deem necessary, at a cost not exceeding $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after line 143, to insert: 
2 custom-house at Galveston, Tex.: For completion under present limit, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 149, to increase the appropriation 
“for court-house and post-office at Greensborough, N. C.: For ap- 
proaches, grading, fencing, and paving,” from $5,000 to $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, and lines 150, 151, and 152 
pes read, as follows: 
ane ‘ton at Hannibal, Mo.: For completion of building under present 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 151 I move to strike out the words under 
present limit“ and to strike out 837,500“ and insert $55,500.” 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 152, to insert: 

F 
inet Der and) agg at Harrisonburg, Va.: For approaches, grad- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to increase the appropriation ‘‘ for court- 
house and post-office at Jackson, Tenn.: For approaches, grading, fenc- 
ing, and paving,” from $5,000 to $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 160, after the word for, to 
strike out completion of the building, $32,000; and the entire cost of 
said building, including site, shall not exceed $132,000,” and to insert 
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*‘ approaches, grading, fencing, and paving, $10,000; ” so as to make the | will return to the consideration of the amendment proposed by the 
clause read: 


use 

For court-house and post-office at Jefferson City, Mo. : 
ing, fencing, and paving, $10,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. Under the decision of the Senate that amendment 
should not be agreed to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair), The 
Chair did not hear the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. This amendmentshould be di to if the Sen- 
sate intends to adhere to its vote in the Columbus, Ohio, case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 167, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘‘for custom-house and post-office at Kansas City, Mo.: For 
completion of approaches, clock, and sewer connections,’’ from $15,000 
to $20,000. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, che line 167, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Marquette, Mich.: For completion under 
present limit, $50,000. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, ie line 170, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Keokuk, Iowa: For purchase of site and 
-completion of building, $100,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 174 to 
177 inclusive; as follows: 


For custom-house and post-office at Saint Joseph, Mo.: For continuation of 
‘building, 990,000; and the entire cost of said buil ‘and ‘approaches, including 
si ot exceed $300,000, 


For approaches, grad- 


Mr. COCKRELL. That amendment is to be disagreed to under the 
‘same rule. 

Mr. VEST. That amendment comes under the same rule as the 
Columbus case. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the committee to strike out the clause. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 179, to increase the appro- 
priation “ for court-house and post-office at Louisville, Ky.: For con- 
tinuation,’’ from $75,000 to ae 000. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, see line 185, to insert: 

house and Moe at Ga.: For purchase of site and com- 
2 stn mea a eine. Macon, p 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to ‘strike out from line 192 to line 196 
inclusive, in the e = 


For post-office, internal . offices at Minneapo! 
r con on of bu iding 0, That the entire cost 
— Fo: — — ae 000: Provided, 
Mr.SABIN. I ask the Senate to non-concur in the recommendation 
of the committee. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is one of the cases that come under the rul- 
ing of the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 198, before the word“ re- 
pairs,’’ to strike out ‘‘completion;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

3 Orleans, La.: For repairs, plumbing, and drainage, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to this 
amendment. 

Mr. BECK. Ido not quite understand. Is the Minneapolis matter 
passed? I do not object to the disagreement with the committee's 
amendment, but I desire to strike out the proviso, which reads: 

Provided, That the entire cost of said building shall not exceed $500,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Kentucky that the question now is on striking out the word 
completion,“ in line 198. 

Mr. BECK. I ask consent to go back to that proviso for a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we go back to that we shall have to go back to 
the others. I consented myself to reject that amendment with a view 
that those provisions should all stand upon an equality. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is objection, in 
the Chair—— 

Mr. BECK. The vote was taken while I was on my feet trying to 
be heard. I was willing that the amendment of the committee might 
be disagreed to, but that did not dispose of the ph, and the 
Secretary commenced reading before I could geta BS stings. to say a word. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I shall make no point on that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection is made the Senate 


in the opinion of 


committee, beginning in line 192. The Chair hears no objection. The 
question recurs on agreeing to the amendment of the —.— strik- 
ing out the clause. 

Mr. BECK. I move fo amend the amendment by striking out the 

roviso beginning at the word provided, inline 194, down to and in- 
cluding the word “ dollars,“ in line 196, and for this reason: This pro- 
yision has not passed either House. The House of Representatives, as 
we know, passed this bill under a suspension of the rules, so that the 
House really never saw it. There is no court held at Minneapolis. The 
internal- revenue business there amounts to almost nothing, simply the 
watching of wholesale and retail liquor dealers and cigar-makers; and 
for a post-office building alone to have a $500,000 limitation, when it 
started, I believe, with $110,000, ought not to be. Iam willing to vote 
all the money that they ask and let the limitation be fixed hereafter 
when the House and the Senate and the appropriate committees of each 
House shall have had a fair chance to look at it. 

I desire to give Minneapolis all that the bill proposes to give it, but 
I do not wish to make any provision by which they will erect a $500,000 
building simply for a post-office and for internal-revenue offices, when 
the internal-revenue business amounts to almost nothing. The courts 
are held at Saint Paul, within six or seven miles of Minneapolis. The 
communications between the two cities are constant; every half hour 
I believe. There is no pretense that anything is needed Sope a good 

fice building, with a room or two in it for the internal-revenue 
collections. Minneapolis isa great city and a growing city, and the 
building ought to be a handsome one because it is a handsome city, but 
$200,000 or $250,000 at the outside is all that could be 3 ex- 
pended i in justice to the other parts of the country and the buildings 
in the other cities of the country simply for a 8 in that city. 

That is the reason why I desire now to strike out the limitation 
while giving the money that the House has given. 

Mr. SABIN. I trust that the amendment of the Senator from Ken- 
tucky will not prevail. The city of Minneapolis is a city containing 
140,000 or 150,000 inhabitants. It is a city the growth of which has 
been almost phenomenal and the growth of which in the future can 
scarcely be estimated. The amount named in the bill, $500,000, is not 
an exorbitant sum considering the location and the prospects of that 
city situated in the heart of the t Northwest. 

I trust that the paragraph will remain as it came from the House 
and that 8 roviso will be retained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Kentucky to the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. [Putting question.] The 
noes appear to have it. 

Mr. BECK. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Let the amendment to the amendment be read, 
so that Senators may understand it. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The amendment to the amendment 
will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word dollars,“ in line 194, strike 
out the following proviso: 


Provided, That the entire cost of such building shall not exceed $500,000, 


The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 20, nays 
35; as follows: 


YEAS—20. 
Bayard, Cok Ingalls, dleton 
Beck Col ruitt, Jackson, Plumb, ” 
ae Garland, econ Soe, 
utler, . Ham organ, ance, 
n tak Morrill, Williams, 
NAYS—35. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
n Dolph, ham, Sabin, 
Blair, Fair, McMillan, Sawyer, 
ly Frye Manderson, well, 
Cameron of Pa., Miller of Vest, 
Cameron of Wis, Hawley, Miller of N. V, V 
Chace, oar, x Walker, 
Conger, Jonas, Palmer, Wilson, 
Cullom, Jones of Florida, Pike, 
ABSENT—21. 
Bowen Gorman, „ + 
i, Groome, McPherson. —— 
Edmunds, Hale, one. Van Wyck 
Farley, Hill, Pugh, 
rge, Kenna, Ransom, 
Gibson, A Riddleberger, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFEICER. The question recurs on agreeing to 


the amendment proposed by the committee, which is to strike out from 
and including line 192 to and including line 196. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on 5 to 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations in line 198, before 
the word ‘‘ repairs,’’ to strike out the word completion.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 199, to insert: 

Forcourt-house and post-office at New Vork, N. V.;: For iron shed for shelter 
of mail-wagons and force employed in delivery of mails, and for extension of 
mezzanine gallery for the proper accommodation Lof the postal business, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 204, to insert: 

For court-house and post-office at Oxford, Miss. For approaches, fences, grad- 
ing, and paving, $7,500. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after the word ‘‘for,’’ at the end of line 
208, to strike out ‘‘ continuation ™ and insert completion;“ and in 
line 210, before the word thousand,“ to strike out fifty“ and insert 
‘seventy-five ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For post-office and court-houseat Peoria, III.: For completion of building un- 
der present limit, $75,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. In line 210 I move tostrike out the words ‘‘seventy- 
five,” before ‘‘ thousand,” and insert one hundred;’’ so as to read 
8100, 000.“ 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not insist on that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will hear me for a moment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will. 

Mr. CULLOM. The item that I propose to amend is in reference to 
the court-house at Peoria, III. I think the amendment which I suggest 
ought to be adopted. As most Senators perhaps know, the business at 
that city is very-large, and the building that would be built if com- 
pleted under the statute as it stands to-day would not be near sufficient 
to accommodate the public interests in that cit; 

As the Senator from Iowa will see, under 0 form of the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, the building would 
necessarily have to be completed with the $75,000 appropriated in the 
bill. The building has been in pora and is now up to the top of 
the second OTRA is waiting for determination by this Congress 
whether there 1 be an additional appropriation so that a third Story 
may be put upon the building, which will make it sufficient to accom- 
modate the public interests. 

This is just one of that class of cases where clearly the equity and 
right in the premises would justify the amendment which I have asked 
to be adopted, and I hope the Committee on Appropriations will make 
no eker to it, at least so far as a point of order is concerned, so as 
to let the Senate vote upon the question whether they will agree to the 
increased appropriation which I pro 

I might go into a general discussion of the vast amount of revenue 
which 12 705 ected in that city and the public business done there, so as 
to show conclusively that the building if finished under the present 
law will not be sufficient to accommodate the publicinterests. It will 
either have to be finished as a two-story building and an insufficient 
one, or it will have to stand there for another year, unless my amend- 
ment is 2888 I hope, therefore, that the chairman and other mem- 
bers of the Committee on Appropriations will make no objection to the 
Ey and allow the $25,000 increase which I propose. 

N. For the building at Peoria, III., the limit is $225,000. 
That Grini att Fahd to build a very good building at Peoria. The 
estimate for year is only $75,000. I trust therefore that the Sen- 
ator from Illinois will not at this moment press his amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Secretary of the has recommended 
that this increase be made, and that it be made at this session in view 
of the fact that the building has reached a point of construction where 
it will either have to be completed under the appropriations now made 
or stand until another session of Congress. I give my word to Senators 
upon this question that unless the appropriation is increased the build- 
ing will not be sufficient in size to accommodate the public interests in 

t city. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to ask the Senator if the building can be 

changed in its general plan by the amendment proposed. 

Mr. CULLOM. It can be changed by adding a story to the build- 
ing. It is a two-story building as o ny designed. Itis built up 
to the top of the second story. All is necessary is to go on-with 
the third story and make the building Pioli 

. Mr. ALLISON. I can not understand why it requires over $200,000 
to build a two-story building. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator will understand that some $45,000 of 
the original appropriation went to the purchase of ground upon which 
the building was to be located, which reduced the amount for the 
building. I desire the Senate to understand that the city of Peoria is 
a city which pays more taxes than almost any other city in this coun- 
try and consequently has more need of a public buiding. 

Mr. ALLISON. Notwithstanding that, I must e the point of 
order upon the Senator’s amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa raises the 
point of order upon the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illi- 
nois. The Chair is of opinion that the point of order is well taken. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not like to appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
but I insist that the amendment ought to be adopted, I hope the 
Committee on Appropriations will not stand here and raise a technical 
point where there are other buildings just exactly like it, so far as 


merits are concerned, but which do not happen to be in the same cat- 
egory on the question of order and get through, while some are ruled 
out. I shall have to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The “‘ayes”’ appear to have it. The ‘‘ayes’’ have it. The 
decision of the Chair is sustained. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask that the President of the Senate submit the 
question to the Senate not technically upon the question of order, but 
upon 825 point whether the amendment may be allowed to be made to 
the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. That can not be done, Mr. President. 

Mr. HARRIS. ‘The question of order has been raised and settled. 
I suggest to the Senator from Illinois that he may perhaps in some 
measure accomplish his object by asking the Senate to disagree to the 
committee amendment striking out the word ‘‘ continuation ’’ and in- 
serting the word completion“ in line 209. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senate refuses to increase the amount, then 
I ask that the word completion“ be stricken out, and that the word 
‘* continuation,” which the committee proposed to strike out, shall be 
allowed to stand in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Illinois that there is no pending proposition to increase the amount 
except as made by the Committee on Appropriations. The Senator’s 
amendment has been ruled out of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I move that the word ‘‘completion’’ be 
stricken out and that the word“ continuation,’’ which the committee 
has reported to strike out, be allowed to remain in the bill. 8 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will s t to the Senator 
from Illinois that all that would be necessary would be for the Senate 
to di to the amendment reported by the committee, which would 
leave the word ‘‘completion ” to stand. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will put it in that form. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question is on to the 
amendment of the committee, in line 209, to strike out the word con- 
tinuation and insert the word “completion. n. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 8 now is on to 


the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, in line 210, to in- 
crease the appropriation from $50,000 to $75,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 211, after the word for,“ 
where itoccurs the second time, to strike out ‘completion of building, 
830,000, and insert approaches, fencing, grading, and paving, $10,- 
000; so as to make the clause read: 


phe noe Poughkeepsie, N. Y.: for approaches, fencing, grading, and 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. That is the same as the Columbus and 
other cases. Iwish to have the amendment disagreed to. I understand 
the committee have given their consent to that. This is one of the 
cases already decided, and by the 5 of the committee these 
amendments are to be di 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Lerche question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the committee. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment was, to strike out the following clause, from 214 
to 238, inclusive: 
That the of the Treasury is authorized and directed to sell at 
8 auction, in city of Philadsiphia, P P. to the — eg bidder, after thirty 
notice in four of the principal newspapers publ in the oity of Phila- 
ia, in one or more es Sa eee eared ee use 


resent 

the time and place of EA — y to be 

pad y . the "treasury at a date not later tan n h pow days after 
pate age eo 3 act, and at a price not less than $300,000, wi 
any or all bids and to readve and offer the said pro netan 
to secure the value thereo and 


the cost to 
of the 


of the 


as often as may be n 


the property may be thus sold. 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 241, to insert: 


For post-office at Reading, Pu.: For purchase a site and completion of build- 
ing, $30,000. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 244, to insert: 

For public building at Richmond, Va.: For enlargement of building, $50,000 
The amendment was to. 


The next amendment was, after line 248, to insert: 


For post-office at Sacramento, Cal.: For purchase of site and completion of 
building, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was to strike out lines 258 and 259, as follows: 
F Syracuse, N. Y.: For completion of building, 
Mr. LAPHAM. That is one of the cases in which the Senate has al- 
ready overruled the committee. I hope the Senate will disagree to that 
amendment. It comes within the same class. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment, 
The amendment was rejected. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 265, to insert: 
court- fice at Troy, N. V.: For purchase of site and com- 
mencing the erection of building, $100,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
3 after line 268, to insert: 
‘or court-house and 1 at Tyler, Tex.: For purchase of site and com- 
pee of building, $50,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 271, to insert: 
For court-house and Moe at Wichita, Kans.: For purchase of site and com- 
pletion of building, $50,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out lines 282, 283, and 284, in the 
following words: 
Extensive rs to roof, $6,400; and annual repairs to Treasury building, 
$6,000; in all, $12,400. 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 
ld con A re wo! 
crate casi et eer enon coe oe 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, in Ihe 292, before the word thousand, 
to strike out fifty and insert “seventy-five; » so as to make the 
clause read: 


For repairs and preservation of punio buildings: Repairs 
of custom-houses, Scart bonnes: post a" ae other pubic bi bal 
the control of Treasury Be 81 „ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 305 to 
line 315, inclusive, in the following words: 


reservation 
under 


‘That hereafter no plan shall be prepared or approved by the Secretary of e 
Treasury for any public 5 — n Congress to be erected unti 
after the site therefor shall ha p' and paid for; and he shall wae 


authorize or anes rove of any pate for any such build which shall involve a 
7 i 


co expen n the completion of such lagy ra fria and reat hae roaches thereto 
the amount that shall remain of the sum specifi w authorizing 


the erection of such building as the limit of the cost of ‘the site and building 
after the site shall have been paid pi 

The amendment was 

Mr. VEST. I offer the following amendment, after line 315, to in- 


sert 

Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator to withhold that until after the 
committee amendments are disposed of. That was the understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair tltinks that was the under- 
standing of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. That I believe is the rule of the Senate also. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it is. The reading 
of the bill will be continued. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on . was, in the appropriations for light- 
houses, beacons, and fog signals, in line 319, to increase the item of 
appropriation ‘‘for establishing a light on Romer Shoal, in the lower 
bay of New Vork,“ from $20,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, after the word „dollars,“ in line 323, to 
insert to be immediately available;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

ee ee Shoal 1 , Virginia: For the construction and estab- 


lishment of an iron light-ship, wi 8 , for Winter-Quarter Shoal, Vir- 
ginia, $39,000, to be immediately available, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALLISON. There was one light-house omitted, and I move to 
insert, after line 323, from the Committee on Appropriations: 

For the construction of a light-house at Plantation Inlet, near the mouth of 
Chesapeake Bay, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 326, to increase the appro- 
priation ‘‘for a light-house and fog-bell on Bush’s Bluff, Elizabeth 
River, near Norfolk, Va., from $20,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line332, before the word thousand, 
to strike out “‘ five” and insert ten;“ and in the same line, after the 
word ‘‘dollars,’’ to insert to be immediately available 88 
the clause read: 


Hunting Island t-station, South Carolina; For protect the site of the 
light-house at es a Island, South Carolina, 810,000, to be — immediately avail- 


othe amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in line 334, after the word for,“ tostrike 
out continuing“ and insert ‘‘completing;’’ and in line before the 


word ‘‘ thousand,’’ to strike out thirty” and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ so 
as make the clause read: 


Mosquito Inlet it-station, Florida: F. 
n ng IN n, or completing the light-house at Mos- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment in line 338, to increase the appropriation 
wea a light at Anclote Keys, Florida, from $15,000 to 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 342, to insert: 


The amendment was 
The next amendment was, afte line 348, to insert: 


Hell Gate electric light, New York: For the of land for the site of 
the electric light tower established at s Point, near Hell Gate, 
New York, $10,000, 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 355, to insert: 


Pipe Island light-station, Michigan: For establishment of a light upon 
Island, M n, to form a range to guide into the Detour Nase, r a 


Mary’ s River, $10,000. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to amend by adding the words to be im- 
mediately available.“ There can be no objection to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will not do that. There is no 


reason for making any one of these items immediately available more 
than another except where the work can be completed during the cur- 
rent year. 

Mr. CONGER. This is asmallrange-light. It can be completed in 
a month or six weeks at the most. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. I had rather agree to it than spend time 
upon it. 

Mtr. CONGER. All right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 359, to insert: 


Saint Mary’s River ranges, Michi; For erecti 
aoe the dredged cut in Saint Mary's River, sear Houad Ea — Movies 


Mr. ALLISON. Let the same amendment be made to that. 
Mr. CONGER. I move the same amendment there. 
To be immediately available. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The reading of the bill was resum 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 366, after the word dollars,“ to insert to be immediately avail- 
able;’’ so as to read: 


Detroit River light-house;: For the completion of he light-house at or near 
the mouth of the Detroit River, in Lake Erie, $18,000, to be immediately available, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 370, to increase the appropriation 
“ for continuing the construction of a light-house on Northwest Seal 
Rock, off Point Saint George, N from $30,000 to $75,000. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment: was, peal line 371, to insert: 


pre Island fog-signal, California: For in of. enn Angel 
San Francisco Bay, California, $4,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 376, after the word establishing,“ 
to strike out complete; and in line 378, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand,’’ to strike out “í twenty-five”? and insect forty so as to make 
the clause read: 


Destruction Island light-station, Was 
ae Tight and fog-signal on 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the following clause from line 
379 to 381, inclusive: s 

That appropriations made by this act shall not be 5 before the Ist day 
of July. except where expressly provided herein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 432, to reduce*the total amount 
of the appropriation ‘‘ for pay of crews of surfmen employed at the life- 
ering and life-boat stations during the period of actual employment,“ 

‘and miscellaneous expenses that can not be included A 
cake head of life-saving stations on the coasts of the United States 
from $730,000 to $710,000. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire toask the chairman of the committee whether 
the wording of this provision would not exclude payment to those mem- 
bers of the Life-Saving Service who have become disabled and under an 
act of Congress are entitled to pay for the year following whether in 
service or not, or, if they are dead, their widows. I fear that is not in- 


: For 1 — a 


Terri! 
on Island, ashington T Territory, 


eluded in this. I call attention to the clause from line 412 to 432. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is in the language of last year’s bill. 
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Mr. CONGER. Since that time we have passed a law giving one 


ear’s salary to ms injured while in actual duty. 
Mr. ALLISON. I fale at this session some RE has been passed 
giving additional pay or pension to these people. 

Mr. CONGER. At the close of the last session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can notstate to the Senator whether the lan 
here employed would cover the provisions of that law or not. ere 
is nos estimate that I know of covering that provision. We had 
the chief the Life-Saving Service before us and he assented to this pro- 
vision. 

Mr. CONGER. Thatmay have been provided for in the general bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that the committee did 
not specially examine that. We took it for granted that the chief of 
this service, who is usually pretty prompt and pretty vigorous in asking 
for whatever is necessary to maintain the establishment, would have 
called attention to it if it was wrong. I think the Senator will find 
that there is no difficulty in the way. 

Mr. CONGER. If it may be understood that if, after examining the 
general bill making appropriations for that service it is found not to be 
provided for in that, we may return to this and offer an amendment to 
secure those who have been injured in the service and their widows—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
whole bill will be open 58 amendment after the committee amend: 
ments have been disposed of. 

Mr. CONGER. _ I will wait until that time and examine the mabject: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment in line 432. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 435, to increase the appro- 
priation for establishing new life-saving stations and life-boat stations 
on the sea and lake coasts of the United States ’’ from $25,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I desire to ask the chairman of the 
committee if the chief of the Life-Saving Bureau made any statement 
as to the proposed necessities of theservice for new life-saving stations ? 
I see the committee have increased this item from $25,000 to $50,000, 
but as I am advised the whole amount of $50,000 is needed for new sta- 
tions on the Pacific coast alone. 

Mr. ALLISON. Some two or three years ago we passed a bill pro- 
viding for forty new life-saving stations, and the chief of the Life 
ing Service said to us that with this $50,000 he could establish ten new 
life-saving stations, and that that was about the required number for 
the next fiscal year. He did not state where they were to be located. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. That is satisfactory. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to strike out the following clause, 
from line 450 to line 453: 

That the Secretary of the Navy be, and is hereby, directed to transfer to the 


Treasury Department, for use as a reyenue cutter in the waters of Alaska, the 
Bear, one of the vessels of the late Greely relief expedition. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 503, to increase the appropriation 
“for salaries of keepers of. light-houses : For salaries, fuel, rations, 
rent of quarters, where necessary, and similar incidental of 
1,015 light-keepers and fog-si keepers, ’’ from $575,000 to $585,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to increase the appropriation for ex- 
penses of light-vessels: For seamen’s wages, rations, repairs, salaries, 
supplies, and incidental expenses of thirty light-ships,’’ from $220,000 
to $230,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, before the word thousand, in line 514, to 
3 out twenty“ and insert twenty-flve;“ so as to make the clause 


For expenses of buoy: eas expenses of raising, cleaning, painting, un 
ing, removing, and mpo zing ows osses of 3 indles, an Fe ee 
for the maintenance o 2 ing: buoys and Fikra: and for Tatoos sin! 
and similar necessaries, 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, in line 518, before the word thousand, to 
strike out “fifty” and insert “seventy; so as to make the clause read: 

For 8 of fog-si; a For establishing, renewing, duplicating, and im- 
proving fog-signals and connected t erewith, and for Sepals and in- 
cidental expenses of the — „000. 

The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, at the end of line 530, to insert the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That so much as may be necessary of the aN E nded balance of the 
appropriation for lighting and bao of the e Mississippi. Missouri, and Ohio 
Rivers for the year ending June 30, 1884, may be used todefray the expense 
of repairing the light-house tender Lily, damaged by fire September 20, 1884. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 547. 

Mr. CONGER. I desiré to call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to this paragraph, ending in line 547: 
For maintenance of lighted buoys: For the maintenance of light-buoys now in 


I move to strike out the words now in use,“ so that the Light- 
powe Board may change the light-buoys from point to point, as may 


necessary. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment is not in order now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that under the order of the Senate the amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations are being disposed of. It will be in order when the 
bill has been read through to propose other amendments. 

Mr. CONGER. I will reserve it, then, until the reading is completed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations “‘ for Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, in line 569, after the word Head,“ to strike out 

‘seven thousand five hundred”? and insert nine thousand; ; and in 
line 570, after the word dollars,“ to insert of which sum $1,500 shall 
be immediately available;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For continuing the survey of the coast of Maine eastward from Englishman's 
Bay toward Quoddy Head, $9,000, of which sum $1,500 shall be immediately 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the word „Sound,“ at the end of 
line 575, to strike out ‘‘thirteen thousand and insert .“‘ fifteen thou- 
sand five hundred; and after the word dollars,“ in line 576, to insert 
“of which sum $2,500 shall be immediately available;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For continuing resurvey of Tong Island Sound, $15,500, of which sum $2,500 
shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in Jine 654, before the word thousand,“ 
to strike out thirty-eight ” and insert ‘‘ forty-two;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

And 10 per cent. of the foregoing amounts shall be available interchangeably 
for expenditure on the objects named; in all, for party expenses, $142,500. 

The amendment was a; to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 623. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 622 the committee anthorize me to move to 
strike out ‘‘ five” and insert eight.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first “‘five’’ or the second? 

Mr. ALLISON. The first five.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa proposes in 
line 622 to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert eight; so as to make the 
clause read: 


For continuing the topographical survey of the coast of Southern California, 
including the necessary supplementary surveys near San Francisco, $8,500. - 
The amendment was 


agreed to, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say that at a later stage that will require an 
amendment in line 493. I will call attention to it later. It will 
necessitate the rechanging of totals to the amount of $3,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment referred to by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated by the Chief Clerk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 493 strike out 8350, 000“ and insert 
** $353,000.77 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair believes that is the amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by the Senator from Iowa. It can be 
acted on now. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not the place. I will reserve that for the 
moment. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 626. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. There is an error in line 625. The 
name Sancelito“ should be Saucelito.“ I move to strike out San- 
celito“ and insert ‘‘ Saucelito.”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 5 will be made if 
there be no objection. 

The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, before the word ‘‘ thousand,“ in line 
654, to strike out “thirty-eight and insert ‘‘ forty-two.” 

Mr. ALLISON. It should be $42,800. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa proposes to 
amend by inserting eight hundred.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert eight.“ 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The addition should be $3,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ten per cent. of these appropriations is reserved 
interchangeably. 

The PRESIDI NG OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa will be considered as to if there be no objection. The 
question is onthe amendment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to, so as to make the clause 
read as follows: 

And 10 per cent. of the foregoing amounts shall be available interchangeably 
for expenditure on the objects named; in all, for party expenses, $1: 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the duty of the Chair, o hour 
of 1 o'clock having arrived, to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which is the bill ( H. R. 7299) forfeiting a part of certain 
lands granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the construction of rail- 
roads in that State, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that bre gave’ order 
may be informally laid aside in order that we may p with this 
appropriation bill. 
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MARCE 2, 


SAINT PAUL AND SIOUX CITY RAILROAD LANDS. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the regular order be informally laid aside in order that 
the Senate may continue the consideration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to inquire what the regular order now 
laid before the Senate is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title will be read again. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 7299) e a part of certain 
lands granted to the State of Iowa to aid in the co: on of railroads 
in that State, and for other Motion 

Mr. McMILLAN. inquire if that is the bill which was under 
consideration on e fe the adjournment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Then I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Minnesota objects. 

Mr. McMILLAN. If the Senator from Iowa will yield to me I will 
move that the bill be laid upon the table. It has already occupied one 
day of debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent to say a word. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Ido not yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota declines 
to yield. 

itr. ALLISON, Is De making a speech? 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam making a statement. That bill has occu- 
pied one entire day of the Senate’s time in debate, and it would occupy 
two or three days more if there were that much of the session remain- 
ing. Itis interfering seriously with business, and I move thatthe bill 
be laid on the table. 

Mr. ALLISON. Pending that motion 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Minnesota is not debatable. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that; I do not propose to debate it; 
but pending that motion, I ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
be informally laid aside, in order that we may proceed with the ap- 
propriation bill, and pending that I desire unanimous consent to say 
one word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection the Senator 
from Iowa will be allowed to make a statement. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Michigan will not inter- 

an advantage which he has at this moment to get rid of another 
bill which I do not propose to interfere with one way or the other. I 
ask what has never before been denied, unanimous consent to proceed 
with the appropriation bill without affecting the pending orders, what- 
ever they may be. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Lask unanimous consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
Minnesota being heard? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I do not think that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has pursued a proper course in making the re- 
marks he has in using the power of the Committee on Appropriations 
to protect this bill which I have moved to lay on the table. To at- 
tempt to raise an issue between me and the Senate in regard to the 
merits of this motion is not I think entirely fair. I present no contest 
of that kind. I desire to proceed with the bill the Senator has had be- 
fore the Senate this morning; and it is for the reason that I desire the 
sundry civil bill to be di of without interruption that I make 
this motion. It will take no time to dispose of this motion except 
what is required to take the vote of the Senate; and to attempt to an- 
tagonize it with the weight of the Committee on Appropriations is not, 
I think, exceedingly fair. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will say to Senators that 
the pending motion is not a debatable motion. If any Senator asks 
unanimous consent to be heard the Chair will put the request of the 
Senator. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent to be heard on this question. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON. I do not desire to antagonize the appropriation bill 
with the pending order. I desired and to the tor from 
Minnesota that we allow this to be laid aside informally in order that 
the Senate might proceed with the consideration of the appropriation 
bill; and when that shall have been completed, if the Senator from Min- 
nesota desires then to make his motion to lay the bill on the table, he 
can do so and have atest vote. But I do not desire that advantage taken 
now when the Senate is anxious to proceed with this appropriation bill. 
Let it go over thes irks and when we shall have concluded the ap- 
pe priation bill, then if he desires to take a test vote on the motion to 

yy on the table I shall have no objection, for I do not desire to occupy 
the time of the Senate on that bill. I shall not, if we come to the dis- 
cussion of it, occupy more than five minutes of the time of the Senate 
in what I desire to submit concerning it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Mr. President 

mae PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota is not in 
order. 


Mr. ALLISON. I object to any further debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to debate, 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to withdraw—— 

Mr. ALLISON. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator rise to debate the 
question? 

Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; I do not rise to debate it. I yield to 
the power of the Committee on Appropriations and withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota with- 
draws his motion. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I ask unanimous consent 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending question be laid aside informally, and 
that the Senate continue the consideration of the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill? Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I desire to say to the Senator from Minnesota 
that it is both unjust and unfair to the Committee on Appropriations 
to assert that they are interposing anything here, and I do not wish 
that imputation to be cast upon the committee. I only ask in this re- 

that this bill, whatever it is, shall be treated as everthing else in- 
ormally laid aside in order that the business of the Senate may be pro- 
ceeded with in reference to appropriations. 

Mr. MCMILLAN. In justice to myself I desire to say that the time 
consumed in opposing this motion has been much greater than would 
have been consumed in taking a vote of the Senate upon the motion to 
lay the bill on the table. This is a question of great importance, in- 
volving public and private rights, and it is my duty as a member of 
the Senate to take all the opportunities I have to protect those rights. 
The Senator from Iowa in charge of this bill, it seems to me, has in- 
terfered with the motion that I had made without any necessity for 
doing so. 

RETURN OF A HOUSE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the following 
resolution of the House of Representatives: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 2, 1835. 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to request the Senate to re- 
turn to the House of Representatives the concurrent resolution of February 27, 
1835, providing for — printing of the first and second volumes of Decisions 

relating to Bend public la > which was by mistake communicated to the 
Senate as having passed the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate agree to the request 
of the House of Representatives for the return of this resolution? 

There being no objection, the request was granted. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had ed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were pon signed 


by the President pro tempore: 

vA bill (H. R. 441) for the completion of a public building at Council 
Bluffs, Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 577) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to 
the city of Kerwin, in the State of 

A bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck; 

A bill (H. R. 2158) for the benefit of John C. Herndon; 

A bill (H. R. 2268) for the relief of John F. Severance; 

A bill (H. R. 3058) to amend section 1889, chapter 1, title 23 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to general incorporation 
acts of Territories; 

A bill (H. R. 4280) to increase the pension of Mrs. Martha C. Breese; 

A bill (H. R. 4382) for the relief of William H. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the claims of offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property destroyed 
in the military service of the United States; 

A bill 1 5 R. 6940) granting a pension to Sarah M. Bissell; 

A bill (H. R. 8030) making an e r for the Agricultural De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8120) making a — — ſor the support of the 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; 
and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 124) authorizing the collector of the port of 
New York to deliver, free of duty, a silver cup won by Sergt. A. B. 
Van Heusen, as a member of the American rifle team at Wimbledon, 
in July, 1883. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. , I ask consent to make a report at this time so that 
it may be placed on the Calendar without printing, as I wish to call it 
up to-day. 

11 am 8 by the Committee on Finance, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2669) to authorize the aera fg the Treasury to issue a du- 
punte certificate of deposit to the People’s National Bank of Lawrence- 

urg, Ind., to report it without amendment. I do not ask that the re- 

Paot be printed. We have adopted the House report, and therefore it 
not TT to print it. 

BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 

the b bill (H. R. 7618) granting a pension to Harry H. G. Kislingbury, 
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Walter F. Kislingbury, Wheeler Schofield Kislingbury, and Do 

E. L. ury, respectively, children of the late Frederick E. 

lingbury, a lieutenant in the leventh Regiment United States Infan- 

try, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
Mr. CAMDEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 

ferred the bill (H. R. 2872) granting a pension to Jacob Funkhouser, 

rted it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

5 — SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 

referred a letter of the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compliance 

with law, an abstract of the military force of the United States, re- 

ported it back with a recommendation that it be printed; which -was 


agreed to. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair) presented a 
petition of the department encampment of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public of Indiana, praying that General U. 8. Grant be immediately 
placed on the retired-list of the Army on full pay; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I ask unanimous consent to present a 
joint resolution of the General Assembly of the State of California, in 
regard to the Indian-war debt of that State. I do so because I desire 
it to go before the Committee on Appropriations before the deficiency 
bill is acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion of the islature of California will be received, read, and referred. 

‘The resolution was read, and referred to the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, as follows: 


Assembly joint resolution No. 73, adopted March 30, 1878. 


Resolved by the assembly oe the State of California (the senate concurring), First. 
That our Senators be instructed and our Representatives requested to urge upon 
Congress the immediate 8 of all bonds, Sopon, and certificates of cou- 
pons the State of California for expenses incurred in the Indian wars 
which have not been paid by the General Government. Second, That his ex- 
eellency the governor be requested to cause a statement of all such bonds, 

„and coupons, and of the circumstances connected therewith, to be 
pre by the comptroller, and upon such statement being prepared to cause an 
application to be made to Congress, in the name of the State of California, for the 
payment of said bonds, coupons, and certificates. Third. And that he forward 
a copy of these resolutions to each of our Senators and Representatives in Con- 


gress, 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, DEPARTMENT OF STATE. 
I, Thomas L. Thompson, secretary of state of the State of California, do hereby 
certify that I have carefully compa: red the annexed copy of assembly joint reso- 
lution No. 73, ad by the Legislature of the State of California on the 30th da: 
5 „1878, with the original now on filein my ea) and that the same 
correct ti therefrom and of the whole thereof. Also, that this authen- 
fication is in due form and by the oe officer, 
Witness my hand and ee promt eek of State, at office in Sacramento, Cal., the 
8d day of January, A. D. 1885. 
[sEAL.) 
T. L. THOMPSON, 


By A. E. SHATTUOK Deputy, 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to pre- 
sent several joint resolutions of the ature of Pennsylvania. 
a PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 


2 e of eee po 8 a joint resolution of the 
of Pennsylvania, in favor of the passage of an act placing 
General U. 8. Grant on the retired-list; which was ordered to Bean the 
table, and be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
In tHe HOUSE or — Tres, February 8, 1885. 


dignatio among th soldies 
Whereas itis the sense of the Ge 


. while yet it may lighten the increasing 
erefore 

the senale concur) That our Senators be instructed, and our 
tatives be requested, to use their earliest and utmost efforts 
the bill placing OS. Grant on the retired-list, 

from Journal of the House of . 

GEO. PEARSON, 

Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


In THE SENATE, February 19, 1888. 
The foregoing resolution concurred in. a> 
THOS. B. COCHRAN, 


Chief Clerk of the Senate, 


coun! 
cares 15 ung life 


3 the 25th day of February, A. D. 1865 
18T OBERT E. PATTISON, 
Governor. 


ann CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, y presented a joint resolution 55 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, favo the passage of an act 
ons to the surviving soldiers of the Mexican war; whi 


ing pamsion to lie on the table and be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 6, 1888. 


nt!!! PIDE EO O ve tatives of the United 
States a measure known as the 1,” which provides some 


paoi — the surviving Seidler of the t Vatted States who partici, 
h Mexico, as well as to facilitate the speedy settlement Pines allow- 
battles 


ance of claims of disabled soldiers and 8 
for the supremacy of the Union in the war of the rebellion; and 


Whereas Government of the United States is Speer able to provide 
sacrifices have given. 

us a restored Union and a united le: 8 

Be it resolved (if the senate concur), T tatives in Co; 
mases to support said Mexican pension Dil th the Senate amen: 
77. .. 7 

e on n n oi ma; kept and jus- 
tice done to the rs h enders. ý 285 j 

Resolved, That this resolution, with the preamble, be printed, and a copy, prop- 
erly attested, forwarded to of Pennsylvania’s Representatives in the na- 


8 


the 
a pension for the soldiers and sailors of the country whose 


GEO. PEARSON, 


Chief Clerk House of Rep 
» IN THE SENATE, February 11, A. D. 1885. 
The foregoing resolution concurred in. 
THOS. B. COCHRAN, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 


Approved the 19th day of February, A. D. 1885. 
ROBT. E. PATTISON. 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE COMMONWEALTH, 
Harrisburg, February 19, A. D. 1885. 
PENNSYLVANIA, $$: 
I do hereby certify, that the foregoing and annexed is a full, true, and correct 
Sop ee of the resolution of the General Assembly of the Commonwealth of Penn- 
ia in relation — the Mexican pension bill,“ now pending in the Con- 
gress of the United Sta 
In 5 whereof Ti I have hereunto set my hand and — the seal of the 
> ofi ce to be anrod the day and year above writte 
ay IHG JNO. ©. SHOEMAKER, 
Deputy Secretary of the Commow 
In the name and by the authority of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, 


ROBERT E. PATTISON, governor of the said Commonwealth. To all to whom these 
presents come, sends greeting : 

Know ye, that the attestation or certificate hereunto attached is in due form 

— made ae pg the proper officer, and that John O. Shoemaker, whose name is 

ereto, was at the time of subsoribi — 1 the same, and — is, oe are 5 


secretary of the Commonwealth, 5 and commissioned 

faith and credit are due and 1 to ven to his official acts raing t 
Given under my hand and the great seal of the State, at Harrisburg, th Toth 

day of February, in LIe year of our Lord 1885, and of the Commonwealth the 


one hundred and n 
(smax.] ROBT. E. PATTISON, 


By the governor: 
x W. S. STENGER, 
Secretary of the Commonwealth, 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, presented a joint resolution of the 
islature of the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
abolishment of the National Board of Health; which was referred to 
the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, and ordered to be printed in the 


RECORD, as follows: 
In THE SENATE, February 20, 1885. 


Resolved, That the senate (the house concurring) do earnestly request our 
Senators and Members of the House of Representatives at Washington to oppose 
prs Poa N to abolish the National Board of Health in the face of the 7 — 
of — the journal of the senate. 
THOS. B. COCHRAN, 
Chief Clerk of the Senate. 
IN THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, February 24, 1885. 
The foregoing resolution concurred in. 
EO. PEARSON, 


G 
Chief Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

Approved the 26th day of February, A. D. 1888. 
X ROBERT E. PATTISON. 


EDUCATION EXHIBITS AT NEW ORLEANS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a resolution 


- | calling for a report from a Department: 
ko fend grrr rh O IRO OE DASA to transmit to the Sen- 
ate the report of the Commissioner of bet ant of the exhibition of education. 
at the World’ —— Cotton Centennial Exposition at New Orleans, La. 


Mr. ALLISON. That is a little premature, I think. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is not to print it. It is simply to transmit it to the 
Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. How can the report be ready when the exposition 
is going on now? 

Mr. BLAIR. It will be here to-night if it is not here now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object, and ask that the resolution be printed. 

cd face ati OFFICER. The resolution will lie over and be 
prin 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania, submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. SAWYER submitted an amendment intended to be p by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. ` 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPBIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the sundry civil appropria- 
tion bill (H. R. 8256). 
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The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appro; riations for ‘‘ pay of 
field officers of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, line 685, to insert: 

For pay of four assistants, at $1,550 per annum, $6,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 4 

The next amendment was, in line 689, before the word ‘‘assistants,” 
to strike out nine and insert flve;“ and in line 690, before the 
word thousand,“ to strike ont ‘‘ thirteen ’’ and insert seven;“ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For pay of five assistants, at $1,500 per annum, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. * 

The next amendment was, at the end of line 704, before the word 
hundred,“ to strike out “‘ twenty-four thousand nine“ and insert 
“í twenty-five thousand one;“ so as to make the clause read: 

Total pay in field, $125,120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for pay of office 
force for the Coast and Geodetic Survey,“ in line 707, to increase the 
appropriation ‘‘ for one disbursing agent from $2,500 to $2,800, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 714, to increase the appropriation 
for one general office assistant from $2,000 to.$2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 878, before the word hundred,“ 
to strike out ‘‘twenty-seven thousand four” and insert ‘‘ twenty-eight 
thousand two;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Total for pay of office force, $123,278.82. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the 
under the Treasury Department,’’ in line 950, before the word ‘‘thou- 
sand, to strike out twenty and insert ‘‘forty;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Expenses of the national currency: For paper, express charges, and other ex- 
penses, $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 954, before the word thousand, 
to strike out thirty and insert “‘ forty; so as to make the clause 
read: 

Distinctive paper for United States securities: For paper, including mill ex- 
penses, transportation, examination, counting, and delivery, $40,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 956, after the word coin,“ to strike 
out that and insert for transportation of silver coin, $50,000; and 
in expending this sum;“ so as to read: 
Transportation of silver coin: For tra 

in expending this sum the Secretary of the 
The amendment was to. 
Mr. ALLISON. What has become of the amendment from line 956 


970? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question has just been taken on 
the insertion of the words: 

For transportation of silver coin, $50,000; and in expending this sum— 

Mr. ALLISON. All right. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after the word Treasury,“ at the 

-end of line 958, to strike out the words be, and he is hereby and in- 
sert is;“ and in line 960, after the word ‘‘subtreasuries,’’ to strike 
out and mints;’’ so as to read: 

The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and directed to transport from 
the Treasury or subtreasurics, free of charge, silver coin when requested to do so. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the proviso to the clause in relation 
to the transportation of silver coin,“ after the word ‘‘ applicants,” in 
line 964, to strike out: . 

d from 
a a ne ines a Sa a Gin ee Ee 
by appropriated for that purpose, 

And in line 969, after the word this,“ to strike out ph, 
so far as the sum relates to the Treasury or subtreasuries,’’ and insert 
the word appropriation;“ so as to make the proviso read: 

Provided, That an equal amount in coin or currency shall have been deposited 
in the Treasury or such subtreasuries by the my apts or applicnsts. And the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall annually report to Congress the cost arising un- 
der this appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The read the clause of the bill from line 971 to line 974, 
inclusive, as follows: 

Transportation of gold coin: For the t 
Francisco to New York, $100,000; the same to be immediately available. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to hear from the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations on the subject of the amount of gold 
coin in San Francisco, and why it requires to be transported at the ex- 
pense of the Government to New York. 

Mr. BECK. I rose for that purpose, and to add that I hope the 
chairman of the committee will now tell the Senate the exact condition 


> 


head ‘‘ Miscellaneous objects 


rtation of silver coin, $50,000; and 
ury, &. 


to 


rtation of gold coin from San 


of things in regard to these matters. We had more trouble about this 
than perhaps any other item in this bill, and the chairman of the com- 
mittee knows all about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is a provision inserted in the 
House of Representatives for the transportation of gold coin from San 
Francisco to New York. This appropriation was made after an investi- 
gation of an executive document, the number of which I have on a mem- 
orandum, but I do not remember it exactly. I think it is House Ex- 
ecutive Document 106, in which the Treasury Department asked for an 
appropriation of $500,000 for the transportation of silver coin between 
subtreasuries and for the erection of further vaults for the purpose of 
containing the silver coin. The House instead of adopting the sugges- 
tion made in this report, authorized the transportation of gold coin 
from San Francisco to New York. 

The facts are that there are now in San Francisco $56,000,000 of gold 
coin in the subtreasury at that place. There are also in the subtreas- 
ury at that place 19,000,000 silver dollars. There are in the mint at 
San Francisco 32,000,000 of silver dollars. 

Mr. INGALIS. Are these deposits of gold and silver coin the prod- 
uct of the mint at San Francisco, or are they received in the course of 
the payment of customs and other duties? 

Mr. ALLISON. The great body of the gold coin at the San Fran- 
cisco subtreasury is the accumulation of years, which comes there from 
the production of gold on the Pacific coast. It is utterly impossible 
under existing law and in the regular range of commerce and trade be- 
tween the Pacific coast and the Atlantic coast for this silver or this gold 
to reach the Atlantic coast. The exchanges of course are all in favor 
of the Atlantic coast, while both gold and silver are produced on the 
Pacific coast. So it is an inherent difficulty not only with reference to 
silver but with reference to gold coin that there is an accumulation on 
the Pacific coast. The Committee on Appropriations believed that it 
was a wise thing to transfer this gold coin or a portion of it to the At- 
lantic coast from the Pacific coast, 

Mr. INGALLS. Why? 

Mr. ALLISON. For the purpose of having it nearer the range of 
the great commercial transactions of our country. 

Mr. INGALLS. Butwe have a t deal more than we can use 
now in the Treasury. Why should there be $56,000,000 more brought 
here? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill answer the Senator. There is a constant ac- 
cumulation at the San Francisco mint and at the San Francisco sub- 
treasury, and there is now in the subtreasury all the coin that it həs 
room for, and therefore the committee believed that this provision was 
a wise one in relieving the subtreasury at San Francisco and transport- 
ing this gold coin to New York. 

Mr. INGALLS. All of it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not all of it. 

Mr. INGALLS. How much? 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision here will transfer $40,000,000 of gold 
coin from San Francisco to New York at the rate of $2.50 a thousand, 
which is the charge made by the express companies, and is said to be 
the lowest charge for the work. 

We have added to this provision a clause authorizing an appropria- 
tion of $50,000 for the transportation of silver coin between the sub- 
treasuries, and the committee made inquiry both of the Director of the 
Mint and of the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, who was before 
us, why it was that there was this great accumulation of silver in San 
Francisco and this great cry against the accumulation in San Francisco 
when there wes nothing said about the accumulation of gold there. It 
is now within the power of the Treasury Department to transfer these 
thirty-two million silver dollars from the mint in San Francisco to the 
8 at Washington, or the subtreasury at New Vork, if they de- 
sire to do so, without an appropriation, because the profits that are de- 
ri ved from the coĩnage of silver ean be used under existing law to trans- 
port any portion of the silver dollars from the mints to any sub- 


So the cry made for appropriations and for additional vault room 
San Francisco, as it appeared to the committee, was unnecessary, from 
the fact that if there is an undue accumulation of silver at the mint 
there the Department can transfer that silver, if they choose, to any 
subtreasury in the United States or to the Treasury here in Washing- 
ton, where there is now room for $36,000,000 of silver in the vaults 
already prepared in the Treasury. : 

For these reasons the committee not only to the provision 
in this bill for the transportation of gold coin, but they also have in- 
serted a provision which will enable the Treasury to make such manipu- 
lations and changes of the silver coin now in the different subtreasuries 
as will relieve the Treasury entirely from the necessity of building any 
more vaults for the storage of silver dollars. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The committee have done exactly what 
they should have done. There is a large accumulation of both silver 
and gold coin in San Francisco, because that is the mint there is 


in the United States, and it is in the region of silver and gold produc- 
tion. : 

Mr. INGALLS. Does this gold and silver all belong to the United 
States Government? 7 


1885. 


Mr. MIL of California. It does. 
Mr. INGAL How did they get possession of this fifty-six mill- 
ions of gold coin? 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not know how they got posses- 
sion of it. It was coined at the mint. 

Mr. INGALLS. The Government does not buy gold as it does silver 
for the purpose of coinage. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The Government receives it, though, 
from the owners of gold bullion for coinage at the Mint, and exchanges 
greenbacks for it. In that way the United States have accumulated 
in San Francisco a large amount of gold, and really there is not vault- 
room sufficient in the subtreasury or in the mint in San Francisco for 
all the gold and silver there accumulated, and the vaults there should be 
relieved by the transfer of the coin from the Pacific coast to the eastern 
coast, where the coinage is needed and where the disbursements take 

lace. 

8 This proposition of the committee is not only in the interest of the 
Government, but it is good policy and good sense to do precisely what 
they have proposed. 

Mr. BECK. It seemed to me that the transportation companies 
charged an enormous price for the work they do. When this question 
came up we sent for the Director of the Mint and Assistant Treasurer 
and everybody who knew anything aboutit. It seemed to me that 
the idea of paying $100,000 to carry gold coin from San Francisco to 
New York was altogether extra t; but when the facts were laid 
before us and the cha made against private individuals for the same 
work were explained, I did not see how to find fault, and therefore I 
have no objection to make to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 974, to insert: 

Transportation of silver coin: For transportation of silver coin between sub- 
treasury offices, $50,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1041, to insert: 

Smithsonian Institution building: For finishing and completing the furnish- 
ing of the eastern portion of the Smithsonian Institution building, $5,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1089, before the word thousand,“ 
to insert and twenty; so as to make the clause read: 

Furniture wrod e 5 For e eet npea of — . — in- 
ment, e the public building at Cleveland, Ohio, and including 8 
hospitals, and for furniture, carpets, chandeliers, and gas-fixtures for new build- 
ings, a And all furniture now owned by the United States in other build- 
ings 


be used as far as practicable, whether it corresponds with the present 
regulation plans for furniture or not. ~ 


The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 1129. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 1128, before the word thousand, I move 
to strike out fifteen ” and insert twenty;’’ so as to read: 

For the protection of sea-otter hunting-grounds and seal-fisheriesin Alaska: 
To enable the Secre of the Treasury to use revenue-steamers forthe protec- 


tion of the interests of the Government on the sea-islands and the sea-otter 
hunting-grounds, and the enforcement of the provisions of law in Alaska, 

„000. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1129, to insert: 

National Board of Health: For salaries and expenses of the National Board of 
Health, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1132, to insert ‘‘ For suppression 
of epidemic diseases; and after the word danger, in line 1143, to 
strike out the same to be expended under the direction of the Marine- 
Hospital Service;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For suppression of epidemic diseases: The President of the United States is 
hereby authorized, in case of threatened or actual epidemic of cholera or yellow 
fever, to use the unexpended balance of the sum reapprop therefor by the 
act approved July 7, 1584, together with the further sum of $300,000, the same to 
be immediately available, in aid of State and local boards or otherwise, in his 
discretion, in preventing and suppressing the spread of the same and for main- 
taining quarantine and maritime — Aore at points of danger. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1145, to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to issue a warrant 
in favor of the rd and New York ion Company for the sum of 
$6,479.32, which sum is hereby: Trop! being the amount appropriated 
for said Hartford and New York nsportation Company under the act ap- 
proved July 7, 1884, making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30,1885, and for er purposes, and 
now unpaid, * 


The amendment was to. 


The next amendment was, after line 1157, to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to reimburse ex-President R. B. Hayes 
for amount paid for expenses of the commission appointed to go to Louisiana in 
April, 1877, B.. 78. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations under the Nayy 
Department, in line 1168, after the wo: 


Surgery,“ to strike out 


‘fone thousand five hundred’’ and insert three thousand; so as to 
make the clause read: ‘ 
To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay to W. P. Wood for services ren- 
of concerned 


dered in connection with the detection and ex; 
frauding the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, $3,000: 
shall be accepted by the said Wood in full compensation for 


The amendment was a; to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 1176. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Before any action is taken on that clause I 
should like to offer an amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). The 
Chair will state to the Senator from New Jersey that under the agree- 
ment amendments are not now in order except those proposed by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I reserve my right, then, to offer an amendment 
to this clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator will have that right. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out the clause from line 1183 to line 1188, inclusive, as follows: 

To in full the clai f the New England Co , of 
New Siren. Coun. for repairs to certain — „ 8 
which were injured by collision-with the United States steamer Tallapooss, 
in July, 1884, $76.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1198, after “‘ California,” to strike 
out “‘continuation’’ and insert ‘‘completion;’’ in line 1199, after ‘‘ dry- 
dock,“ to strike out one hundred and seventy and insert three 
hundred and sixty;’’.and in line 1203, after the word all,“ to strike 
out two hundred and twenty-six” and insert four hundred and 
sixteen ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Navy- „Mare Island, California: Completion of stone dry-dock, $360,000; 
for continuing artesian well, $10,000; for iron crane, $40,000; to complete sewer- 
age system, $6,000; in all, $416,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1204, to insert: 

For the care and preservation of the building on Coaster’s Harbor Island for- 
merly known as the “ asylum,” and the adjoin: buildings and grounds, given 
to the United States for naval pu by the State of Rhode Island, to be used 
for an advanced course of instruction for naval officers, and for improvements, 
furniture, fixtures, heating, lighting, water, and for books and stationery, $11,000; 
for pay of one clerk to officer in charge of building, $1,000; in all, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ Under the De- 
partment of the Interior,’’ after line 1217, to insert: 

For an additional Assistant Secretary of the Interior, who shall be known and 
designated as First Assistant Secretary of the Interior, $4,500. 

The amendment was to. z 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1222 to 
line 1231, inclusive, as follows: 

The Commissioner of Patents, under the direction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, is authorized to reproduce and bind 5,000 copies of maps sho 
wth of industrial art; 3,500 for the use of the House, 1,000 for the use of the 

nate, and 500 for the use of the Interior Department, the cost of which to be 
paid out of any surplus money heretofore appropria to defray the expenses 
of the exhibit of the United States at the World's Fair at New Orleans, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1231, to insert: 

The representative of the Department of the Interior appointed by executive 
order dated May 13, 1884, as a member of the Government board Ceo i with 
preparing a departmental exhibit for the United States at the World’s Indus- 
trial and Cotton Centennial Exposition at New Orleans, is hereby authorized to 
have roduced 5,000 copies of the “Growth of industrial art.“ illustrated, 
pre by him for said exposition,and to pay the cost of the same out of the 
amount heretofore appropriated for epartmental 
exhibit under his charge: 
of said —— — exhibit is sufficient to pay the cost of such aiey ppa paraa see 
and all expenses incident to said exhibit. Of said reproduction 1,200 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,500 copies for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 300 copies for the use of the Department of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of public buildings,“ 
after line 1250, to insert: z 

Interior Department building: For completion of the reconstruction of the 
east wing of the Department building, $160,000. 


Mr. PLATT. Should that be the east wing? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir; the east wing. 

Mr. PLATT. I wish to say just one word, not in opposition to this 
amendment but on a subject to which it relates. Iam very glad that 
the repairs of the Interior Department building are to be completed. 
It has been a good many years since the fire occurred which rendered 
those repairs necessary, and I think there has been no public building 
in Washington that has needed the expenditure of Government money 
to be made upon it as much as this building of the Interior Depart- 
ment. 

But what I rose to say was this: I felt it my duty at the last session 
of Congress to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that that build- 
ing was entirely unsuitable and entirely too small to accommodate the 
business of the Interior Department. At that time I urged upon Con- 

also the separation of the Patent Office from the Interior Depart- 
ment and the creation of it into a new department or a new bureau. 


in de- 
That this sum 
services. 
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It has not seemed practicable to accomplish anything by ing that 
at the present session of Congress, I want now to say that immedi- 
ately upon the opening of the next Congress I propose to introduce bills 


and to press them with all my power to secure two objects: to separate 
the Patent Office from tlie Interior Department in some way, and to 
build another building either for the Interior Department or for the 
Patent Office. 

The Patent Office and the Land Office have grown so and will grow so 
in the future, and the work of those two offices is now so much behind 
by reason of the fact of insufficient accommodations, that it becomes an 
absolute necessity, as I believe, that the Patent Office shall be sepa- 
rated from the Interior Department and that a new building shall be 
provided. I wish to say just that much here. I should be glad to 
enlarge upon it, but I know how valuable the time of the Senate is in 
these last hours and I will not enlarge. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say only one word in response to what 
the Senator from Connecticut has said. The present Interior Depart- 
ment building is now incomplete with reference to its fire-proof quali- 
ties from the fact that the east wing has not a fire-proof roof. The 
north wing, the west wing, and the south wing have all been repaired 
and new roofs provided for those wings. The Secretary of the Interior 

said to us that if this appropriation was made it would enable him to 
make the entire roof of the building fire-proof, and would also enable 
him to supply a place for one hundred additional clerks now needed, 
and also give some additional room to the Patent Office; so that what- 
ever may be done in the future in the direction suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, it is important that this work should be done in 
order to complete the present building. 

Mr. PLATT. The chairman of the committee did not understand 
me as making any objection to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, I did not, 

Mr. PLATT. Iam aware of the fact that more room is to be pro- 
vided for the operations of the Interior Department, but I also believe— 
and I think the Secretary of the Interior, and the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office would all 
that when the new room is provided that is about being furnished, the 

accommodations will still be insufficient. The Interior Department is 
growing all the while and must grow as the country grows, and the 
commencement of a new building in the very near future is an impera- 
tive necessity, as I believe. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with the Senator. We are now pay- 
ing $68,000 per annum rental for buildings for the Interior Department 
in this city. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1254, to insert: 

For construction of coal-vaults on west wing of the Department building, and 
repairing pavement, $6,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, at the beginning of line 1258, to strike out 
“t for casual repairs of the Interior Department building;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

For casual repairs of the Department building, 95,780. 

The amendment was to. L 

The next amendment was, aftèr line 1264, to insert: 

For completing the cleaning of the outside walls of the House and Senate 
wings of the Capitol, and the approaches thereto, $3,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1273 to 
line 1278, as follows: 


For constructing terrace north of the itol, section marked B, as shown on 
Secretary of the 


rinted plan accompanying the letter of the Treasury (Execu- 
tive Document No. B, Brst, Session Forty-eighth Congress), including Aaya of 
And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For continuing the construction of the terrace and grand stairways of the Cap- 

itol, as 8 on 5 KS 8 oe arcs aes She cresents. 

ecutive Document No. session -e Congress), ng wages 
8 and — — * 5 


Mr. MORRILL. I understand that the committee by mistake left 
out the following words, and I move to amend by inserting them: 
And this appropriation shall be immediately available. 


Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to that, though I suggest to the 
Senator that there was no mistake about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Iowa does not ob- 
ject the amendment of the Senator from Vermont will be received at 
this time. The question is on that amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, adding: 

And this appropriation shall be immediately available. 

The amendment as amended was to, 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for Hot Springs im- 
provement,” after line 1223, to insert: 

To construct a reservoir for hot water on the Government reservation at Hot 


Springs, Ark., in order to provide for an adequate supply of hot water for the 
hate and Navy hospital and bath-houses, $30,000, ict a 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was under the head“ of the collec- 
tion of revenue from sales of public lands,” in line 1336, to increase 
the appropriation ‘‘ for incidental expenses of the several land offices 
from $165,000 to $180,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1352, after the word ‘‘ hearings,’ 
to insert to be;’’ in the same line, after the word held,“ to insert 


tions to be made;’’ in line 1356, after the word ‘‘law,’’ 


and investiga’ 
to strike out “‘ twenty-five” and insert ten;“ and in line 1357, after 
the word dollars,“ to insert and the Secretary of the Interior shall 
report in detail all expenditures under the four preceding paragraphs;“ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For expenses of hearings to be held and investigations to be made by 
tersand receivers, under instructions from the General Land Office, to determine 
whether alleged fraudulent entries are of that character or have been made in 
compliance with law, $10,000; and the Secretary of the Interior shall report in 
detail all expenditures under the four preceding paragraphs, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for surveying the 
public lands,“ after the word hundred,“ in line 1373, to insert d 
fifty; and in line 1388, after the word ‘‘ exceeding,’’ to strike out 
‘* fifty-five” and insert ‘‘ fifty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For surveying the public lands, $350,000, at rates not exceeding $9 per linear 
mile for standard and meander miles, $7 for townshi „and $5 for section lines, 
except that the Commissioner of the General Land Office may allow, for the sur- 
vey of standard and meander lines through lands heavily timbered, mountain- 
ous, or covered with dense undergrowth, a sum not exceeding $18 per linear mile 
for standard lines, $11 for ede and $7 for section lines; or where, for any 
cause not provided for by law, in Oregon or Washington Territory, he is unable 
to get the necessary surveys made at the rates aforesaid, he may allow a sum 
not exceeding $12 per linear mile for standard lines, $10 for township lines, and 
$6 for section lines; and of the sum hereby pea a hb not ex ing $50,000 
thereof may be expended for occasional exam: ions of Degen surveys in the 
several surveying districts, in order to test the accuracy of the work in the fleld 
and to prevent payment for fraudulent and imperfect surveys returned by dep- 
uty surveyors, and inspecting mineral deposits, coal- fields, and timber dist) 

3 pr e or pet 5 saa other 1 er ord pong eh Ag ee 
for identification of lands for purposes of evidence in any suit or 
behalf of the United States. N 7 z 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 - 

The next amendment was, in line 1427, before the word thousand,“ 
to strike out ‘‘fifteen’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-five;”’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For necessary expenses of survey, appraisal, and sale of abandoned military 
reservations transferred to the control of the Secretary of the Interior under the 
provisions ofan act of Congress approved July 5, 1884, $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from lines 1428 
to 1432, inclusive, as follows: 


For establishing initial monuments of a permanent character to govern min- 
eral survey, in order to secure accuracy in survey of mineral claims, and to con- 
nect the monuments with each other and with the public lands, $7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was to strike out the clause from lines 1433 to 
1436, inclusive, as follows: 


For pantaas of * 8 ré eager gonad to the offices of sur- 
ord- general, an , to mar ines of public passing over 
public lands devoid of timber and stone, $7,000. ary rie 


And in lieu thereof to insert: . 
e manent oe 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ miscellaneous objects,” 
in the appropriations for Government Hospital for the Insane,” 
in line 1515, after the word dollars,“ to insert to be immediately 
available;’’ so as to read: 

For completion of steck and hay barn, $2,000, to be immediately available, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1515, to insert: 

For erection of cottage at the cemetery, $800. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1517, to insert: 

For dining-hall for the detached buildings, $9,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Rent aa I think the amendment should be modified. It 
s : 


For dining-hall in such building. i 

It can be corrected hereafter, though, and I will let it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator make any motion 
at this time? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; let it stand as it is, 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1519, to insert: 

For purchase of additional land for farming purposes, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Howard Uni- 
versity,” after line 1538, to insert: 

For repairs of buildings, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, after line 1539, to insert: 

For increase of library, of cabinet, and of philosophical and chemical apparatus, 
and improvements in the rooms containing the same, $3,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Freedmen’s 
Hospital and Asylum,“ in line 1547, after ‘‘ subsistence,” to strike out 
“ twenty-two’? and insert twenty-three; ” in line 1551, before thou- 


sand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirteen ”’ and insert fo n;“ in line 1556, 
after the word thousand,“ to insert five hundred and in the same 
line, after the word all,“ to strike out “‘ forty-nine thousand ’’ and 
insert “' fifty thousand five hundred; so as to make the clause read: 

For subsistence, $23,000; for salaries and compensation of the surgeon-in-chief, 
two assistant surgeons, engineer, clerk, matron, nurses, Jaundresses, u 
teamsters, watchmen, and laborers, $14,000; for rent of hospital buildings an 
grounds, $4,000; for fuel and light, clothing, bedding, forage, transportation, 
medicines, and medical supplies, repairs and furniture, and other absolutely nec- 
essary expenses, $10,500; in all, $50,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1557, to insert: 

For purchase of one force-pump, to be immediately available, 8400. 

The amendment was agreed to. à 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ National Mu- 
seum, in line 1565, to strike out the word ‘‘ preversation ’’ and insert 
preservation; and in line 1570, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” tostrike 
out ninety-one and insert ‘‘ninety-six;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 


For the preservation of collections of the National Museum: For the preserva- 
tion and exhibition and increase of the collections received from the surveying 
and exploring expeditions of the Government, and other sources, including 

or compensation of all necessary employés, $96,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to strike out from line 1585 to line 1589, 
inclusive, in the following words: 
Tenth Census: That the twenty-second section of the act entitled “An act to 
vide for the taking of the tenth and subsequent censuses,” approved March 
pi , be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. ALLISON. The Senate will observe that this provision repeals 
an important section of the act authorizing the taking of the Tenth 
Census. That provision was put in that act after a very full debate 
and discussion in both Houses, and it seemed to the Committeé on Ap- 
propriations that it ought not to be in this way repealed on an appro- 
priation bill. 

Mr. HALE. . Will the Senator read that section? 

Mr. ALLISON. I send the section te the desk to be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the section 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

` Seo. 22. That ifany State or Territory, through its duly e officers or 
agents, shall, during the two months beginning on the first Monday of June of 
the year which is the meau between the decennial censuses of the United States 
is by this act directed to be taken, take and complete a census in all respects 
according to the schedules and forms of enumeration in the census of the United 
States and shall deposit with the N of the Interior, on or before the Ist 
of September following, a full and authentic copy of all schedules returned and 
reports made by the officers and agents cha with such enumeration, then 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall, upon receiving a certificate from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior that such schedules and reports have been duly deposited, 
payon the requisition of thè governor of such State or Territory, out of any 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, asum equal to 50 per cent. of 
the amount which was paid to all vy we ages and actual enumerators within 
such State or Territory at the United census next preceding, increased by 
one-half the percentage of gain in population in such State or Territory between 
the two United States censuses next ing: That the blank sched- 
ules used for the Low grees of the enumeration herein provided for shall be sim- 
ilar, in all res: of form and size of heading and ruling, to those used in the 
census of the United States. 

Mr. CHACE. That refers to a provision for taking a semi-decennial 
census by the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the provision. 

Mr. CHACE. In my opinion it ought to be repealed. I think this 
clause should be left in the bill. It will be impossible for the Census 
Departinent to collate, tabulate, and prepare these statistics and get 
through with them before the end of this decennial period. I under- 
stand that very few States have taken any steps under this provision of 
law, and unless action under it is arrested now it will be too late, and 
as a result the Government will be called upon to expend this money 
without any material benefit to any interest. 

Mr. ALLISON. That may be; but I will say to the Senator from 
Rhode Island that four or five or more States have already taken steps 
under this provision, and it seemed to the Committee on Appropriations 
that if it was important to repeal this provision of the law some effort 
in that direction ought to have been made before the last day preceding 
the final adjournment of this Congress. 

Mr. CHACE. I agree that this whole matter ought to have been 
brought before the Senate earlier; but I should like to ask the chairman 
of the committee whatinformation the committee had in regard to what 
steps have been taken by the States. My information is that there has 
been really no step taken by any of theStates, but I may be misinformed. 
Is the committee in possession of any information in regard to that 
matter? 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course the investigation of the committee on this 
subject was ofa very summary character. We did understand that four 


or five States had already taken some steps in compliance with this pro- 
vision of law, and believing that that was the case, and also believing 
that it was impossible and improper to repeal this important provision 
on this 33 bill, the committee struck out the clause. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope the present law will stand and that the amend- 
ment will be adopted. In Massachussetts I have no doubt, though I have 
had nocommunication with the office very lately, they are making their 
preparations to have a thorough census taken in 1885. It seems hardly 
in good faith for the Government to make the repeal at so late a day. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ialso add my hope that this law will not be re- 
pealed. It will be a vast advan to the whole country to have this 
census taken at the semi-decennial period in order to compare the re- 
sults of one period with another, to correct any errors that may be made. 
Whether there are few or many States that are now taking steps with 
these semi-decennial censuses, I hope they will not be interrupted, and 
if they were to be interrupted undoubtedly a claim would be presented 
to us for all expenses, and therefore it would be economy for us to go 
on under the present law. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to say one thing further. It seems to me 
it is very important to maintain the present policy, so that sooner or 
later all the States will get into the habit of having a census taken 
every ten years. It is a great assistance. In the first place, they get 
in every State a body of trained enumerators who within five years 
have taken a census, and the National Government has not anybody 
ready for that work. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state an additional reason which operated on 
the minds of the committee, which was that this law certainly — k 
not to be repealed as respects the taking of the census now in 1885 be- 
cause certainly some States, and perhaps a good many, have acted 
under it, and therefore it ought not to be repealed for 1885, and if not 
for 1885, then we have ten years in which to repeal it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire simply to say in response to the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Rhode Island, who, as I understand him, de- 
sired to know if the States had taken steps under this law, that the 
State of Nebraska has passed the necessary act to take a census for 1885 
and I understand the officials, the census-takers, have been appointed 
under that law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iowa has also. 

Mr. MANDERSON. | The Senator from Iowa informs me that the 
State of Iowa has passed similar legislation and has taken steps to take 
a census in 1885. 

Mr. MORRILL. And New Hampshire and New York also. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There are four States which have complied 
with this provision. I hope the recommendation of the committee will 
be sustained. z 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike 
out the clause which has been read. 

The amendment wes agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on 1 was, in the appropriation ſor the Rock 
Island arsenal, in line 1596, to increase the item of app tion for 
armory-shop K, an iron-finishing shop,“ from $50,000 to $60,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1601, to increase the appropriation 
“ for commencing and completing fire-proof stone building for offices 
for both the armory and arsenal from $30,000 to $35,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1602, to insert: 


For erecting lumber storehouse, $14,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1666 to 
line 1673, inclusive, as follows: 

That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to sell at public aucti 
after due 8 — any prices not ioe than those fixed by the board of 
appraisers in each case, the following arsenals, namely: Al —— arsenal 
Pennsylvania; Au 8 Georgia; Indianapolis arsenal, 8 and 
Kennebec arsenal, Maine; and the money so received, after paying the neces- 
sary expenses of sale, shall be covered into the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for“ buildings and 
grounds in and around Washington,“ in line 1695, before the word 

‘ repair,” to insert ‘‘ construction and; so as to make the clause read: 

For construction and repair of iron fences, $500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1714 to 
line 1718, inclusive, as follows: 


That the officer in charge of public buildings and nds may, on the a 


pom of the Secretary of War, cause to be removed the iron fences surround- 
ng the reservations on Pennsylvania avenue between th and Four- 
teenth streets. 

The amendment was to. 


agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1760, after the words Washing- 
ton Monument,” to strike out: 


For completion of interior stairways and platforms, $25,000; insertion of pres- 
entation b 


$6,000; cementing interior walls, $2,000; paving the floor and 
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covering m- pita, $2,000; closures of d and . 000 —in 
88 pec | under the direction of the Secretary of War. 98 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


For completion of the Washington Monument, namely: For iron work of 
stairs and platforms and elevator fronts, engine-house and approaches, insertion 
of presentation blocks, cementing interior walls, paving r and coverin: 
drum-pit, closures of doorways, doors, and onango in elevator-caran 
machinery, new boiler-house and boiler, office expenses, including rent of nec- 
essary office-rooms, and for each and every purpose connected with the com- 

letion of the monument, $75,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Joint commission created by the act of August 2, 1878. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1779, after the words Yorktown 
monument,“ to strike out - 8 


That not exceeding $5,000 of the unexpended balance of the 8 for 
the erection of the Yorktown monument may be expended, under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, for the erection of an iron railing around said monu- 
ment. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For the care and protection of the Yorktown monument, 2. 300, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be expended under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ſor Army and Navy 
hospital, Hot Springs, Ark.,“ in line 1797, to increase the appopria- 
tion for completely furnishing the hospital, including furniture for 
rooms for patients (officers) and of wards for enlisted men, necessary 
bedding, hospital clothing, and miscellaneous articles, from $10,000 
to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ſor military posts,” 
in line 1802, after the word dollars,“ to strike out: 

Fifteen thousand dollars of which sum may be used for the purchase of a site 
near Atlanta, Ga., for the erection thereon of a ten-company post. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For the construction of buildings at and the enla: ent of such military 
posts as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary, $165,000. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I trust the motion to strike out will 
not prevail in that case. The object of the appropriation of $15,000 is 
the purchase of a site for military barracks at or near Atlanta, Ga. 
While General Sherman was General of the Army he strongly recom- 
mended the permanent establishment of barracks at Atlanta. The pres- 
ent Secretary of War, Mr. Lincoln, also recommends it. Soon after the 
war there were military barracks established there which were known as 
the McPherson barracks, which were upon lands leased by the Gov- 
ernment from a man named Alexander. The barracks were built up 
and were very comfortable. At the end of the lease, however, there 
being some doubts about the title of the land upon which they were 
located, there being a disagreement between the land-owner and the 
Government, the barracks were abandoned; but since that time Gen- 
eral Sherman has still insisted that for strategic purposes as well as 
on account of the health of the place barracks ought to be established 
there. 

As the appropriation now stands there will be no chance for the ex- 

nditure of any portion of the money at the military post at Atlanta 
for the reason that it confines the appropriation to.the construction of 
buildings or the enlargement of a military post. The object here, the 
lease having expired and the old barracks having been given up, is to 
purchase a proper site for the location of the barracks that they may 
be built upon it. Only the small sum of $15,000 is considered neces- 
sary for that purpose, : 

I may remark in this connection that there are troops kept at either 
Charleston or New Orleans every winter; and on account of the health- 
fulness of Atlanta they are transferred to Atlanta in the summer sea- 
son. For the last three summers they have been kept near Atlanta in 
their tents, there being no other provision made for them. The War 
Department thinking that the proper location for them, has transferred 
them there even without any buildings, and has kept them there dur- 
ing each of the last three summers. $ 

1 do not know upon what ground it is that the committee propose to 
strike out the appropriation, but I trust it will not be done. 

If there is further objection to retaining the clause I shall ask leave 
to have read a letter of General Sherman, and also a letter of the Sec- 
retary of War, Mr. Lincoln, on the subject. 

Mr. ALLISON. The provision which the committee recommend to 
to be stricken out is a provision which would involve the Government 
in a very Jarge expenditure of money at Atlanta, Ga., within the heart 
of the Union. Our posts are now on the frontier. The expenditures 
for the construction of permanent posts are almost wholly, in fact I be- 
lieve wholly, in that region, and the committee did not believe that it 
was a wise thing now to enter upon the construction of expensive per- 
manent posts in the interior of our country. The same reason which 
I think substantially would apply to Atlanta, Ga., would apply to other 
strategic points on the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. COLQUITT. Mr. President, I could hardly catch the remarks 
made by my friend from Iowa; but, if I understood him correctly, I 
think there can be a very sufficient answer made to his suggestion. 
The military officers who have control and jurisdiction of this question 
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advise that these barracks should be built. They do so as a question 
of humanity, because they are intended to preserve the life and the 
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health of the troops, and also because this is an important strategic 
point. They, themselves, are the best judges as to whether it is well 
located or not in that city. The troops are placed there summer after 
summer with a view to avoid malaria by reason of the latitude in 
which the barracks are placed. It is purely a question as to whether 
they shall be made comfortable by a proper building, or whether they 
shall be exposed to Ml the vicissitudes of the weather by living in tents. 
That is the only question which is involved. 

Mr. BROWN. Before the amendment is voted upon, I should like 
to have read the letter of General Sherman, and also the letter of Mr. 
Lincoln, the Secretary of War, on this question. I ask for the read- 
ing of General Sherman’s letter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


I also inclose you an extract of an inspection report I made to the Secretary 
of War (McCrary) February 5, 1879, in which I expressed my judgment of the 
importance of the military authorities maintaining possession of this property 
for sanitary and strategic reasons. Iam of the same mind still, and since the 
Eighteenth Infantry has been sent to Montana have broken up the garrisons at 
Charleston and Savannah and transferred them to McPherson barracks, which 
is now the headquarters of the Fifth United States Artillery. 

I do not regard the rental of $4,000 and taxes as excessive, but still prefer that 
the United States should buy outright the title, providing it can be bought ata 
fair market price. 

Assuming $4,500 as the annual 2 and capitalizing at 7 per cent., would give 
$65,000 as the value of the ground. think a thousand dollars per acre would 
be a fair price, or say in round res, $50,000. 

If the lessor, Thomas Alexander, can make a good title to the satisfaction of 
the Attorney-General, and if the State of Georgia will relinquish jurisdiction as 
is required by existing laws, I surely will recommend that the United States pur- 
chase the site of the ground in Atlanta known as McPherson barracks, 

You may construe this letter as official if you have occasion to make such use 


of it, 
Iam, with respect, your friend and servant, 
x at W. T. SHERMAN, General, 


Mr. BROWN. Now I ask to have read an extract from the report 
of General Sherman to the eee War on the same question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e report will be read, if there be 
no objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. What is the date of the letter just read ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is dated January 16, 1880. 

Mr. ALLISON. Five years ago. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


And if the ground on which McPherson barracks stand were the property of 
the United States, I would advise the retention there of this regiment for rea- 
sons similar to those which apply to the Saint Paul, Omaha and Leavenworth, 
but unfortunately the ground, some fifty acres, is private property, leased for a 
6 has expired, and now . to year at a 
rental of $4,000. High, healthy, and admirably placed, the buildings are numer- 
ous, well designed, and seemingly well built on brick foundations, and would 
with care and ordinary repair last twenty-five years. They were built for and 
Mü 3 regi ld reach Wilmi 

tanta is geograp! y so ment cou ming- 
ton, N. C., Charleston. Saveunak, Tallahassee, Pensacola, Mobile, New Orl 
or Nashville by rail in twenty-four hours. en if we must use this regimen: 
of infantry in the Indian country this year, I think it will be good military pol- 
icy to retain the barracks, 2 5 to the rental of $4,000 for the headqu: 
and the greater part of the Fifth Artillery, leaving mere fort-keepers on the 
coast, ready to re-enforce them on theshortest notice. Most of our Gulf postsand 
south Atlantic posts are subject to yellow fever, and Atlanta is the surest and 
ates pee of refuge. 

great respect, yours, truly, 
W. T. SHERMAN, General. 


Nr. BROWN. The honorable chairman of the committee seems to 
object to the date of the letter of General Sherman. 
Pog’ ALLISON. No, I do not object to it; I merely inquired as to 

e date. 

Mr. BROWN. He made a note of it at least, that it has been some 
years ago. I now desire to have read a letter from the Secretary of 
War seins December 9, 1884, since the present session of Congress con- 
ven 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 

will read the letter. j 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington City, December 9, 1884. 

Sin: I bave the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 2d in- 
stant, asking to be informed of the present state of the matter of establishing 
a military post at Atlanta, Ga., and what are ae epee oe the same. 
In reply, I bave the honor to advise you that although this Department has 
desi to establish a military post at that point, especially for sanitary reasons, 
no direct provision has been made therefor. By the act making appropriations 
for sun civil expenses, approved July 7, 1884, there was a thesum 
of $200, * for the construction of buildings at, and the 3 of such 
e Aged as in the judgment of the Secretary of War may be necessary.“ 
It will be observed that this Le jorge argres ngs makes no provision forthe purchase 
of land, and gives no authority for doing so out of the appropriation. Com- 
munications have been received at this Department offering to sell land for this 
rpa; but it has not been possible to give any consideration to them by reason 

is lack of authority to complete the matter. Of the appropriation off ‘$200,000 
remains $100,000 still available for the purposes expressed in the act. 

I have the honor to be, very res ly, your obedient ree 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 


Secretary of Mur. 


pu 
oft 
there 


Hon. N. J. Hamonp, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BROWN. It will be observed that the Secretary of War favors 
this location on account of sanitary and other reasons that he mention, 
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but can not construct the buildings there for the reason that the lan- 
guage of the act precludes that use of the appropriation, the appropria- 
tion being for the construction of buildings and the ent of 
military posts, and there being in fact no buildings there and no mili- 
tary post; the old post that was held under the lease has been given 
up; the Government owning none there, the general appropriation does 
not cover the case. 8 

Last year Atlanta was stricken out of the civil appropriation 
bill on the ground that the Secretary of War would be left to his dis- 
cretion in the matter, but it turns out that under the construction of 
the statute he had no such discretion, and can not have until some part 
of the fund is set aside specifically for the use of purchasing the loca- 


The honorable chairman of the committee refers to the fact that the 
Indian wars are conducted upon the frontier. That is true; but I be- 
lieve we might say with 3 that the Indian wars are about 
at an end. It is not at all probable that the Government of the United 
States will in the future have much trouble with Indian wars. The 
Indians are generally located upon reservations; they are under con- 
trol; there is some system about their management, and we shall have 
little more trouble there. 

It is much more likely that our next uses for the military may be 
somewhere in the reach of the coast of our own country, and it is therefore 
judicious I think on the part of the military authorities—at least they 
practice it—to keep some of the troops every year along upon the South- 
ern coast, where they would be nearer at hand in case of an emergency 
of the character to which I allude. But whenever the summer season 
comes, on account of the unhealthfulness of the climate on the coast, 
they at once transfer the troops to Atlanta; they are thrown into camp 
there without buildings, and remain in that condition. 

Under these circumstances, as the General of the Army lately in com- 
mand, and the Secretary of War at the present session of Congress 
recommend an appropriation of this character, and this $15,000 is all 
that is asked to purchase the site, I trust there will not be further op- 
position to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations that the clause 
be stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 13, 
nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Allison, Garland, Miller of N. V., Sherman, 
Beck, Mi 

` Hawley, Platt, 

Edmunds, gal Sawyer, 

NAYS—33. 
Blair, George, Lapham, 
Bowen, Gibson, McPherson, Sewel 
Brown, Gorman, Mahone, Van Wyck, 
Camden, Groome, Manderson, Voorhees, 
Cameron of Pa., Hark Maxey, Walker, 
Coke, Mo; a 
Colquitt, Jackson, Pendleton, 
Cullom, Jonas, Pike, 
Frye, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 

ABSENT—30, 
Al Dolph, Lamar, Riddl 
aon Fair, ea 
Butler, Farley, MeMi oro RT Slater, 
Call, Hale, Miller of $ Vance, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Morrill, Vest, 
Coc! oar, Palmer, Wilson. 
Conger, Jones of Florida, Plumb, 
Dawes, Kenna, m, 
So the amendment was rejected. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriation for the Sig- 
nal Service,“ in line 1811, after the word “‘agriculture,’’ to strike out 
of!“ and insert throughout; so as to make the clause read: 

For the observation and report of storms: For expenses of the meteorolog- 
ical observation and report of storms by telegraph and si l, or an- 
nouncing the probable approach and force of storms, for the benefit of the 
commerce and agriculture throughout the United States, as follows, &o. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1815, after the word reports,“ to 
strike out and messages over commercial lines, and for the rent of 
leased lines; and in line 1817, before the word thousand,“ to strike 
out thirty-six and insert “‘forty;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For telegraphic reports, $140,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was before the word thousand.“ in line 1828, 
to strike out ‘‘five’’ and insert seven; so as to make the clause 
read: 

For einen the connections of signal stations at life-saving stations and 


ht-houses, including services of operators, repairmen, materials (such as cable, 


w poles, and insulators), and general service connected therewith, $7,500: Pro- 
vided, That such connections, in the opinion of the Superintendent of the Life- 


Saving Service and the Light-House Board, shall be deemed necessary). 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 1838, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ 
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to strike out forty and insert forty-three; so as to make the 
clause read: 


Fo hire of civilian furniture, light, heating station- 
dis Pogras diaba- pr reeds. ad kag ember d for puole matte cies 


and ports receiving reports, outside of Washington, D. C., $43,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. $ 

The next amendment was, in line 1848, after the words ‘‘telegraph 
lines,” tostrike out including rents of offices, salaries of civilian opera- 
tors and repair-men, lights, supplies, and general repairs; so as to 
make the clause : 

For maintenance and repair of military-telegraph lines, $24,000. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1869, after the word exceed,“ to 
strike out four ” and insert “‘five;’’ and in line 1871, after the word 
of,“ to strike out three officers’ and insert ‘t one officer lately;“ so 
as to read: 

War isauthori in his on — 

And the Secretary of War orized, discreti. 3 


ice in the Signal Corps not to exceed five co) ned 25 
second lieutenants of the Signal Corps authorized by law, and of one officer 
lately serving in the Arctic seas, 


The amendment was : 

Mr. ALLISON uently said: I ask unanimous consent to go 
back to line 1871, in order to make a little correction that I intended 
to make at the moment, but the Chief Clerk, much to my gratification, 
reads rapidly, and I escaped it. I ask to insert in that line ‘‘two offi- 
cers” instead of one officer; so as to read: 


And of two officers lately serving in the Arctic seas. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). If there 
be no objection the amendment suggested by the Senator from Iowa 
will be entertained at this time, and that modification will be made. 
The Chair hears no objection, and the clause is so modified. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the clause making appropriations 
for“ supplies for the Signal Service, after the word cents,” 
in line 1918, to strike out the following clause: 


And hereafter there shall not be allowed for forage, straw, or shoeing for any 
oe number of horses and mules in the Signal Service than is herein pro- 
v for. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1945, after the word Signal Corps, 
to strike out 84, 108“ and insert 93,960; and after the word all,“ 
at the end of line 1948, to strike out 85,608“ and insert 95,460; 
so as to make the clause read: 

Barracks and quarters: Forcommutation of quarters to enlisted men of the 
Rn po Corps, 960; work and supplies at Fort Myer, Virginia, $1,500; in all 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1972, to insert: 

That the joint commission, consisting of three Senators and three Representa- 
tives, to consider the present organizations of the Signal Service, Geolo: 
Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the Hydrographie Office of the Navy 
Department, provided for in the act entitled “An act ing appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government,” Ko., approved July 7, 1884, be, and 
the same is on wb continued, with power to sit during the recess of Congress 
in the city of Washington; and the said commission report to their respect- 
ive Houses on or before the third Monday in December, 1885, or as soon thereafter 
as may be, by bill or otherwise; and the present President pro tempore of the Sen- 
ate and Speaker of the House of Representatives shall appoint ively a 
Senator and Representative to take the places on said commission of the Se: 
and Representative whose terms of office expire with the present Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
this day approved and signed the act (S. 1609) to provide for the pur- 
cue of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at Detroit, 
Mich. * 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in some and non-con- 
curred in other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8239) mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives concurring in some and non-concurring in 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8239) making a; 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending J uns 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. A 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
in which the House has not concurred, and ask a conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. HALE, Mr. 
PLUMB, and Mr. BECK were appointed. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 
Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
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ferred to the Committee to Andit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Improvement of the Mississippi River be 


directed to prepare a detailed statement of the expenses of the improvements 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries with a view to ascertain the amounts 
ded for purpose of commerce, the amount 7 pega to protect the lands 


ex 

2 — from the ravages of the rivers, to re! + ike sane to the Senate at the 
December session of Congress, and be authorize Soa for that purpose to employ a 
clerk at the usual compensation until December 1, 1885, to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 


SARAH B. JACKSON—RATES OF PENSION. 


Mr. VAN WYCK submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the ry be directed to uest the House of Representa- 
tives to return to the Se the bill (H. R. 5800) for the relief Sarah B. Jackson. 


EVENING SESSION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I wish to state that in the judgment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations a night session this evening will be desira- 
ble. Imove thatthe Senate take a recess from 6 0’clock until 8 o’clock. 
I should like bf finish the sundry civil appropriation bill before the 

if possible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Iowa moves that the Senate take a recess this evening from 
6 to 8 o’clock. 

The motion was agreed, to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask permission to make a report from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? Hearing none, 
the report will be received. 

Mr. CONGER. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8280) ma appropriations for the 

tion and continuation of certain public works on rivers and 

far and for other purposes, to report it with sundry amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be printed and go to 
the Calendar. 

Mr. CONGER. Task, in order that it may be before the Senate, that 
the Chair will instruct the clerks to have the bill printed and returned 
to the Senate as soon as possible. 


SUNDEY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
eee of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 


The Waline of 4 the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of miscellaneous 
obj in line 2018, after the word monument, to insert “in lieu 
of h mes ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

bbb e Kans 
apri e Union soldiers killed at or near that petag day of Oe 

tober, 1863, $4,000, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of W. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2027, before the word thousand, 
to strike out one hundred and sixty ’’ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;”’ and 
after the word ‘‘dollars,’’ in line 2028, to insert: 


Provided, That no part of this sum shall be until a complete title is vested 
in the United States; and the full amount of said sum shall be paid directly to 
the owners of the property. 

So as to make the clause read: 


To enable the Secretary of War to 8 good and valid title for the Taen 


States to the Fort Brown reservation, Texas, and to pa; 

snes tee sree oS Fert fe aligi Siten, ibe 
sum : no sum until a complete 
title is vested in the United Bestes; and the full amount of daid sum shell be 


Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I hope the amendment of the commit- 
tee will not be concurred in. e no objection to the proviso. I 
pn i ae to striking out $160,000 and inserting in lieu thereof 


The object of this appropriation is to enable the Secretary of War to 
acquire title to the Fort Brown reservation at Brownsville, on the Rio 
Grande, in Texas. In 1846 the Government of the United States took 
possession of three hundred and fifty-eight acres of land at that point, 
having a fron on the Rio Grande River of a mile and a half, com- 

prising a part of and adjoining the city of Brownsville, a city of 7, 000 or 
8,000 inhabitants. The Government has held and occupied that land for 
now nearly forty years, has never paid one dollar of rent for it, and the 
owners of the land are paying to the State of Texas, as I pereeive from 
pares submitted to the Committee en Appropriations, some years as 
high as $1,000 a year taxes upon it. 

There have been repeated efforts made here to get something for this 
land by the owners. These efforts have always filed. 

In 1853 an officer of the United States Army appeared by petition in 
the district court of the county of Cameron, of which. Brownsville is 
the county seat, and instituted proceedings for the condemnation of 
this land in order that the Government of the United States might ac- 
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quire it. Proceedings were had, and a verdict of the jury was rendered 
assessing the value of the land. I will read the verdict: 
Trey the jury, assess the value of the lands mentioned in said application at 


This was in 1853. Subsequently a judgment was rendered by the 
district court of Cameron County, from which I will read 


And it is further ordered, — ana Comers that upon the payment by the 
United States of the said sum aforesaid of $50,000, together with the interest 
thereon, from said 29th day of November, 1853, at and after the usual lawful rate 
of 8 per ‘cent, per annum, into the First National Bank of the city of Gal 

to be dis; of as hereinafter provided, the whole right, 335 — tee ee 
both the said city of Brownsville and of the bald Marie Josefa Cavazos, d 
and also of the said Pedro G. Cavazos, her successor in 3 in and to the 
said Jands and premises, shall vest forever in the United States of America for 
nen ered and purposes as prescribed and provided in and by the statute afore- 
sai 

Under this decree, a portion of which I have read, if you compute the 
interest at 8 pet cent., the legal rate of Texas, you will see that the 
amount appropriated by the bill is insufficient to pay it. The House 
provides $160,000 as payment for the amount. It is simply a compu- 
tation of the interest with a liberal deduction upon the amount of the 
judgment and decree of the court. This judgment and decree is alleged 
to have been irregular in some respects. The fact that the jury assessed 
the land at $50,000 and that the assessment was a fair and reasonable 
one I do not think is controverted by anybody. It gives us the best 
and mostreliable basis we could possibly have for arriving at the value 
of the land which the Government is bound to have for military and 
strategic purposes on that border. 

The Quartermaster-General, to whom a letter was addressed by the 
Secretary of War, makes this reply: 

5 y returned to the honorable the Secretary of War, with the report, 
as fo 


“In the SERS of the Quartermaster-General the rental value of the site of 
um, which, for 
‘his mind that 
phon ter 1866 to date the value of the rental, considered relatively to 8 paid for 
miler pronesty in the State of Texas, = and is at least 3, per annum, 
eighteen years, gives a sum of $64,800, or a total sum of $114,800,” 
see addition to that is the $50,000 of assessed value for the title. 


The difference between this calculation and the sum named in the bill, name- 
Ae $21,200, isa fair, equitable amount to offset deferred payment and the natural 


ifferences of opinion that arise in determining values of this land. It was al- 


leged in 1873 and 1874 that the property was taxed at or about $1,000 per annum. 
That is, by the State of Texas. 
Estimates of the value of this site have varied from $25,000 to $75,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. Why does the Senator call it a jury? 

Mr. COKE. What is the question asked by the Senator? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator from Texas now allude to the 
appraisal made in 1853? 

Mr. COKE. I allude to the appraisal made in 1853. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator why he calls that a jury? 

Mr. COKE. I call it the verdict of a jury because I have a printed 
record here, and the verdict is: 
666 lands mentioned in said application at 


E. B. KATMAN, Foreman. 


Mr. ALLISON. What is the date of that? 

Mr. COKE. That was in 1853. I show you here, in addition to the 
computation of the Quartermaster-General for rental, $50,000 for the 
title assessed by a jury, which has never been paid, which would make 
$164,000; and if you discard the rental and title under the decree 
of the court, I show you that 8 per cent. 1 upon the amount will 
come to more than the amount in the bill. 

The bill, after the gravest and most deliberate consideration in the 
other House, is presented here with $160,000 as the amount which 
ought to be paid, and I submit to the Senate that the Government of 
the United States ought to pay it. The Government has had possession 
of the land since 1846, has never paid one dollar of rent, has never paid 
one dollar of interest, and year after year when the owners of the land 
appear here and ask for relief, if they get it in the other House it has 
been stricken down in this body. It was so at the last session of the 
Senate, when there wasa debate upon this very item and it was stricken 
out. The applicant comes here again, armed with a certifieate from the 
Quartermaster-General, who approves the amount named in the bill as 

just, and states that there has been a liberal deduction made from it, 
aa that the balance should be paid. 

I submit that the amendment of the committee should not prevail, 
and that the sum of $160,000 should be paid for the land. I make no 
objection to the remainder of the amendment contained in the proviso, 
that is— 

That no part of this sum shall be paid until a complete title is vested in the 
United States; and the full amount of said sum be paid directly to the 
owners of the property. 

I make no objection to that; I desire the United States Government 
to get a clear title; but I do submit that when the Government takes 
three hundred and a a acres of land belonging to a citizen, and 
holds it from 1846 until now, the Government ought to pay for it. The 
citizen can not sue the Government. 


He can not dispossess the Gov- 
ernment. He can not sell to another. 


He is bound to submit to the 


1885. 
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Government. The Government has never claimed to own this Jand. 


The title of the applicant for relief is admitted to be good. The Senate 
can not resist the justice and equity of this appropriation, indorsed 
as it has been by the House. 

Mr. MAXEY. Mr. President, this same item was before the Senate 
once before; and I presented my views in regard to it. If the Senate 
could now, as ordinarily, listen attentively to a plain statement of the 
facts there could be no question as to the result. 

The importance of Brownsville as a strategic point was discovered 
by General Taylor in 1846. He established what is known as Fort 
Brown, which was besieged from Matamoras in 1846, and held it. 
From 1846 to the present hour that has been used and occupied as a 
fort by the United States every year with the exception of the four 
years during the late war. There has been no general of the United 
States Army in the command of the Department of Texas who has not 
felt that the holding of Fort Brown was an essential point in the line 
of the Rio Grande frontier defense. 

The United States have held that land from that day to the present 
and have never paid any rent upon it. They have put, I will venture 
to say, at the lowest (the Quartermaster-General puts it much higher) 
a half-million dollars of improvements uponit. The United States have 
no title to that property. They have expended that money in the form 
of improvements. Those improvements belong, under every law ever 
written upon the statue-book, to the owner of the soil. Here the prop- 
osition is to settle upon the basis of $160,000, which not only covers 
the value of the property itself, but it covers all the rental from its first 
occupation by the United States to the present time. 

I apprehend that the reason why the title was not first obtained before 
th t improvements were placed there was because there was a suit 
g involving, if I remember correctly, eleven leagues of land em- 

i 5 hundred and fifty-eight acres. The suit was brought 
in the United States circuit court, the case of Trevino vs. Cavazos, which 
was appealed, and was decided after a most elaborate argument by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, whereby the title was affirmed. 
That was since the war. It was only after that time that the United 
States could have ohtained a title from anybody. 

Every year from that time on the attempt has been made to settle this 
thing, and there has been no settlement for some reason unknown to 
me. Although the House have regularly sent this item up, we meet 
with disturbance in the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and it is stricken out or the amount reduced. If there isan item 
in the bill which should be allowed, this is the item, and I only ask that 
the Senate will consider what has been said in regard te it, believing 
as I do that if the Appropriations Committee understood it as my col. 
league understands it, as I understand it, as the member from Texas in 
the Appropriations Committee of the House understood it, Judge HAN- 
cock, who urged it there, there would be no difficulty whatever in set- 
tling this question. 

I submit the question in the hope that the Senate will not concur 
with the action of the Committee on Appropriations. My point, as 
was made by my colleague, advises only the non-concurrence in the 
striking out of $160,000 and the insertion of $75,000. So far as the 
proviso is concerned, that no part of this sum shall be paid until the 
complete title is vested in the United States, I say that is right; it 
ought to be there. So far as the other part of the proviso is con- 
cerned, that the full amount of said sum shall be paid directly to the 
owners of the property, I believe that to be right. 

I think the secret of all this opposition is that the opinion of the 
committee is that perhaps there is some great scheme about this mat- 
ter in the hands of parties who have been urging it. If the money 
shall be paid directly to the owners of the property, the question will 
be settled, and that is all that I want done. I want the money paid 
to the owners, whoever they are. I do not know who they are. I 
want it paid to those, whoever they are, and I do not want any dollar 
of it paid until the title is first completely and fully vested in the 
United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. After what has been said by the two Senators from 
Texas, Ishall occupy onlya moment. As the Senators from Texas say, 
this isan old matter. In the first place, it has no business on this bill. 
It is purely a private claim, and it is a private claim that so far as I 
know has never been considered by any of the standing committees of 
this body. If Iam mistaken in that statement, I hope the Senators 
from Texas will correct me. 

Mr. MAXEY. It has never bean objected to on that ground. On 
the contrary, if the position of the Senator from Iowa is a tenable one 
for an argument, the whole clause should be stricken out, but the com- 
mittee recognize the validity and propriety of it by simply reducing 
the amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have stated the first objection I have to this mat- 
ter, that it ought to be considered by the proper committee of theSen- 
ate and by the proper committee of the House of Representatives, 
which is the Committee on Military Affairs. 

In 1846, as I understand, the Army on its way home from Mexico 
established a post at what is now the city of Brownsville, Tex. At 


that time there was no city there. There were perhaps fifty or one 


hundred people there. The Government of the United States estab- 
lished at that point for defensive purposesa military post, and it has 
held that post from that day until this. In 1853 the city of Browns- 
ville, then haying grown up under the shadow of this post, madeclaim 
to the ownership of this land and made a request, or at least General 
Van Vliet, who was then in the command there, an officer of the Army 
at that post, summoned a jury for the purpose of ascertaining the value 
at that time of these three hundred and fifty-eight acres. He had no 
authority to summon that jury. 

No Secretary of War, no superior officer, required him to summon a 
jury for that purpose. The United States at that time had a proper 
right to make a claim to the ownership of this ground; but a jury was 
then summoned, and I believe that jury from the neighborhood of 
Brownsville did find that the United States ought to pay $50,000 for 
these three hundred and fifty-eight acres of land, and from that time 
until within two years there has not been a reason given why the United 
States should part with any of its money for this purpose. The title 
was in dispute absolutely from 1853 until 1879. Am I mistaken in the 
date, because I state it from memory? 

Mr. COKE. I will state, if the Senator will pomis me, that the judg- 
ment to which I referred him just now provides that the money s 
be paid into court, to be held there to await the decision of the court as 
to the title, and the money shall be paid to whoever was found to own 
the lands. ` 

Mr. ALLISON. The judgment ofthe jury, that is, a neighborhood 
jury of the city of Brownsville, provided that the money should be 
paid into the court by the United States. The United States never paid 
any money into court; there never was any pretense that it ought to 
pay any money into court, and in 1878 the heirs, whose names I have 
forgotten 

Mr. MAXEY. Trevino rs. Cavazos is the style of the case which was 
decided by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. ALLISON. The heirs of the Cavazos estate were adjudicated 
to be the owners of this property in 1879. Then ap; this claim. 
Last year it was found upon the sundry civil appropriation bill in the 
form of an appropriation for rental $121,000 as it came to us from the 
House. 

Mr. MAXEY. Iwill ask the Senator from Iowa if under every prin- 
ciple of a court of equity, the title being in dispute and a third party 
being the occupant, he would not have a right to have interpleaded 
and to have the fact determined as to whom heshould pay the money; 
and if, after the title was determined, it was not the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to pay whoever the title was proved to be in? I ask if the 
Government is estopped, if the Government is relieved from paying the 
rent because the title was in dispute? It belongs to whoever owns the 
title surely. 

Mr. ALLISON. There never has been any proper adjudication of this 
question. 

Mr. MAXEY. An appeal was taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States and it was there decided. 

Mr. ALLISON. It was decided as to whom the property belon 
but there never has been any adjudication as to how much rent 
be paid or how much the Government of the United States should pay 
for the property. - 

What I object to is that this question comes in here from the House 
of Representatives this year on an appropriation bill for the purchase 
of the property at $160,000, when last year it came in the same appro- 
pranon bill for rent at $121,000. If the Government of the United 

tates is under obligation te pay anybody for the land, for the use of 
it from 1846 until 1885, let the proper committees of the Senate and 
House of Representatives take up that question and examine it with 
care and scrutinize every question involved, and see to it that the Gov- 
ernment of the United States has a peo title to the 8 
also investigate as to the question whether it is a wise thing for the 
Government to have this property at all, whether we should not aban- 
don the property rather than pay the amount claimed for it. 

Mr. COKE. Let me suggest to the Senator that I make no objection 
to the proviso put upon the clause by the Senate committee, which pro- 
vides that none of the money shall be paid until a perfect title is given 
to the Government. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand; but there is still a question beyond 
that. The United States has since 1846 made certain improvements 
upon the property. Now, it is an open question whether the Govern- 
ment of the United States should buy the property at all, or whether 
it should not abandon it to its uses rather than pay even the $75,000 
which is proposed here to be paid. The Committee on Appropriations 
were led to believe by the investigation they made last year that if we 
had appropriated $75,000 in the bill of last year we could have then 
secured an absolute title to the property, although, of course, there was 
no formal statement made by the owners of the property that they 
would take $75,000 for it, Now it has grown to $160,000 in a single 
year, and comes here again upon an appropriation bill. 

I submit to the Senators from Texas and to the owners of this prop- 
erty that, having waited from 1846 to 1885, they can wait one year longer 
until the Government of the United States, through its proper officers 
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and through the proper 


committee of this body and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, can have an investigation of all the facts connected with 


this case, and then pay for it. 

But the Committee on A tions were willing, in order that the 
question might be finally settled and disposed of, to pay these people 
what they have reason to believe they were willing to accept only a year 


ago, $75,000, for all the rental and for every claim in connection with 
this . Isubmit tothe Senate that the proposition to pay $160,000 
for property, with no further information than we now have respect- 


ing it, would be an unjust payment from the Government of the United 
— 555 have been claiming this property from 1853 
until 1879. 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, I have to say in reply to the Senator 
from Iowa that he makes precisely the proposition now that was made 
a year ago when this same question was up, that is, to wait another year. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will bear in mind that last year we 
struck the whole provision out. 

Mr. COKE. I know it was stricken out, but it was discussed here, 
and it was said that the Government of the United States ought not to 
pay a rent, but should own the land. The facts are that the Govern- 
ment has this land in ion, has had it in possession since 1846; 
that there are three hundred and fifty-eight acres of Ei oe it fronts 
the Rio Grande for a mile and a half adjoining a flourishing and pros- 
perous ay of 7,000 or 8,000 inhabitants, and that the Government has 
never paid one dollar of rent nor one dollar of consideration for the pos- 
session and use and enjoyment of it. There never has been any pre- 
tense that the Government owned the land. 

The only reason why payment for it has not been sought earlier was 
because the land has been in litigation, and the Government said to the 
litigating parties, ‘‘Whenever you settle your lawsuit over the land 
we will take it at a fair price.“ It is a fact that in 1853 General Van 
Vliet, an Army officer stationed at Brownsville, went into the district 
court of Cameron County on his petition asking for a condemnation of 
the land to the use of the Government of the United States, The ques- 
tion of its value was submitted to a jury. The jury assessed it at $50,- 
000 in 1853, and the court said that 8 per cent. interest must be paid 
upon the money until it was paid into a bank in Galveston. Now, if 
you assess interest upon the $50,000 from 1853 to this time it exceeds 
the amount named in the bill. If, however, you say that no title was 
vested then, and if you pay rent, according to the statement of the 
Quartermaster-General of the Army the rental will exceed the amount 
in the bill. I care not which horn of the dilemma you take, the bill 
is a just one, and unless the Government of the United States proposes 
to repudiate an honest debt and to take with a strong hand property- 
belonging to citizens the clause should be agreed to as it passed the 
House, and those people should be paid for the land. 

The question about referring this matter to another committee is an 
after-thought of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 
He struck out $160,000 and inserted $75,000 and added a proviso. 
Does not this show that the committee took jurisdiction over it and 
considered it? If the committee can consider it, can take jurisdiction 
over it for the purpose of paying $75,000, ought not the same jurisdic- 
tion to enable the committee to do full justice if the land is worth 
$160,000 and allow the wholeamount? 

I hope that the Senate will not permit the rights of the owners of 
this land any longer to be deferred, but will reject the amendment and 
cause the Government of the United States in good faith to pay those 

ple for that which it has enjoyed the exclusive ession of since 
846 and upon which it has placed more than half a million dollars’ 
worth of improvements. 

Mr. MAXEY. The proposition of the Senator from Iowa in regard 
to the bill is very heroic, but not very well bottomed in judgment, in 
myopinion. Hesays it would be better forthe Government to abandon 
the post. There never has been a general of the Army who has occupied 
it, never a department commander of Texas who has not regarded it 
not only as an important point but as a supply depot for the Rio Grande 
frontier. It ſuces the city of Matamoras, by far the most important city 
on the Lower Rio Grandein Mexico. It was regarded from the begin- 
ning by General Taylor as a strategic position, and has been held so 
from that time to the present. À 


I ask if there is any honesty in holding a man’s property against his 
consent without paying rent? The Government has never paid a dollar 
of rent from the time it first occupied it to the present. It holds it by 


the strong hand. The Government has put half a million dollars of 
improvements on that land, and yet the proposition is made by a com- 
mittee charged with managing the money of this country to throw 
away that half million dollars, to throw away a strategic position, be- 
cause forsooth the committee is unwilling to agree with the House. 
The chairman says itought to have been submitted to some commit- 
tee of the House for investigation. How do you know that it has not 
been so submitted? It came here from the House of Representatives 
in due form. How do you know the manner in which the provision 
t on the bill in the House? It is here. It comes to us regularly, it 
is just, and the Government will get at least a half million dollars more 
than the value of the property for the $160,000. The title is not in 
the United States; it never has been in the United States. If there was 


any way whatever of bringing an action of ejectment against the United 
States, as there would be against a private citizen, all the fixed and 
permanent improvements built by the United States would pe nong 
with the soil, the improvements would go with the soil; but the Uni 
States occu this position: ‘‘You can not sue me; T have got your 
land; I not pay you any rent; I shall keep your land.“ That is 
the position. We ask for a settlement. The proposition made by the 
House is y fair. Not a reason has been given by the Senator in 
charge of the bill why the position of the House is not entirely fair, and 
Lask the Senate to non-concur in the action of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro The question is on agreeing to the rec- 
ommendation of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. ALLISON. I will modify the amendment of the committee. I 
do not want, even by implication, to say that we are obliged to pay 
$75,000. In line 2028, after the word of, in the proviso recom- 
mended by the committee, I move to strike out this sum ” and insert 
the purchase-money;’’ and in line 2030, to strike out said sum“ 
and insert the purchase- money; so as to read: 

That n 
32 ˙ AA 
shall be paid directly to the owners of the property. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amendment 
will be agreed to if there be no objection. The question now is on the 
first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, in line 2027, 
striking out 5160, 000“ and inserting ‘‘ $75,000.” 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 12, noes 17; 
no quorum voting. r 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 
15, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 
Allison, Chace, Hoar, Plumb, 
Blair, Dawes, > McMillan Sewell, 
Cameron of Pa., Edmunds, Miller of N. b Wilson, 
Cameron of Wis., son, Mitchell, 

NAYS—A. 
Brown, Harris, Mahone, Sawyer, 
Call, Jackson, Manderson, Vance 
Coke, Jonas, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Fair, Jones of Florida, Pendleton, Voorhees, 
Gibson, Jones of Nevada, Doph; Walker, 
Hampton, McPherson, Riddleberger, illiams. 

ABSENT—37 

Aldrich Dopa Ingalls, Platt, 
Ba, * Farley, Kenna, 

Beck, Frye, Lamar, Sabin, 
Bowen, Garland, Lapham, — 
utler, rge, „ rman, 

Camden, Gorman, Miller of Cal., Slater, 

Cockrell, Groome, Morgan, Vest. 
Colquitt, e Morrill, 

Conger, Hawley, Palmer, 

Cullom, Hill, 0, 


So the amendment was rejected. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on inserting the pro- 


viso. E 

The Secretary read the proviso from line 2028 to line 2031, inclusive, 
as follows: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be paid until 8 title is vested 
in the United States, and the full amount of said sum shall paid directly to 


the owners of the property. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to ask unanimous consent to modify the 
amendment—and I suppose the Senator from Texas will not object to 
this modification—so that it will read: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be paid until a complete title is vested 


in the United States, and the full amount of the price, inclu all claims for 
rents, shall be paid directly to the owners of the property. 


What I desire is to cover not only the purchase-money for the p 
erty, but also the arrears of rent. Therefore I insert after the wo 
“amount of’? the words “the price, including rent.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the proviso so as to 
make it read: 

Provided, That no part of this sum shall be 


in the United States; and the full amount 
paid directly to the owners of the property. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the modifica- 
tion? The Chair hears none. The question is on the amendmest as 
amended. ; 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I call the attention of the committee to the pro- 
vision at the top of page 83 appropriating $5,000 to Mrs. Mary T. 
Barnes, widow of the late Surg. Gen. Joseph K. Barnes, for especial 
and meritorious services rendered by her husband in the last illness of 
President Garfield.“ 

I supposed all the expenditures for attendance on President Garfield 
were provided for in 1882, when some $57,000, I think, was appropri- 
ated to cover all the expenses and services in connection with that mat- 
ter. I remember very well that when the proposition was made here 


id until a complete title is vested 
the price, including rent, shall be 
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to increase the pension of the widow of Surgeon-General Barnes from | Senate, agreeably to its request, the bill (H. R. 5800) for the relief of 
$30 to $50 a month, one of the reasons urged why that increaseshould | Sarah B. Jackson, with the Senate amendments thereto. 
be made was on account of the services of her husband in attending | The also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
upon General Garfield; and now we find an item placed in this bill, | ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of 
all that has been done, of $5,000 to be paid to the widow of Gen- | the Sac and Fox Indian reservation in the States of Nebraska and Kan- 
eral Barnes. I call the attention of the chairman of the Committee | sas, and for other purpose.- 2 12 8 
on Appropriations to that item. The message further announced that the House insisted upon its dis- 
Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Will the Senator permit me to ask him | agreement to certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8239) 
whether it is not a fact that Surgeon-General Barnes refused to t | making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
“ny compensation because he was a public officer? Is not that the | June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, agreed to the conference asked by 
fact? the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not know whether he refused to accept it | appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. WALDO 
or whether he was unable to receive anything because he was in the | HUTCHINS of New York, and Mr. JoHN D. Lona of Massachusetts 
employ of the Government in its highest medical position as Surgeon- | managers at the conference on its part. 
General of the Army. I do not know whether it was delicacy on the ENROLLED EILL SIGNED 
part of General Barnes or whether it was impossible for him to obtain R 
from the Government anything more than the compensation he was | The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
receiving. At all events, the fact is that $57,000 were appropriated | signed the enrolled bill (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte- 
in 1882 to cover all the expenses attending service upon General Gar- rior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United States for 
field and his burial. It was even provided that extra compensation | supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota sub- 
might be given not to exceed three months’ pay to any employé who | sequent to June 1, 1861, and prior to the massacre of August, 1862, 
had been especially faithful to the dying President. Now, after that | and providing for the payment thereof; and it was thereupon signed 
whole matter was settled in 1882, and when, as I say, since that time | by the President pro tempore. 
Mrs. Barnes has had her pension increased from $30 to $50, and one of 


the reasons alleged was that her husband had rendered efficient service CAL AMY POA TARD 00S TRUER ORDER eee 

in attendance on General Garfield, the 9 Committee ask Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Iowa yields to me to call up a con- 
us to ap iate $5,000 to Mrs. Barnes. It at least, I think, requires apres cts 

a little explanation. I move that that item be stricken out. The P. IDENT pro tempore. On what bill? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will not be in order to make that Mr. DAWES. On House bill No. 6658, to provide for the sale of the 
motion until the amendments of the Committee on Appropriations are | Sac and Fox Indian reservation in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, 
gone through with. The reading of the bill will proceed. and for other purposes. x 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the House is that it 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 2056, after the words Gar- | has concurred in the Senate amendments, which disposes of the bill 


field Hospital,“ to strike outs ithout any report from the conferees. It supersedes a conference re- 
For the support and medical treatment of thirty-seven transient paupers, port. 

medical and surgical 1 in the city of Washington under a — — to be AMENDMENT TO AN APPROPRIATION BILL, 

made with the Garfield Hospital by the Surgeon-General of the Army, $7,500. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SARAH B. JACKSON—RATES OF PENSION. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I wish to ask for a committee of conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on House bill No. 5800, just 
returned from the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there unanimous consent that 
this bill from the House be now laid before the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
bill (H. R. 5800) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson. This bill passed 
the Senate with amendments, which have been sent to the House of 
Representatives, but are now returned pursuant to the request of the 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For maintenance, to enable it to provide medical and surgical treatment to 
transient persons unable to pay therefor, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations ‘‘ for 
the publication of the Official Records of the War of the Rebellion, both 
of the-Union and confederate armies,’’ after the word dollars,“ in line 
2086, toinsert the following proviso: 

Provided, That thé time during which said publication shall be subject to the 
order of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates shall be extended from July 
1, 1885, to July 1, 1886. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2090, to insert: 

Fort Leavenworth military reservation: For the improvement of roads on 
the Fort Leavenworth military reservation, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War, $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2094, to insert: 

Quartermaster and commissary depot at Saint Paul, Minn.: For the comple- 
tion of the public building for a 1 and commissary depot at Saint 
Paul, Minn., to be used as offices for officers of the Department of Dakota, and 
for heating the same, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2100, to insert: 

For purchasing hospital and other records of the war pertaining to the New 
England Soldiers’ Relief Association, $5,500. po 

The amendment was agreed to. COINAGE OF SILVER. 

The next amendment was, after line 2103, to insert: Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to be allowed to offer a joint resolution at 


| 

| Mr. VAN WYCK. I merely ask for a conference with the House on 

| 
Sea-wall at Governor's Island, New York Harbor: For sea-wall around Gov- this time. 


the amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that the Senate request a conference with the House of Representatives 
on its amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

| By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MITCHELL, 

r. VAN WYCK, and Mr. JACKSON were appointed. 


ernor's Island, $40,000. By unanimous consent, leave was granted to introduce a joint resolu- 
The amendment was agreed to. d tion (S. R. 135) requesting the President to enter into negotiations 
The next amendment was, after line 2106, to insert: with foreign powers to secure an agreement for the free coi of sil- 


For the purpose of erecting astatue, with suitable emblematic deviees thereon, | ver; which was read the first time by its title and the second time at 
on one of the public reservations in the city of Washington, to the memory of length, as follows: 


General La Fayette and his compatriots, $50,000, Deen the Beas 
The amendment was agreed to. ved „ Ce., That the President of the United States is hereby 
7 7 requested to enter into negotiations with the States of the Latin Union, and 
The next amendment was, after line 2110, to insert: such other foreign powers as he shall deem advisable, with the purpose of secur- 


Secreta 5 chairman Comm: the Lib: , | ing such treaties with them as shall bind the nations ing thereto to open 
ent tbe Archioes the c Se are — Pagar Socand exon mage their respective mints to the free coinage of silver with legal-tender power, 
statue, and to designate a suitable public reservation in the city of Washington 
as the site for said statue, 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ under the Depart- 
ment of Justice,“ after line 2226, to insert: 

Reform School, District of Columbia: For repairs to buildings, including new 
roof on main buildingand new piers in basement, $1,800. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, annonnced that the House had directed him to return te the 


at such uniform ratio to gold as shall be agreed upon. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the joint resolution go over until to- 
morrow when I shall call it up. 
a PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will lie on the 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 8256) ing appropriations for sundry civil 
See eg of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1886, 


purposes. z 
The Secretary resumed the reading ef the bill. Tho nert amend- 
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ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, to strike out the follow- 
ing clause from lines 2230 to 2232, inclusive: ; 


Peni for Utah Terri 
itentiary for Utah Territory, 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations why that appropriation is proposed to be 
stricken out. I call the attention of the Senator from Iowa to the two 
appropriations for a peniten in Utah and Montana. I have myself 
no Information as to the situation of Utah, but I have as to the situa- 
tion in Montana, and I do not think the appropriation there ought to be 
stricken out. 

Mr. ALLISON. I can furnish the Senator from Indiana with some 
information on both provisions; I do not mean new information, not 
information unknown tohim. Last year we inserted in the civil sundry 
appropriation bill an appropriation of $26,000 to complete an addition 


: For construction and completion of the pen- 


to the penitentiary at Deer Lodge, in Montana. 
Mr. RRISON. We have not got to that yet. Itis the Utahcase 
that is before us now. 


Mr. ALLISON. I understood the Senator to make inquiry about 


both. 

Mr. HARRISON. I did about both. 

Mr. ALLISON. There was a special provision in that law requiring 
this sum to complete the penitentiary in Montana. In Utah there is a 
provision here for a penitentiary to cost $50,000. There is nothing to 
support that except a simple estimate of the Treasury ent in 
the Book of Estimates. There were no papers, no statements that this 
was important at this immediate time; and inasmuch as there were a 
large number of amendments made by the Senate to this bill for im- 
38383 and necessary appropriations, we supposed that the people of 

tah could get on for another year without a penitentiary. 

Mr. HARRISON. I have no information about the situation in 
Utah as to their need of a penitentiary, and therefore I make no ob- 
jection to that amendment being agreed to; but I desire to be heard 
upon the next one. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 
strike out the clause from lines 2233 to 2235, inclusive, as follows: 

Penitentiary for Montana Territory: For completion of the penitentiary for 
Montana Territory, $25,000. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Government made an appropriation some 
years ago for the construction of a penitentiary in Montana. Plans 
were furnished for the building, which consisted of a central building 
intended to be used chiefly for offices and two wings in which the cells 
were to be situated. The construction of this building was entered 
upon, and one of the wings was first constructed when the appropria- 
tion to which the Senator from Iowa refers of $25,000 in the last Con- 
gress to complete the building there was made. The question was pre- 
sented to the governor of the Teritory, through whom, and under 
whom, it was to be expended, as to how it could be expended. Ofcourse 
it was practically impossible to go to work to construct the other wing, 
which would thus have left two isolated, unconnected wings of the peni- 
tentiary. So that money was expended in part in the construction of 
the central building, which was to connect the two wings, and I have 
seen a statement from the gentleman who was in charge of construction 
that they have out of that appropriation accumulated at the peniten- 
tiary a very large part of the material that will be to com- 
plete the other wing; but the appropriation was not sufficient in carry- 
ing out the plan to construct the central part and also to provide the 
other wing. 

Now the situation of things in the Territory as to the necessity for 
an enlargement of the penitentiary is represented to me by Hon. John 
Coburn, who is one of the justices of that Territory, to be as follows: 
He says that the penitentiary has only twenty-eight cells, and that 
there are more than one hundred and twenty prisoners, and that it was 
so overcrowded and the condition of the convicts such as to render the 
buil unwholesome, and that the courts were compelled to make 
orders that the prisoners of the Territory, instead of being sent to the 
penitentiary, should be lodged in the county jails of the counties where 
they have been convicted. t 

There are but two courses open tous. One is to finish the building 
and make it useful for the purpose for which it was started, because 
the plan has been established, the foundations are in, one wing and the 
central building are built, and the simple question now is whether we 
shall — or complete the structure ing to the original design, 
and furnish that Territory with some adequate place for the confine- 
ment of its prisoners, 

Mr. BECK. The sundry civil appropriation bill for the current year 
which was approved on the 7th of July last contains this provision: 


To erect the unfinished poe of the United States penitentiary at Deer 
Lodge, Mont., and to complete the same in accordance with the original plans, 
$15,000: Provided, That the work be ca: on under the direction and 
general superv ision of the governor of the Territory of Montana, 

That they undertook to do, and when they came to ask us for $25,000 
more without explaining why they had made that expenditure neces- 
sary Epa a law that required the building to be done for $15,000, we 
thought 


Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from Kentucky will allow me? 

Mr. BECK. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. It was simply impossible. That was all there 
was about it. The Government was requiring work that would cost 
forty or fifty thousand dollars to be done for $15,000. 

Mr. BECK. No complaint seems to have been made in regard to it 
as far as we know except that they had adopted plans inconsistent 
with the act of Congress, 

Mr. HARRISON, But the very law which the Senator cites shows 
Hst plans had already been adopted before that appropriation was 

e. 

Mr. BECK. But we have had no information so far as I know, or 
so far as anybody else knows, unless it be from Judge Coburn, that 
they have attempted to carry out the act; and in the face of facts like 
i ne it would hardly seem proper for us to make further appropria- 

ms. 

Mr. HARRISON. Perhaps I was remiss in not bringing to the at- 
tention of the Committee on Appropriations the information I have. 
I tried to find to-day, but have mi it, the report from the gentle- 
man who was put in charge of the construction by the governor, in 
which he sets out all the facts, some of which I have outlined, one of 
which is that one wing has been built. Here was $15,000 appropri- 
ated. They could not enlarge the cell accommodations of the peni- 
tentiary with$15,000. If they constructed the wing without any cen- 
tral part to protect it, they would have there two isolated buildings. 
That money was expended in part in completing the central part of the 
building according to the original plan, and he reports that they have 
accumulated a large amount of material there which can be used in the 
residue of the work. But there is no use of saying when a plan has 
been entered upon that will cost $50,000 the building shall com- 
pleted for $15,000. 

Mr. BECK. All I desire to say is that we have had struggles all the 
time to make our officials comply with the law, and we had no infor- 
mation given us and no good reason assjgned why they do not comply 
with it, and in the absence of such information, having a positive law 
that required it to be done, and no excuse being offered to us nor any 


‘fact laid before us, we did not feel at liberty to insert $25,000 more. 


That was all there was of it, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. [Putting the 
question.] The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I ask a division on that question. It is one of 
so much interest to the Territory of Montana that I am sure that if 
Senators would think of it fora moment they would not refuse this 
appropriation. There is an unfinished, building, totally inade- 
quate to confine the prisoners of the Territory. What sort of economy 
is there on the part of the Senate in refusing to give money to go on 
with it? We have to finish it at some time. I ask for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this question a division is de- 
manded by the Senator from Indiana. 

oo question being taken, there were on a division—ayes 22, noes 
2 


Mr. HARRISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a proposition to appropriate $25,000 in a 
case where a year ago the Committee on Appropriations stated that 
$15,000 would complete the building. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is just the absurdity of this proposition. 
The Government made a plan for a penitentiary in Montana, as I have 
said, that would cost parheja $50,000—I do not state the amount accu- 
rately—and after they spent $20,000 or $10,000 or $15,000, then 
the Committee on Appropriations decree that $15,000 shall finish it. 
If the decree of the Appropriations Committee was sufficient to make 
$15,000 do the work of $40,000, there might be some sense in that state- 
ment. It simply. means that you will not finish it at all. Fifteen 
thousands dol will not go any further than the number of days’ 
work and the amount of material that it will buy, no matter what the 
Committee on la riations say about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Committee on A riations care nothing 
about this any more than other Senators. e have no interest in it 
except to carry on the public service. The Committee on Appropria- 
tions make no statement about this. The people who proposed this 
penitentiary, the responsible officers of the Government, came before 
the committee last year and expressly stated that if we would appro- 

iate $15,000 they would complete this building according to the orig- 

plan, and we appropriated it. Now they come in here, or some- 
body does through the House of Representatives, and propose that 
$25,000 more 1 be allowed, and I suppose next year they will pro- 
pose $50,000 more. 

Mr. HARRISON. What does the Senator propose—to let them go 
without a penitentiary or any building? 

Mr, ALLISON. I do not propose to do anything now except to 
strike out this appropriation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
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The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted— 30, nays 
24; as follows: z athe — 


YEAS—30. à 
Bayard, Eng, Ingalls, —.— 
un 
Beck, Garland, Jackson, Vance. 
Brown, Gibson, Jonas, 5 — 
Call, Jones of Florida, Walker, 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, o! 4 Williams. 
Cockrell, Pendleton, 
Coke, Hampton, ike, 
NAYS—2. 
Cameron of Pa. Harrison, Miller of Cal. Sa A 
Hawley, Miller of N. V., Sewell, 
Conger, r, Mitchell, Sherman, 
om, Lapham, Morrill, Van Wyck, 

Dolph. Mahone, Platt, Woo 

„ „ ' Wilson, 

ABSENT—22, 

Aldrich, Fair, Lamar, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Farley, E Sabin, 
Bowen, George, MeMillan, Saulsbury, 
Butler, Hill, McPherson, Slater. 
Cam Jones of Nevada, Maxey, 
Colquitt, Kenna, er, 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was under the head of Miscellaneous, 
in line 2290, after the name Charles J. Guiteau,” to insert to be im- 
mediately available;”” so as to make the clause read: 

The . is authorized and directed to pay to Charles H. Reed 
and George Scoville, attorneys at law, any sums, not exceeding $3,000 to Charles 
H Reed and not exceeding $2,000 to George Scoville, for services rendered in the 
case of the United States vs. Charles J. Guiteau, to be immediately available, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In regard to the item—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does theSenator from Nebraska ob- 
ject to that amendment making the appropriation immediately avail- 
able? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir; I object to that, and I propose tomake 


a motion to strike out the paragraph. I object to the amendment of 


the committee, and in order that this thing may be fully understood, 
as it has been several times in Congress 
thing to the counsel for Guiteau, I want to know whether there is any 
pore th under which the Appropriations Committee advise this amount. 
If so, I will withdraw my objection to it; but if it is purely arbitrary, 
if it is assuming to do what the Committee on Appropriations say they 
can not do, then I should like to be advised of that fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. I know of no law which authorizes the payment of 
this money and the Committee on Appropriations have no care respect- 
ing it. It comes here I believe for the third time in a House bill, 
certainly the second time, and the Committee on Appropriations in 
view of all the cireumstances surrounding it did not care to strike it 
out. That is all I desire to say about it; I do not care to defend or 
oppose it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The only time this matter has hitherto been before 
the Senate was I think two years ago when I moved the provision asan 
amendment to the deficiency bill, and it was adopted by the Senate. 
It was rejected in the committee of conference and therefore did not be- 
come a law. I think myself the payment ought to be made. A poor 
creature shot the President of the United States. He was entitled toa 
fair trial. He had no money. His brother-in-law volunteered to de- 
fend him. I donot know anything about the character of that defense; 
because that is not material to what is before the Senate now; but in 
addition to that a prominent lawyer of the city of Chicago, at thesolici- 
tation of the defendant himself, was engaged as counsel, and devoted 
some months of service to the reparation necessary todefend this 
and did defend him to the best of his ability. The result of that trial 
is known. No payment was made to either of these counsel because the 
defendant had no money to Py. the necessary expense of that defense. 
It is not obligatory on the United States Government to pay for that 
service; but it was a state trial, it was a trial in the outcome of which 
the people of the United States had great interest, and I think it is no 
more than proper that the Government should pay for this service. 

But I donot care so much for that as I do for the insinuation which 
Was contained in the remark of the Senator from Nebraska the 
Committee on A ions because this item was found in the bill 
as it came from the House and there was no law authorizing it to be 
paid. Mr. President, there is no law for one-half of the appropriations 
contained in this bill. They are appropriations from year to year for 
the purpose of carrying on the United States Government. If we are 
to wait until a law is passed authorizing every particular thing neces- 

sary to be done to carry on all the Departments of the Government, 
then of course the functions of the Committee on Appropriations will 
. K ——— many of these items will bestricken 


Pie this case, however, the Committee on Appropriations on the part 
of the Senate simply accepted what the House had said as an expres- 
sion of their judgment that at all events whatever doubt there might 
— it ought to be resolved in favor of the payment, as they have done 

2 — large mass of appropriations to be found in other portions 


Q 


I understand, to allow some- 


Mr. GARLAND. Some two years ago this matter came before the 
Committee on the Judiciary upon an inquiry, if I recollect correctly, 
suggested by the Senate, to inquire whether there was any authority 
under e DAT y for services of this character. The committee 
were of opinion that there was no law authorizing it, but they were 
AALY of the opinion that payment should be made to these 
counsel of a reasonable sum for theirservices. I donotremember that 
there was a single member of the committee who doubted the pro- 
priety of making such a payment, although the committee answered 
in the negative, that there was no existing statute then authorizing it, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow me I desire 
to suggest to him that it is not now in order for a Senator to move to 
strike out this paragraph, but it will be so as soon as the committee’s 
amendments have n acted upon. I to him that we go on 
through the bill, and if he will a at that time move to strike out the 

ragraph I shall be glad to vote with him. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I will assent to that in a moment, because it is 
opportune to say now that we have been endeavored to be held in line 
by the Appropriations Committee. A; t them no word must be said 
for their strict adhesion to the rules of this body, and for their observ- 
ance of the law. It has been stated to us at the commencement and 
day after day that these rules, so mysterious in theircreation and in the 
construction that has been placed upon them, and even the mysterious 
conduct of the Appropriations Committee, if I may say it without any 
offense, rendered it necessary that we should understand, particularly 
in the light of many things that have been said to-day, whether there 
was a statute requring this, or whether it was in conformity with rule. 
My friend from Iowa says that he has no lar concern about this 
matter and the committee have none. Very well, I have no particular 
concern about this matter, but I have as to the rules and the impulses 
of action. 

The provision was placed in this bill by the House. The chairman 
of this committee says there have been other things placed in the bill 
by the House of Representatives which the Appropriations Committee 
insisted should be stricken out. Why, then, did their adhesion to this 
rule give out? About the time they stuck this appropriation here at 
the end of the bill they got wearied in well-doing, wearied in following 
the rules of this body which were supposed to be framed for their guid- 
ance when they desired them to be, and then when they get near the 
end of the bill and become weary this rule is so elastic that they draw 
themselves out from under the yoke. 

Is it not a strange spectacle here this evening that we are to be in- 
structed first that there is no law under which this a 8 can 
be made, and next that it is a violation of the rules of this body; and 
now the Senator from Iowa says there is no statute, and the Senator from 
Kansas and other members of the Appropriations Committee say there 
is no obligation on the General Government to pay this money? Then 
why pay it? There is no statute requiring it, no obligation on the 
Government to pay it except that there was a poor wretch indicted for - 
crime. Do the Appropriations Committee stumble over the rules of 
this body and discharge their duty in that way in regard to every poor 
creature who happens to be a defendant in a suit where the Govern- 
ment is the prosecutor? No, sir. 

I only desired to stop long enough to call attention to this, because 
before we finish the consideration of this bill I propose to ask the Sen- 
ate to do some things standing just where the Senator the chairman 
of the committee stands, and where that other distinguished member 
of the committee, the Senator from Kansas, places himself on this item. 

I will now consent to the su; ion of Senator from Tennessee 
that the matter may be withheld until we get through with the com- 
mittee’s amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. There can be no regret at the occurrence of this de- 
bate because it has given the Senator from Nebraska an opportunity to 
exploit himself; but it is not proper that the statement should go with- 
out any objection, that this amendment is in opposition to the rules of 
the Senate. It is not in opposjtion to the rules of the Senate, because 
it is not general legislation. 

But, as I said before, there is found in this bill probably one-half of 
the phs and probably one-half of the gross appropriations and 
items that fame no warrant in the command of existing law. There is 
no requirement that we should make appropriations for the prosecution 
of claims; there is no requirement that we should make appropriations 
for the extension of the Reform School in the city of Wi n; there 
is no requirement that we should continue the completion of the road 
at Baton Rouge, La., to the national cemetery. There are all through 
this bill appropriations of different characters that are not aina ta 
deference to existing law; that is to say, there is no specific law requir- 
ingt the Pie's eee to be made. This is of a character of appropria- 

ve been made from time to time which in the judgment of 
. — without any legal obligation, are proper to be made. I do 
not say that this appropriation is one of that overshadowing character 
which requires us to incur the hostility of the Senator from Nebraska, 
nor that we should detain the Senate to hear either his speech or mine 
in to it; but it is one of those things which commend themselves, 
if not to my judgment, at least to my sense of that which is fair and 
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decent on the part of the Government, and I think the appropriation 


t to be made. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is onthe amendment 
of the committee inserting the words to be immediately available, 
in line 2290. 

The amendment was agreed to 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 2291, to insert: 


To enable the anata rela to employ a 9 to edit and 
pare for cation and superintend 3 of the seventeenth and iht. 
— volumes of the Opinions of the re neral, $1,000, 


ae amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for ‘‘ United States 
courts,” in line 2318, to increase the appropriation “‘ for fees of United 
States commissioners, and justices of the peace acting as United States 
commissioners, ’’ ea $100, 8 to $125,000. 

The amendment was 
‘The next amendment was, —— line 2339, to insert: 


UNDER THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

To pay rent of building occupied by the Washington city ice, ata rate 
not exceeding $5,000 per annum, $5,000; and for payment of rent of same from 
November 15°. 1884, to the close of the current fiscal year, at same rate, $3,125, 

Mr. WILSON. I move to add ‘‘to be immediately available.” 
That is in the nature of a deficiency, but providing for the next year 
as well, We provide for it all here. 

The amendment to the amendment was — to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘ House of Representa- 
tives,“ in line 2371, to strike out: 

One chief page, Alvin H. Pickens, $900. 

And insert: 

For one chief + oy a Pickens, at the rate of r annum, from April 

4,1885, to June J, 1886, $1 * wed £ 
The amendment was e N 
The next amendment was, after line 2377, to insert: 


now employed by resolution of the House the same 
Aay eg is provided for the e session 


compensation and for the same 
be immediately available. 


pages employed by the House, 

The amendment was agreed a 

The next amendment was, after line 2382, to insert: 

To reimburse the postmaster for postage-stamps, $70, to be immediately avail- 
able, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2384, to insert: 

To Le e N. A. Fuller, late cashier in the office of the Sergeant-at-Arms 


of the House of Representatives, for payment of a certain check forged in the 


name of a member of the House in August, 1883, $165. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause making appropriations for 
the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Ex posi in line 
2393, after the first word ‘‘ For,“ to strike out the purpose of aiding” 
and insert final aid to; soo as to read: 


For final aid to the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition now 
isiana, &. 


being held in the city of New Orleans, in the State of Lou 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2396, before the words hundred 
thousand, to strike out three and insert bur; soas to read: 

For final aid to the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial pap ore nage now 
being held in the a of New O. in the State of Louisiana, not to exceed 


rleans, 
the sum of o be immediately available, and to . used first in payment 
of the indebtedness ree outstanding of said exposition, & 


Mr. SHERMAN. This question is rather an embarrassing one to 
me. When an appropriation of $300,000 was pro although I 
could see some considerations favoring it I had not ally AA up my 
mind on the subject. I should like to have some further and satisfac- 
tory reason for increasing the amount from $300,000 to $400,000. I 
think the Senator from Iowa should be able to give the Senate a pretty 
full explanation of this matter. I regard it as a very unfortunate thing 
that this great exposition should have been convened, and that it is 
found without money, in bad credit. Perhaps cireumstances might 
justify us in coming to its rescue, and it is no proponen to increase 
the amount of the appropriation made by the I think the 
Senator ought to state the ground for that proposition. 

Mr. HARRISON. I suggest that the Senator from Iowa give ussome 
reason for increasing the appropriation $100,000 and for giving any 
more money to this exposition. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I presume every Senator understands, 
as well as the Committee on Appropriations understand, the situation 
of the New Orleans Exposition. Two or three years ago we passed a 
law on this subject, in which we . that the Government 
of the United States in no respect should be responsible for a single 
dollar, but that it should Suys lend its money to this exposition. I 
think that act was passed in 

Mr. HARRISON. February 10 10, 1883, is the date of the act. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not remember the exact date. At that time 
it was expressly stated and understood that the Government of the 
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United States should in no sense take any control or have any respon- 
sibili this New Orleans Exposition. The President of the 
United States, however, at that time was required by that act to invite 
foreign governments to participate in the exposition. Last year the 
management of the New Orleans Exposition came to Congress and asked 
for a loan of $1,000,000 in order to enable them to peona 
and bly conduct this exposition. It was represented then that 
this sum, if loaned by the Government of the United States, would be 
repaid; and representations were made to both Houses showing how 
easy it would be from the receipts of this exposition to reimburse the 
United States for the advance of $1,000,000. 

The law of last year, which I have not before me, was prepared with 
considerable care in the Committee on eee. and a number of 
amendments were inserted on the floor Senate the purpose 
and with the view of making it certain that the amount of money ap- 
propriated under that act should first be properly expended; and, sec- 
ondly, that at some time the United States should be reimbursed. 
the management went on, and this exposition, instead of being opened 
at the time fixed, did not open until about the middle of December 
or perhaps the 1st of January, and from that time up to certainly about 
the middle of February it was an absolutely losing performance. Al- 
thongh it was not stated to the Committee on Papas BE YE I be- 
lieve personally from the papers that the committee examined and the 
statements made that from this time forward the exposition will be 
practically a losing business; it will not be, to say the least, more than 
self-sustaini The Government of the United States last year ex- 
pressly provided, as it did two years ago, that under no circumstances 
whatever should we be called upon again for any further payment of 
money. 

The situation, as I understand it, to-day is this: There are some 
thirty or forty foreign governments represented at the exposition, at 
least a large number, and they are respectably bee g The ex- 
position itself, so fur as the exhibition is concerned, is a success. These 
governments are represented at the exposition. Of course they knew 
nothing of our internal arrangements here with reference to it. They 
did not know that these managers two years ago, when they secured 
the authority of the United States, expressly pledged themselves not 
to make any request to Congress for an appropriation, These foreign 
governments probably do not know that last year we expressly stipu- 
ere that only the million we gave should be required of the United 

tates. 

Now it is a question for the Senate, and every Senator can judge for 
himself, whether or not we should appropriate anything. If we appro- 

priate nothing, in my judgment the exposition can not last a month. 
Ie we Yi ep be $300,000, the probability is that it will survive to 
the middle of Aprilor the first of May. If we appropriate $400,000, in 
my judgment it will be able to get on until the Ist day of June. 

That is all there is in this case. The Committee on Appropriations 
believe that if $300,000 is appropriated now, at the next session we 
shall probably be called on for $300,000 more. We hope that by the 
amendment which we have inserted here, this final ap riation of 
$400,000 will finish up this exposition in a way at least e 
to the United States. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to ask the chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee to refer to the proviso of the act ee the loan of a mill- 
ion dollars. It expressly provides for a y a bond of $300,- 
ie res the faithful performance of the duty. What has become of that 

n 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot know what has become of it, but I pre- 
sume the bond was given and, of course, it can be enforced. 

Mr. SEWELL. Allow me to read the provision. 

Mr. JONAS. Ifthe Senator will permit me, I will—— 

2 SEWELL. Allow me to read the provision, I read from the 

w: 

Provided further, That no greater amount shall be expended or liability or in- 
debtedness of any kind incurred upon buildings, grounds, and preparations than 
the aggregate sum that may be paid in, by the subscribers to the capital stock 
and by donations and the amount of the loan provided herein: And provided 
Surther, That iu the distribution of the amounts that may remain in the treasury 
of the board of eee the payments of the current expenses of admin - 
istration the amount of 118 * propriation hereinbefore made shall be paid in 
full into the Treasury of nited States before any dividend or percentage of 
profits or assets shall 7 210 to the holders of said stock or contributors: Pro- 
vided further That the vernment of the United States shall not, under any 
circumstances, be liable for any debt or obligation created or incurred by the 
World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, or its koneki —— 

N or for any sum whatever in addition to the amount a od by 
ent 5 the United 


; and that uate space to be determined by the P 
Saales for such exhibits as the Government ofthe United States may se proper 
to make at said i exposition shall be 3 free of all . by said board: 
Provided further, no sum shall be to the said management 


of said 3 until after the president, secretary, and a N 
members of said board shall have executed a bond, with good and solvent se- 
curity, to be approved by the of the 8 in the sum of $300,000, 
to sufficiently secure the peak pmb me wn aad the faithful disbursement of the sum, 
et, y appro for the fai observance of this act with to 
he limitation of expenditures and liabilities as fixed herein, and for 
payment to the Government of the United States of the surpl us of 
4 d exposition remaining after payment of the current expenses of administra- 
on. 


On the 
of view, 


re- 


of that bill, looking at it in a purely commercial point 
had the honor to use the following language on a motion 


? 


1885. 
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made to reduce the appropriation or the loan, as it was said to be, to 


$500,000. I said: 


Mr. President, I made the motion for the reduction of this amount, as I sup- 
posed that we should never get a cent of it back. Judging from my experience 
as a business man and a transportation man, in view of the location of this pro- 
posed exposition, I would give it as my judgment that none of this money will 
a A i the e tion . —— located Ey a central point like 
Sain mis, or cago, or nati, where the surrounding population is very 
dense and where the modes of communication are so frequent that large masses 
of ple could be transported there, I would say that the money might come 
back, but at New Orleans it is almost an impossibility. The le that come 

Mexico and other southern countries will be a very small drop in the 
bucket, It requires a large mass of population to make an exposition of this 
kind pay. Therefore I moved to reduced the amount, as I thought $500,000 was 

for the Government to contribute to what is practically to be a local ex- 
tion. 


At that time it was stated that $700,000 had then been subscribed 
for this tion. I have understood since from very good authority 
that not more than $500,000 has been paid in unto this day and that 
thecity of New Orleans, which reaps great benefit from it, paid $100,000, 
while the exposition have spent $130,000 upon permanent 
im ment of the park where it is located. 

do not think that the United States Congress has a right to squan- 
der the money of the people in this way. The appropriation of a mill- 
ion dollars, ostensibly obtained as a loan but really a gift from the pockets 
of the people of the country, ought to have been enough under prudent 
management, under a faithful performance of the contract entered into 
for which they gave a bond of $300,000, to have carried it through. 

I do not believe that three or four hundred thousand dollars now 
will make it a success. You will then have a deficiency, in my opinion, 
of half a million dollars afterward. I am opposed to the amendment 
of the committee, and I move to non-concur in it; and I give notice 
that I shall move to strike out the whole clause afterward. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER(Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Theques- 
tion is on the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PLUMB. I voted against the proposition of the Senator from 
New Jersey, when the nye oma appropriation was before the Senate, be- 
lieving that a million do was y in order that the exhibition 
might properly be carried on and that the people of the country could 
afford to lend to the exhibition, and if n give that amount, in 
order that there might be a reasonable degree of success attained at least. 
I have been very much disappointed at the result. I have no doubt 
there is an exposition that is in a mannercreditable to the people of the 
United States at New Orleans; but I am not satisfied that the prom- 
ises which were made irt order to obtain the appropriation of $1,000,000 
have been kept, nor am I satisfied that they,were made in good faith at 
the time they were made as an inducement to the appropriation of 
$1,000,000 heretofore made. 7 

Tam now. prepared to vote with the Senator from New Jersey to strike 
out the entire’ i I shall cast the vote with considerable 
regret, but I believe that the circumstances are such that that is due 
sree ye Pi nin ene and I am led to believe from repre- 
sentations which have made to me—and I am not permitted to 
doubt either the fact or their.authenticity—that if a collapse should 
come to that exposition revelations will be made in regard to the ex- 
penditure of the million dollars we have already appropriated which 
will startle the people of the United States. 

I, for one, plant myself upon the declarations contained in 
the various statutes on this subject: First, that the United States were 
not to be ible at all, and that in the next place it was not to be 
a ibility beyond the million dollars appropriated; and believing 
as I do that the people of Louisiana and the people of New Orleans have 
not only not done what they ought to have done but that they have 
not kept faith with the United States in regard to the dealings between 
the United States and them in regard to the exposition, I am prepared 
to say that I believe it to be the duty of Congress to refuse to appro- 
priateany further money fer the purpose of carrying on this exposition; 
and I say that, as I remarked before, with great regret. 

The State which I have the honor in part to represent on this floor 
has there an exhibition of the products of that State, which is in line 
with the exposition which that State has made at other places in the 
Union, and which is worthy of the State, and it has there a commis- 
sioner and assistants for the p of making that exposition what it 
ought tobe. The people of the State of Kansas looked to that expo- 
sition with a great deal of interest and have attended it in large num- 
bers; but their confidence, as well as the confidence of Co and 
of the people of the United States, in my judgment, has been forfeited 
by what has occurred in the expenditure of this million dollars and in 
the failure of the people of Louisiana and the people of New Orleans to 
keep faith with the Government in regard to their subscriptions and to 
do what they ought to have done, and what it was manifestly their duty 
to do, to make this exposition a financial suecess. Believing that, I 
shall vote to strike out this entire appropriation. I regret that the 
House committee and the Senate committee should have felt under 
constraint to appropriate one single dollar. 

Mr. HAR N. Mr. President, the information which the chair- 


man of the Committee on Appropriations furnished to the Senate in 
reference to this matter was not satisfactory to me, for one. 
I have been interrupted two or three times, 


Mr. ALLISON. 


Mr. HARRISON. I will yield to the Senator now in a moment after 
indicating to him the direction in which I should like to have informa- 
tion. I notice that thisamendment eee by the Senate committee 
contains a proposition of this kind, that— 


No part of the fo: ing sum shall be paid until statements and exhibits in de- 
satisfactory to the 8 5 


— ppropriatio by act of July 71885, and that said expenditures 
u 4s „an 
have been mantle for 8 and in the 8 provided for in mid act. 

I submit to the Senator from Iowa that that audit of the accounts of 
the New Orleans Exposition ought not to be referred to the Secretary 
of the Treasury to take place after we have sh Pa $400,000 more. 
It should have been made and submitted to the Congress of the United 
States, and I am in hopes that the Senator from Iowa and the commit- 
tee will be able to furnish the Senate with some information as to what 
the expenditures have been in connection with this exposition, what 
they have been for, how much has been received from private sources, 
what the present debts of the ‘association are, what its receipts and its 
expenditures are per day, and its salaries, in order that we may have 
someintelligent understanding of what we are doing here. 

I should like to have the item of salaries ially, so as to see how 
many of these gentlemen have been su out of this appropria- 
tion and at what rate per annum. I should like to know what the 
prospect is of winding the thing up and when it is intended to be 
wound up. The Senator intimates that $300,000 may not keep it going 
thirty days or sixty days at least, and that $400,000 may carry it to 
June. If we have become committed to this enterprise in such a way 
as to make the United States responsible for its debts, I think we ought 
to consider the question as to what is the best way out. Per we had 
better wind it up, take an account of the assets, and pay the debts if 
we are liable for them. 

It does seem to me that to ask an appropriation of $400,000 in the 
face of the protestations and promises and repeated declarations of the 
managers and promoters of this exhibition that they would not ask as 
a gift one cent from the United States, that it was simply a loan of the 
credit of the United States, that the million dollars would be returned, 
and when we are now met with the statement that we are not to have 
one dollar of the million dollars returned to us, and if we are to follow 
that million with nearly half a million more, we t to have from those 
who have represented this exposition a strict, detailed, and business-like 
statement of what they have done with the money. It should have 
been laid in printed form on the desk of every Senator and Member be- 
fore this proposition was brought under discussion. It should not be 
asked to refer it to an executive officer of the Government to look into 
these things, lodging in him the discretion to send $400,000 more after 
the million that gone. 

It seems to be conceded all around from statements on this floor by 
members of the 33 Committee who have looked into the 
subject, it seems to be conceded in the public press, that there has been 

i i i t mi ent of this ition 
any public enterprise. I should like to have 
from the Senator from Iowa, if he has it, some statement of what this 
association have been doing with this money. I should like to know 
whether it is true that the city of New Orleans has given $100,000 and 
that permanent improvements which will remain in her park for more 
than the sum she has donated have been taken out of this money. 

For one I shall not vote for this, if at all, until there has been a full 
exposé of all these matters. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana says that 
this proposition should not have been presented here by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations until a full printed statement was presented with 
it of all the facts connected with the New Orleans Exposition. Why, 
Mr. President, does not the Senator from Indiana know that this bill 
itself did not reach the Committee on Appropriations until last Friday 
night at 10 o’clock? Does he expect the Committee on Appropriations 
to go through a hundred pages of a bill between Friday night at 10 
o’clock and Sunday night at midnight, and then present here on the 
tables of Senators at 9 o’clock on the following morning full details of 
every item in this bill—does he expect that of the Committee on Appro- 
priations? À 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not, and I was not referring to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations as to its being any part of their duty, but I say 
the promoters of this proposition who ask this additional $400,000 should 
have furnished it. E 

Mr. ALLISON. So I agree. 

Mr. HARRISON. I agree that the Committee on Appropriations of 
the Senate have not had time to deal with this bill as they ought, that 
it has come here so late that they must necessarily give it a hasty con- 
sideration. But if there has not been time to examine this matter 
thoroughly, then I can only blame the Committee on Appropriations for 
making any proposition to donate money at all. I think they should 
have said we have not time to go to the bottom of this, and until we 
do we decline to take any step. é 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations take no respon- 
sibility in reference to this measure that is not taken by every Senator 
on this floor. We only have recommended in this amendment a stato- 
ment that if we appropriate at all we ought to appropriate $400,000 
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Mr. MILLER, of California. I should like to ask the Senator why 
they have recommended the additional $100,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that before I take my seat. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations when this bill came before them made a re- 
quest of the management who asked this appropriation for every item 
su) by the Senator from Iowa. We asked them to send to us a 
detailed statement of the expenditure not only of the million dollars 
appropriated by the Government, but of all the money received by the 
management, We also asked them to show us in detail from what 
sources they received money in addition to the money received from the 
Government, and I have before me and have in these papers the response 
made by the ent to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The whole amount received by this management on account of this 
exposition, outside of the receipts at the gates, is eee 
a loan ex- 


Louisiana. Of su 
000, and another $11,800. These put together make a 
total sum of $630,968. : 
now the statement sent to the committee by Mr. E. A. 
eral of this exposition and the responsible man- 


priation, they said it would be impossible within t 
get it to the committee to collect the $800,000 in full; but they said it 
would be collected, and we inserted the $500,000 alluded to by the 
Senator from New Jersey. 
I have cape Me UT, Hey 


$1,000,000 has been expended; 
draining, fencing, &c., 
tes and Territories, $235,000; for com- 
; educational — 000 $50,000; wo- 

man’s work, $50,000; agricultural department, , 

Mr. CONGER. I ask the Senator if there is any expense for the Red 
Cross Association who have brought from foreign countries and all parts 
of the United States exhibits for the exposition ? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is not especially mentioned. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that individuals out of their own pri- 
vate means have paid the expenses which were to have been met by 
this management, and they have left ladies in charge of these associa- 
tions with a good deal of expense out of their own purses, and have not 
as yet relieved and will not, if we vote $400,000 more, relieve those 
private persons who have been in the exhibition of 
that kind both in Europe and the United States, but leave them to pay 


their own ex 

Mr.“ N. Of course I can only give in a general way thestate- 
ments of the 

Mr. CULLOM. the Senator state that several hundred thou- 


sand dollars were distributed to the States? Is there an itemized ac- 
count showing the amount each State has received? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘There is among these papers an itemized account. 
Of course the States and Territories had allotments made to them. 

Mr. INGALLS. Was that allotment a loan or a gift? 

Mr. ALLISON. I suppose it was a gift; that is to say, the managers 
allowed the State of Kansas, for instance, $5,000. 

Mr. INGALLS. Out of the Government loan? 

Mr. ALLISON. Out of the general fund. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator state whether it was given to the 
State or to individuals in the State? The State of New Jersey appro- 


It was given to the executive officers of the State 
in every instance, I believe, and applied or managed by the governor of 
the State. 

Mr. CHACE. Does the Senator from Iowa say that these amounts 
were paid over in full to the States? 

Mr. ALLISON. - I am saying nothing. I repeat what I said before 
that the Committee on Appropriations could only take the statements 
of the management in reference to this matter. I do not know that 
one dollar was paid to any State or to any State agent. I am only stat- 
ing what the ent stated to us. 

Mr. CULLOM. When the Senator gets to that point I should like 
to have him read the paper showing the amount that each State has 
received, if he has such a document in his possession. 

Mr. ALLISON. If I can find it I will read it. This is the state- 
ment with reference to the expenditures for the original 3 
the exposition. It is claimed by the ee am only 
speaking with reference to their statement—that because of the general 
situation at New Orleans, because of the difficulty in the means of 
transportation, and because of the general delay, the increased cost of 


the buildings for the opening of the exposition amounted in round num- 
bers to $370,000. They also submitted to us a statement of the in- 
debtedness up to this time. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator what the aggregate of the 
ex tures is? 

. ALLISON. The aggregate of the expenditures up to February 

1, including, of course, the liabilities of the exposition—as shown by 
this statement—amounts to $2,070,000, but the aggregate of 
the construction of buildings prior to the opening of the ibition 
was $1,709,000. 

The detailed statement the Senator from Illinois asked for I have 
here now for each State and Territory. 

The real trouble with this exposition is that it has been, with the 
exception of a few weeks, an absolute loss from the beginning, and in 
my belief it will be an absolute loss from now until the time it closes. 


E 


days to $10,000, $8,000, $7,000, $6,000, $5,000, and $4,000. From the 
1st day of February the receipts averaged over $6,000. They now aver- 
age, I believe, about $2,500 per day, or nearly that sum. : 

Mr. HARRISON. Will theSenator allow me to ask hima ques 
as he goes on? I notice from his statement that the total receipts have 
been $1,630,000. That, I understand, was up to the ist of Massie, 

Mr. ALLISON. Les, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. The expenditures up to the Ist of February were 
$2,070,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. In other words, there was an excess of expendi- 

of $439,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Les, sir. 

Mr. HARRISON. Now I want to ask the Senator if that debt has 
been reduced since? 

Mr. ALLISON. The debt has been reduced by the receipts during 


February. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has the debt been actually reduced? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator—but I trust the Senator 
will not expect the Committee on Appropriations to go into a detailed 
account of dollars and dimes with reference t this matter—that there 
has been a reduction, so that at this time the indebtedness of the estab- 
lishment is $383,071. 

Mr. HARRISON. That was what I wanted togetat. Then nearly 
all this money, $400,000, is to be applied to ts, and they will 
start with a balance of $20,000 of this ap on the next experi- 
ment. 

Mr. ALLISON: 8 

Mr. INGALLS. Is indebtedness of $380,000 exclusive of the 
million they owe to the United States Government? 

Mr. ALLISON. i 


ber the exact average. 

Mr. HARRISON. May I ask the Senator whether in the statement 
as made of the reduction of the debt during the month of February, 
which I believe included the Mardi Gras celebration, the salary ac- 
count for that month has been paid, or whether it is due on the Ist 
of March, so that it remains in doubt whether there has been any re- 
duction? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think very likely the ion of the Senator 
may be correct. I eee, a ey in doubton the Ist of 
March whether there has been any reduction, and I think when the 1st 
of April comes there will not only be no reduction but there will be a 
deficit of several thousand dollars even if we appropriate this $400,000, 
unless this management can secure money from some other source than 
any known to the Committee on Appropriations or known to the man- 
agers themselves. It isa question whether the Congress of the United 
States, having reference to our obligations and to the invitations we 
have extended to other governments, shall give this sum of money to 

the exhibition going until the time prescribed in the law for its 
closing, or whether we shall abandon it now. 

That is all the question. Therefore the Committee on Appropriations 
provided thatthis money should be expended by one of our own officers, 
that he should not expend it ſor this purpose until he was satisfied that 
every dollar that was appropriated as a loan last year had been faith- 
fully and honestly expended not only for the purposes indicated in 
that law but in the manner indicated in that law. 

Mr. HARRISON. The appropriation that the Senate provides for in 
this bill simply BE onto debts. It is probable when all the accounts are 
in, it isa close shave whether it will pay the existing debt. 


a HARRISON. -How do we get any guarantee that it will run to 
y? 

r~Mr. ALLISON. None whatever. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then is it not likely that it will be compelled to 
stop at once, or that we shall have to follow this appropriation with 
two or three hundred thousand dollars more? 

Mr. ALLISON. Very likely both. 

Mr. HARRISON. If it runs to May the Senator thinks we must 
add to this appropriation two or three hundred thousand dollars more? 

Mr. ALLISON. I think so, unless you make the $100,000 addi- 
tional appropriation we propose to that made by the House. 

PRAE HARRISON. Even if you make that, it only pays the present 
t. 

Mr. ALLISON. The gentlemen who ap before the commit- 

tee stated that if the $100,000 which we to this bill should be ap- 

propriated they would be able to run this exposition until the 1st day 

of June. I have serious doubts about that. 8 

Mr. HARRISON. Were those the same gentlemen who said the 
money would be repaid ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Oneof them. I have said all I care to say with 
reference to this exposition. I do not think it stands in a creditable 
way either to the ent or to the United States, and itis a ques- 
tion what we shall do with it under the circumstances.* The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, or at least a majority of them, believed that under 
the circumstances surrounding this case it was a wise thing for us ina 
guarded way to give final aid to this exposition to the extent named in 
this clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison the amendmentof 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I wish to ask the Senatorin regard to 
this bill if any premiums have been paid or awarded to the States yet, 
and whether in the calculation of $400,000 there has been taken into 
consideration what is awarded on premiums? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certain premiums have been awarded; I do not re- 
member the amount; I think $17,000. Of course that constitutes one 
of the debts of the association. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. This speaks of debts to foreigners or 
foreign nations. Will the Senator explain what those debts are; how 
this exposition becameindebted to foreign nations, and what the amount 
is? 


Mr. ALLISON. I think the amount is an unknown quantity, though 
it is not large. This ent made certain arrangements with for- 
eign governments to send their exhibits here and agreed to pay freights 


and some other in connection with the foreign exhibits. A por- 
tion of those expenses have not been paid; premiums have been awarded 
to exhibitors from foreign countries which have not been paid. I do 
not think any statements I have before me give in detail the amount 
of these debts, but it is stated at $17,000; but when the exposition is 
closed I believe it will amount to over $60,000. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. There is a difference between foreign- 
ers and foreign nations. I do not see how a foreign nation would bring 
itself to contemplate taking money of this association for freights on 
their own exhibits. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not think we owe any foreign nation anything 
on this account. . 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I hope not. 

Mr. ALLISON. If we do we will try to pay it in some other appro- 
priation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Idesiretosay one word in favor of this amendment. 
A large number comparatively of the business men from the State of 
Pennsylvania, and principally of Philadelphia, have been in attend- 
ance on this exposition. I saw a party of them on their return a few 
days ago. They all gave a glowing account of the exposition in so far 
as the exhibits are concerned, and without exception they are men of 
judgment. Those whom I have conversed with, and those whom I 
have seen, say we ought to make this appropriation. I myself have 
dates some attention to it, and I believe we ought todo it. If we 

ve made a mistake in this matter we made it when we gave the loan 
in the first instance. As I regard it, the honor, the credit, the good 
name and fame of this nation are involved in this transaction, and it 
becomes us to consider that, Mr. President. I shall do it. I would 
vote very cheerfully even for more than is proposed by the amendment. 

I have some knowledge myself in regard to matters of this kind. I 
was instrumental in a small wayin the inauguration of the Centennial 
Exposition. I know what it costs to set such a work as that in opera- 
tion and to carry it through. I think people in and about Philadelphia 
contributed about two millions and a half of dollars, the State of Penn- 
sylvania contributed from its treasury a million dollars, the Govern- 
ment of the United States I believe a million and a half. 

Mr. SEWELL. Loaned it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. They should have given it, as I thought then and 
as I think now. y 

Mr. FRYE. Do not forget to state that the United States compelled 
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feeling lying at the bottom of that exposition which is nob present in 
this case to sustain this work. 41 

The gentlemen who were here the other day said to me- and the 
were very familiar with the work done in Philadelphia—that the 
now being done in New Orleans, in extent of buildings erected, of oppor- 
equal to that at 


they ought. 
Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania ‘allow me to 
ask him does he know whether those persons had subscribed money 
and were desirous of getting it back? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not know; but I think none of them were 
in that category. One of them, with whom I talked more ly 
than with the others, is a prominent business man in Phi and 
is a patriotic gentleman. He was engaged in the work of the Centennial 

ition. His heart was in that, and it is in this, and he feels pre- 
cisely in regard to this matter as he did in regard to that, so faras the 
Government and its obligations are concerned. t 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I voted for this original appropriation, 
and I am very glad that I did so. I wish I had voted for a larger one 
and that more had been appropriated and more had been expended: 
Why, sir, we expended in the preparation of the Philadelphia 
nial Exposition, as I have been informed in the items given here 7 
over $7,000,000 in making that exposition ready to be seen. Here is an 
exposition located in a portion of the country unaccustomed to making 
expensive demonstrations of this or perhapsof any other kind, without 
the necessary means and facilities for intercommunication, unused to this 
sort of thing, and yet the precise point of the whole country where an 
exposition was needed for its industrial and its educational effects, and 
with an amount of money less than $2,000,000. { 

Whatever they may have done in the way of bad appropriation, 
whatever they may have done in the way of imprudent expenditure, 
whatever they may have done in the way of corrupt expenditure, which 
is hinted at darkly here, but of which there is no evidence in existence 
as far as I know, with an expenditure of less than $2,000,000 they have 
prepared an exposition which in many and in important particulars sur- 
passes that of the Centennial. I do not make this assertion wildly or 
blindly. At least one hundred of the most intelligent citizens of my 
own State, including the governor of the State, have recently-visited 
the exposition, and I have talked with a great many of them. 

The governor was familiar with the Centennial 80 was 
his wife, a very intelligent woman, as capable of ju in regard to, 
a matter of this kind as any lady almost in my acquaintance; and they, 
and others of this party who went there to observe, and who did ob! 
serve, as I believe, impartially, prominent men in both political : 
ties, say to me that this exposition in its substance is superior to w. 
they saw and were familiar with at Philadelphia, and this is in the 
preliminary stage. It has had no visitors of any great consequence as 
yet. Their facilities for reaching the point of exhibition from where 
most of the people are obliged to stay in the city, the four miles travel, 
are thus far very inferior indeed, and, of course, there has not been a 
great amount of travel to the exposition. The number of visitors has 
not as yet been large. 

Our friends here talk about the United States collecting its money 
back again, but they did not get that million and a half dollars hack 
again until the Centennial Exposition was over and until there had 
been a chance for receipts ont of which the remuneration was to be 
made. Now we are holding our friends at the South responsible for 
accomplished results; we are holding them to, what I think it is very 
unjust to hold them to, the accomplishment of results at this ee Ha 
atively early period. Of course it is to be understood that it has 
longer to make this ready, and the weather itself has been inhospitable 
and unfavorable. Everything has been done at a great disadvantage, 
and done by a class of people who are not accustomed to make expend- 
itures of this description and who naturally might be somewhat tardy, 
who might bê excused if they failed even without being charged with 
fraud and corruption, unless we have the evidence of it. í 

I believe that if this exposition is treated in a good-hearted way, with 
anational feeling, with a spiritof brotherhood such as we ought to be- 
gin to entertain toward all portions of our country, and if we give them 
three or four or five hundred thousand dollars more to help them along 
and to let this exposition last another year, it will be a magnificent 
success of which the American nation may well be proud; and even if 
it is not, as compared with what was done at the North nine years ago, 
I say that in my belief the educational effects upon the southern por- 
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tion of our country and upon the northern portion of our people who 
may see fit to visit that part of the nation, and the adjacent nations, 
will fully justify the million or the million and a half which we have 
given. I trust the committee will be sustained in this amend- 
ment to the bill, and that if a larger amountis thought to be necessary 
even that may be voted. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that it is proposed to take a recess at 6 
o’clock. That has been ordered, and I desire to ask the Senator from 
Lonisiana whether or not he desires to have what he says broken into, 
or would he prefer to have the recess taken now? 

Mr. JONAS. I should be glad to have it taken now. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. SEWELL. Will the Senator withdraw the motion for a mo- 
ment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Senator 
from Massachusetts that at 6 o'clock, by a resolution passed at an 
ee hour, it is the duty of the Chair to announce a recess until 8 
0 LAr 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate now take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. SABIN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Minnesota. 

The motion put, there were on a division—ayes 25, noes 16. 

Mr. VAN WICK and Mr. BAYARD called for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 


25, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—2%. 
Aldrich, Dol; Miller of Cal., Plum 
Blair, pa Miller of N. Y., Sabin” 
Brown, Hawley, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Butler, Hil. Morgan, Sewell. 
Cameron of Wis, McMillan, Morrill, 
Chace, Mahone, Palmer, 
Conger, Manderson, Platt, 
A P NAYS—19. 
Bayard, Lamar, Vv 
x Gibson, Pendleton, Van Wyck, 
Call, Gorman, Pugh, Vest. 
l, Harris, Ransom,” Walker. 
Coke, Jonas, Saulsbury, 
‘ ABSENT—22. 
Allison, Fair,” Jackson, — 
Farley, e, 
den, Frye, Jones of Florida, Middieberger, 
Cameron of „ Garland, Jones of Nevada, Sherman, 
— bag Groome, Kenna, Slater, 
Dawes, Hampton 5 3 
' n, 
Edmunds, Hoar, McPherson, Wilson. 


Nr. CONGER. Mr. President 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under a resolution of the Senate 
passed at an earlier hour of the day, the Senate now takes a recess from 


this-time-until 8 o'clock to-night. ) f 
Mr. CONGER. Which I move to reconsider. I moveto reconsider 
the motion by which the Senate to take a recess. 


agreed 

The PRESIDING OFFİCER. In the execution of the order of the 
Senate the Chair has announced that the Senate has taken a recess from 
6 to 8 o’clock. 

Mr. CONGER. I addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair decides that the Senator 
from Michigan made his motion too late, because the Chair had an- 
nounced the execution of the order. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I addressed the Chair two or three 


times. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is quite aware of that fact. 

Mr.CONGER. And the Chair refused to me. [ Order! ] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is quite aware of the fact 
that the Senator addressed the Chair when the Chair was announcing 
the order of the Senate previously made. 

Mr. CONGER. And it was to prevent that announcement that I 
exercised my privilege of addressing the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs to state to the Sen- 
ator from Michigan that the Chair understood it to be the duty of the 
Chair to execute the order of the Senate, and not to allow the order to 
be interfered with by the appeal of any single Senator. The Senate is 
in recess until S o’elock to-night.. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair), In obedi- 
ence to the order made just before the recess, the Chair directs the Ser- 


t· at- Arms to clear the galleries and close the doors in order that the 


te may proceed to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. ALLISON. Is it in order now for me to move that the doors be 
9 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not until the order has been exe- 
cuted. 

The doors having been closed, the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent to submit two reports from 
the Committee on Pensions. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reports will be received if there 
be no objection. 5 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 603) granting a pension to Rachel Nickell; and 

A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Matilda Cody. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Appropriations, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8279) making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, and for the armanent thereof, for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. 1 ask for the regular order. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil ex 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations, in line 2396, 
before the word hundred.“ to strike ont three“ and insert four;’”? 
80 as to read: 

For final aid to the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition, now 
being held in the city of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, not to exceed 
the sum of $400,000. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. President, it wouldseem from the objections which 
are made to the amendment and the item of appropriation now under 
consideration as if Senators in the opposition considered that it only 
concerned the State of Louisiana and the people of New Orleans whom 
I in part represent. It is true that this great Ce is held in the 
city of New Orleans. It is not true that it is held particularly under 
the auspices of the people of that city or the people of Louisiana. The 
exposition is held in pursuance of an act of Congress approved February 
10, 1883, not introduced either in the Senate or in the Honse by any 
representative from the State of Louisiana, and not ing particu- 
— from the people whom I represent. The preamble to that net sets 


tion of Ameri 

for the public welfare, incorporated under the laws of Mississi i, a world's 
industrial and ton centennial exposition, to beheld under the joint a’ 
of the United States, the said National Cotton Planters’ Association of America, 
and of the city in which it may be located, and in which cotton in all its condi- 
tions of culture and manufacture will be the chief exhibit, but which is designed 
also to include all arts, manufactures, and products of the soil and mine; and 

* suchan exhibition should be national and international in its char- 
acter, in which the le of this country and other parts of the world who are 
interested in the subject should participate, it should have the sanction of the 
Congress of the United States. 


That act was passed, and in pursuance of its authority the National 
Cotton Planters’ Association selected the city of New Orleans as the 
city in which the om Gar par should be held, much, I may say en pas- 
sant, against the wish of a large portion of the commercial community 
of that city who have since contributed to its success, and who At the 
time entertained honest doubts (desirous as they were that the expo- 
sition should be held) whether New Orleans occupied the proper geo- 
graphical position in which to hold such an exposition. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Louisiana to yield to me for 
a moment that I may submita conference report on the legislative ap- 
propriation bill. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Louisiana yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. JONAS. Certainly. 

Mr, ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the conference rt on the legislative appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a privileged report that the 
Senator has a right to make at any time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the report and ask for its immediate 
consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 


1885. 
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The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. nea i making appropriations 
the Government for the 
and for other pu having met, after full 
to recommend and do recommend to their re- 
spective Houses as follows: 
+ That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 5, 15, 16, 17. 18. 19, 20, 
1 855 44, 47, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67. 75, 79, 81, 82. 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 102, 106, 107, 108. 113,114, 
12 126, 128. 129, 130,131, 133, 134, 137, 138, 139, 140, 141. 142, 143, 144, 145, 173, and 


+ That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 2, 3. 4, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 23, 24, 25, 27, 23, 30, 31, 32, 33, 35, 37, 40, 41, 45, 
48, 51,53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 68, 70, 71, 72. 73, 74. 77, 80, 83, 84. S. 86, 87, 93, 94, 95, 
90. 97, 99, 00. 104, 109. 110. 111. 112, 115. 117. 118, 119, 120, 125,132, 136, 150, 151, 133. 155, 
157, 160, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, and 171, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 7; That the House recede from its disa ment to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert S2. 418.90; and the Senate 
agree to the same. P 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert twenty-seven; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 22; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 22, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted insert 
the following: ‘One fireman, $1,080;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: That the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and to the same with an amend- 
ment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $147,801.90; ™" and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 34: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 34, and a 
7 of the bill, in line 


nt to 
gior to the same with an 
„aft 


amendmentas follows: On pa; er the word “labor,” 
insert the words “including $5,000 for rent of Senate committee-rooms; ” and 
the Senate agree to the same, . 

Amendment numbered 36; That the House recede from its di t to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and a to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro) insert $390,549.10; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
dment numbered 39: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 39, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $9,161.65 ; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amen t numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


ta- 
; and 


Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 50, and 
amendment as follows: In lien of the sum proposed insert 810.000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said amendment insert 
“* $5,000; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “*$130,000;"’ and the 


Senate to the same. 

8 numbered 76; That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 76, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Restore the number ne to be stricken out by said 
amendment, and on page 31, in line 11 of the bill, after the word each,” insert: 
“six assorters of money-orders at $340 each: and the Senate agree to the 


same, 

Amendment numbered 78: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $506,030;” and the 
Senate agree to the same. s 

Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pi insert 87;“ and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 101: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 101, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $50,000; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 


Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its disagreement to 


the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $1,500; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 105: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $2,000;" and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amen 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page 69, in line 4 of the bill, after the word * four,” 
insert the following: ‘One of w shall be employed on the general index; 
and Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 123: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 123, and agree to the same with an 
amendmentas follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 922,700; and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 124: That the House recede frem its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 124, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $2,000; ” and the Sen- 
ate agree to the same. $ 

Amendment numbered 127: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbéred 127, and to the same with an 
amendment 3 In lieu of the sum proposed insert 818,120; and the 

to the same. 

Amendment numbered 135: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 135, and agree to the same with an 


ent numbered 116: That the House recede from its disagreement to | 


to the same with an 


amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be stricken outby 
said amendment insert the following: 

“That a committee consisting of five members-elect to the House of 
sentatives of the Forty-ninth Congress, to be —— by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives of the Forty-eighth prior to the first 
Monday of Deesmber next inquire into and investigate the 2 of ap- 
propriations for Indians under treaty for their support, for their education and 
otherwise, and whether any changes should be made in said appropriations or 
their expenditure. Said committee shall also inquire into the ure of 
public money for the Yellowstone Park and the administration of laws ap- 

licable to said park, whether any change should be made in said laws or the 

uundary of the park, and what steps, if an, can be taken to make of practical 
benefitand utility that portion of the publicdomain. That said committee shall 
have power to appoint su mittees and visit the places where appropria- 
tions mentioned herein are expended, and in doing so they are authorized to 
use Government conveyances and means of transportation. Said committee or 
any subcommittee thereof shall have power to send for persons and papers and 
to appoint a clerk, and the committee may report by bill or otherwise to the 
Forty-ninth Congress. A sum sufficient to pay the expenses of said committee 
hereby authorized and of witnesses that may be summoned before it is herel 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap 4 
which shall be immediately available, and payable on the draft of the chairman 
of said committee in sums not exceeding $1,000 at any one time.“ 

And the Senate agree to the same, f 

Amendment numbered 146: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 146, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be insert 
“ one skilled laborer, 880; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 147: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 147, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 8,20; and the 
Senate a to the same. $ 

Ame ent numbered 148: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $3,000;” and the 


Senate to the same. 

Am ent numbered 149: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the t of the Senate num 49,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$3,000;"’ and the 

e to the same. 

Am t numbered 152: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
he amendment of the Senate numbered 152, agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out all that follows the word“ dollars" on page 
85, in line 20 of the bill, down to and incl g line 22, and in lieu thereof insert 


of officers and => ves therein; and the Senate 
Amendment numbered 154: That the House recede from its 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 154,and 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert 572,000; and 
Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 156: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 156, and to the same with an 


ent asfollows: On 92 of the bill, in line 2, after the word dollars“ 
where it first occurs, insert following: each; one female messenger, $840; ” 


he same 
Amendment numbered 158: 


amendment as fellows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt 881,900; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert six; and the 
Senate axree to the same. z 

Amendment numbered 161: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 161, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert $113,500; and the 
Senate agreeto same. 

Amendment numbered 172: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 172,and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: On page % of the bill, after line 10, insert asa new para- 
graph the following: 

For the following for the additional buildings for the money-order and Sixth 
Auditor's offices, namely: For heating apparatus and fuel, $1,300; gas, $400; fur- 
niture for the money-order office, $500; miscellaneous items, $500; four watch- 
men, three laborers, three charwomen at $150 each; in all, $8,100." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 1 and 29 the committee of con- 
ference are unable to agree. 


. M, COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Series HOLMAN, 


J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say that in the bill every item has been 
agreed to by the conference except the one item relating to clerks of 
Senators. There are two amendments involved in that question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator desire the Senate 
to take any action in respect to the disagreeing votes? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not. 

Mr. INGALLS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa, for the 
information of the Senate, whether all the provisions the Honse of Rep- 
resentatives asks for their force were agreed to by the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say in response to the Senator from Kansas 
that they were all to so far as the House force is concerned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
report. 

The report was concurred in. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PLUMB submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the cy Myer J votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations 
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N June 
heal, pear ending hd 
their respective Houses aa (allows: 
5 at to . 
. 5, 6, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20, they 
P. B. PLUMB, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
JAS. B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


R. W. TOWNSHEND, 


WM. S. HOLMAN, 
G. HORR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. PLUMB. The points of difference between the two Houses were 
the proposition of the Senate to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
pay the rent of third-class post-offices, the ition of the House that 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing should en 
with private parties for the uction of 
envelopes, the proposition 
should be committed a discretion in regard to the payment of a proper 
sum for the carrying of fo mails, the proposition of the House that 
a special 10-cent stamp should be provided, and that consequent upon 
that there should be a special delivery of letters in cities of a certain 
size, and also the amendment of the Senate to the proposition of the 
House in regard to the pay of railroads, the Senate having added to the 
sum proposed by the House $490,000. 
The conferees have agreed upon the settlement of all these differ- 
ences except that in regard to tho payment of $ the rent of third-class 
post- offices, the com: m for the of foreign mails, and the 
10-cent re, or special delivery of letters. In the matter of the in- 


D the payment of railroads for the trans- 
ete oats conferees agreed to recede. In regard to 
the proposition that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing should enter 
into competition with private parties for the manufacture of 

stamps and stam envelopes, the House conferees to 

leaving, as I have stated, these three items in controversy still be- 
fore the two Houses so faras the committee of conference is concerned. 

I ask the Senate to concur in the report of the committee of confer- 
ence. 

The re: was concurred in. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move that the Senate further insist on its amend- 
et tat aed arn bill not so far agreed on by the 
ero. Hope ee OCHIA H use of Representatives a further confer- 
ence on the disagreeing vo J 

5 

By unanimous consent, the presiding officer was authorized N 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. PLUMB, Mr. AL- 
LISON, and Mr. BECK were appointed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The Senate; as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil 
eee ee, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, 


Tel PRESI INGOFFICER. Thepending question ison theamend- 
ment in line to strike out three“ and insert four,” so as- to 
make the tion for the World’s Industrial and Cotton Centen- 
nial Exposition $400,000; on which the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
JONAS] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JONAS. I was saying when interrupted that the act of Congress 
authorized the Cotton Planters’ Association, who orginated the exposi- 
tion, and who are an important and respectable agricultural association 
of this country, to locate the exposition, which they did, at New Orleans. 
I take occasion here frankly to say that in my opinion it would have been 
better had they chosen Atlanta, or Nashville, or even Louisville, al- 
though that city is outside of the cotton belt. They are all greater cen- 
ters of population, and I believe the exposition would have been a greater 
financial success if located in either of those cities. But it was located 
in New Orleans, and without any action or volition on the part of the 
people of that. city. 

The act also provided: 

‘That the President of the United States may, upon the recommendation of the 
executive committee of the National Cotton Planters’ Association of America, 
appoint six United States commissioners, and, upon the recommendation of the 
majority of subscribers to the enterprise in the city where it may be located, may 


appoint seven United States commissioners, w her shall constitute a 
board of management of said World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposi- 


tion 
- SEC. 3. That the President of the United States may, on the recommendation 
of the poremos of the various States and Territories of the eee 45 sort oe 
comm: and one alternate commissioner for each State 
whose functions shail b be defined by the said board of 9 
Under the above provisions the President appointed six commission- 
and he also appointed seven other commissioners, who were chosen 
by the subscribers, who subscribed some $500,000 to the stock of this 
enterprise. These constituted the board of managers, appointed and 
commissioned by the President, with full faith and 8 given to 
them by the President under the provisions of the act of Congress. 
Here I take occasion to say that this board of management thus con- 


stituted is chosen from the best, the e eee, the most reliab 

and the most successful business men of „ 

its vicinity. They were a; ted irrespective of politics, and most of 

them are men out of politics, but eee SRAN 
es. 

I take further occasion to say that the eral of the enter- 
prise, who has been held forth as —— is not a member 
of this board of He is an executive officer, and whatever 
power he possesses, whatever acts he has performed, or whatever dis- 
position he has made of the moneys which were in his possession, has 
been under the control and by the direction and advice and the vote of 
this board of managers. 

Some $584,000 were subscribed to this enterprise by citizens of New 
Orleans and other persons interested in its success. ‘The President in 
the mean time was authorized by another provision of the act, which I 
shall read, to issue invitations to foreign governments: 

Sec. 9. That the President be requested to send, in the name of the vanes 
States, invitations to the governments of o! nations to be represented an 


he 
take part in said World's Jadustrial and 828 Cente 
held in some city of the United States, to be hereafter 


He issued such a proclamation calling on the nations of the earth to 
send their exhibits to this great world’sexhibition to be held in the city 
of New Orleans under the provisions of this act of Congress. The 
States all appointed commissioners who were commissioned by the 
President, and a like invitation was extended to the States and Terri- 
tories of the Union to send their exhibits to this exhibition. It grew 
inte such grand proportions, so much beyond the conception of its pro- 
jectors, so large a space was asked for by the, exhibitors, so generous a 

came from all parts of the world from the nations of the earth 
who desired to participate, that it became evident that those who had 
originated the exhibition would not be able to carry it out. It origi- 
nated with the poor; its managers were poor; thepeople of the section 
in which it was to be held were poor. wy were utterly unable to 
meet its immense growth, which had passed beyond their most san- 
pie expectations, and they came in good faith to Congress to ask 
loan of $1,000,000, which was accorded to them by the act ap- 
proved May 21, 1884. 

This million dollars has been expended. The exposition which was 

to have opened on the 1st of December opened on the 16th. It a 
like all gigantic enterprises of the kind—behindhand, and wan 
detail and perfection. Very little could be done in the summer, 
exhibiton sent forward their exhibits all at once. It was impossible 
to locate them and get them into position in time for the opening; and 
when the ng came, instead of the weather being as it usually is, 
mild, genial, and balmy, suitable not only for the prosecution of out- 
door work for the completion of the exposition, but inviting to every 
one for recreation and enjoyment, for the first two months New Orleans 
was visited with such wintry weather as has never been known within 
the memory of the oldest inhabitant—constant rain, cold almost equal 
to that in this latitude, mud which rendered the roads impassable and 
which protracted the transportation of the machinery and heavy ex- 
hibits; in short, weather which kept off the crowd of visitors who were 
expected to be present and to pay by their attendance the of 
the exposition. There were two months of almost absolute disappoint- 
ment; almost two months of absolute loss of revenue; and it was not 
until the 27th day of January that the gate receipts began to pay the cur- 
rent running expenses of the exposition. 

I believe that the managers of the exposition were acting in good 
faith when they came to Congress and asked for this loan. - 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Senator from Louisiana allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. JONAS. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRISON. What has he tosay to the statement of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, that when they came before 
that committee asking the loan of $1,000,000 they represented that they 
had bona fide and reliable subscriptions to the amount of $300,000 when 
ita they had but a little over $500,000? 

Mr. JONAS. I think that my friend, the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, is mistaken. I think they represented to him 
that they expected and hoped to raise $800,000; that they had over 
$500,000 subscribed and they expected to increase it to $800,000. The 
fact is Sey had over $600,000 subscribed and $584,000 have been actu- 


ally paid. 

i repeat, they were in good faith when they asked for this loan. I 
thought t they were too sanguine. I never dreamed when I advocated 
the loan that they would be able to repay it to the Treasury. I be- 
lieve they were in good faith in thinking that they could pay it, or 
some portion of it, anticipating as they did that the receipts would be 
large, and that the whole world would flock to visit the exposition. 
Situated as it is, at one of the extremities of the Union, almost as remote 
as if it were in a foreign country, with a sparse population in the ad- 
joining States, and one illy prepared to bear traveling or other ex- 
penses, I never dreamed that it would be self-sustaining, but I thought 
that it would be honestly , that it would pay its current ex- 
penses, and that what was realized beyond the current would 


go into the Treasury to the credit of the loan, and that the exposition 
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“would be a great and beneficial enterprise which would repay a hun- 


dred-fold to gg of this country the paltry amount which was 
borrowed from ‘Treasury to carry it on and make it a success. 

Mr. President, I wish for a moment to indulge in some comparisons 
between this exposition and the one held at Philadelphia. There are 
represented inthis exposition forty-six States and Territories and twen- 
ty-one foreign governments. The total space occupied in Philadelphia 
by the State exhibitions was 21,711 square feet; in New Orleans itis 
327,198 square feet. It will be observed from the above thatthe actual 
area of space for exhibits at New Orleans is more than fifteen times that 
of the Philadelphia Centennial Exposition. The area of the official 
buildings in Philadelphia was 2,505,789 square feet; in New Orleans 
it covers 2,726,305 square feet. The principal buildings at the inter- 
national exhibition in New Orleans cover 2, 370, 855 square feet; in Phila- 
delphia they covered 2,044,542 square feet; in London in 1862, 1,400,000 
square feet; in Paris in 1878, 456,923 square feet; in Vienna in 1873, 
430,500 square feet; and in the small but brilliant exposition in Atlanta 
in 1881, 107,520 square feet—less than one-twentieth that occupied by 
the New Orleans Exposition, and occupied and filled by actual exhibits. 
Now let me give a comparison of the cost of the various buildings 
erected by the ee greg at New Orleans and Philadelphia. The 
buil in Phi phia cost $5,242,295; in New Orleans $989,211, 
or less one-fifth of that amount. 

Mr. President, much has been said about the improvements of the 
ground, My friend from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] called attention 
to a fact, stated also in argument in another place, that the city of New 
Orleans subscribed but $100,000 to the exposition, and that $140,803 
had been expended in the improvement of the public park of that city, 
in which the exposition is being held, and he called attention to what 
he said was an injustice that New Orleans should receive back from the 
improvement of her public park a larger sum than she subscribed to 
the exposition. The improvement of the grounds upon which an ex- 
position of this kind is to be held is as legitimate an expenditure as the 
erection of the necessary buildings. Let me call attention to the dif- 
ference between the amount expended in the improvement of this un- 
occu! and waste of ground called by courtesy a park, in which 
the ition is held in New Orleans, and the immense amount ex- 

on the beautiful Fairmount Park, opposite the city where the 
tor resides and in sight of his home. 

At New Orleans the cost of the park improvement was $140,803; in 
Philadelphia, $922,782. 

Now, Mr. President, the city of New Orleans, he says, derives the 
benefit resulting from this improvement. Can it be taken away? This 
money is expended for plots, for gravel walks, for pavements, for 
grading, for cementing, rt! 
park beautiful and useful for this exposition. it be taken up and 
given totheGovernment? DotheGovernment needs require this park 
to be reduced to its ori condition, that of a morass or wilderness, 
where all this work would be destroyed? Does the gentleman ask that, 
and was that done with Fairmount Park in 1876? 

Again, a large portion of the expenditure for the improvement of this 
park was forawharf. This parkisonthe Mississippi River. The most 
convenient mode of reaching the fair is by steamboat running from New 
Orleans some six miles up to the park. A great many of the exhibits 

have been carried that way. Boats coming down the river land their 
: and freight there. It was necessary for that purpose to build 
aw and the expense of building that wharf forms part of the amount 
which has been expended in the improvement of the park. 

Now, Mr. President, I will come to the whole cost of this exposition, 
and first I will ask my friend the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY], who was the president of the Philadelphia Centennial, what was 
the whole cost of that exposition ? . 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam sure I can not say at this moment what the 
entire expenditure was. Ihave not looked at the figures for two or 
three years. 

Mr. JONAS. Was it not in the neighborhood of seven or eight mill- 
ion dollars? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should say in general it was. 

Mr. JONAS. It was in the neighborhood of seven or eight million 
dollars. This exposition is larger than that at Philadelphia, occupy- 
ing more space, with larger exhibits, and, as it now stands almost fully 
completed—the greatest ition that the world has ever seen, and I 
bring the testimony of gentlemen of Philadelphia to that effect, the dis- 

ed editor of the Philadelphia Times, the mayor of Philadelphia, 
others—has cost altogether, including the debts which they now ask 
Congress to pay, a little over $2,000,000—$630,000 subscribed, $1,000,- 
000 loaned by the Government, and a deficit of near $400,000, ingin 
allsome $2,000,000, as compared with seven or eight million dollars spent 
for the Philadelphia exposition. Does this show extravagance or mis- 
management? Does it show waste or corruption? The buildings are 
there; the exhibits are there. The exhibition as a success is equal to 
if it does not excel the one at Philadelphia, and the expense is a little 
more than one-fourth of its cost, including the $400,000 of debt, which 
we are now asked to pay. 

The director-general, when he appeared before the Appropriations 

Committee and made his estimates for theexposition, estimated that it 


would cost some $1,700,000. Its cost, including large expenses which 
have been caused by the delay consequent upon the late and 
the extra expenses of transportation of freight owing to the weather, 
counting in all the expenses which had to be paid in of 
these things, is some $2,000,000, scarcely $300,000 over the original es- 
timate. 

Is this an evidence, I ask again, of misappropriation of funds in an en- 
terprise so greatas this? Are there any people in this country so ex- 
perienced in the creation and management of these great enterprises as 
to entitle them to be able to calculate to a dollar, or even within half 
a million of dollars, what shall be the necessary expense and outtays? 
Scarcely a gentleman builds a house but finds the outlay 10, 15, or 20 jew 
cent. greater than his estimates made by acareful architect. And 
great exposition, a novelty to us, with which every man concerned was 
entirely unacquainted, in which not one man en hadone dollar’s 
worth of interestexcept his subscription on whi e expected no div- 
idend or return, the director gen even without a salary, because he 
invested it in stock and gave that stock away to a charity—does this 
expenditure, Isay, showon their part mismanagement or corruption? 
The Committee on Appropriations may not have had time thorough] 
to examine all the papers referred to them, but what evidence is af- 
forded that there has been any mismanagement on the part of the man- 


agers? 

My friend, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], says that when 
the matter comes to be examined things will be developed that will 
startlethe country. I will ask my friend where there is lurking in these 
expenditures anything which when discovered and exposed to the world 
(as it is provided by this bill it shall be before a single dollar is taken 
out of the Federal Treasury) will show any corruption? My friend, I 
am satisfied, makes this statement without consideration, and has no 
evidence on which to base the charge. 

Mr. President, in these expenditures the managers have paid $192,000 
to the States. They gave $5,000 to each State which ean exhibit. 
At the time this was done many of the State Legislatures had not pro- 
vided by appropriation for their State exhibitions, and where they did 
provide an appropriation it was in many cases too small; and this money 
was taken and used in every case, and used effectively, by the various 
commissioners from the States in order to perfect and install their ex- 
hibits. The management paid $265,000 for the Government building. 
At Philadelphia the Government erected and paid for the Government 
building. It was provided by law when the loan was made that the 
management should erect the Government building in a style suitable 
for the exhibition of the United States, and this was done at an ex- 
pense of $265,000. 

In addition, over $20,000 was paid for the installation of the Gov- 
ernment exhibition and State exhibits, making a total of over $480,000 

id out of this $1,600,000 by the management for the installation of the 

nited States and State exhibits. 

Mr. President, this exposition finds itself in debt some $400,000. 
This debt is for balance due on the buildings and their erection, it is 
for salaries, it is for freights, it is for costs of installation, it is for elec- 
tric lights, portions due the States and Territories; it is, the managers 
say, all an honest indebtedness; and if it is not, they can not get one 
dollar of this appropriation which they now ask. ey ask, or rather 
it is asked for them by the commissioners of the States and the com- 
mittee of exhibitors, that the Government pay this $400,000 in order 
to put this exposition in running order and enable it to maintain itselr 
on its daily receipts. 

The chairman of the Committee on Ap ions has expressed his 
disbelief in the ability of the exposition to maintain itself even if this 
relief isafforded. Mr. President, I differ with him. There is no doubt 
that it will beself-sustaining. Its running expenses have been reduced 
now to some $2,500 a day, and they will not exceed, even if this ap- 
propriation is made, $2,800 a day, which includes advertising, which 
has been temporarily suspended; and its receipts now ayerage $5,000 a 
day. They have been $10,000. The receipts yesterday were $5,300. 
During Lent, after the carnival is over, and with fine weather such as 
may be expected in March, April, and May, there is no reason to doubt 
that the receipts daily will be fully double the amount required to pay 
the current running expenses of the exposition. Of course whatever 
surplus there is goes to the Government. There are some additional 
3 which will have to be paid in the shape of premiums not yet 

They find themselves crippled with this debt. Their daily receipts 
will not pay their indebtedness, or will not pay it as fast as is required. 
They have creditors who have been long waiting, who should have been 
paid in December, in January, or February. They can not wait the 
slow process of the collection of the amount by the daily receipts. 
They are pressing. They have it in their power to have a receiver ap- 
pointed and to stop the exposition; they have it in their power to destroy 
it justas it is beginning to be profitable, justas it is beginning to be suc- 
cessful, and just as it is beginning to be such an exposition that the 
whole country and the whole world can be proud of. It is impossible 
for them to raise the money to discharge these debts, and the committee 
appointed by the commissioners from the different States and the com- 
mittee appointed by the exhibitors come to Congress and ask for fur- 


2364 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 2, 


ther relief. They do it not because of any failure of the city of New 
Orleans; they ask it not on behalf of the city of New Orleans; they ask 
itnot on behalf of the State of Louisiana; they ask it from no sympa- 
thy or consideration for the managers of this exhibition, and I am not 
here to defend them except as the figures defend them. They are, many 
of them, friends of mine; they are among the best of my constituents; 
I feel every sympathy for them; but I am not prepared to say that they 
have not made mistakes. 

I am not prepared to say that they may not have spent more money 
than experts would spend under the same circumstances; I am not pre- 
pared to say that some of their contracts may not have been improvi- 
dent and that some small ion of this money may not have been 
wasted; but suppose it has been, we are brought face to face with the 
fact that this exhibition is about to fail and that it has not the poweror 
the means of helping itself. We are told by the commissioners of the 
different States and the exhibitors that the President of the United 
States under the authority of an act of Co has invited them there, 
that their States have expended $30,000 or $40,000 apiece, that theex- 
hibitors have gone to a heavy expense, that the foreign exhibitors have 
brought expensive and immense exhibits from all parts of the civil- 
ized world and from the far East, ata heavy expense to this exposi- 
jim, on the faith of the Government and underthe invitation of its Pres- 

dent. They say to the Government, ‘‘ You have no right to decree 

the exposition shall perish.” They say it not in the interest of 
the people of Louisiana, because the interest of the people of Louisiana 
forms but a small eae of this great and grand exposition. 

This exposition brings to them but little of profit except they hope 
that it advertise the manifold advantages of their soil and their 
‘climate, as they hope it will also draw attention to all their sister States 
of the South. They say they ask it for themselves, for the citizens of 
Minnesota, and Indiana, and Kansas, and Iowa, and New Hampshire, 
and Vermont, and Maine, and New Jersey. They ask it for your con- 
stituents, for your fellow-citizens who have sent their exhibits there 
under heavy and who are threatened with ruin unless the ex- 
position can be carried on for three months longer. They tell you it 
can not last unless they have relief, and it can not stand up under its 
present burden of debt. These commissioners and exhibitors, intelli- 

men, whose report is before you, tell you that with this assistance 
it can not only pay its running expenses from day to day but can earn 
some money with which to pay back to the Government a portion of 
the money which it advanced. 

‘The House of Representatives voted $300,000 with a restriction. 
The list of debts shows that $383,00Qare due. Seventeen thousand dol- 
lars, not included in this, for which the Committee on Appropriations 
have the figures, bring up the amount to nearly $400,000. These debts 
are honestly due; they are due to citizens of all parts of the country; 
they are due, of them, for premiums; they are due for objects spe- 
cifically set forth in a detailed account furnished to the Committee on 


A iations ’ 
ere is no reason why, if we pay one dollar, we should not pay all. 
There is no reason why $400,000 should not be appropri as well as 


$300,000. There is no reason why Congress should say that the debts due 
to persons outside of the State of Louisiana are to be paid with this 
$300,000 and that not a dollar is to be paid to honest creditors within 
the State of Louisiana. What sin have the people of Louisiana com- 
mitted except that this great exposition and world's wonder is now 
being held on their soil and within their territory—whatsin have these 
creditors living in Louisiana committed, who have given their time 
and their labor to the perfection of this great enterprise, that they should 
be denied payment when creditors in other portions of the Union are 
provided for? 

The amendment of the Senate Committee on Appropriations simply 
proposes, if the theory is correct, if we are bound to pay these debts, if 
the national honor is involved, if we have made ourselves responsible 
morally if not legally that this exposition shall be carried on success- 
fully until the last of May, as we told the nations of the earth it would 
be when we invited them to it—if there is a necessity in order to do 
that that this debt should be paid it should be paid in full, $400,000 
instead of $300,000, and there should be no restriction preferring one 
creditor to another. I would say right here that the class of creditors 
who are to be excluded from any participation in this appropriation are 
that class of creditors who can do the exposition more harm, whose 
claims will be more urgent than those urged by any other class, as they 
are mostly mechanics and laborers, who under the law of Lonisiana have 
alien on the buildings, have a lien on everything on which they can 
place a hand, a lien which perhaps many of the foreign creditors have 
not under our system of laws. 

I do not care to pursue this subject any further. The testimony of the 
whole world has pronounced this exposition a success. Itis not 
a financial success. It never will be; I never it would be; and 
there never has been such an exposition held in the wide world which 
was a financial success, whether at Vienna or London or Paris, or even 
at Philadelphia. In Philadelphia the money loaned by the United 
States was paid back to the Government, but not a cent I believe was 
divided among the stockholders. The Government Joan was paid and 
seven or eight million dollars were spent. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Lest I might forget it, I beg to say here that 22} 
pa cent. was paid to thestockholders. It may have been a little more, 
mt I think that was the percentage. . 
Mr. JONAS. Twenty-two and one-half per cent. was paid and 77} 
per cent. was lost where the exposition was visited by 150,000 people 
a day for weeks together; there were over 100,000 visitors every day 
in this great center of population. 

I have never hoped that this would be a financial success, but, as the 
Senator from New Hampshire has well said, it is, notwithstanding, a 
great success. It is an educator of the people. The country could well 
afford to pay for it five times as much as it has cost. Now, when we 
are at the fruition of our hopes, when this great exposition is complete, 
when it offers educational privileges such as have never been seen be- 
fore in this country, we are threatened with a total destruction and 
loss because it is pressed down with $400,000 of debt which is due. 

Mr. BAYARD. Will the Senator from Louisiana yield to me for a 
moment? 

Mr. JONAS. Certainly. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ee very well i ane the separ grane viral 

ition at Philadelphia was first suggested to Congress, the 
aprons condition of that act the Government of the United States, 
while extending a national invitation to visitors, was y ex- 
empted from any contribution for the cost; but as time went on the 
collapse of 1873 occurred, and the States that were formerly willing 
and able to have made subscriptions to carry out the object of that ex- 
position were unable to complete their engagements. Then the bill to 
appropriate one million and a half to aid that exposition came before 
the Senate, and it was urged that by the express terms of the act au- 
thorizing the Government to become the host of foreign guests and in- 
vite them here no dollar of the was to fall upon the Federal 
Treasury; but Congress realized that a public depression and that a 
great public distress had fallen upon the people of the country in the 
shape of a financial collapse, and that the States were not able to carry 
out the original design; and therefore, despite the fact that Congress 
had expressly excepted any obligation to pay at all in assistance of 
that fo ee the appropriation of one million and a half dollars 
“was e s 


In the present case it strikes me that much that is similar in fact has 
occurred. When this Cotton Exposition at New Orleans was first set 
on foot all was fair and entirely prosperous in our land. But to-day 
we all realize that there is pa depression, there is great suffering. 
There is a large amount of idleness among those who are employés and 
there is great loss to those who employ them. The state of affairs, 
then, is quite similar and the cause is almost the same that induced the 
Congress of the United States in 1874 to make a contribution which it 
had expressly resolved against two years before, simply because a change 
of affairs had taken place all over the country. 

I believe to-day that a large cause of the want of “yt . at the New 
Orleans Ex position is the simple poverty of our people. en who were 
well off two years ago do not feel themselves able to-day to meet the 
expense, and for that reason a great commercial project is in straits -an 
object that we are seeking to accomplish under the commercial power 
of the Constitution, and which has been repeated over and over n 
by the Government of the United States sending ships earrying freight 
free, with the contrivancesof American skill and industry, to the exhi- 
bitions at Paris, at Vienna, and at London. If we could afford and could 
find power to contribute thus to the education of other nations and to 
expositions in foreign countries, surely that power must be given us 
when we are dealing with part of the United States themselves. 

If there has been, as I submit, a change and a check—a temporary 
check I hope and believe in the prosperity of our affairs—we will recog- 
nize that fact to-day just as the Congress of 1874 recognized the fact 
then that the contributions which were expected then failed because of 
a public distress. The contributions which were expected from private 
sources are now withheld because of public distress, and there is no 
reason why Congress should not step forward now and for a great pub- 
lic end make as fair and liberal a contribution proportionately as it did 
ten years ago to the great exposition at the city of Philadelphia. 

Mr. JONAS. I was going to say that the proviso which the Senate 
Committee on Appropriations has inserted provides that— 


id until statements and exhibits in 
itures 


No part of the foregoing sum shall be 
g are m of all expend 


detail, satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
under the appropriation made by act of July 7, 1884, and that said expenditures 
have been made for the purposes and in the manner provided for in said act, 

I submit that if there has been any improvident or improper expend- 
iture, it must all be accounted for satisfactorily before this money can 
be expended. Here I desire to state to my friend from Indiana, who 
asked a question of the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
to-day, that the exposition closes on the last day of May, and that it is 
necessary that the aid should be extended now if at all, and that at the 
next session of this appropriation would come too late, the 


exposition would have fallen, would have passed into ruin, andit would 
be impossible to resuscitate it. 

Mr. HARRISON. As the Senator has turned his attention to me, I 
should like to ask a question. 

Mr. BROWN. I had risen to ask a question, but I will yield, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from Louisiana yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. HARRISON. TheSenator from Louisiana addressed his remarks 
to me, and therefore I address him. I beg pardon of the Senator from 
Georgia. It appears from the statements which have been laid before 
the Senate that the entire amount of the $400, 000 suggested by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations of this body will be insufficient to pay the ex- 
3 ceed fo mei ment. 

r. JONAS. No, sir; I beg the Senator’s pardon. It appears that 
it will be sufficient to pay the debts. J 5 à 

Mr. HARRISON. Well, supposeit be sufficient, as the Senator says; 
what has the Senator to say as to the future prospectsof the exposition 
between now and May? 

Mr. JONAS. I have said that the daily receipts now are doublethe 
amount of the expenditures, and there is every reason to expect that 
that will continue so to be until the close of the exposition. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator has said now—— 

Mr. JONAS. The daily expenditures are $2,500, and the daily re- 
ceipts are over $5,000. 

Mr. HARRISON. Has that been true on every day during the 
Mardi Gras celebration at New Orleans? 

Mr. JONAS. That has been true every day since Mardi Gras, dur- 
ing Lent, which is the dullest period of the year in New Orleans, The 
receipts on Saturday last were $5,300. 

Mr. BROWN. Some remarks have been made during the discussion 
in reference to the management of this fund. I desire to ask the Sen- 


ator from Louisiana if the management disbursing these funds were not 
appointed by the President of the United States? 
Ir. JONAS. I have so stated. 


Mr. BROWN. And they disbursed no money except by resolution 
sga by their treasurer, and on check signed by the treasurer and 
auditor. 

Mr. JONAS. They do not; they have a treasurer and auditor. 

Mr. BROWN. But all their vouchers are presented tothe Secretary 
of the Treasury; and do they not undergo the same scrutiny that is re- 
quired in the case of all Gov rument expenditures? 

Mr. JONAS. I am so informed. 

Mr. BROWN. Then how is it possible fora misappropriation of funds 
to have occurred? 

Mr. JONAS. I believe the only way it could be insinuated that there 
has been mismanagement has been in extravagance in expenditures; 
perhaps they have made improvident contracts; perhaps they have paid 
more for buildings and more for materials than they should. There is 


no evidence of it, but I say that as the expenses are some $400,000 more | i 


— the estimates, it is possible that there may have been some mis- 
es. 

Mr. BROWN. Was there not as much done there for the $2,000,000 
as for the $7,000,000 in Philadelphia? 

Mr. JONAS. There has been, and I have argued that this proves 
that there could have been no mismanagement or improper expendi- 
ture. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Kentucky to yield to me for 
amoment. I desire to move, as I see the legislative appropriation bill 
is — “$8 2 55 table, that the Senate further insist on its amendments 
to that g 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Iowa moves that the Senate further insist on its amendments 
to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 

The motion was a to. 

Mr. MORRILL. Do you not want to ask for a conference? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask for a conference. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriation for sundry civil ex- 
of the Government for the facal year ending June 30, 1886, and 

for other purposes. 

Mr. BECK. I listened to all that has been said in regard to the ne- 
cessity of the granting of an additional sum to the New Orleans Exposi- 
tion. I confess I listened with some prejudice when the statements 
were first made; but after looking over the whole ground I was entirely 
convinced that we ought to give the $300,000 that the House suggested, 
and then if we intend to do any good at all we ought to make the aid 
$400,000, and there end our contribution to the exposition. 

The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations has gone over the 
whole ground. He has stated all that any member of the committee 
ean state as to our reasons for acting as we propose. I do not believe 
that ber A additional argument on my part can add anything to what he 
has ; and as we have only one more working day before this Con- 


gress dies, and as the deficiency bill and the fortification bill and the’ 


river and harbor bill and this bill, together with a number of other 
bills yet in conference, have to be disposed of, I hope and trust that we 


thall endeavor to close this debate, and vote one way or the other, and 


let this bill get through, as it must be passed. If what has been said 
will not induce gentlemen to vote for the appropriation, nothing that 
I can say, or that any other member of the committee can say, I think, 
will change the mind of asingle Senator. Time is extremely valuable, 
and I will not therefore venture to say more than to urge very prompt 
action in regard to this bill, or we are not going to get away on the 4th 
of March with our work well done. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not want to make a speech, but simply, as 
this is perhaps the last time I shall ever address the Senate, to express 
my amazement that the Senate of the United States has hesitated one 
moment in voting for this amendment of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. 

Now, what is this case? The House of Representatives have sent to 
us on this appropriation bill a clause appropriating $300,000 in further 
aid to the exposition at New Orleans; and the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations propose to increase that by $100,000; and a paltry $100- 
000 is the sole subject of all this lengthy discussion. 

What is the exposition? Is it the exposition of New Orleans? No, 
sir. Is it the exposition of Louisiana? No, sir. Of the South? No, 
sir; nor of the West; but of the whole country. 

This exposition started with the intention first of being merely an 
exposition of cotton production and the manufactures thereof. It was 
widened to embrace all the agricultural interests of the South and 
West. Finally Congress took hold of it, and they said, We will 
widen the basis of your operations, we will make the exposition na- 
tional, we will make it international, we will give you a million dol- 
lars to make it the greatest exposition this country or the world has 
ever seen.“ It became by that solemn act of Congress a national con- 
cern, It is our exposition and not the exposition of Louisiana or of 
New Orleans. It was placed at New Orleans because that was the most 
convenient point for the South American and Central American repub- 
lics, with whom it is our interest to cultivate the most intimate rela- 
tions, and to extend our commerce and trade by every means in our 
power, and also for Mexico, the greatest of all our sister republics 
upon this continent. 

The President of the United States was directed by an act of Con- 
gress to invite all the nations of the earth to participate in this grand 
international exposition to be held at New Orleans. Heinvited them, 
and they have come. New Orleans is merely the place where the ex- 
position is located. It is the grand banquet hall, and we are the rep- 
resentatives of 55,000,000 people in entertaining all the nations of this 
earth. And yet we tresitate, we higgle about adding $100,000 to the 
appropriation made by the House to prevent this exposition from fail- 


"Why, Mr. President, I have seen within two days five hundred peo- 
ple who have just returned from that exposition. Many of them have 
seen the great expositions in London, in Vienna, in Paris, and in Phil- 
adelphia, and they all concur in saying that this is the grandest one that 
has ever been had on the face of this earth. Mexico alone, our sister 
republic that lies along our borders for more than a thousand miles, oc- 
cupies five acres of ground in the display of her productsalone. There 
is not one republic of the whole Central or Southern American States 
that is not represented there to-day; nor is there a civilized nation in 
Europe or in Asia that has not its exhibition there to-day. 

These are the commercial views, but there are moral and political and 
social views as well. It is a bringing of our people together from every 
section of this broad country; and the way to make its people love each 
other more is to make them know each other better. Whenever you 
bring them together and let them associate with éach other, as these 
exhibitions have always done, the country is greatly benefited, preju- 
dices go away, sectional prejudices drop from off them, and they fra- 
ternize at once. They are the occasions when all commune er, 
and they erect their altars upon which all the sections after their long 
estrangements may come and renew their vows of patriotism upon a 
common altar of a common country. 

These are some of the advantages, and if the sum was $5,000,000 in- 
stead of $400,000 I should say it was money well expended, for we should 
haveareturn in time of $500,000,000 forit. - Since I have been in the Sen- 
ate I have never been narrow or sectional in any of my views. I have 
always stood up for what I thought was the true interest not only of 
my section, but of the wholecountry. I have voted away millions and 
hundreds of millions, or aided in doing it, of the people’s money for 
general p that were not confined to my section alone, and I do 
not believe it is possible that any Senator on either side of the House 
can have any such view in this matter. I have voted money for inter- 
nal improvements, I have voted for all public purposes, for education, 
for pensions, and I voted the other day to put General Grant upon the 
retired-list. When a great man like Grant, the chief soldier of his 
twice President of the United States, and a man who had filled the 
largest place in the world's eye of any living mortal, is broken down in 
health and constitution and weighed down by years, I have felt it to 
be unjust not, to place him on the list of the Army, and I voted for it 


and I am proud and that I did. 
Ican not believe there is any Senator who on this question is 
actuated by a sectional motive. The interests of the Southern country, 


by 
industrial, commercial, moral, and social, are all to be advanced by 
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this, and it is a paltry sum to be appropriated for such a grand pur- 
pose, 

These are the reasons for which I shall vote for the amendment of 
the committee. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that the 
debate upon this amendment and the other amendments to this bill 
may be confined to five minutes for each Senator under the usual five- 
minute rule. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Put it on this clause. 

Mr. ALLISON, Well, for the present I will ask unanimous consent 
to confine debate to five minutes by each Senator on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on the pending amendment shall be confined 
to five minutes. 

Mr. ALLISON. And on all amendments to this clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Debate on all amendments to this 
clause of the bill. Is there objection? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am going to say a few words, but I will do my 
best to keep within the five minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No doubt there were elements of weakness in this 
scheme from the beginning. One of them was obviously, as the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana has admitted, placing the exposition at New Or- 
leans with the Gulf on one side and a thinly settled country all around 
it. It was different at Philadelphia at least in this: that Philadelphia 
was the center of perhaps 4,000,000 people who could leave home in 
the morning, spend some hours, and get back at night; but it is quite 
useless to discuss that now. 

The difficulty in the case is that the United States has made itself 
in a sense responsible to the world for the exposition; that it open! 
did so with the experience of the Centennial Exhibition before it. It 
authorized or directed the Secretary of State to invite foreign nations 
to come here and join in the exhibition, and loaned the enterprise a 
million of dollars. That gave a start, particularly to foreign exhibit- 
ors, and they came there. We knew the experience which had been 
had before. I feel under some sort of obligation to the foreign exhib- 
itors. Some one says we have nothing to pay them. I can not help 
feeling that there isa little moral and equitable obligation at least. If 
there should happen to be awarded thirty, forty, or sixty thousand dol- 
lars to foreign exhibitors, and then the management at New Orleans 
should turn around and say, We are quite unable to pay, and a for- 
eign exhibitor writes to his minister at Washington and he says, The 
Secretary of State for the United States gavea cordial invitation to our 
eountry to go there, and its citizens have gone from Belgium or France; 
they were cordially invited to come and they did come ’’—these are the 
things that trouble me. 

I can criticise the management very easily. Any man of business 
experience can criticise the management of the exhibition to some ex- 
tent. It was a mistake, I think, to make an offer of $5,000 to each of 
the States and Territories to get their exhibits there, to get them to 
make exhibits. The business of a corporation of an exhibition is in 
the first place to prepare the ground, to put up buildings, and see that 
they are ready for exhibits; but it is not to undertake to prepare those 
exhibits, or to bring them down, or to put them in the building even. 
That is the business of the exhibitors. 

The management should have left it tothe patriotism and enterprise 
of the States to pay the expenses for going down, but they have paid 
out $192,000 (and you might as well charge it out of the Government's 
million) to the States to bribe and stimulate them to go with their ex- 
hibits. I am not scolding about it, but I think it was an error in the 
management, an error in the general policy of such an exposition. 

Again, Ido not see why they should out $6,000 or $7,000 for 
railwa: I suppose they will say that they got into some controversy 
with the F aces og and those corporations had not enterprise 
enough to lay their tracks to the buildings in the way they ought. At 
any rate the management felt absolutely compelled, in order todo any- 
thing in that direction, to spend $6,000 or $7,000 on branch railroads 
running to the exposition. That, whether a misfortune or otherwise 
of judgment, it is too late to inquire into. There it is as one of the 
ex itures. 

Then they spent money on the Government building there. There 
were $265,000 of the million that went toward governmental and State 
purposes. We ought not to find fault with them about that; we ought 
net to speak asif they had wasted the million dollars, for they have not 
done it. If their extraordinary figures, as published in the National 
Republican of Friday, the 27th, are correct, they have done remarkably 
well in some respects. Ido not see how they have covered so many 
acres and have a construction account for buildings of only $900,000, 
There certainly can not be much robbery in that feature. I do not 
keon where the robbery can be discovered in it by my casual observa- 


My friend from Louisiana—I am hurrying through as rapidly as I 


can—made a comparison or two for the sake of praising the 
at New Orleans, which seemed slightly to reflect on the Philadelphi 
exhibition. Let me explain. He says that the build at Philadel- 
phia cost $5,242,000 against $969,000 at New Orleans; but remember 
that the State of Pennsylvania put up a Memorial Hall there, at a cost 
of $1,000,000, to be a permanent memorial of the celebration. We 
covered as much ground and found as much room by the expenditure 
of seventy-five or a hundred thousand dollars. We did not put that 
million in our actual account; we did not place that among our obliga- 
tions, and did not put that into the stock at all. The State of Pennsyl- 
vania Contributed a million-dollar building; but it was nothing to us. 
It into the $5,000,000, however. So of the beautiful Horticultural 
1, which was a permanent decoration of the gonna and is there 

now. It is the Horticultural Hall of the city of Philadelphia, part of 
its park. That accounts for the cost of our buildings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator's five minutes have ex- 


pired. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I hope unanimous consent will be given to the 
Senator to proceed. 

Mr, HAWLEY. I will go on as rapidly as any other man and get 


through as soon as I can, and that briefly. Horticultural Hall is the 
permanent property of the city of Philadelphia, in that park, 

Again, the Senator from Louisiana says the cost of preparing the 
grounds in Philadelphia, such as grading, draining, bridges, fences, &c., 
amounted to $922,782. I had forgotten the figures. Perhaps that is 
correct. That is not large; but that was done by the city of Phila- 
delphia as permanent improvements of the magnificent Fairmount Park, 
and there it is to show for itself to-day and it did not cost us a cent, 
He compares the $922,000 with $180,000 that the management have 
spent on the ground at New Orleans. The management have spent a- 
out of the general fund and leave it for the city. The city of Phila- 
delphia spent it for the exhibition, and there it is. So the Phila- 
delphia exposition, instead of being $700,000 behind the New Orleans, 
was $130,000 ahead of itso far as the park business is concerned. I say 
that by the way lest I might seem to submit to some things that are 
possible reflections. 

Remember in behalfof this enterprise that they were seeking to crowd 
the railroads at a time when all the fall crops were rushing there; re- 
member the extraordinary season, the flood and rain, the difficulties in 
getting to the ground; remember the inevitable delay in opening be- 
cause this affair was not done in season, the foreign exhibits were not 
ready quite in season; and the people who went there for the first three 
weeks sent home very unfavorable reports about all the matters of per- 
sonal comfort, especially the ease of access to the Ko. Those 
things werea great discouragement. Take the blocking of the rai 
for example. They had to bring in 10,000 tons of goods there, and they 
crowded up the roads and side-tracks for miles. The railroads were 
overwhelmed, and so were the exhibitors. 

There is one error in the exhibition, let me say in passing, that has 
pressed upon every exhibition of the sort, I have been to many other 
places and seen them. Itis the temptation of size. A man will come 
along there with ten pianos, with ten rakes, or ten reapers and mowers, 
and wants to make a grand exhibition, covering aspace as large as this 
Chamber. You tell him one single mower and reaperis enough, you 
tell him one Steinway grand is as good as fifteen, and you condense the 
space to the size of a common bed-room and crowd him intoit with his 
one piano. I mention that by way of illustration. Size is not neces- 
sary as the gauge of excellence. 

I am not willing to believe from what has been said that this is not 
really an admirable exhibition. In one feature I am sure they have done 
better than was done in Philadelphia, and that is in getting fine col- 
lective exhibits from a larger number of States. The States exhibited 
a good deal in Philadelphia, but their exhibits were largely scattered, 
and they did not to a sufficient extent make agricultural and geolog- 
ical and mining collective exhibits, as Kansas did, to its great benefit 
without doubt. None of these exhibitions ever paid, none of them 
ever came near paying in any country in the world, in the 8 ac- 
ceptation of the term. They are supported by subscriptions of private 
stock and by the contributions of governments, and yet there has never 
been a good one held that was not worth ten dollars to the country for 
the one that was expended on it. There never has been one of these 
great international exhibitions held that did not to a Jarge extent 
revolutionize the industry and the manufactures of the country in which 
it was held. It was eminently so as far as that of 1851, the famous 
Crystal Palace exhibition in London, was concerned. The history of 
every branch of art and manufacturing industry shows it was so with 
the Philadelphia Exposition, which had an enormous advantage over 
all others in being the centennial of a sacred event. 

I am entirely willing to vote this appropriation. I regret the neces- 
sity of doing it; I wish the management could have avoided it. I do 
not see the evidence of the corruption charged. I think it will be worth 
what it has cost to the country. I think it is doing good with the ex- 


traordinary exhibit that it has brought there from Mexico, for that is 
remarkable, and so with Costa Rica and various South American and 
Central American countries that are there with exhibits. 

Bad as these statements look to-day that there is no prospeet of our 
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getting back any of our million dollars, it is going to be worth what it 
costs to the country, and the shortest way out of the woods is the day- 
light ahead instead of the darkness backward, in my opinion. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, when this scheme was inaugu- 
rated—and I was one of those who voted for the act loaning a million 
dollars—we were advised by the Committee on Appropriations that they 
had by very stringent provisions in the bill protected the United States 
against any liability for any debt which might beincurred. The chair- 
man of the Appropriations Committee then so advised us. He men- 
tioned another caution or restriction which was contained in the bill 
which prohibited the ent from incurring any debt. We were 
not only to be non-responsible for any debt, but the management in re- 
gard to the million dollars were put under prohibition by law at the 
time from creating any debt. Now we are confronted with a debt that 
I do not think any Senator will doubt to be less than half a million dol- 
lars on the statements that we have had here to-day. We are met with 
the statement from the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, 
who has given careful attention to it, that this money will barely, if so 
muchas, pay the present existing indebtedness, and that he anticipates 
that the receipts will fail behind the expenses from now until the close 
of the exhibition. 

Mr. President, the question is how are we to deal with this question? 
The men who came here and represented to us that this could be man- 
aged in such a way as to return the million of dollars to the Govern- 
ment come now and tell us that our million is gone beyond hope, that 
they are a half million in debt, and they bring here a statement of ac- 
counts that to my mind is perfectly satisfactory as proving that the half 
million dollars will not more than set them on their feet to-day to enter 
upon another course of debt-making in the management of the exposi- 
tion. 

You talk about the value of this exposition. The value of an expo- 
sition is in the dissemination of knowledge which induces people to go 
and see it. There is little value in an exposition that is not able by 
reason of location or for any other reason to attract people there to see 
it. You disseminate knowledge of machinery and of textile fabrics, 
you disseminate knowledge of the fabrics and manufactures of other 
countries, by bringing in contact with them, so that they may have a 
sight of them, a multitude of people; and this object has failed entirely 
at New Orleans, and I predict to-night that if we pass this appropriation 
we shall be called upon at the next session of Congress to give a half 
million more to pay the debts of the New Orleans Exposition. 

Will the Senator from Iowa tell me upon what principle it is that he 
says we will pay any debt this management owes to the citizenof any 
other State except Lonisiana? Are the Senators from Louisiana going 
to support that proposition making a discrimination against their own 
citizens? How shall we answer a citizen of Louisiana, or any other 
citizen, if he comes here at the next Congress and says to us, J havea 
debt against that ent which is just as honest and valid a debt 
as the debt of the citizen of Pennsylvania that you have paid, and I 
want you to pay mine.” I say, Mr. President, that though the Ap- 
propriations Committee have put in the beginning of this amendment 
again the expression for final aid to the World's Industrial and Cot- 
ton Centennial Exposition,“ it will not be final. We have heretofore 
said we were not ble for these debts. By this amendment we 
assume responsibility for them, and attempt to limit that responsibility 
to debis to non-residents of Louisiana. I say that discrimination can 
not be maintained in justice; and if this $400,000 fails to pay off the 
debt existing now, or the debt that may be incurred, I want to know 
what answer any Senator will have to make next Congress when they 
come up and ask us to pay those debts. There is no answer. We are 
committed to the proposition to see this exposition through, cost what 
it will. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, I will not detain the Senate by any 
general argument in favor of this amendment, but I desire to say that 
the chief difficulty which the management of this exposition have had 
to deal with is in the bad weather. It has already been shown by my 
colleague, in his able speech on this subject, how well the money has 
been ad by the management of this exposition; how in comparison 
with the exposition at Philadelphia they have achieved much more 
with the money which they have expended at New Orleans than was 
aecomplished in Philadelphia for the same amount. 

The great difficulty, as I said, in New Orleans is that in the months 
of December and January we had heavy rainfalls. The whole earth 
became saturated; there was a perfect quarantine around this exposi- 
tion, a mud quarantine, that absolutely cut off the exhibitors from get- 
ting their exhibits into the buildings. That condition of things not 
only prevented the completion of the exhibits, but indisposed le 
from visiting the exposition; and these two causes combined made ita 
failure for two months. But with the coming of good weather, with 
the increase of facilities for travel, with the completion of all the ex- 
hibits both of foreign nations and of the several States of our Union, I 
believe that the increase of receipts will be very In fact we 
already see that the increase of receipts has gone up within the last few 
days from one to three, four, and five thousand dollars a day. I say 
therefore to the Senator from Indiana that there will be no failure from 


this time until the closing of the exposition. The same causes which 
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am perfectly willing to give the Senatora will not vote 
for another appropriation at the next Congress for the exposition in New 
Orleans. 

Mr. HARRISON. How can the Senator refuse to do it if he votes 
for this ? 

Mr. GIBSON. I can refuse to do it by answering nay when my 
name is called and by serving notice now that I will not vote for an- 
other appropriation; and I am willing to make that guarantee because 
I believe 

Mr. HARRISON. I do not want to take it out of the Senator’s 
time, but I ask consent to put a question. The money is first to be 
applied to pay debts to individuals and corporations; then to pay the 
awards. Suppose there should not be enough to pay the awards, 
would the Senator vote for an appropriation to meet them? 

Mr. GIBSON. You may suppose anything, and if I regarded this 
exposition with the same feeling that the Senator from Indiana does 
now I would have voted against the original loan of $1,000,000, and 
I would vote to-day against this $400,000 appropriation; but I believe 
that this is a worthy exposition; I believe that it is going to be suc- 
cessful and that the management will be able to pay off every dollar 
of expense incurred from this time on. 

The Senator asked me if I was willing to vote for this amendment 
which makes a discrimination inst the citizens of Louisiana who 
may be employed in this exposition, the laborer or mechanic. I will 
answer the Senator that I am willing to vote for this bill just as it 
stands. I am willing to make the discrimination. Why? Because I 
believe the exposition is going to be a success and that they will earn 
enough from their receipts to pay off the laborers and the mechanics; 
and more than that, I will state to the Senator that under the laws of 
Louisiana the laborer and mechanic have a lien upon the buildings of 
the exposition, which secures them amply. So then we are making no 
discrimination which will be effective against the laboring men who 
give their time and their services in New Orleans to this exposition. I 
do not believe that there is a Senator here who would be willing to 
make such a discrimination. They are amply protected. 

All I desired to do was to give the assurance to the Senate that this 
board of management is composed of able, of conscientious, and of in- 
telligent citizens of Louisiana, appointed by the President of the 
United States, who will handle these funds properly, and when the 
time comes to render their account I venture to prophesy that that 
account will be found exact in every respect. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Louisiana has answered the question 
I rose to ask him, and has removed the difficulty suggested by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana, when he has assured the Senate that the discrimina- 
tion in this bill is right because in Louisiana mechanics by the law of 
that State have a lien, while others have not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is cn the amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. Is it in order now to move to strike out the amend- 
ment? 
ae PRESIDING OFFICER. What amendment does the Senator 

er to? 4 = 

Mr. HALE. Ihave not been in. The question now is on agreeing 
to the amendment ? $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On agreeing to the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 2396 itis proposed to strike out three 
and insert ſour;“ so as to read: > 

Not to exceed the sum of $400,000. 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the vote being taken upon that; 
and whatever may be the result, then if I shall get the floor I shall 
move to strike out the whole clause. 

Mr. SEWELL. I gave notice of a motion of that kind. 

Mr. HALE. That I did not know. Of course I will not interfere 
with the Senator from New Jersey. I only want the question raised 
on that proposition. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate gave unanimous consent this morning that 
it should be in order for me to mové an amendment which was sent to 
the desk. I suppose regularly I ought to wait until the bill is com- 
pleted before moving that amendment, but it will be certainly much 
more convenient to the Senate to have me move it now, and if there 
be no objection I should like to modify that amendment somewhat. 
Perhaps the best way would be to make the amendment after the vote 
has been taken on this, but if the Senate think it should come out of 
the $400,000, I can make it in that form in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on A iations. 

Mr. HARRISON called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The proceeded to call the roll. 


yea.” 
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Mr. MAHONE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Sapry]. If he were here, he would vote 
“yea” and I should vote ‘‘nay.’? 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). On this subject I am 
paired with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BUTLER]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ nay.” 7 

Mr. RANSOM (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Illinois [Mr. LOGAN], but I observe that on this 
question his colleague votes yea, and he consents that I should vote. 
I vote yea.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am paired on this question with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. JONES]. 

The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—40. 
Jones of Neyada, Pendleton, 


Bayard, rland, = 8 A 
Beck George, s 
Blair, Gibson, Melah, Sawyer, 
Brown, Groome, McPherson, Vance. 
Call Hampton, Maxey, Van Wyck, 
Hawley, Miller of N. V., Vest, 
Coke, * oes Pees en 
Conger, ackson organ er, 
Cullom, onas, f Palmer, il 
NAYS—16. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Harris. Plat 
Cameron of Wis., ga 3 Sewell, 
re, s, Sberman. 
Dawes, Hale, Marti. Wilson. 
ABSENT—2. 
Bowen, Farley, Togan, Plumb, 
Butler, Gorman, Mahone, Riddleberger, 
Camden, Hill, Manderson, n, 
Cameron of Pa., Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal., Saulsbury, 
Colquitt, Kenna, Pike, Slater. 
So the amendment was to. 


Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the bill, after the word “depart- 
| 


ment, in line 2412, by inserting the words: 

Also for the woman’s department of the said exposition, $15,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Massachusetts that the order of the Senate was to proceed with 
the reading of the bill and the amendments of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and the point to which the amendment of the Senator is 
directed has not yet been reached in the reading. The last reading 
ended at line 2396 where three was stricken out and four’’ was 
inserted. The Senator will withhold his amendment until the point 
to which it applies is reached. The reading will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 2412. 

Mr. HOAR. I now make a motion 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it a motion to amend the next 
amendment reported by the committee? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir. I had unanimous consent from the Senate 
to make this motion this morning. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair was not informed of that. 
Pursuant to consent, the Senator from Massachusetts may offer his 
amendment, 

Mr. HOAR. After the word department,“ in line 2412, I move 
10 insert: 

Also for the woman's department of the said exposition, $15,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was to add to the clause making appro- 
priation for the World's Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposi- 
tion,“ after the word department,“ in line 2412, the following clause: 

And no part of the foregoing sum shall be until statements and exhibits 
in detail, sat: ry to the Secretary of the urx, are made of all expendi- 
tures under the appropriation made by act of July 7, 1884, and that said expendi- 
r chal teperé te Ocoee vere: oF tins beats: 
ning of the next session, all such detailed statements made to him of the ex- 


penditures under said appropriation and also under this appropriation ; and the 
necessary expenses of these examinations shall be paid from this appropriation. 


Mr. MAXEY. On account of the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, the word ‘‘sum,’’ in line 2412, should be in the plural. 
It should be sums.“ 

Mr. HOAR. The best mode of reaching that would be to transfer 
my amendment to the end of the clause. 

Mr. MAXEY. Theword ‘‘sum” would refer to the last appropriation. 

Mr. ALLISON. In this amendment the date of the act should be 
May 21, 1884, instead of July 7, 1884. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves to 
amend the amendment of the committee by striking out July 7” and 
inserting ‘‘ May 21.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations for public 
printing and bin „after the words two million,“ at the end of 
line 2435, to insert five hundred thousand; so as to read: 

For the public pri for the public binding, and fi for the publi 
annk AAMAS cuss of patoling the detieter snd peoestriings SECON C ta 


ngs of Congress in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, and for lithographing, mappi 


ing, and engraving 
for both Houses of the Supreme Court of the United States, the su- 


preme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, the Library of 
Congress, and the Departments, including salaries or compensation of all neces- 
sary clerks and employés, for labor (by the day, piece, or contract), and for all 
the necessary materials which may be needed in the prosecution of the work, 
$2,500,000; and from the said sum hereby appropriated printing and binding may 
be done by the Public Printer to the amounts following, respectively, &. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2441, to increase the appropriation 
“í for printing and binding for Congress, including the proceedings and 
debates, from $1,084,500 to $1,350,625. 

The amendment was agreed to. c 

The next amendment was, in line 2444, to increase the appropria- 
tion for printing and binding for the State Department from $8,400 
to $10,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to inquire of the Chair, before the Secretary 

further, whether an amendment was assented to which was 

suggested by the Senator from Texas, in line 2412, changing the word 
“sum” to sums? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was not. 

Mr. HOAR, It was understood by several Senators that it was as- 


sented to. I ask unanimous consent then to return to that line and to 
change the word sum“ to sums.“ Otherwise it would apply only 
to the $15,000. 


Mr. MAXEY. It ought to be amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts and 
the Senator from Texas ask unanimous consent that in line 2412 the 
word sum be changed to the word sums.“ Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and it is agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 


| line 2446, to increase the appropriation for printing and binding ‘* for 


the Treasury Department from $234,800 to $293,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2448, to increase the appropria- 
tion for printing and binding ſor the War Department’’ from $123,- 
200 to $154,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2451, to increase the appropriation 
for printing and binding ‘‘ for the Navy Department“ from $52,900 to 
$66,125. 

The amendment. was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2454, to increase the appropriation 
for printing and binding “‘ for the Interior Department“ from $292,800 
to $366,000, 


„000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2458, to increase the appropriation 
ſor eon and binding for the Department of Justice“ from $6,300 
to $7,875. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2460, to increase the appropriation 
for printing and binding ‘‘for the Post-Office Department from $158,- 
500 to $198,125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2463, to increase the appropriation 
for printing and binding for the Agricultural Department’? from 
$15,700 to $19,625. k 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2465, to increase the appropriation 
for printing and binding ‘‘ for the Supreme Court of the United States“ 
from $6,500 to $8,125. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in line 2468, to increase the appropriation 
for printing and binding ‘‘for the supreme court of the District of Co- 
lumbia’’ from $800 to $1,000. > j 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2469, to increase the appropriation 
for printing and binding ‘‘for the Court of Claims” from $6,500 to 
$13,125. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 2471, to increase the appropria- 
tion for printing and binding for the Library of Congress“ from 
$9,100 to $11,375. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 2479, to insert: 

To enable the Public Printer to continue the operations under joint resolu- 


tion roved February 6, 1883, for the removal and sto. of certain property 
f thee Governinens mentioned therein, $3,000, to be im intely available, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 2485, to insert: 
To enable the Joint Committee on Public Printing to complete the prepara- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 2496 to 
line 2499, inclusive, as follows: 


For payment to sixty-one printers regularly employed on the CONGRESSIONAL 
Recoxp, $60 each, for time unemployed during the present session, $3,660, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I rise to oppose that amendment, and say that in 
my judgment the Appropriations Committee of the Senate is wrong in 
proposing to strike out this clause. 

In composing and ing the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD it is nec- 
essary to employ and keep ready on hand a large number of printers. 
Now and then there are days when no work is necessary to be done. 
These men are then out of employment for a week or two at a time. 
Thus when we take a recess, when the per diem of our own employés 
of the Senate is going on, these men are docked for a loss of time, They 
are very illy able to afford such a deprivation on their part, and they 
are kept on expense and held to be in readiness to go to work on our 
motion. They were, in fact, so during the Christmas holidays. I cer- 
tainly hope the Senate will not oppose the retention of what was in- 
grafted in the bill by the House. 

I do not wish to detain the Senate upon the subject. I have looked 
over, however, the memorial of these compositors, and I am satisfied of 
the justice of their claim. I hope, therefore, the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations will not be concurred in, but that 
the bill may be left to stand as it came from the House. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa, 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, if these printers are 
paid higher than printers are ordinarily paid. 

Mr. VOOR . I will answer. I presume they are, but they 
work all night. It is the hardest work known to the craft. There is 
nothing like it, and nobody but able-bodied men fit to go into the field 
ean stand the work for any length of time. It is hard, long night-work, 
in which men break down to my certain personal knowledge, and we 
throw those men off pay whenever we take a recess for a few days, as 
we did at Christmas, while we make it necessary for them to be ready 
to resume work. This is an injustice which we do not practice with 
any other employés of the Government. They earn their pay, fully 
earn it. 

In response to the Senator from Tennessee I say if they are paid a 
little more than others they are not paid enough in excess of others. 
I know what kind of work they have todo. I take it for granted they 
are paid more, though on that subject I have not very accurate knowl- 
edge whether they are paid in excess of other printers or not. 

Mr. HARRISON. If my colleague will yield to me a moment, I 
will say to him that in conversation with one of these printers from 
my State employed on the RECORD, I asked of him the question which 
the Senator from Tennessee has just propounded, and he told me that 
they were not, that really they could not earn as much as men doing 
the same kind of night-work on a newspaper when they had regular 
work. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will say that in consultation with one of these 
printers to-night I was informed that they were paid the usual wages 
of job printers. If that be so, I think there is absolute justice in re- 
taining the House provision and paying them for the time that they 
are held on duty and yet not permitted to work. 

Mr. ALLISON. Since the RECORD has been printed at the Public 
Printing Office the type-setters have been paid by the thousand ems. 
This is the first instance that I know of where they have asked Con- 
gress to give them additional compensation. There are a large number 
of them. I believe nearly all the printers in the Public Printing Office 
are paid in this way, and if we are to pay any portion of the printersin 
the Public Printing Office because for a day or two for some reason or 
other, or even for a week, there is no type-setting to do, we shall enter 
upon a system of extra compensation which will result in very large 
sums of money being paid from year to year. 

Mr. BLAIR. I had occasion to inquire into this matter a little, and 
suggested to the printer who came to me with it the same view of the 
subject which the chairman of the committee has now presented to the 
Senate, why it was that for the first time they made this claim, be- 
cause it seemed to me it would be setting a dangerous precedent, and 
that the Senate would hesitate to allow the bill to remain as it came 
from the House making this appropriation. He said to me that this 
was an exceptional year; that during those days from the 22d of last 
December to the 7th or 8th of January this year they had had no work 
whatever. Why it had been so he hardly knew, but always hitherto 
they had been allowed to work and had worked during the vacation; 
while others were enjoying their holidays they had work and they were 
paid, paid by the job; but this year, although they were kept there on 
duty and were losing their time while others were being paid, the Pub- 
lie Printer gave them no work at all. Hence they thought it was just 
that they should receive their compensation as usual. They were there 
in readiness to work and had every reason to suppose that they would 
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be employed as usual, but they failed to get work. They needed the 
work; others were having it when they were doing nothing, and they 
thought they should have pay for that time. 

Mr. MAXEY. had a conversation with a young man of intelligence 
employed upon the RECORD. I asked him in respect to the way they 
were paid. He informed me by the thousand ems, as he called it, or 
some expression of that kind; I do not know anything about the work. 

During the recess no RECORD is published. Their work is night- 
work necessarily. That corps is organized, and organized to keep up 
the RECORD, which is the finest printing that is done, I venture to say, 
in America or anywhere else. When we are off taking a recess we draw 
our pay; and when we keep those men here there is no justice to my 
mind in requiring them to live off of what they have made by hard 
labor until we get ready to put them back to work. 

I think the action of the House is precisely right, and that it is just 
and fair. We had as well stop our pay, and I think we ought to stop 
our pay when we take a recess and none of us are tired and there is no 
need for taking a vacation. We did not do that, and I do not see why 
these men should not get their rights. 

Mr. CONGER. Almost all the other employés of the Government 
are paid one-twelfth of the time of the year for a leave of absence of 
thirty days in each year. These printers are required to excel in their 
profession, and the accuracy and promptness with which the RECORD 
is published shows perhaps that they are the best skilled printers in the 
world. That is said of them. In the short session they have but three 
months’ service altogether here, or about that during the year, and it 
is absolutely necessary in order to carry on the business of printing for 
the Government that there should be kept here the best printers in the 
world during the time of the session of Congress, so that the work may 
be done promptly; and it has always requmed to be well paid. The 
work must be done at night, after 11 or 12 0’clock, to have the RECORD 
ready for the Senate at 8 or 9 o’clock in the morning. It leaves but a 
small portion, three months, with the recess which we have in the short 
term, for them to work, and they stay expecting continuous work. So 
some of these printers, a committee of them, told me that this year there 
has been, for some reason, a lack of work. They have no leave of ab- 
sence. They are paid solely for the work they do. 

I think it is no more than right, especially in the short session, that 
they should be paid some compensation for the time they are required 
to be here to be ready to carry on the printing of the Government. 

If they receive but little if any more than they could receive for work 
in other cities, and I think the law requires them to be employed at 
what would be called the average wages in other large cities of the coun- 
try, it seems to me just and right that these men, required to be here, 
required to excel in their labor, required to do night-work, required to 
keep up printing at whatever cost of labor and time,who are deprived 
of employment for some days in the winter, should receive this com- 
N and I shall vote most cheerfully to keep the provision in the 

ill. . 


Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this thing is not very large, and I 
heartily indorse all that has been said about the character of the work 
that these men do; but I have never heard it suggested that they were 
not paid composition wages satisfactory to them. It has been fre- 
quently said to me that they are paid higher than is paid for similar 
composition by private parties. Iam willing to admit that taking the 
scale of wages which the Government pays as compared with the wages 
paid for similar services by private parties we ought to pay these people 
more. I think that generally those who are employed in the Govern- 
ment Printing Office by the month or by the year are not paid any more 
or perhaps not as much as the Government pays in other departments. 

There is no question, as I said, about the excellence of the work, but 
I ask Senators to consider that here is a character of work which has 
been done by the piece. I do not say whether wisely or not, but it has 
been done by the piece; that is to say, by the thousand ems. It is work 
which pertains to the session, and that session is always interrupted 
during the holidays. Itis a necessary part of the understanding with 
which these people engage in the work when they undertake it that 
there will be a vacation during the holidays. As I understand, those 
who work upon the RECORD are specially allotted there to work, and 
when that fails of course they do not get other work. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to say that I asked particu- 
larly as to that point, and I was informed by one of these men that dur- 
ing the vacation they have always hitherto received other work, so that 
they were kept employed upon books and other publications, and they 
were really drawing pay precisely as though they had been at work 
upon the RECORD; but this year they were obliged to remain, and for 
some reason, by no fault of theirs, the ordinary extra work furnished 
during vacation failed them. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not think that is quite true. Besides, I think 
it will be found that those who work this year do not work next year, 
and so on; that is, the force changes from time to time. 

But I want to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that there 
is in the Government Printing Office a very considerable force of women 
and men, very largely women, engaged in what is known as piece-work, 
in the binding department, and in stitching and various kinds of work 
of that class. I know of my own personal knowledge that a very con- 
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siderable portion of that force is furloughed from time to time, a day 

or two days, a week or two weeks, during which no pay is allowed at 
all; and that is totally unexpected; that is to say, it comes at times 
that can not be anticipated. It is not like the ordinary interregnum 
that occurs in the publication of the RECORD every year and which is 
thoroughly understood, and yet these poor women, and men also, who 
work at this piece-work only get wages for the actual number of hours 
that they work, and some of them are now down almost to the starva- 
tion point by reason of the fact that there is not work enough. Some 
pea es cases have come under my observation, and I have sometimes 
thought that perhaps we ought to change the method of doing the work 
in the Government Printing Office and make it all time-work instead 
of piece-work. 

It would not bother me a great deal to vote to pay these people so 
far as this case is concerned, if you regard this simply as a donation, 
or extra compensation, or whatever you may call it, to meet an unfore- 
seen emergency; but I wish to call attention to the fact that there are 
other classes of people in the Government Printing Office and in the 
Government employ elsewhere who are equally meritorious, and who 
are doing a great deal of printing, as the Senator from Iowasays, where 
the work is carried on by the piece also; and if we are to establish the 
rule that when we.get a person in our employ for one day, or for one 
month, or for two months, working by the piece, the moment the em- 
ployment commences we are under some obligation to make it contin- 
uous, and to pay not what they earn but what they might have earned. 
If we attempt that it opens up a pretty wide door. 

It seems to me that while in this particular case there is something 
to be said, that is not the strongest argument which has been pre- 
sented tome. I have heard a very intelligent printer who presented 
this memorial, and the strongest part of the claim that he urged tome 
was that since the session opened there had not been as many 5 
made as usual this year, and consequently the RECORD was light,“ 
as he expressed it, the way through. I think some guileless gen- 
tlemen like the Senator from New Hampshire, the Senator from Michi- 
gan, or the Senator from Indiana ought perhaps to feel some special 
responsibility in this matter, in that we haye not padded the Recorp 
this year as much as usual, and therefore the very just anticipation was 
not realized, because I admit that a failure to realize onan investment 
of this kind would be one of that peculiar character of unforeseen 
emergencies to which the Government ought to respond. 

No doubt the work during the winter has been, as these men say, 
„light.. They have not realized the profit for their labor which they 
expected, and their labor has been, as everybody knows of course who 
sees the RECORD every day, as it always has been in fact since I have 
known anything about the RECORD, of a very conspicuous character; 
but it is a kind which the Government has paid for, and as to the price 
of it there has been heretofore no controversy. 

As I said, I should not object to giving this extra pay if that was all 
there was of it, but it seems to me it is opening up a very wide door; 
and when I think of the pale-faced women I have seen there, who are 
eking out a miserable pittance, hovering between life and death, con- 
fronted almost by starvation, in almost nakedness, who are working by 
the piece, and who by reason of the frequent furloughs are not able to 
earn more than the money which is necessary, as I said, to barely keep 
their breath in their bodies, I feel as though there was even a stronger 
claim than this, and that perhaps we ought to reorganize this service 
in such a way as to have either a less force continuously employed, or 
to have some fair understanding in regard to the portion of time in which 
employment shall be given, so that claims of this kind may not arise. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 14, noes 29. 

Mr. ALLISON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Piro? fase and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired on this 
question with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. BuTLER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. : 

Mr. CALL. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. JONES, of 
Florida] is detained from the Senate by sickness. He is paired with 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNES]. 


The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 34; as follows: 
YEAS—13. 
Allison, Colquitt, Fair, Vance. 
j Teter Morrill, 
Cameron of Wis., Dolph, Sawyer, 
„ Edmunds, Sherman, 
NAYS—S. 

Š 1 Hampton Mand Sewell 
Bist Harrison, Maxey,” Van Wyck, 
Call, Hawley, Miller of Cal. Vest, 
Conger, Hoar, Miller of N. V., Voorhees, 
Garland, —— Pa er, Wiens, 

ibson, Jonas, s Pendleton, Wilson. 
Groome, one, Ransom, 


ABSENT—29. 

Aldrich, Cullo: Ken Pi 
Bowen, Farley, Taman Riddicberger, 
Brown, — or a Sabin 
Butler, Hale M ; Saulsbury, 
Camden, MePherson, Slater. 
Cameron of Pa., Hill, Morgan, 
Coc Jones of Florida, Pike, 
Coke, Jones of Nevada, Platt. = 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will venture on behalf of the Committee on Ap- 


propriations to offer one more amendment, which is to supply an omis- 
sion. In line 129, I move tostrike out $5,000 ” and insert $7,500;”’ 
so as to read: ° = 


For court-house and 
grading approaches, $7,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 130 I move to strike out $5,000 ” and in- 
sert $7,500;’’ so as to read: 


And for retaining-wall of lot, $7,500. 


Mr. HARRISON. Are the amendments the Senator is proposing to 
the item for the public building at Frankfort suggested by the esti- 
mates, or what reason is there for ing the appropriation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. They are in the k of Estimates and 
mended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The snema was to. 

Mr. A N. In line 131 I move to change the total by striking 
out 510,000 * and inserting “‘ $15,000.” d 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee have instructed me to offer one 
more amendment, but I shall not offer it at this moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave two amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Library which have been twice passed upon favorably 
by the Senate on previous appropriation bills, I shall offer them again. 
First, at the end of line 2115, I move to insert as a new paragraph: 


Toenable the Joint Committee on the Library to purchase the portrait of Gen- 7 
eral George H. Thomas, by Miss C. S. Ransom, $10,000. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio if he con- 
siders that a work of art worth the sum of $10,000. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This proposition has been debated very often and 
I believe has received the assent of the two Houses acting separately at 
different times. I believe it is a work of great merit. It has been de- 
bated and discussed here before, and I do not propose to debate it now. 
I think it is a work of very remarkable merit, a picture of very great 
value. The lady herself puts a higher value upon it. The Senate has 
twice agreed to pay her $10,000 for it. . Once the House agreed to pay 
her $10,000, but it could not be acted upon in the Senate. I hope the 
portrait will be purchased, and I believe it will be if the Senate will 
now consent to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 16, noes 21; 
no quorum voti 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a quorum present, and I wish to state a 
little more fully about the picture. I do not care to enter into a de- 
bate at this late hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks a quorum is pres- 
ent, so the Senator may proceed, if there be no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This picture has been settled on by the Grand 
Army of the Republic, as evidenced by petitions signed by tens of 
thousands of soldiers which are on the files of the Senate Committee 
on the Library. The subject has been canvassed for some ten years, 
and these soldiers, who have taken great pride in the character and 
services of General Thomas, have selected this as a proper memorial of 
that great soldier. The work has been submitted time and again to 
the inspection of the most critical of all persons, and it has been agreed 
on all hands to be the best picture that has ever been made of General 
Thomas, it having been taken from life and representing a scene of 
actual war. 

The picture was painted at great the lady having occupied 
three or four years of her time in making it. It has been sel by 
the persons who honor the memory of General Thomas as the best pos- 
sible memorial that could be made of him. It isa very large picture, 
representing besides the figureof General Thomas on horseback a scene 
at one of the battles of the war. 

I hope the te will not go back upon its action heretofore but 
will vote this appropriation. Although it is a largesum for a picture, 
yet it is one of those historical pictures which will ornament the Capi- 
tol and will be regarded with favor not only by the soldiers who wish 
to commemorate and give honor to the merits of General Thomas, but I 
believe will be ed as a favorite picture in the Capitol. It is in- 


ce at Frankfort, Ky.: For paving, fences, and 


recom- 


The question is on agreeing to the 


tended for one of the panels of the Capitol. 


1885. 
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I know there is a quorum present, and I shall ask for the yeas and 
nays on the adoption of the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio who painted 
the picture. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Miss Ransom. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the price? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ten thousand dollars. It is a very large and a 
very costly picture. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. President 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before the Senator from Indiana proceeds, I wish 
to say that this matter has come to me partly by inheritance. This 
picture has been chosen by at least three or four different Joint Commit- 
tees on the Library, and I believe by their unanimous vote. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I simply desire to say that from the fact that I 
have been connected with the Committee on the Library ever since I 
have been a member of this body, I have a very considerable knowl- 
edge of this great painting. I desire to say further that I am satisfied 
this proposition represents the expressed wishes of more than half a 
million of survivors of the late war on the Union side. It is a great 
and powerful painting of a very great, strongsoldier. The war was pro- 
lific of great men on both sides. The time will come when they will 
all be preserved. We area great people, making a great history, and 
it is a part of our policy to preserve in a reasonable way the monu- 
ments, statues, and paintings of men who have distinguished them- 
selves in American history. 

But few men have made a stronger impression on the American mind 
than General George H. Thomas, and I should regret extremely if the 
Senate of the United States should reject the only worthy painting that 
has ever been presented of him. The Government owns no painting of 
General Geo: H. Thomas, and there are those instances connected 
with his service which endear him to the public mind almost if not 
quite as much as any other Union general. 

We make this one purchase; itis $10,000. It is a small sum to per- 
petuate and hand down to posterity a faithful likeness of the general 
whom it represents. 

I hope, after years of association with the subject, that the Senate 
will honor i by accepting this painting. I only wish that every eye 
in this body could see it as I have seen it and as others have. It is on 
exhibition now in the Hall of the House of Representatives, and is a 

t and noble painting. While the sum sounds large for a portrait, 
yetit is not large. Estimated as other nations estimate and prize their 
paintings worthy of a government’s possession, it is not a large price. 

I could say more, but I hope I have said enough. I shall vote for 
the amendment with t pleasure, and in doing so I know that I vote 
to comply with the which have been expressed here in the peti- 
tions, I think I do not exaggerate in saying, of more than half a million 
American citizens—over 500,000 people—because this is the picture 


designated and desired and petitioned for by the entire Grand Army of 
the ublic, 
Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire of the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on the Library, who has brought forward theamendment, if this 
is one of the pictures against the purchase of which the Academy of 
Fine Arts, Philadelphia, have made public protest? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know of any such protest by the Acad- 
emy of Fine Arts. I know some gentleman, signing himself as a mem- 
ber of the Academy or Society of Fine Arts, has sent here criticisms of 
the picture; but I suppose there never was a picture of mortal man 

inted, including the famous and grand pictures of La Fayette and 
Washington in the Hall of the House of Representatives, that has not 
been equally criticised. A 

Who would take $10,000 for either of those great portraits? The 
name, the association, and all the surroundings will make this picture 
more and more valuable and more and more historic. Who has not 

citicised the great paintings which surround the dome of the Capitol? 
Even John Randolph madeone of those pictures ridiculous by his sharp 
and acute wit. Yet there is not a man in America who would wish the 
Government to sell the picture of the Declaration of Independence for 
$100,000. I am told that Mr. Thackeray also pronounced it as outrage- 
ous. Mr. Randolph thought there were too many legs in it, and various 
criticisms of that kind have been made upon it. : 

J am not an artist; I am not even a judge of paintings. I should 
not consider my opinion as worth anything; but I place reliance upon 
the fact that so many men who loved Thomas, and with whom he is a 
hero, think that this is a great picture, and they have seen it and ob- 
served it, and many persons with whom I have conversed and whose 
opinion is certainly worth consideration speak of it as a grand picture, 
a picture that will be immortal, or one that will last at least as long 
as the canvas endures. I do not regard the criticism of a single person 
as of great weight, because there never was a painting which did not 
encounter that kind of criticism even from artists. Sometimes there 
are no people more uncharitable in regard to the work of other artists 
than artists themselves. ` 


Mr. VEST. Iam not placing myself on any pedestal as an artistic | Co! 


or esthetic critic. I never saw this picture, but I certainly would at- 
tach a good deal of weight to the opinion of the Academy of Fine Arts 


beautiful, and I can see coarse and incongruous features in 


of Philadelphia, because if there is any tribunal in this country com- 
poet to pass an opinion upon paintings it is that association of gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I ask the Senator from Missouri whether 
the members of the Academy of Fine Arts in Philadelphia have seen 
this picture? 

Mr. VEST. I do not pretend to say whether they have seen it or 
not. I saw the statement in a newspaper, published over the signa- 
tures of the members of that academy. I suppose they had seen it. 
They pronounced it a ‘‘danb;” I believe that is the language that 
was used. I have never seen the picture, and I simply speak of this 
statement because I take it that gentlemen of their position would not 
make a false public statement and risk their reputation upon it. It 
is not fair to assume that they did it from any hostility to this lady. 
As to General Thomas, it is perfectly useless to talk about bringing his 
character in question here, and to say it is a painting worthy of Gen- 
eral Thomas. As a matter of course it might be some tribute to his 
memory, but it will not if it is a caricature, as those gentlemen say, in 
_— case it would be an injustice to his memory to make the pur- 

e. 

As to the size of the painting, we are certainly not buying it by the 
square inch. In this Capitol to-day thereare daubs, actual caricatures, 
almost acres of canvas. Right herein this Capitol is a painting in which 
absolutely there are six toes to the foot—a thing of which a charcoal 
sketcher would be ashamed. We have paid thousands of dollars for 
these paintings. I do not pretend to say that this is one of them, but 
I say that I shall not vote $10,000 after the Academy of Fine Arts, or 
members of it, men of reputation, have pronounced it to bea painting 
which is not worthy to be purchased by the United States Senate. I 
shall defer to their opinion. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I know that thousands of men who served with 
General Thomas and saw him dailyin battle, on the march, and every- 
where else, have risked their reputations in certifying in the strongest 
manner that this is a noble and faithful representation of him. Icould 
enumerate names. I need not do so perhaps. Icould commence, how- 
ever, with General Sherman and go through the list of Saat, irs 
men who knew General Thomas and who recommend the p ase of 
this picture as a faithful and worthy representation of him to posterity. 
I had rather abide by their judgment than by the newspaper criticism 
of men representing themselves to belong to some academy of art. 

There is not a work of art in this Capitol which has not been written 
down as a wretched failure by wants, ff or other, whether the person 
has ever seen it or not. Ido not with the Senator from Missouri 
that the Capitol is disfigured with daubs. I do not know where they 
are. Is it the picture of Perry’s battle on Lake Erie over yonder? Is 
it Chapultepec here? Is it the painting of the Yellowstone Cafion and 
the Colorado scenes? Are those daubs? 

I say with the Senator from Missouri that I do not set myself up as 
an art critic, and yet I believe I have a loving eye for things that are 

intings 
when they are there. I have lingered by the panels which pall gan 
with paintings about this Capitol perhaps as much as any other gentle- 
man, and have seen what it was good to see and what it was evil to 


see. 

I confess that this wholesale sweeping denunciation of the works of 
art in the national Capitol never commended itself to me. I do not 
speak this of the Senator from Missouri; I am speaking now in more 
general terms of that iconoclastic spirit which moves around and seeks 
to destroy everything that everybody else has done—the destructive 
spirit which has criticised Houdon’s statue of Washington and every- 
thing else that has been done here. Nothing is done right in the eyes 
of some people, 

All I desired to say was that I placed my approval of this picture 
upon the testimony of those who are better capable of judging than 
the Academy of Art, or Science, or whatever it may be, over at Phila- 
delphia. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will take into 
custody any person violating the rule of the Senate in making any 
symptoms of apr or disapproval of any of the proceedings of the 
Senate, and his officers will execute the order. e question is on 
agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 27, nays 
22; as follows: 


YEAS—27. 
Aldri e, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
hae 8 Lapham, Platt, 
Chace, Harrison, Mahone, Sherman, 
Conger, Hawley, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Cullom, Hill, Miller of Cal, oorhees, 
Dawes, Hoar, Miller of N. Y., Wilson, 
Dolph, Ingalls, Mitchell, 

NAYS—22, 
Bayard Garland, Jonas, Ransom, 
Brown, Gibson, 7 Kenna, Vance, 
808 Groome, ey ae 

u Ham o er. 
"a Pendleton, 

Fair, Jackson, Pugh, 


ABSENT—27. 

Aliso: Cameron of Wis., Sabin. 
Beck.” Cockrell, Melillan, Saulsbury, 
Bowen, Farley, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Butler, George, Morrill, Sewell, 
Camden Jones of Florida, Plumb Williams, 
Cameron of Pa., Lamar, Riddleberger, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHERMAN. On page 87, after the amendment just agreed to, 
I move to insert: 

To enable the Joint Committee on the Library to parshase the the painting of the 
Electoral Commission of 1877, by Mrs, C. Adele Fassett, $15 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on e to the 
amendment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 25, 
nays 315 as follows: 


YEAS—25. 
n, Hawley, Manderson, Sewell, 
Blair, Hoar, Miller of Cal. erman, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Miller of N. T., Voorhees, 
h Jones of Nevada, Mitchell, Wilson, 
Dawes, Lapham, Palmer, 
Dolph, McMillan, Platt, 
m, Mahone, Sawyer, 
NAYS—31. 
Aldrich. Frye. Jackso Plum! 
Bayard, Garland, Jonas, 2 — 
Brown, jeorge, Kenna, Vanes, 
Call, Gibson, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Coke, Gorman, 8 est, 
Colquitt, Groome, © Walker, 
Cullom, Hampton, Morrill, 
Fair, Harris Pendleton, 
ABSENT—20, 
eae Cockrell Jenès of FL rida, Riddleberger, 
wen ones o 0) 
—.— ae poms ne OR 
mden, e 
Cameron of Pa., Hale,” Pike, i Slater. > 
So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. HOAR. On page 87, after the amendment last adopted, I move 
to add the following paragraph: 
For the purchase of five manuscript volumes, being the letter-books of Will- 
jam Vans N formerly minister of the United States at the Hague and at 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

Mr. HOAR. This comes from the Committee on the Library. These 
letters have been very carefully examined by the ee and by 
Mr. Spofford. They are historie documents of great importance in our 
documentary history. Mr. William Vans Murray was our minister at 
the Hague, and was one of the three commissioners sent to France in 
John Adams’s time, in the time of the Directory and the early part of 


the French revolutionary od. Among other very interesting mat- 
ters is the account of a visit to him by La Fayette when he left the 
prison at Olmutz. 


I shall not detain the Senate by going into a full discussion of the 
matter, but these manuscripts are of great historic importance, and 
would be of great value to our library. The committee were of opin- 
ion that they are worth the price which we have fixed upon them. 
The owner thought he ought to receive a much higher Ot 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). iran 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being on a division—ayes 25, 
noes 18. 

Mr. CULLOM. Task the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to consent to turn back to line 240, so that Imay move to strike 
out three words. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Illinois that the whole bill is now as in Committee of the Whole 
and open to amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. The chairman of the committee will not object. In 
line 240, after the word building,“ I move to strike out the words 

‘funder present limit; so as to read: 

7) post-office and court-house at Quincy, III.: For completion of building, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Illinois. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CULLOM. In line 209, after the word building,“ I move to 
strike out the words ‘‘under present limit;’’ so as to read: 

Sp, post-office and court-house at Peoria, III.: For completion of building, 


nan CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I will inquire what the present 
it is? 

Mr. CULLOM. The present limit is just what the bill appropriates, 
but the Senate has passed a bill appropriating an additional sum, which 
will probably pass the House; hence those words are not needed there. 
There can not be any objection to striking them out. 
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Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I object. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I move to strike them out, if the Senator 
does object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agréeing to the 
amendment mpana by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HAR The chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions makes no deten to this amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I so understand it. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It is not subject to a poi of order. 

Mr. HARRISON. I say the committee do not op) 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand the chairman of the e has 
seem arate varie, Jase bree tk aeons paea: 

The amendment was 

Mr. MAHONE. I offer an 9 which is in conformity with 
the action of the Senate in respect to the public pag at Columbus, 
Ohio. The amendment I propose is recommended by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds re-enforced by the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. After line 107 I move to insert: 

For making the public building at Harrisonburg, Va., flre- proof, $15,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. Is that amendment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Virginia states 
that it is offered by the direction of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. MAHONE. It was before the Committee on Appropriations, 
and I understand it was left out simply because the committee had 
agreed not to report a number of amendments of this character. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MAHONE. I move to insertafter the amendment just adopted: 

For making the public building at Abingdon, Va., fire-proof, $12,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MAHONE. I move toinsertafter the amendment just adopted: 

For the plan of the public building at Lynchburg, , and mak 
. Bane e? . 

Mr. ALLISON. Has this amendment been referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations? 

Mr. MAHONE. It wasreferred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and it is recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON, And by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds? 

Mr. MAHONE. Yes, sir. It was referred to your committee, but 
was not reported because you concluded to re no amendment of 
that character. However, that rule was ch after the a Pe of 
the amendment of a similar nature in respect to the public building at 
Columbus, Ohio. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from oyiga 

The amendment was agreed to. 

CH. After line 1214 I move to insert: 


Mr. ALDRI 
Naval training station, Coasters’ Harbor Island, Rhode Island: For complet- 
ing wharf and for the maintenance and 


ir of wall, roads, and 
and the necessary labor and „ — ee eee 
of the same, $25,000, 

Mr. ALLISON. I raise a point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is not subject to the point of order. On 
page 150 of the estimates submitted by the 5 of the Treasury 
will be found estimates for this work, 860,000 

Mr. ALLISON. Is the amendment reported from any committee, 
I will ask the Senator? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Itisnotsubject to the point of order, I think, under 
the last sentence of the first clause of the sixteenth rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The sixteenth rule provides that— 

1. All general appro on bills shall be referred to the Committee on 
DOREN ms, except making 2 =. rivers and harbo: 

referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments 
received to any general app . —. on Dill, the effect of which will be to increase 
an app ciation already con oa in the wg <a) anew item ban cabs gr 
ation, et enana EEA the provisions of oy the Sonate W. or 
o during 


erp stipulation, or act, or reso) Arad previously passed by 
on; or unless 3 
9 F head of 


some one of the 

Mr. ALDRICH. I send to the Chair the estimates of the Depart- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is in pocsepsicn of eee 
the Chair holds that the amendment is in order. 


Mr. ALLISON. It is estimated for. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The estimate is $60,000. It is to continue work 
already in progress. I ask only for $25,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFI The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was 


Mr. GORMAN. After line $44 I mote to inserts 


For ae ene OE SEN ee Se E EW ae Se eee aes Oe 
Baltimore, Md., $25,000. 


Mr. ALLISON. 


Is that estimated for? 


1885. 
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Mr. GORMAN. It is. It is to be found in the Book of Estimates, 
page 146. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then under the ruling of the Chair I suppose itis 
in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it appears in the estimates the 
Chair thinks it is in order. Thequestion is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I move to amend the substitute I offered this morn- 
ing by inserting after the word Michigan, in line 11 of said substi- 
tute, the words approved March 2, 1885.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator to move to amend a substitute which was adopted as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole to-day ? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator’s amendment will not 
be in order until the bill shall have been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PALMER. I shall reserve that amendment for a separate vote 
there. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I am authorized by the Committee on the Li- 
brary to move to insert at the end of line 2115, after the amendment 
agreed to on that page: 


For the purchase of 1,000 copies of the work entitled Original Portraits of 
Washington, by Elizabeth Bryant Johnston, to be distributed to public libraries 
under the orders of the Senate, $12,000. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. é 

Mr. VOORHEES. This amendment is authorized by the Committee 
on the Library. For many years past this lady has been engaged in 
seeuring the authentic original portraits of Washington and in giving 
their history. The result is a volume which I hold in my hand, one 
of the most creditable volumes to industry and ability that I have 
known published in the last quarter of a century, throwing vast light 
upon the history of the most important character in American annals. 
In order to give a better idea than I could otherwise do, I shall take 
the liberty of reading a paragraph or two from the preface to the work. 
After some preceding remarks the author says: 


The la number of portraits proven to have been original may provoke a 
sniile in the reader, as they have amused the writer, and will suggest, to one 
who has given the matter only passing attention, an overproportion of personal 
vanity on the part of Washington. This is an unjustconclusion; forthe truth is 
developed, that the American hero was made a martyr to the devotion of his 
friends at home and his admirers abroad. We have him presented as citizen, 
soldier, statesman, and patriarch. Artists followed him through campaigns, vis- 
ited him at Mount Vernon, sketched him on parade, in the council-room, at din- 
ner, drew his features in the church and in the theater. Washington was pro- 
verbially a bad sitter; and he became so restive under these increasing demands, 
that he was wont to declare, even in the earlier years of his military career, that 
each yieldi such requests should be the last; but he finally, not very grace- 
fully it must be confe would submit to the inevitable. Old comrades natu- 
rally desired a counterpart of the face and form they had watched in many an 
hour of peril; women often asked the favor of a portrait of the leader of the 
armies in which their husbands and their sons fought; artists were sent by mon- 
archs and nobles of Europe to secure an accurate rendering of the features of the 
citizen of the New World whocommanded their veneration. In the history of 
man there is not to be found a parallel tothe wide-reaching 8 admira- 

tion given paoar to Washington; nor has a century subdued the world’s 
ardor. In 1963, while ascending a mountain road near Lake Lugano, Italy, an 
American traveler entered a small pavilion, a wayside resting-place, wherein he 
found only a bust of Washington. It bore no inscription, but was in itself an 
eloquent tribute from some lover of liberty. 

This book presents a correct, reliable history of every original picture 
known of Washin from the timé when at 25 years of age he was 
sketched on ivory by Copley in Boston. The circumstances of that first 
picture which is known of Washington are as follows: After the fatal 

battle of Braddock's Field he was sent for to Boston to be inquired of 
there as to that campaign, and while there the handsome, splendid, 


young Virginia colo less than 25 years of age, was painted by that 
great artist Copley, and it is here and its history given. From that 
time until Washi was painted in his old age by Gilbert Stuart and 


various other eminent artists, embracing the Peales, father and son, and 
e Peale, the authentic history of each original portrait is given 
ere. 

I feel that to the youth and to the aged also of American readers 
this would be one of the most instructive books that could be given to 
the public by the Co: of the United States. I do not know 
whether the love of the Father of his Country has waned or not. Ido 
not think it. From what I have recently seen, I am inclined to regard 
this as a good year for Washington memorials, and in presenting this 
noble monument to history I feel that I am doing something worthy 
of the name of the man who is here commemorated. 

I know how inadequately my remarks do justice to this subject, but 
Isubmit, after full consideration by the committee, that we have done 
what will commend itself to the public justice, and this book, being 
purchased, will be placed in the public libraries of the country, one of 
the handsomest, one of the noblest, and best executed works that ever 
was presented to for adoption. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana. 

The question being yor: there were, 


on a division—ayes 19, noes 27. 
Mr. VOORHEES. 


t us have the yeas and nays. 


Taoro and nays wereordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 21, 
nays 


; as follows: 
YEAS—21, 
Beck, Hill, Voorhees, 
Blair, Hoar, Miller of Cal, Williams, 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Mitchell, Wilson. 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Palmer, 
Frye, La Sewell, 
George, M , 
NAYS—B, 
Allison, x Jackson, Pendleton, 
Bayard, Garland, Jonas, Platt, 
Butler Gibson, Kenna, Plumb, 
Coke, Gorman, McPherson, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Groome, Manderson, Sawyer, 
Conger, Hampton, Maxey, 7 
Dolph, Harr’ Miller of N. V., Van Wyck, 
Edmunds, Harrison, Morgan, Vest. 
ABSENT—23. 
Aldrich, Chace, Jones of Florida, Riddleberger, 
Bowen, Cockrell, Lamar, Sabin, 
Brown, Cullom, Logan, A 
Call, Farley, Morrill, Slater, 
Camden, nea Pike, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., Hawley, 


So the amendment was rejected. A 

Mr. VEST. Iam instructed by the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds to offer an amendment, to come in after line 315. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me a mo- 
ment? I desire to inquire whether I can renew my amendment again 
in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in Committee of the 
Whole. $ 

Mr. VOORHEES. Then I give notice I will renew the amendment 
in the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 14, after line 315, it is proposed to add: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase a suitable site,and cause to be erected thereon, at Montpe- 
lier, in the State of Vermont,a substantial and commodious public building, 
with fire-proof vaults, for the use and accomodation of the post-office, court- 
house, and internal-revenue office. The site, and the building thereon, when 
completed according to plans and specifications to be previously made and 
approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed the cost of $75,000; 
and the site purchased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire 
in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than forty feet, including 
streets and alleys; and for the purposes herein mentioned the sum of $75,000 is 
hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 55 
Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended until a valid title to the 
said site shall be vested in the United States, and the State of Vermont shall cede 
to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the 
United States shall be or remain the owners thereof, for all purposes except the 
administration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil 
process therein, 

The amendment was to. 4 
Mr. VAN WICK. By direction of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds I submit the following amendment, to come inimme- 
diately after the amendment just adopted: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is héreby, authorized and di- 
rected to eat a proper site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable build- 
ing, with fire-proof vaults, in Gaye nage E Nebr., for the accommodation of the 
Uni other Government officesin said city, 


Mr. ALLISON. Is this amendment subject to a point of order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska states 
that by direction of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
he offers the amendment. The Chair thinks the amendment is in order. 
The question is, will the Senate agree to it. 

The amendment was to. 
Gen BAYARD. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 

ine 315. 


the sum of 


d ee WR be previously made and approved 8 
to danger from fire 


owner thereof, for all purposes except 
of said State and the service of civil process therein. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask if that amendment is in order? 


Mr. BAYARD. The amendment is a bill reported by the Committee 
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on Public Buildings and Grounds at the present Congress, which has 
already passed the Senate, is now pending before the House, and has 
been reported favorably there. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senate has passed the bill au- 
thorizing the completion of such a building, the Chair holds the amend- 
ment to be in order under Rule XVI. The question is: Will the Sen- 
ate to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Do J understand that the Committee 

_ on Public Buildings and Grounds propose to put upon this bill all the 
public vaic bills which have passed this body, and which have not 
755 passed the House of Representatives? If so, I see no objection to 

t; but if not so, I call upon the chairman of the Committee on Public 

Buildings and Grounds to report as an amendment to this bill a bill 
which passed here at the last session for a public building at Saratoga, 
N. Y. That bill has been reported favorably in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, but, owing to the condition of business there, it has not 

Ifthe Public Suna ngs Committee propose here to do this I call 
upon that committee to treat all public buildings on an eeqality and all 
Senators on the same footing in this matter. I ask for an answer from 
the chairman of the committee. À 

Mr. MAHONE. Mr. President, the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds is not undertaking to do any such thing as the Senator 
understands. It does not propose to report as an amendment to this 
bill all the bills that have passed the Senate and failed in the House, 
but there are extraordinary cases f 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Senator will pardon me for a mo- 
ment, 

Mr. MAHONE. Allow me to finish and then I will yield entirely. 

There are extraordinary cases; there are some of the States that have 
had no public buildings during this Congress, and there are others that 
have had two and some as high as three buildings, and the committee 
think in those cases, where no buildings have been allowed to a State 
by the passage of a bill through both bodies, it is but fair they should 
have an opportunity to put one building on this bill for such States. 
That is the state of the case. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I simply desired to have a statement 
made by the chairman of the committee as to the grounds on whicli they 
make exceptions in these cases. I have noticed that two or three bills 
have been offered here as amendments, and when they have been pre- 
sented the Senators presenting them stated they did so by instruction 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, which made them 
in order. Now anotheramendment is offered for another public build- 
ing, the bill for which has passed this body either at this session or the 
last, and upon that ground it is to be put upon this bill. 

I think that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds should 
treat all these applications alike. I do not care for one to enter into 

any unseemly scramble for my State or my constituents. They have 
been fairly treated and I have no disposition to find any fault with any 
of these measures; but it does seem to me that if the Senate now put 
upon thi8 bill amendments for public buildings such as have the 
Senate during this session or the but have failed in the House, the 
committee should take-up all those bills and put all of them upon this 
measure as amendments. I submit to their own sense of fairness and 

ropriety to doit. I do not propose, as I said, to enter into any scram- 
le on this matter. I leave it to the committee to decide for itself 
what it will do. y 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, it is but due that I should make a 
statement in relation to this matter. I understand that thus far there 
has been but one building put upon this bill that has passed the Senate 
heretofore. It was pro by the Senator from Delaware to put one 
on that has passed the Senate, and the Committee on Publie Buildings 
and Grounds have not moved as an amendment the bill proposed by the 
Senator from Delaware, which I think is a meritorious case and ought 
to goon. That proposition has not been before the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. The amendment reported by the Senator 
from Missouri for Vermont, I will say, is to supply the capital of the 
State. There has not been any money appropriated for the State of 
Vermont for public buildings in the last thirty years. Every other 
State in the Union, so far as I know, has had a public building erected 
at the capitalof the State. This bill passed two years agoand it passed 
‘again this year, and it is recommended in the House by the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and I do not suppose there is a mem- 
ber at this end of the Capitol or the other who would vote against it. 
So far as the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds are concerned, 
they have done this more at their motion than my own. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont a 
question. Do I understand him to say that the amendment now pro- 
posed has not passed the Senate and has not been considered by the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ? 

Mr. MORRILL. The bill has passed the Senate heretofore, but has 
not ern referred to the committee to be considered on this appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Has it passed the Senate during this session? 

Mr. MORRILL. During this Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania that on the question of order which was raised by 


„terminates, in May next. A return tothe ol 


the Senator from Iowa on the amendment of the Senator from Dela- 
ware it was held that as a bill authorizing the construction of this 
building had passed the Senate and was now pending in the House af 
Representatives, the amendment was in order. The question is, Will 
the Senate agree to the amendment of the Senator from Delaware? 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I offer the following amendment, to 
be inserted after the amendment just agreed to: 

For the purchase by the Secretary of the Treasury, from the present owners, 
the e in the town of Middletown, Richmond County, New York, known 
as t en's Retreat, consisting of thirty acres, more or less, and buildings 
thereon, together with a water front of six hundred feet, more or less, the same 
to be used for the purpose of a marine hospital at the port of New York, $230,000. 

I will occupy the attention of the Senate but a moment on this ques- 
tion. The United States Government is now occupying this ground 
and building as a marine hospital. It has been occupying it for two 
years under a contract which expires on the Ist of May next, at which 
timeif the premises should not be purchased by the United States Gov- 
ernment the Government will be without any marine hospital at the 
port of New York. While we have a marine hospital at nearly every 
other important port in the country, the United States Government 
has never owned and maintained a marine hospital at the port of New 
York. Before it leased these premises it had been in the habit of 
farming out the sailors who needed treatment there to the various 
hospitals about the city. A short time ago it erected a temporary 
hospital on Bedloe’s Island, but it has been compelled to abandon it 
on account of the erection of the Bartholdi statue. Two years ago it 
leased these premises, and the Secretary of the Treasury makes this rec- 
ommendation: 

The recommendations heretofore made for the establishment of a national 
snug harbor, or sailors’ home, are also renewed. 

The recommendation of the Surgeon-General for the purchase of the Seamen's 
Retreat property at Staten Island, New York, as recommended by my predeces- 
sor, which recommendation was subsequen Tan by the Committee on 
Commerce of the present Congress (Report No. 1039), is respectfully renewed, and 
early action on the part of Con: is suggested. Without action the service 
at New York will probably be without a oopan when the lease of the building 


contract system, formerly in vogue 


at that port, would, in my judgment, be highly injurious to the service. 


I have here also the report of the Surgeon-General of the Marine-Hos- 
pital Service, urging in the strongest manner the purchase of this prop- 
erty; and, as I have already said, it has been two years in the control 
of the Government, under a lease, with the privilege of purchasing it at 
the expiration of the lease. The lease expires in May of this year. 

This hospital and grounds belong to a number of charitable institu- 
tions, the Marine Society and the Seaman’s Aid Society, and it has been 
leased by them to the Government of the United States. They have no 
longer any use for it; and if not purchased by the Government the prop- 
erty will undoubtedly be broken up and subdivided, and thus the Gov- 
ernment will be prevented from continuing the lease or purchasing the 
property at any future time. It is undoubtedly one of the most desira- 
ble points in the harbor of New York for a marine hospital, and certainly 
the Government ought to have a marine hospital at that port. 

The price here fixed has been agreed on by an appraisal and is un- 
doubtedly a fair price; it is not excessive in any way; and it has been 
recommended now by two successive Secretaries of the Treasury that 
the premises should be purchased, and, if purchased, the amount paid 
for them will be much less than the cost of any marine hospital now at 
any of our prominent ports. The marine hospital at Boston cost $393, - 
000; the one at Chicago has cost $420,000; the one at San Francisco, an 
old one, which is now being rebuilt, cost $231,000; the one at Detroit 
$109,000; and the marine hospital at New Orleans cost over $500,000. 

This is entirely in the interest of the Marine-Hospital Service and in 
the interest of the Government. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senatorfrom New York a question ? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRILL. Have not at the present session two bills passed 
for New York, one for Saratoga, and one for Troy? That is my recol- 
lection. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I am not now talking about a build- 
ing at Saratoga or any other place. My amendment is for a marine 
hospital at the port of New York. 

Mr. MORRILL. A moment ago the Senator was talking about fair 
play to all the States. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I was talking about fair play for all 
the States, and I still stand here to talk for fair play for all the States. 

This is asked for by the Secretary of the Treasury and the Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service. It is not asked for by the 
people of the State of New York. It is not a public building to be used 
in the public service in the State of New York. It is a marine hospital 
for the care of the sailors of our marine. Quite likely some of them 
may come from the good State of Vermont and many of them from the 
States of Maine and Massachusetts, but certainly the Government ought 
to maintain a marine hospital in the port of New York. 

A hospital tax has been levied upon the sailors of this country, and 
more than 15 per cent. of the entire sum heretofore collected has been 
collected at the port of New York, and yet during all these years it?has 
been levied without any marine hospital at New York, and the sailors 


1885. 
have been farmed out to different hospitals maitera about the city and 
` neighborhood, thus preventing any proper control or any proper man- 
of the Marine Hospital Serviee. This is undoubtedly a cheap 
and should be bought. I submit the question. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York. 
The ent was to. 
Mr. MCPHERSON. I move to strike out from line 1172 to line 1176, 
as follows: 
f the owners of the schooner Druid for damages oc- 
To pay in full the claim o 
batan, in 


by the collision of that vessel with the United States steamer Pow- 
Qetober, 1883, $11,519.88. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That the claim of the former owners of the schooner Druid for caused 
by the collision of said schooner with the United States steamship Powhatan 
be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, under the provisions 
of section 1055 of the Rev Statutes, 

Mr. ALLISON. Is that amendment in order? 

Mr. MCPHERSON. It is an amendment to the text of the bill. I 
am very much surprised that a provision has found its way into this 
bill for the Government to pay out the sum of $11,519.88 for this ves- 
sel, when, taking the whole testimony presented in the case, it isshown 
conclusively that the Government is not liable at all. The libellants 
in a case of collision certainly have to prove that they are without fault 
themselves, and that the opposite party isin fault. In this case no 
such proof has ever been made. The Government should not pay a 
dollar of this claim until such time as the Court of Claims has adjudi- 
cated upon it and declared it to be valid. 

The first board of inquiry that was organized to act upon this case 
declared that there was only a sum of about $2,500 due for damages to 
the Druid. The captain of the Druid himself declared that he lost his 
head and ran his vessel against the Powhatan. The second board of 
inquiry were authorized only to investigate as to the value of the cargo 
and the value of the ship, without determining inany manner as to the 
liability of the Government. A claim for over $11,000 has found its 
way into the bill from the House of Representatives when last year it 
was rejected both by the House and by the Senate for the very reason 
Iam now stating. It is presented here again. The Government is 
not liable for certainly more than $2,000 or $2,500 at the outside, and 
the claim is to be paid for $11,000. There certainly can be no hard- 
ship in permitting the libellants in this case to go to the Court of Claims 
anit prove their case if they have a good one, but certainly the Congress 
of the United States should not make an appropriation to pay a sum of 
money which has no foundation in justice or right. 

Let me say still further while on my feet that when the collision took 
place between these vessels it was in broad daylight. The vessels were 
nearing each other in opposite directions. The Druid had just as much 
opportunity of keeping out of the way of the Powhatan as the Pow- 
hatan had of keeping away from the Druid. The captain himself de- 
clared that he changed his helm and therefore threw his vessel against 
the Powhatan, seemingly for no purpose in the world except to wreck 
her, that he might make the Government pay for her. After the wreck 
the board of inquiry declared that the only damage the Druid had sus- 
tained was the loss of her spars and sails. Two Government officers 
from the Powhatan followed the vessel to port, and it was there dis- 
covered (contrary to what had been alleged by the owners of the Druid) 
that the vessel was not leaking. These two officers declared that she 
had not sprung a leak, that the cargo was not injured in the least. The 
second board of inquiry appointed by the Secretary of the Navy never 
saw the Druid at all, never had the opportunity of investigating the 
question as to whether she was damaged or not. I claim that the part 
of prudence and right in this matter would be to refer this whole case 
to the Court of Claims and let them decide whether the libellants have 
any claim or not. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair thinks the amendmentis 
in order. As a proposition to pay a private claim it would be indefen- 
sible; but being merely a proposition to amend a provision in the bill 
relative to a private claim, the Chair thinks the amendment is in order. 
The question is on agreeing to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk, 
_ to be inserted after the last appropriation for public buildings offered 
this evening. This is an amendment which has been recommended by 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; anda bill for the im- 
provement has passed the Senate and has been reported favorably in 
the House also. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has this amendment been referred 


to the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. McMILLAN. The amendment has been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, reported favorably, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Minnesota will be read. 

The SECRETARY. At the end of the amendments already adopted, 
after line 315, it is proposed to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected,a suitable building, with 
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fire-proof vaults therein, ſor the accommodation of the United States ore. 
ffice, and internal-revenue other Government offices, at the city o 
inona, Minn. The site, and building thereon, when completed upon plans 
and specifications to be previously pe, and approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, shall notexceed the cost of $100,000: igre That the site hased 
shall leave the building unex, to r from fire in adjacent bulidings by 
an open space of not less than feet, including streets and alleys; and that no 
money appropriated for his purpose be available until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Minnesota shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
5 the time the United States shall be or in the owners thereof, 
for all purposes except the administration of the criminal law of said State and 
the service of any civil process therein. 

That the sum of $20,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury of the United States not o — . — appropriated, to be 
used and expended in the purchase of said site and toward the construction of 
said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GROOME. Mr. President, I offer the following amendment, to 
come in after the one just adopted: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable build- 
ing, with fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the post-office, cus- 
tom-house, and ofher Government offices, at 8 ee A of An lis, Md. The 
plans, specificati and full estimates for said building shall be previously 
made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site and 
building oe the sum of $100,000: That the site purchased shall 
leave the building unexposed to dan; from fire in adjacent buildings by an 
open space of not less than fifty feet, including streets and alleys; and for the 
purposes herein mentioned the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated out of 
any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided further, That no money 
appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site for 

building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Mary- 
land shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over onune 
during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for al 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of civil process therein, 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on this amendment. 

Mr. GROOME. I will state that this measure has already 
the Senate unanimously as a bill, and hence I do not think it subject 
to the point of order. i 

The PRESIDENT pio lempore. Has it been reported from a com- 
mittee and referred to the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. GROOME. It has not been referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations as an amendment to this bill. 

— PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks then it is not in 
order. 

Mr.GROOME. But I think the case is exactly like that of the State 
capital of Vermont. Certain it is this is a building for a State capital. 
It is for the only State capital I think in the Union for which steps 
have not been already taken to provide a public building. I hope, 
therefore, that the point of order will not be pressed if the amendment 
is amenable to the point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks if it has not been 
réported from the Committee on Public Buildings, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, it is not in order under the decision of 
the Senate this morning on the yeas and nays after discussion as to the 
meaning of the words ing out an existing law” or a bill or 
resolution previously passed by the Senate during that session.’’ 

Mr. GORMAN. A moment ago, in a case precisely similar at Mont- 
pelier, Kt., where the bill had the Senate at the last session and 
been reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
the Chair held that under the rule that was in order, and it was in- 
serted on this bill within the last half hour. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair 
was not present at that time. 

Mr. GROOME. It was on the strength of that decision that I have 
moved the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair bases his opinion on the 
distinctive decision of the Senate this morning after discussion and 
upon the yeas and nays as to the meaning of the words of the rule. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. In the Vermont case the amend- 
ment had been introduced and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, reported back favorably from that committee, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That makes quite a different ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Quiteadifferent case. So that was 
clearly in order under the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, unless the point of order 
is withdrawn, feels bound to hold that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I offer an amendment which has been 
reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. : 

The CHIEF CLERK. After line 30, on page 2, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

To enable the President to bestow testimonials, as recommended in his mes- 
sage of January 27, 1885, upon those officers and subjects of the Russian Govern- 
ment who extended aid and comfort to the survivors of the Jeannette Arctic 
exploring ex ition and assistance to the parties dispatched by the Govern- 
ment of the United States to relieve and succor the said survivors, and to convey 
to the Government and people of an expression of the high appreciation 
in which the Government and people of the United States hold the humane 


services so rendered, the sum of $15,000 or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
the same to be immediately available. 


2376 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARoH 2, 


Mr. MILLER, of California. That is recommended by the President 


to reward those people who aided the Jeannette, the list of which is 
given in the report made by the committee and which is contained in 
the President’s message. I presume there will be no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is this amendment from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes, sir; and was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations and overlooked in some way. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not overlooked. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from California, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to state that this amendment has been reported from the Committee on 
Foreign Relations and referred to the Committee on Appropriations in 
time. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not hear the reading of the amendment, being 
occupied at the moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from California. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I have another amendment of the same 
character. This amendment was reported from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. I 
move to insert it immediately after the amendment just adopted: 

To enable the President of the United States to send a delegate to represent 
the Government of the United States at the jubilee to be held by the Statistical 
Society in London in the month of June, 1885, the sum of $2,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available. 

That society meets in London, and the Secretary of State has rec- 
ommended that a delegate be sent, and one ought to be sent. 

Mr. ALLISON. That proposition was also referred, I believe. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. It was. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I did not hear distinctly what this was. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. A meeting of the Statistical Society 
at London in grand convention. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Why is it called a jubilee ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I do not know. 

Mr. HOAR. Are other nations represented as nations, or are these 
societies represented ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. The societies. 

Mr. HOAR. Why should this Government be represented at an as- 
sociation of societies ? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Because other governments are repre- 
sented by sending delegates. It is recommended by the Secretary of 
State. 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like very much to see a statistical jubilee. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I inquire of the Senator from California 
whether it is recommended to us by the Secretary of State as a jubilee? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Yes; it is. 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is his designation? 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Les, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. A statistical jubilee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from California. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BUTLER. I offer the following amendment, to come in after 
line 268, on page 12: 


For court-house and oe at Greenville, S. C.: For purchase of site and 
cing erection . 


commen public building, $50,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the amendment been reported 
from a committee ? 

Mr. BUTLER. It has not been reported from a committee, but a 
bill has passed the Senate making an appropriation of $50,000 for that 
building on two occasions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. BUTLER. I submit, of course. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I offer the following amendment, to 
come in after the last amendment adopted 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The last amendment adopted was 

that on the motion of the Senator from California, on page 2. 

The CHIEF. CLERK. On page 14, after the amendments already 
agreed to, it is proposed to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with 
fire-proof vaults, for the accommodation of the United States court, -office, 
and other Government offices, at Springs, State of New York. The 
plans, tions, and full estimates for said building shall be previously 
made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site and 
Sp eg i er pt 
of not less than fort „ streets and alleys; rey pod paint rope erie 

riated for said buildi: 1 be available until a valid title to the site for said 

ilding shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of New York 

shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during 

the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all pu : 
o 


except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the se 
civil process therein. : 


the city post-office until you are ready to p 


K IE hereby appropriated for the purchase of a site and 
nt of work. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment reported from a 
committee? 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. What is the point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not reported from any committee. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The bill from which this amendment 
is copied was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and this body in the last Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has it been reported as an amend- 
ment from any committee and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I think not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The decision of the Chair heretofore 
has been the other way, as I have understood it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair 
was not present when any other decision was made. In the case re- 
ferred to the Senator from Wisconsin stated that the amendment was 
reported by a committee and referred to the Committee on A ppropria- 
tions. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I am unfortunate, then, in not get- 
ting in my amendment earlier in the evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. MAHONE. I am instructed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to offer an amendment, to be inserted between lines 
288 and 289. This amendment comprehends the full text of a bill that 
was passed by the Senate a few days ago for the purchase of square 
406 in this city. It passed the Senate unanimously, and has been 
reported by the House committee, but no action has been taken on it 
in the House. The necessity for the purchase of this square comes 
from the pressing demand for a city post-office in Washington; in addi- 
tion to which it is conceded that sooner or later, and none too soon, the 
Government must acquire this piece of property for the enlargement of 
the Post-Office Department building, already largely insufficient for 
the proper and convenient conduct of the business of that Department. 

This piece of property embraces 86,000 square feet when you take 
in the street, measuring 25,000 square feet, which the Government may 
take in after the acquirement of this square. The square now brings 
in a rental of $43,500, or 7 per cent. upon the price it is proposed topay 
for the property. In addition to all this the Post-Office Department is 
now paying $14,500 rent for buildings in part upon this very square 
and fora city post- office, of all of which the Government may be relieved 
upon the acquisition of this piece of property, since there are buildings 
upon the square that will fully and conveniently serve the purposes of 

RER | with the construction 


of a suitable building. 

That is the state of the case, Mr. President, and this amendment is 
now before the Senate coming from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds duly referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


2 It seems to me that it is not quite enough to have 
had this referred to the Committee on Appropriations. It seems to me 
to be legislation for the purchase of property. If I can make that 
point on it I shall be glad to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair does not think it falls 
within the rule of general legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I make no point. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to say that this has been recommended 
since the passage of the bill by the Senate by the Committee on Public 
Buildings to the Committee on Appropriations, and it is not any singu- 
lar way of doing business. The National Museum was reported b 
5 in the same way and put onto a sundry civil appropriation 

Mr. ALLISON. I make no point of order. 

Mr. MORRILL. So was the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and 
so was the Agricultural Department. In fact there is hardly any other 
way you can get a building for this city through Congress except upon 
an appropriation bill. 

I wish to say. that there is a very urgent necessity that this building 
should be erected, and erected promptly. If this ground is taken with 
the buildings upon it, the Le Droit building alone will furnish better 
accommodations than we now have in the present building that is rented 
by the Government for a city post-office, and there are several other 
buildings that are now rented by the Government for the Post-Office 
Department. There is a building in this square that is rented by the 
Government, and also a building on Ninth street, all for the Post-Office 

ent. 
is is obviously an economical thing for us to do. There is not a 
shadow of donbt but what the property, if it can be purchased at the 
price these parties have agreed to sell it for, would be a good bargain 
‘or the Government. 


Mr. MAXEY. I would ask the Senator from Vermont, as a mem- 


ber of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, whether or 
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not, after ing ample provision on that plot of ground for the city 
post-office, there is not enough ground to be used for the use and benefit 
of the Post-Office Department? 

Mr. MORRILL, Very much; and buildings that would be occupied 
by the Department. If the city post-office was put up on Ninth street, 
between E and F, there would be other buildings which could be used 
that would save the Government a large sum of money; but the main 
building, with the exception of the city post-office, might be delayed 
for some years. 

Mr. MAXEY. It is more convenient to the Post-Office Department 
than any other plot of ground which can be obtained. 

Mr. MORRILL. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. PLUMB. Idonot know very much about property in this city, 
but I do knowthat there is a very widespread impression based on ap- 
parently good foundation that the price proposed to be paid for this 
property is at least $150,000 too great, and that the Government in 
making this purchase is really bulling the real-estate market in the 
cityof Washington. It does not signify to us thatif we buy this prop- 
erty and do certain other things we shall save a little money on the 
basis of a 4 per cent. or a 3 per cent. investment; the question at the 
bottom of it all is, can this property be purchased at a suitable price, 
such as it is worth in the real-estate market and as private parties 
would have to pay for it? Taking the information that I have, my 
judgment is—a judgment not very securely founded, I admit, but still 
itis the judgment on which I am bound to act, and which I should 
act upon as a private individual—that this private property is put 
at a very much higher price than its value. If I may allude to what 
has taken place elsewhere, I may say that the Senate in one of its 
amiable moods, and with that consideration which it always has for a 
very large sum of money—for I believe it will let through any bill at 
any time for a half million dollars, while it will higgle with parsimo- 
nious persistency over a bill appropriating fifty or sixty dollars for 
somebody—bnt in that mood in which it finds itself occasionally the 
Senate passed this bill; it went to another body which I an not author- 
ized to mention, but like the man who, when approached on a horse-trade, 
said he could not trade on Sunday, because it was against his religion, 
but if it was not Sunday he would say that he would pay $20 to boot; 
and so I can say in reference to this other place, or if it was not that 
other place I would say that the committee of that body 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks the Senator is 
not in order. He is alluding to a report in another body. 

Mr. PLUMB. If on reflection the presiding officer thinks that is 
ps genoa the rule I will withdraw the remark; but Iwill say that a body 
of men—not the House of Representatives, but a body of men charged 
with the duty of investigating this subject—say upon their responsi- 
bility that $500,000 is an ample price for this property; and now the 
Senate is proposing to take a short cut to get around that opinion, and 
in the closing hours of this session, by means of a committee of confer- 
ence, to avoid the collision and the wreck that would apparently follow 
from that collision with another portion of this legislative body, and 
complete the purchase of this property in defiance, as I believe, of what 
is just, of what is right, of what is fair, of what is prudent, and of what 
is due to this body and to all other legislative bodies having to deal 
with the public money. I do not think that is the proper way of con- 
ducting legislation. 

Mr. ONE. Mr. President, I think if the Senator from Kansas 
had given a little more attention to the subject rather than been con- 
tent to state some impression which he has formed from floating state- 
ments, he would have had no such opinion as that to which he has given 

ression. a 

I hold in my hand letters from nine respectable, responsible real- 
estate owners in the city of Wzshington. I do not know a single one of 
these gentlemen; I never saw one of them; but they have addressed 
letters to the committee, and I have read them all. They all agree that 
the price proposed to be pes for this property, which is by agreement 
to the extent of the whole square save about four little pieces involv- 
ing $100,000, is quite fair. We shall see who they are in a moment. 
They all agree that the price proposed to be paid is below the value of 
the property saving one, who thinks it is a little above the value. 

Now, let us see who they are. I shall not look inside the letters, 
but give the names from the outside of the evelopes. Hufty & Dyer, 
real estate, insurance, stock, and note brokers. The most of these gen- 
tlemen—indeed all of them—disclaim any connection or any interest 
whatever in the sale of this property, but they have been called upon 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator yield to the Senator 
from Kansas? 

Mr. MAHONE. In a moment. They have been called upon by 
some of the citizens here who seem to be interested in the procurement 
of this most suitable site for the post-office, and have given expression 
to their judgment. 

John Sherman & Co., real estate and loans; Duvall & Marr, real 
estate and insurance; Parker & Townsend, real estate and brokers; B. 
H. Warner; George Truesdell; F. H. Smith & Son; Fitch, Fox, and 
Brown; Thomas J. Fisher & Co., real-estate agents. These are the 


es from whom theletterscome. If the Senator from Kansas would 
to be better informed, he can take the letters. . 

Mr. PLUMB. Iam glad to have those names go on record, as they 
will add to the circulation of the paper in which they appear. t 
the Senator says confirms me in two things, one of which I am very 
sorry to be confirmed in, and that is that the Senator from Virginia 
does not seem to understand how people are influenced. Did you ever 
hear of a real-estate agent who did not, like Paul, magnify his office? 
Is it not the line of business of all these gentlemen to enhance by rep- 
resentations the value of all property in Washington? They do not have 
this particular site for sale, but they have other property for sale, the 
price of which will largely be based on the price the Government pays 
for this property in the city of Washington if it purchases it. 

The one thing these gentlemen are interested in is to establish the 
fact that property in Washi n is greater in value than the price bein 
offered, in order that they may get thereby more business to do; Si 
if they can get the Government into this laudable enterprise of bulling 
the real-estate market as I said, thereby they will get more percentage 
and their customers will get greater gains. I may not know as much 
about this ground as the members of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, but I do believe that if the Government were to-day 
to invite real competion for a site it could save $100,000. That is not 
much I know, the present impression being that the great burden we 
are laboring under now is how to get rid of the money we have in the 
Treasury; and of course under that idea the larger the appropriation 
the more beneficial it is. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] says we are getting rid of the 
surplus fast enough to-night. I think that is so myself, and if we shall 
sit here until morning, and the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds have the floor, and a few more enterprises of this kind shall be 
brought into the bill, the surplus will be less to-morrow morning than 
it was yesterday morning certainly. 

Mr. President, I think in to this matter that it has not had 
proper consideration. I donot believe this is the way to buy property 
either in Washington or elsewhere, and I especially think im regard to 
this purchase there ought to be some competition, so as to bring the 
price down to that level which would naturally prevail in dealing be- 
tween private individuals. We have had some experience of that kind 
heretofore; at least we have had some observation of the result of this 
method of buying property. If we were to go around anywhere in 
the city of Washington and ask owners what they would sell their 
property for in the absence of competition, we may be certain that the 
price they offer would be a very large percentage above what they 
themselves actually believe its value to be. 

I am willing, as far as I am concerned, to build a post-office in Wash- 
ington, although the business I have with it does not seem to impress 
me with the need of that institution very much. I do not think there 
is very great want for it, but still I am willing to have it, willing to 
take the steps necessary for the purpose of getting it; but I want todo 
it on some basis which shall be just and open, in which we shall seem 
to be applying the ordinary rules of private business to the transaction 
of public business. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then why not authorize a commission to purchase 
a site for a post- office? 

Mr. PLUMB. I would go in for something of that kind. I hon- 
estly believe that $150,000 less, certainly $100,000 less, would buy this 
block if we in the mean time, by our proposition to buy it, do not en- 
hance its value in the minds of those who have it to sell. 

Mr. President, there will be, as there always is properly under proper 
circumstances, more or less competition in regard to the location of 
public buildings. I havein my mind the capital of a State where prop- 
erty was needed for a Government building. The people owning ad- 
joining property bid for the location of the United States building, and 
they paid largesums for the property in order to get the location in a cer- 
tain place. They knew its value to them. It brought them business. 
They were willing to pay forit. Competitionof that kind is properand 
fair. I do not say it could be instituted in this particular case, but 
I do say that when we come to buy this property, in view of all the cir- 
cumstances surrounding the transaction of public business here and the 
general extravagance which prevails and which we are all the time cul- 
tivating by the money we are paying out end by the salaries we are pay- 
ing, we ought to secure fair and free competition. In regard to public 
buildings, about which there is no perishing interest at the present mo- 
ment, if we can not wait, if we must go ahead nolens volens, at least 
we ought to go ahead with some decent regard for the practices which 
obtain in transacting private business. 

I therefore hope this amendment will not be put on. It is going to 
be put on now in the expectation that it will escape the final judgment 
of the other branch of the Legislature. That is what it means, It is 
absolutely known, I think, that the House of Representatives will not 
agree, as an independent proposition, to this purchase in the terms pro- 
posed by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. It is, there- 

ore, sought to get around that judgment which has been substantially 
expressed, and in this way by means of a conference committee and the 
consent, grudging or otherwise, given by these men in tbe expiring 
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hours of the session and under the fear of an extra session if the con- | propriety, of justice to the tax-payer, of business 3 that ought 
cession is not made, that this will be done which otherwise would not | to govern the just transaction of the Government business like that of 


be done. 

Mr. MORRILL. I donot like to have this measure whistled down 
the wind“ in this kind of style. The Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds have had this subject under consideration for at least half 
a dozen years. They have investi various sites throughout the 
city. Ihave no doubt that we could go out beyond the boundary and 
get competition and get for a small sum a site that would not be ap- 
propriate or at all suitable for the post-office building; but to get a site 
where it will be proper to locate such a building we shall have to pay 
for it. And when we are investigating this subject it is well that we 
should have some forecast and look out for the future. We not only 
need a post- office for the city accommodation, but we need such a build- 
ing largely for doubling the accommodations of the General Post-Office. 
There is no question but what the General Post-Office must have accom- 
modations double their present amount, and that in a very short time. 
This site is adjoining the General Post-Office; that building can be ex- 
tended on to Eighth and Ninth streets to very great advantage, and 
there will be ample room to accommodate the General Post-Office and 
the city post-office. So far as the price is concerned I have examined 
it with some particularity, and there is but one piece of property that I 
think is overvalued, and that the Government had the option of taking 
for a year or two at $80,000, The present holders of it have raised 
their price to $115,000, which I think is extravagant, and I should be 
glad to have that appraised by a jury appointed by the court; but be- 
yond that I venture the prediction that the Government will not only 
buy this specific piece of property as the only one that can accommo- 
date the General Post-Office and the city post-office, but that they will 
buy it and pay more than 25 per cent. more for it than what has been 
proposed and what the Senate has heretofore agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Vermont how the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds arrived at the value of this 


property? 

Mr. MORRILL. They arrived at it in the first place by looking at 
the assessment and then by having an agent go around and see each one 
of the parties and obtain the lowest terms. We informed them in the 
first place that $500,000 was all we would give for the whole square, 
and we squeezed the major part of them to a very low price; and there 
is only one piece of property that the Government had the option of for 
two.or three years which I think is held at an extravagant price. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I ask the Senator from Vermont whether it 
is designed to close Eighth street, between E and F? 

Mr. MORRILL. It is designed to cover the whole space from F to 
E street. 

Mr. VOORHEES. And to close Eighth street? 

Mr. MORRILL. To close Eighth street so as to make the General 
Post-Office a building of the same size as the Patent Office, to match 
that in point of distance from one end to the other. 

Mr. HARRIS. From Seventh to Ninth streets. 

Mr. PLUMB. If this purchase be effected I hope it will be effected 
before the RECORD comes out to-morrow, because I have no doubt —— 

Mr. MORRILL. Let me say one word. Some gentlemen contend 
for this without any expectation that it is going to carry, with the po- 
tential influence of the Senator from Kansas and with the tired, jaded 
look of my friend the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations; 
and I have no doubt they will fling out all our amendments without a 
single tear in either eye. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not happen to be on the conference on the sundry 
civil bill; but the reference to me is somewhat gratuitous. I was going 
to say that if we are to buy this property for the sum proposed we ought 
to buy it to-morrow, because after what the Senator from Vermont has 
said it is plain to be seen that these property-holders have the Govern- 
ment in a hole. We can not have a post-office that is a post-office 
which will be what a post-office ought to be, unless we have it on this 
particular spot of ground; and after the very lurid statement of his in 
regard to the value of that property I shall do justice to the modesty 
of the ordinary real-estate owngr of the city of Washington when I say 
that I think he will find some way, particularly after the RECORD is 
published to-morrow and comes under his observation, to raise the price 
of the property 25 per cent., especially after the Senator from Vermont 
has stated the manner in which they applied the screws to someof the 
property-owners to get them down in order that the balance might get 
up, just as one part of a feather-bed rises when you put down any other 
part. So I think that the moment we attempt to establish the average, 
the general average after that statement will rise to the highest peak of 
price established by any owner in any part of the square. I think this 
debate has perhaps—and I may say that I fear I have contributed to that 
enabled these people to put on the screws so that this property will cost 
even a great deal more than is now proposed. 

But, seriously, it seems to me that this is not the way for the Govern- 
ment to p property in the city of Washington or elsewhere. I 
know that it does not purchase it that way out West; it does not pur- 
chase it that way anywhere, so far as I know, except in the city of Wash- 
ington. Inthe desire to beautify the capital of the nation, and to 


public money for the benefit of this community, all considerations of 


private individuals, seem to be lost sight of. : 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on certain amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes, further insisted upon its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 1 and 29 to said bill, and 
asked a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN 
of Indiana, Mr. JOHN HANCOCK of Texas, and Mr. J. G. CANNON of 
Illinois managers at the conference on its part. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message alse announced that the Speaker of the House had sged 
theenrolled bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox 
and Iowa Indian reservations, in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, 
and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore of the Senate. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. MAHONE]. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply wish to say in regard to the remarks of the 
Senator from Kansas that the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds—and I say it without personal reference to myself—have done 
the very best they could in to this matter. Fortwo years past, 
anticipating the very thing to which the Senator from Kansas has al- 
luded, that when we had concluded that this block opposite the Gen- 
eral Post-Office building was the most eligible site its price would rise, 
had a paper drawn up and signed by nearly all the property-holders 
pledging themselves not to charge over a certain price for their property. 
It is true that after this paper was signed by the large property-owners 
a few others stood off. That is always the case and is inevitable. Every 
lawyer who has had experience in to the adjustment of estates 
in bankruptcy or the settlement of failing firms knows that invariably 
there are a few, generally small, creditors, who will stand out from any 
arrangement in the hope that they will be paid in full; and so in this 
instance five or six of the small property-owners in the block refused 
to sign the paper as soon as they ascertained that the Government 
wanted the property, but all the large property-owners agreed to rea- 
sonable terms, and some of them put their ‘property in under the ap- 
praed value. I begto say, after serving on the Committee on Public 

nildings and Grounds for six years, that this is the fairest transaction 
that I have ever known where the Government was a party to a pro- 
posed purchase of property for a Government building. 

Now I want to call the attention of the Senator from Kansas to one 
fact, because he has not examined this matter as the committee has that 
has had it in charge. The Government, for 35,000 feet of ground on 
the site of the old city post-office where itis now, were asked 8400, 000. 
For sixty thousand and more feet ina much more favorable locality 
near the General Post-Office we are asked $640,000, and that is in & 
portion of the city where property is advancing in value, on F street} 
one of the best squares in the entire city, and I think is by far the best 
site for the location of the post-office. 

These are the facts. In my judgment it is the best bargain the United 
States can obtain. The large property in this block can not go back in 
value. The property is advancing in that locality, and in the course 
of twelve months if we want this same block we shall be compelled to 
pay, in my judgment, 25 per cent. more in order to obtain it. 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to me that if the committee have been at this 
about six years they ought to have found a way of getting a bill through 
both Houses without coming in at this moment and asking to put it on 
an appropriation bill, not for the purpose but still with the effect of 
getting around the adverse action of the House, and therefore prevént- 
ing it practically from receiving concurrence. 

Mr. MORRILL. I will say to the Senator that the bill has been re- 
ported in the House, but the chairman of the committee informed me 
yesterday that he feared he would not be able to get any action upon it. 
It has been reported, and reported favorably. 

Mr. PLUMB. For $500,000, a hundred thousand dollars less than is 


here proposed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order to refer to proceed- 
ings of the other House. 

Ale. VEST. Iant to state to my friend that the Senate Committee 


on Public Buildings and Grounds have done everything that could be 
done by mortal men in regard to this matter. The chairman of that 
committee and myself took a carriage and went in bad weather and 
looked at each one of these sites. On three separate occasions I have 
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been over them. We have attempted to guard the interests of the Gov- 
ernment in every possible way; we have shut out all lobbyists; we 
took this agreement from these -owners in order to prevent the 
advance of property as soon as they found the Government wanted it. 
As I said, ive or six of the small property-owners held out. The 
gentlemen who were the large owners told us they thought the entire 
property could be obtained for $500,000, and I will do them the justice 
to say—the chairman of the committee has the papers—that those 
gentlemen acted fairly, and reduced their price in order to bring it 
within the $500,000; but I believe there were six of the smaller prop- 
erty-owners who nearly doubled the valuation. < 

If any others can do this business any better, I hope they will take it 
in charge. For myself I am tired of it. We have done everything we 
could, and because this bill has not passed, and because we have acted 
as faithfully as possible, we are told now, ‘‘ Do not put it on an appro- 
priation bill.” 

Mr. PLUMB. It seems to be confessed that this ground is to be sold 
to the Government at a great value, because while certain large prop- 
erty-owners would not ask beyond the real value—and I do not know 
anybody who would sell for less than real value to.the Government— 
certain others wanted more. That brings it back to the point I started 
with. Here is $140,000 to be given more than this property is really 


worth. 

Mr. MAXEY. My judgment about it is that the sooner the Govern- 
ment gets possession of this property the better. It is the only block 
of ground that can be purchased which is adapted, first, to the city post- 
office, and, second, to the extension of the Post-Office Department. You 
can not combine both purposes in any block of ground except this. Years 
ago, when the city post-office was in the Post-Office Department build- 
ing, the Department building was then large enough to accommodate 
all the business of the Post-Office Department and the city post- office. 
The country has been rapidly increasing. They have had to take out 
the city post-office; and not only have they had to do that, but the Gov- 
ernment has had to rentanother piece of ground, for which we pay about 
$14,000 a year, to carry on the business of the Post-Office Department. 
This country is rapidly increasing in population, and as it increases in 
population every one connected with the post-office business knows that 
the postal business increases with the population of this country. 

Now you have a chance to get a piece of ground, which added to the 
present Post-Office Department, will answer for years and years to come; 
and it isa most unwise thing, in my judgment, for this Government to 
let the proposition pass by. 

- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. - In line 276 I move to strike out the words un- 
der present limit“ and insert and for the purchase of additional 
ground one hundred and,“ so as to read: 


For court-house and t-office at e pho Pa.: For completion of build- 
ing and for purchase of additional ground, $125,000, 


Mr. ALLISON. I raise the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I hope the Senator will not raise the point of 
order in this case. If it is made, at all events I have here a recom- 
mendation of the Architect of the Treasury Department, who says that 
this appropriation is n . That work has been suspended now for 
a year and a half. A portion of the ground which is desired for the 
building is condemned and waiting the action of Congress. That con- 
demnation is now interfered with by an application to the court to set 
it aside. The case was recently postponed until after the 4th of March, 
in hopes that Congress would make an appropriation for this public 
building. 

This is one of the most important towns in Pennsylvania as respects 
the question of public buildings. The United States courts are held 
there, and have been for a great many years. Twenty counties of the 
State do their legal business at that place so far as they do it in the 
United States courts. The internal revenue collected at the town is 
very large, amounting to about a quarter of a million dollars a year. 
The receipts of the post-office during the last year were $31,991. There 
are over half a million people who are concerned in the business of the 
United States court held at that point. 

The town of Williamsport manufactures between 3,000,000 and 
4,000,000 feet of lumber every year. There is the largest manufactory 
at that point of lumber in the United States east of Michigan. The 
internal- revenue offices are also there. The Government has to pay, 
I think, a thousand dollars a year for rent of the post-office, and of 
course it has to pay rent for all the other offices of the United States. 

An appropriation of $100,000 was made. It was found that no lot 
in that city could be purchased at any eligible point for less than $40,- 
000. I know that seems to be a large sum, but the surroundings of 
the place are such that it was impossible to get an eligible site for less 
than that amount. The work itself was delayed for about two years 
in order to get a lot even as cheap as that. Three judges of the com- 
mon pleas court adjoining that county were appointed, and finally 
selected a place which was to cost $60,000. That the Secretary of the 
Treasury would not purchase under the appropriation which was made. 
Afterward they secured a portion of the square for a little less than 


The question is on agreeing to the 


$20,000, I believe, and the rest of that square has been condemned, and 
it cost $20,500 according to the condemnation. That is now pending. 
So it will cost $40,000 to secure the land for the building, and the rec- 
ommendation of the Architect of the Treasury, which I hold in my 
hand, is that the appropriation here desired is absolutely necessary in 
order to construct a proper building in that place. A bill is pending 
in the House of Representatives and has been favorably reported by 
the committee there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order to refer to reports 
in the House of Representatives or proceedings there, as affecting the 
action of the Senate. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I perhaps may be allowed to state that the gen- 
tlemen representing the Committee on Public Buildings of that 
have recommended that this amount be inserted in this bill. I hold 
in my hand a paper signed by them to that effect. 

I trust the point of order will not be made and that the Senate will 
adopt this amendment. I do not know how I can very well go home 
through the city of Williamsportin my old Congressional district, which 
I represented in the House of Representatives for four years, or I shall 
have to go some other way, unless the Senate will do me the kind- 
ness to put this amendment in the bill. It is an appropriation which 
I think must and will be made. The work is suspended; the Govern- 
ment is at a considerable cost to take care of the property, and the 
Architect of the Treasury wishes to have the appropriation made now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is the amendment reported from 
the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is not. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Let me say further that, as I understand, in two 
or three instances the Senate has agreed to do precisely what I desire 
shall be done in this case. It has done so in the case of the amend- 
ment which was inserted on the suggestion of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. On page 7 the bill as reported from the committee reads: 


For t-office at Hannibal, Mo.: For completion of building under present 
limit, $7,500, 


That has been increased to $52,500, an increase of $25,000, and the 
words ‘‘under present limit’’ have been stricken out. 

I understand that to be in effect precisely what I propose here. I 
think the same thing has been done in other instances. 

I did all I possibly could in this case, I introduced the amendment 
as intended to be proposed to this bill and had it referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, but that committee, obeying, as I suppose 
they thought they were doing, the rule of this body, declined to insert 
any of these propositions. I understood that if any of them were to be 
inserted this one would be. I hazard the statement there has been no 
case presented to this body which deserves its recognition so strongly 
or at least more strongly than this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment reported from a 
committee ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Unfortunately it is not reported from the com- 
mittee. That is what I desired, but the committee declined to report 
it, as they declined in other cases, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was it reported from any other com- 
mittee and referred to the Committee on Appropriations ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I think that committee has not reported it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I am sorry for it. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETO., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives further insisting upon its disagreement to 
the first and twenty-ninth amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes, insisted upon by the Senate, and asking 
a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
4wo Houses thereon. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate still further insist upon its 
amendments and agree to the conference asked for by the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the partof the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, re- 
ported an amendment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills: 

A bill (S. 2577) to authorize the printing of Surg eulogies delivered 
in Co upon the late Henry B. Anthony; 

A bill (S. 2666) to provide for the printing of the report and proceed- 
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ings of the commission to provide suitable ceremonies for the dedication 
of the Washington Monument. 

The m also announced that the House had to the reso- 
lution of the Senate for the printing of the annual volumes of Astro- 
nomical and Meteorological Observations of the Naval Observatory 
for the years 1881 and 1 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to the 
resolution of the Senate for the printing of the report of the Commis- 
sionerof Fish and Fisheries for the year 1885. - 


RIVER ÅND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CONGER. I give notice that as early in the morning, after the 
Senate meets, as possible I shall call up the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill and ask its consideration by the Senate. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. “ALLISON. I move to insert after line 21: 


Subject to the deduction provided for in the tenth article of the convention 
between France and the United States, concluded on the 15th day of January, 
A. D. 1880. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. . 

Mr. CONGER. How would it read? What is it about? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is adeduction provided for in the 
treaty with France for French claims from the sum to be paid for the 


The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 
The amendment was to 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I offer an amendment which was sub- 
mitted and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and which is 
estimated for in the Book of Estimates. After line 1634 I move to 
insert: d 

For reclaiming eighteen and three-quarter acresof marsh land of the Benicia 
grounds, $10,000, 

This is estimated for in the Book of Estimates, Public Works, page 
155. Itisa much-needed improvement. It is estimated at $35,000. 
I only put in $10,000 in my amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order that the amendment is 
not reported from any committee. : 

Mr. MILLER, of California. Under thesixteenth rule I think it is 
in order. It was estimated for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is estimated for 
in the sense in which the construction usually has been put upon it. 
It is a submitted estimate, and it has been the practice of the Senate to 
treat such estimates as being within the rule. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In line 276, I move to strike out the words 
under present limit twenty-five,” and to insert in lieu thereof ‘‘sev- 
enty-five.’’ This would be an inctease of $50,000 for the public build- 
ing at Williamsport. The Architect of the Treasury Department in a 
letter which I hold in my hand recommends an increase of $100,000. 
As I have stated, unless something is done there now, nothing can be 
done in relation to this matter. I trust the Senator from Iowa will 
find that there is no occasion for any objection at this point in view of 
what has been done in other instances precisely like it without objec- 
tion coming from that source. I appeal to him to read industriously 
the items in the appropriation bill to which I refer while this amend- 
ment is being adopted. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amendment is in order to strike out under 
present limit.“ I do not make a point of order on that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa make 
the point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. - I make the point of order on the increase of appre- 

tion. I do not make the point on the first part of the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair feels bound to sustain the 
point of order. It increases the amount. 

Mr. MITCHELL. The amendment I proposed was to strike out the 
words under present limit, and to increase the appropriation from 
$25,000 to $75,000. I can see no object in striking out the words 
under present limit,“ as the appropriation which remains in the bill 
is not in excess of the limit already fixed by existing law. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Pennsylvania to offer an amendment increasing the sum from 
$25,000 to $75,000? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes, sir; that would be the effect of the amend- 


ment. 
e. That the Chair thinks is not in or- 


The PRESIDENT tempor: 
der. It increases an item in the appropriation bill, and that is against 
the rule. 

Mr. MITCHELL. It ought to be in order after what has taken 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule positively prohibits it. 
Mr. BECK. I only rose to say before the Chair ruled—I do not 
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know that I desire to say it now—that the motion which would seem 
to be more in order than any other is a motion that the Senate does 
not intend 508 a sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. DOLPH. In the item in regard to the New Orleans Exposition, 
I move to strike out all from and including the word for, in line 2393, 
down to and including the word published,“ in line 2405, and to 
insert: 


For the pu of paying the indebtedness now outstanding of said exposi- 
tion which is due to fore and foreign nations, and all premiums heretofore 
awarded or which may hereafter awarded by said exposition to foreign ex- 


hibitors in accordance with the lists of awards heretofore published, the sum of 
$50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not propose at this late hour to make a speech. 
Some Senators who spoke upon the amendments proposed by the com- 
mittee to this appropriation suggested that the United States by rea- 
son of having invited foreign nations were under some sort of moral 
obligation to foreign exhibitors and to foreign nations as to debts which 
were owing by the exposition to foreign exhibitors and foreign nations, 
and as to premiums which had been awarded or should be awarded. I 
have been told by the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
that probably the indebtedness to foreigners would not exceed $30,000 
or $25,000. The amendment offered by me proposes an appropriation of 
$50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the payment, first, 
of all the indebtedness of the exposition to foreign exhibitors or foreign- 
ers, and next, to the premiums which have been awarded or shall be 
awarded. I suppose it will meet the views of those Senators who think 
we are under some obligation to foreigners. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLSsin the chair). The ques- 
paa is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

n. 
e amendment was rejected. 

Mr. DOLPH. I offerstillanotheramendment. I move to strike out 
all from the word “due, in line 2399, to and including the word ‘‘ pub- 
lished,” in line 2405, and to insert: = 

To foreigners and foreign nations; secondly, in payment of all premiums 
heretofore awarded or which shall be hereafter awarded by said exposition to 
foreign exhibitors; thirdly, in the payment of the inde! ness now outstand- 
ing of said ex tion which is due to persons, firms, or corporations other than 
foreigners and foreign nations; fourthly, in payment of all premiums heretofore 
awarded or which 1 be hereafter awarded by said exposition to other than 
foreign exhibitors in accordance with the lists of awards heretofore published, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. DOLPH. This proposed amendment does not increase the 
amount of the appropriation; but it provides for its application, first, 
tothe debt due to foreigners and to foreign nations; second, to premiums 
which have been or shall be awarded to foreign exhibitors; third, to 
debts due to others than foreigners; and, lastly, to the payment of pre- 
miums to others than foreign exhibitors. The object of the amendment 
is to get rid of our supposed obligation to foreign nations and to for- 
eigners, so that when at the next session an application is made for 
another appropriation of half a million dollars we shall not have our 
obligation to foreigners used as an argument for making the appropria- 
tion. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. In lines 2014, 2015, and 2016 I move to strike 
out the appropriation of $5,000 to the widow of Surgeon-General Barnes. 
I fail to perceive any reason for this appropriation. I remember that 
when it was proposed to raise the pension of Mrs. Barnes from $30 to 
$50 a month one of the arguments used in the Senate was on account 
of the meritorious services performed by her husband in waiting upon 
General Garfield d his sickness. Why a proposition now comes 
to pay her $5,000 for services, I am at a loss to know. In 1882, 
$57,000 was appropriated for payment for the medical attendance and ex- 

of attending upon General Garfield’s sickness and burial. I think 

500 was assigned for medical attendance, anda board was provided 

in that act to determine and designate how the division of the $37,500 

should be made. That I su was the end of the matter, and ample 

provision made; but now at this late day, after the widow has been 

compensated by the highest rate of pension on the ground of the serv- 

ices of her husband, we are asked to appropriate in bulk $5,000 for 

what? That is a proper inquiry, for what? It is to be given to the 

widow of Surgeon-General Barnes, and then the question arises again, 
for what? I move that it be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 

vail 


prevail. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I call for a division. 

There were on a division—ayes 2, noes 25; no quorum voting. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no quorum; let us have the yeas and 
nays. That is the shortest way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator from Nebraska will withdraw 
his demand for a division. : 

Mr. VAN WICK. If it is any accommodation to the Senator, I will 
withdraw it. 


- 
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Mr. ALLISON. It is no accommodation to me. It is only a ques- 
tion as to whether the bill shall pass before the 4th day of March or not. 

Mr. VEST. Let us have another division. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think there is a qnorum in the Chamber. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is satisfied that there is a 
quorum, and if there is no objection the demand for a division will be 
rooted. as withdrawn, and the motion to amend will be regarded as 


Ar. Nr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. After line 110 I move to insert: 
For continuation of the public building at Council Bluffs, Iowa, $50,000. 


Mr. CONGER. I should like to hear that amendment read. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Let it be read again, please. Whatis the State? 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. May I ask where that amendment comes from? 
Not knowing, I will raise the point of order, and then I will obtain 
the information. 

Mr. ALLISON. It comes from the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VAN WICK. Is it just reported? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have authority to report it. I will state to the 
Senator and to the Senate that for two days last week I was obli 
be out of the Chamber. There were some eight or ten public-building 
bills voted on in the Senate, all of them passing. I not being in the 
Chamber on account of the business of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, the Council Bluffs bill was not called up. It was called up, I be- 
lieve, this morning, if this is still Monday, and passed. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations authorized me to move to insert this provision in 
the pending bill. Istate the facts. If any Senator desires to raise the 
point of order upon the amendment, he can do so, and if the point is 
sustained I shall have discharged my duty as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations and as one of the Senators from my State. 

Mr. BECK. The Committee on Appropriations in view of all the 
facts gave unanimous consent that this amendment should be moved, 
whatever that is worth. 

Mr. FRYE. The bill authorizing the expenditure has passed the 


Senate. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It passed the Senate to-day, so that 
the amendment is not subject to a point of order. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 2473, I move to change the word sum’? 
to sums; so as to read: 

And no more than an allotment of one-half of the sums en appropriated 
shall be expended in the two first quarters of the fiscal y: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRISON. I desire to reserve a separate vote in the Senate 
on the amendment as to the Montana penitentiary building. 

Mr. SEWELL. I desire to reserve the paragraph in relation to the 
Cotton Centennial Exposition for a separate vote. I gave notice that I 
should move to strike out that section in the Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I call the attention of the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. PALMER] to the fact that in Committee of the Whole an amend- 
ment which he moved and which was agreed to he subsequently de- 
sired to amend, and he must move his amendment before the amend- 
ment is concurred in, 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to offer an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iask that the amendments not reserved may be 
considered ther. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no other amendment re- 
served the question will be taken upon concurring in all the other 


- amendments made as in Committee oft the Whole. 


The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. PALMER. My amendment to the amendment made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole is, after the word Michigan,“ in line 11 of the 
substitute for lines 119, 120, and 121, to insert ‘‘approved March 2, 
1885.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be made and the amendment will be coneurred in as 
amended. The next reserved amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 91, ing at line 2233, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, agreed to strike out the following paragraph: 

Penitentiary for Montana Territory: For completion of the penitentiary for 


Montana Territory, $25,000. 


Mr. HARRISON. The Senate has voted to-night, I do not know 
how many hundreds of thousands, up into the millions, perhaps, for 
the construction of public buildings where the buildings provided for 
have been a mere matter of convenience to those having business with 
the Government. I believe that the completion of the penitentiary in 
Montana is more than a matter of convenience; it is a question of the 
humane treatment and the safe-keeping of prisoners in that Territory. 


It does seem to me that the Senate ought to consent to make the ap- 
propriation provided for in the bill as it came to us from the House. 


Mr. B . After the debate this afternoon I examined all the past 
appropriation acts, and I could find only $4,000 appropriated before, 
and that with the $15,000 makes only $19,000. Iam inclined to think 
that the Senator from Indiana is right, and that we have not given 
enough for that building. I for one shall vote to non-concur. I 
thought we had given a good deal more before. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole? 

The amendment was non-con in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The will 
reserved amendment. Does the Chair understand the 
New Jersey to move to strike out? 

Mr. SEWELL. I move to strike out the whole paragraph relating 
to the World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro to strike out, beginning at line 
2391, down to and including line 2423, as follows 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the words be not read. 
The paragraph is very long. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the paragraph. The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask for the yeas and nays on my motion to strike 
out. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BECK. There is some misapprehension about the meaning of 
the vote. Will the Chair please state the question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Jersey moves 
to strike out the provision contained in lines 2391 to 2423, inclusive, 
relating to the Centennial Cotton Exposition. 

Mr. BAYARD. There seems to be some misapprehension in regard 
to it. A vote in the affirmative will destroy the appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It strikes out the entire provision rel- 
ative to the Centennial Cotton Exposition. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then it amounts to a clear issue for or against the 
appropriation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll on 
7 ing to we motion of the Senator from New Jersey to strike out 
the 

The Secretary called the roll. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I am paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 
thority, however, to vote if it were n to make a pes but 
as there is a quorum without my vote, I shall withdraw it. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Iam on this question with my colleague 
(Mr. SHERMAN]. I should vote ‘‘nay”’ if I were not paired. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
JONES]. If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 10, nays 35; as follows: 


rt the next 
nator from 


YEAS—10. 
Hale Mahone, Wilson. 
Dolph, Harris, Plumb, 
e; Harrison, Sewell, 
NAYS—S. 
Allison, Conger, Jonas, Imer, 
Bayard, om, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, 
Beck, Dawes, wyer, 
Blair, George, McMillan, Vance. 
Bowen, Gibson, McPherson, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Gorman, Maxey, 
Call, Hawley, Miller of Cal., Voorhees, 
Oar, itchell, 
Coke, Ingo Ils, Morgan, 
ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, Farley, Lapham, Pugh, 
Camden, Groome, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Pa., Hampton, Miller of N. Y., Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Wis., Hill, Morrill, She 
Colquitt, Jackson, Pendleton, Slater, 
Edmun Jones of Florida, Pike, alker. 
Kenna, Platt, 


So the motion to amend was not agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. By the authority of the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds I move, after line 277, to insert: 


For court-house and post-office at Tot Scott, Kans. : For purchase of site and 
erection of building thereon, $50,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BLAIR. By authority of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds I move, after line 315, to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 2 is, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase a site ſor, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable build ding, 
with S fre- proof vaults, for the accommodation of the post-office, 
pension office, the United States courts, internal-revenue few Hamp other Gov- 
ernment offices, at the city of Manchester, i in the State of New pshire. The 
site, and the building thereon, when completed upon plansand specifications to 
be previously made and approved by the of the — shall not 
exceed the cost of $200,000: That no money to be feed op eae for this 
rpose shall be available until a valid title to the site shall be vested in the 
nited States, and the State of New Hampshire shall have ceded her jurisdiction 


over the same, during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner 


thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said 
State and the service of civil process therein: Provided, That 


the site shall leave 


I had au- 


the building unexposed to gangir from fire in adjacent buildings by an open 
space of oe | less than fifty feet, including streets and alle That the sum of 
00,000 be, 


and the same is hereby, appropriated, out any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
provided in this act. 


to be used and expended for the purpose 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendmerft proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. [Putting 
the question.] ‘The noes appear to have it. The noes have it. The 
amendment is not agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I desire to say a word. There was a 
bill introduced, for the purpose of the construction of this building, at 
the last session, which passed the Senate, a we are $300;000, the 
estimate ha been made by, the Treasury ent. 

Mr. BUT May I inquire what the question is before the Sen- 
ate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still open to amendment 
in the Senate. The Senator from New Hampshire has the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. From the statement made by the Senator from 
New Hampshire the amendment is liable to a point of order, which I 
make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendmenthas been rejected by 
a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand that it is subject to the point of 
order. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire has 
the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to have it understood by the Senate, as the 
proposition is to be voted upon on its merits, that at the last session a 
bill was introduced for the construction of a public building at Man- 
chester, N. H. 

Mr. ALLISON. I inquire what amendment is pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill is still before the Senate and 

to amendment. The Chair supposes that the Senator from New 
desires to offer an amendment. He is entitled to the floor.. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have offered an amendment, which I understand to 


be oo 5 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been rejected by a vote of the 
Senate. . 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not understand how that can be, Mr. President. 
I addressed the Chair before the vote was announced, and I desired to 
be heard upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not so understand the 
Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. It was a misapprehension of the presiding officer, then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair regrets it. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I be heard? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has the floor. ; 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to move another amendment. I desire 
to be heard upon the amendment which I have offered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment has been rejected 
by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent that the vote by which the 
amendment was rejected may be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimons consent that the vote 

Mr. BUTLER. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objectionismade. Are there further 
amendments to be pro to the bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say beforeI sit down, having the floor, that 
during the short period I have been in the Senate I have never known 
a presiding officer to decline to allow a question to be reput when a 
Senator rose and declared that he addressed the Chair with the hope of 
being heard upon the merits of the proposition, as Inow state, although 
technically there may have been a declaration of the decision of the 
Sena 


ite. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there further amendments to the 
bill in the Senate? If there are none, the questio n is on ordering the 
amendments to be engrossed and the bill to be read a third time. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I submit the following statements for publication 
in the RECORD: 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL, 1836, 


Amount of estimates for 1886... .. .. . . . ..... stetes 


Amount of House bill. . . . . . ai 
Increase made by the Senate committee. 


exceeds the appropriations for 1888. . . 
The changes in the amounts of House bill made by the commit- 
tee are as follows: 
Increase : 
— = —— . conceonecnasoeossoneocensos ean’ es — 
payment of French claims. .... . . . . 
For survey of Mexican boundary. — —— 24. 556 75 


For the following public buildings: $5 


61717 ͤ A —. E A E 25,000 00 
15, 000 00 
27,000 00 
100, 000 00 
100, 000 00 
45,000 00 
8, 000 00 
87,500 00 
2,500 00 
5, 000 00 
7,500 00 
5,000 00 
50,000 00 
100, 000 00 
75,000 00 
35,000 00 
7,500 00 
25,000 00 
80,000 00 
50, 000 00 
100, 000 00 
100, 000 00 
50,000 00 
50,000 00 
14, 600 00 
— 25,000 00 
Total increase of public buildings.......... 3 1, 152, 600 00 
Light-houses, as follows: 
At Romer Shoal, New York.. 5, 
At Bush's Bluff, 5, 
At Hunting Island, 5, 
At Mosquito Inlet, Florida... 40, 
At Anclote Keys, Florida. 5, 
At Hell Gate, New York.. 10, 
rthwest 
— 28 
33 4, 
12, 
15, 
2 5. 
10, 
10, 
5, 
20, 
4, 
20, 
10, 
Furniture and irs, public buildin, 20, 
National hoard Ui Hah a eaan 15, 
Payment of W. P. Wood... 1, 
Navy-yard, Mare Island. 190, 
— Harbor 12, 
Interior 
Cleaning walls of 
Capitol terraces. .. . .. 


Washington Monum: 
Yorktown monument... 


eee 


Fees of Uni 
House of Representatives. 
Washington city post-office, 
New Orleans Exposition... 
Public printing. . sypsess 

Building for sto: , &e., Publie Printer... 
Reimbursement of ex-President R. B. Hayes... 


4 8888838888888 8888888888 8888888888888 88888888888 888888888 
8 AssSsSs8888888 8888888888888 888888888 88888888 888 88888888888 


Sees N- SSS SEER SRRS II 


Total ine eee . 
Public buildings: 

Total increase public buildings . . . 1.152, 600 00 

Total reduction public buildings.. 390, 000 
702, 600 00 

Reduction on public buildings: 

11858 
10, 000 00 
22. 000 00 
50, 000 00 
110, 000 00 
20,000 00 
Total reduction on public buildings . . .. . .. .. .. 390, 000 00 
——— 
New England tation Com — 76 50 
Fort Brown ee purchase ed ses 85, 000 00 
Penitentiary in Utah. . .... — 50,600 00 
Penitentiary in Montana.. — 25,000 00 
Office of Public Printer. —— 3,660 00 
EEC 0 b |. BUR Tee On 
Net increase made by Senate committee in House bill. . 8,519,000 33 


1885. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HARRIS obtained the floor. 
Mr. DAWES. I wish to submit a conference report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be received, being 


privileged 
Mr. HARRIS. Iyield to the Senator from Massachusetts for that 


purpose, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ya Shear 3 g votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 7970, making appropria- 
tions for the current and conti t expenses of the Indian De; ent, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulasions with various Indian tribes, for the year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, , having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows : 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 8, 4. 7, 8, 20, 25, 37, 55, 

59, 60, 61, 62, 66, 67, 72, 80, 81, 83, 99, 100, 101, and 104 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ay hee 19, 21, N eae 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 
51,52, 53, , 73,79, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 96, 97, 98, 102, 103, 108, 107, 

same, 


the Howes recede from its d ment tothe amendment = the Senate 


the sum prop agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered II, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert $37,500; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 15,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 5 
of said eee strike out the name of Tonacket and in lieu thereof in- 

Bi ee N to the same. 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
bered 23, and agree to io same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word “the,” in line 22. on page 2of the bill, insert the following: “ Amount due 
and un and inclu ding ies Saad ae v 

That the House recede from its d ent to the —— of the Senate 
numbered 31, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
rd raph p roposed to be inserted by said amendment restore the matter 

Eo MERKAR out, adding thereto the following: That the claim of 
eee individual members of the Pottawatomie Nation of Indians, their heirs 


, repo: Congress under the tenth article of the 
„and the same are 2 3 referred to the Court of 


insert “ 


num to the ane with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro — — 2 81. 2 ” and the agree to the same. 

That thel ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
pumbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the anana proposed insert seven hundred and fifty; ” and the Senate agree 


to the sam 
That the A recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
ae —— roposed 22 s 3 and the Senate agree to the same, 
ouse recede from its ment to the „ of the Senate 
3 70, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the sum pro insert $83, rage and the Senate to the same. 
That the House recede from i ts disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
8 Tan to the same with un amendment as follows: In lieu of 


pro; to be stricken out by said amendment insert the followin: 

2 Fnat juriadietion is hereby conferred upon the Court of — to hear and de- 
termine any claim which may be set up by Belva A. Lockwood against the East- 
ern Band of Cherokee Indians for alleged professional services rendered to said 
Eastern Band; and the Senate agree to same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 78, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
93 roposed insert 30,000; and the Senate to the same. 

That t 
numbered 82, and 


what purposes gen onal fund for 
been expended; and said report shall embrace num and kind ind of seh * 
houses erected and their cost, as well si cost of repairs, name of every teacher 


employed and 3 allowed, the location of each school and the a ver- 
D Aaa pras at each school; and the first said annual . e shall give 4 like 
and detailed s statement of all such expenditures heretofore made; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House 3 from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 94 tothe same with an amendmentas follows: On 
49, in line 17 of the: fs strike out the words “ five thousand dollars; an 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered , and agree to the same with an amendment as wet a lieu 
of the sum pro insert 846,500; and the Senate agree to thi 

On the amen ta of the Senate numbered 9, 12, 13, 12.25.27. 28, 35.41, 42, 74, 
75, 76, 110, 111, 112, and 113, they have been unable to agree. 


Managers on the part of the House. 


The report was concurred in. 


Mr. DAWES. There are several disagreements, the result of the 


conference, which will cause some discussion. It is ed that the 
question upon the disposition of the amendments still pending be post- 
poned until after an adjournment. I have no objection to that course; 
but I will go on with a discussion at this time if the Senate prefer. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he will yield to a suggestion. There are quite a number of pension 
bills reported favorably from the Committee on Pensions the considera- 
tion of which I understand the chairman of the Committee on Pensions 
desires to move. He does not intend to call up any contested piven 
but only those bills which are reported favorably. They must be 
upon to-night in order that they may be properly enrolled. If the 
Senator will allow the Indian appropriation bill to lie over, I will sug- 
gest that we take up those pension bills. I think we can dispose of 
them in a very few minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] had been recognized and was upon the 
floor, and yielded to the Senator from Massachusetts to makea confer- 
ence report. 

Mr. DAWES. If it is agreeable I will let this matter lie over in- - 
formally to be taken up when the Senate again convenes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Has the report been concurred in? 

The PRESIDING OFFICE The report has been concurred in, but 
fit — not dispose of all the amendments to the Indian appropriation 

III. 

Mr. DAWES. Does this leave it the unfinished business to come up 
when the Senate again meets? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it being 
a conference report it will be privileged, and can be moved at any 


time. 
Mr. DAWES. The conference report has been adopted, but there 
are disagreeing votes. In what manner will they come cate the Ben: 


ate if we take a recess at this time? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ona motion to recede ora motion to 
insist and ask for a further conference. ~ 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to have an understanding that this mat- 
ter be laid aside informally to be called up when we meet again. 

Several SENATORS. for unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. I will ask for unanimous consent to that arrangement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the further consideration of the report of the 
conference committee be informally laid aside to be resumed at the next 
meeting of the Senate. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


BRANNIN, SUMMERS & CO. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of Brannin, Summers & Co. 
3 that has had six reports, I think, in its favor and not one 


against i 
Mr. MITCHELL. I desire, if it is the wish of the Senate to con- 
tinue further in session, to take up the pension bills on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee has been 
recognized by the Chair, and asks unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of a House bill. 
Mr. MITCHELL. I was not aware of that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Tennessee? 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of Brannin, 
ummers & Co. It directs the cretary of the Treasury to pay Bran- 
nin, Summers & Co., of Louisville, Ky., $9,588.62, in full for duties 
id by them in certain p in rem brought by the United 
tates against certain sugars, in the United States court for the district 
of Kentacky, all to have been fraudulently imported through the 
custom-house at New Orleans. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORT ON THE PRECIOUS METALS. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent to make several re- 
ports from the Committee on Printing, which seem to be important. 
I am directed by the Committee on ting, to whom was referred 
the following concurrent resolution, to report it without amendment: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives tap eat ne mh 
of the Director of the — on the production ofthe precious melal inthe United 
States for the year 1884 be prin’ C rinted ; 4,000 


ies for the f the House of Re tativ, 
FF TTT 
Lask for the present consideration of the resolution. 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 


REPORT OF BUREAU OF ANIMAL INDUSTRY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint asepen (H. Res. 341) to authorize 
the prisan 00, „000 copies of the second annual report of the Bureau 
of Animal Industry for the year 1885, to report it without aniendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
ed to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ord to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

That the Committee on Public Bu and Grounds be directed to 
compile a statement showing the number of public buildings constructed and 
authorized to be constructed under existing laws for each the amount ex- 
pended or authorized for each such building from the first building con- 
structed to the 4th of March, 1885, and to report such statement to the Senate in 
December next; and for such purpose the said committee be authorized to em- 
ploy a clerk at the u«nal munpensation until the Ist of December next; to be 
Paid from the conting-ut fund of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be, and is hereby, continued and au- 
thorized to sit d the recess of Congress, and that the n ex 
thereof be paid out of the miscellaneous items” of the contingent of the 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. e 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. Iam directed by the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, to reportit without amendment; and I 
ask for its present consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Improvementof the Mississippi River be 
directed to prepare a detailed statement of the ex of the improvements 
of the Mississippi River and its tributaries with a view to ascertain the amounts 

ded for purpose of commerce, the amount expended to protect the lands 

saloia from the ravages of the rivers, —ͤ— pak the same tothe Senate at the 
December session of Congress, and be authorized for that purpose to employ a 
clerk at the usual compensation until December 1, 1885, to be paid from the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. HARRISON. 
the annual roll? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks it would. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


TOWN LOTS IN PERU, IOWA. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 449) to provide for the appraise- 
ment and sale of lots in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa. It 
is a bill which has the Senate twice heretofore, and has now 
come to us from the House. It will take but a moment. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT TAX SALES. 


Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the present consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 8236) relating to sales for taxes in the District of Columbia. It is 
a bill which was previously under discussion, and I believe all objec- 
tions have been withdrawn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). Is there 
objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama objects. 

OUTERBRIDGE HORSEY. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 4089) to p the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to examine the claim of, and providing for the payment of, 
Outerbridge Horsey, assignee. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. It directs the commissioners of the 

istrict of Columbia to examine the claims of Outerbridge Horsey, 

assignee of T. B. Winter, for medicines furnished the poor of the sixth 

council district in the District, and ascertain forthwith what, if any, 
sum be due and unpaid thereon. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HARRISON, I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to pro- 
ceed now to the consideration of House pension bills on the Calendar 
reported favorably. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is exactly what I was going to ask myself. 

Mr. HARRISON. There are quite a number of them, and it is only 
proposed to take up the unobjected cases. They are House bills, and 
unless they are considered to-night it will be impossible to enroll them. 


Would it not be cheaper to put these clerks on 


Mr. BUTLER. ` Before the Senate proceeds with the consideration 
of the bills to which the Senator from Indiana calls attention, I ask him 
to allow me to call up House bill 1401. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would gladly consent to let the Senator from 
South Carolina call that bill up, but Iam pressed by Senators about 
me to yield in the same direction. I hope the Senator will let us go on 
with this other order now. We shall have time for that bill to-mor- 
row. There are several other bills in which I have friends who are in- 
terested, that I should like to have considered now if it were not for 
the necessity of considering the ion bills. 

Mr. VEST. Let me ask the Senator from Indiana what objection 
sore can be to taking up the House bills on the Calendar in their 
0 ? ETA 

Mr. HARRISON. These are House pension bills that I propose to 
have considered. A 

Mr. VEST. Why not take up all House bills? I have a bill here 
in which I or my constituents have no more individual interest, only 
as much as the constituents of other Senators, which I have been try- 
ing to get up—a bill entirely in the interest of valuable property and 
human life. 

Mr. CULLOM., If the Senator will allow me to suggest one reason 
why I think the order ought to be carried out—there is quite a large 
number of these pension bills and they can be passed more quickly than 
any other class of bills, and go to the enrolling clerk so as to give him 
time to get the work up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Indiana to proceed to the Gonsideration of House pen- 
sion bills reported favorably from the Committee on Pensions? 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is objection. : 

Mr. HARRISON. Let me appeal to my friend from South Carolina 
not to make that objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall insist on it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Here are perhaps seventy-five or eighty of these 
pension applicants whose bills have passed the House. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana may pro- 
ceed by consent; otherwise he is out of order. 

Mr. VEST. Now I ask the Senator 

Mr. HARRISON. I have not yielded the floor. I desire to move, 
then, if we are to be met with this sort of resistance, that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the first one of the House pension bills 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is House bill 7718, Order of Business 1357. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the title 
of the bill referred to by the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the title 
of the bill. The Senator from Indiana moves, as he has a right to move, 
that the Senate proceed to its consideration. 

The Cuter CLERK. ‘‘A bill (H. R. 7718) restoring John Snyder to 
the pension-roll.’’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The ‘‘ayes’’ appear to have it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered and taken. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I am paired with my colleague [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], but inasmuch as there is no quorum voting I shall vote. I vote 

yea. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 5; as follows: 


YEAS—31. 
Allison, Frye. McMillan. Pendleton, 
Beck, Gorman, Mahone, r Plumb, < 
Blair, Hale, Manderson, Š 
Bowen, Harris, Maxey, Sawyer, 
Conger, Harrison, Miller of Cal., vi 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, W 
Dawes, Jones of Nevada, Mo Wilson, 
Edmunds, ar, Palmer, 
NAYS—5. 
Bayard, Call, Coke, Vance, 
Butler, 
ABSENT—40. 
Aldri Farley, Jonas, Pugh,” 
Brown,’ 8 2 Jones of Fla., Rans ò m, 
Camden, eoi en e 
Cameron of Pa., Gibson: han 3 ula! 57 
Cameron of Wis., Groome, ~ Sewell, 
Chace, Hampton; McePherson, Sherman, 
Cockrell, Hil, Miller of N. Y., Slater. 
Delph Ingalls, Pike 3 
ph, n e, 
Fair, Jackson, Platt, Walker. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum having voted, it is the 
duty of the Chair to order a call of the roll. The Secretary will call 
the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary called the roll, and 34 Senators answered to their 
names. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Thirty-four Senators have answered 
to their names—not a quorum. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a recess from now un- 
til 9 o’clock this morning. 

The motion was to; and (at 2 o'clock and 30 minutes a. m., 
Tuesday, March 3, 1885) the Senate took a recess until 9 o’clock a. m. 


MORNING SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 9 o’clock and 15 minutes a. m., 
Tuesday, March 3). The time of the recess has expired. At the time 
the recess was taken there was no quorum present, and there seems to 
be no quorum present at this time. 

Mr. DAWES. I move a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll of the Senate will be called. 
The Secretary called the roll, and 21 Senators responded to their 


names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Only twenty-one Senators have an- 
swered to their names. There is no quorum present. 

Several Senators entered the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLISON (at 9 o’clock and 45 minutes a. m.). Is there aquo- 
rum present, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not. Thirty-seven Sena- 
tors are now present. 

Mr. FRYE and Mr. MAxkx entered the Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A quorum of Senators has now ap- 
peared. The Senate p to the consideration of the motion to take 
up the bill (H. R. 7718) restoring John Snyder to the pension- roll. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. I ask the Senator to give way. 

Mr. CONGER. Let that bill be passed and I will give way. Ihave 
been waiting all winter to pass that bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I have been waiting all winter to pass the Indian ap- 
propriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HARRISON. If I may be allowed to make a suggestion, I ask 
unanimous consent now that we proceed to the consideration of the pen- 
sion bills reported favorably, and when that consent is obtained, if it 
is, then of course I will give way to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I should be very glad to do that, but it is perfectly 
apparent that if the Indian appropriation bill can not go to the House 
now—— 

Mr. HARRISON. I am going to give way as soon as I get unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. Why do you want to get consent of the Senate and 
then not use it? 

Mr. HARRISON. I intend to use it; but it simply gives the confer- 
ence committee report a chance to get in. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Indiana that he ask unanimous consent to take up pension 
bills after the Indian appropriation bill is disposed of. 

Mr. HARRISON. That is exactly what I propose to do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 
imous consent that the report of the conferees on the Indian appropria- 
tion bill be now considered, and that immediately after the disposition 
of that the Senate take up the House pension bills. 

Mr. HARRISON. Reported favorably. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. House pension bills reported favor- 
ably. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION ‘BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. I beg pardon of the Senate for taking any considera- 
ble portion of their time this morning. I wish to state the condition 
of this bill and the final disposition of it by the two bodies. 

The Senate and the House have now come together upon everything 
tn this bill that pertains to an Indian appropriation bill. It has been 
some time since this bill the Senate, and perhaps it is proper 
ihat I should state the condition of it in the beginning, and that will 
show the condition of it at this time. 

It came over from the House with the ordinary appropriations for 
the Indian service loaded with a large amount of what are called dep- 
redation claimsand burdened with a large amount also of general legisla- 
tion upon important matters. The Senate at that time sustained the 
Committee on Appropriations in stripping the bill of everything except 
what pertained to the appropriations. It went back to the other branch 
with the Senate rejecting by way of amendment the entire body of dep- 
redation claims and substituting in their place a provision which seemed 
so wise that the conferees on the t of the House have to it, 
looking to safeguards and clearer light upon the subject of depredation 
claims, and also with all the independent legislation stricken out of it. 

The conferees have agreed on all matters in the bill pertaining to 
appropriations, and it comes back to the two Houses to say whether it 
shall be an appropriation bill, or shall be an appropriation bill and a 
private claims bill and also a bill to carry general legislation. 

As the Senate sustained the Committee on Appropriations in striking 
out all the independent legislation, I have to say that this was the first 
bill I believe in which the committee’s determination that they were 
instructed by the Senate came before this body and the Senate sustained 
the committee in every respect and struck out every particle of that 
legislation. Since then the course of the Senate in reference to other 
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matters, while the committee have been compelled to adhere to the 
resolution and rule of the Senate, has somewhat weakened the confer- 
ence committee, and this conference committee have resolved to submit 
the question to the Senate, and the conferees on the part of the House 
to the House. 

The conferees on the part of the Senate have been severely criticised 
publicly and in this body for resisting the introduction of legislation 
into this bill which of itself the public have come to consider very im- 
portant. It was. It was in vain that the committee at the time it was 
considered pointed out defects in this legislation, admitting its 
purpose to be wise and that if in independent bills where it could be 

riected it would be eminently proper to consider it. It seems to have 
sie in vain for them to try to make others understand outside of this 
body, and even the body itself, that under the rules we could not per- 
fect this proposed legislation. 

I have felt that it is necessary to ask a vote of the Senate upon some 
of these propositions, at the same time voting to adhere to the rule of 
the Senate, and to point out what are the defects in these measures that 
render it improper that in their present s they should go on the 
statute-book; and for that purpose I would, if it were proper, if there 
were any such motion known to parliamentary law as receding from 
our amendment with an amendment, make that proposition; but there 
is no such motion known to parliamentary law. There are but two 
motions that can be made in reference to this independent legislation. 
One is to insist upon our amendment striking it out, and the other is 
to recede from it. The only way it seems to me that we can make 
known to those who demand that we yield this legislation what is the 


matter with it beside the rule, is to propose an amendment here and 


let it go into the RECORD, and that will show what if this were in a 
place where under the rules we could adopt it in our opinion it ought 
to be; and therefore I desire to call attention to one or two of these 
provisions. 

The first to which I desire to call attention is that one which seems 
to have attracted attention in the other body and throughout the coun- 
try as one of vital importance. It is what is called the crimes act, for 
the first time proposing to punish Indians like white men, in the same 
courts for the commission of crimes—a very important provision and 
one which the demands of the Indian service are very u t for; and 
yet the provision, which is section 11 of this House bill, proposes in 
the first place—unfortunately in its phraseology, not in its intent— 
to take away from State courts, whether there be a reservation in the 
State or not, in Massachusetts or Connecticut, as well as any other 
State where there is a reservation, jurisdiction over the commission of 
an offense if either party to it be an Indian, and transfer it bodily to 
the United States courts. If any Indian should come from Nebraska 
to Massachusetts and there fall into a guare) with any white man 
there or an Indian there the State courts of Massachusetts, if this were a 
valid provision, would lose all control over that offense, and it would 
be taken into the United States courts. It is sufficient to say that the 
Constituticn would not permit that, and therefore if this provision 
were taken, as we are obliged to take it as it stands or strike it out, it 
would be well in this respect. 

It then goes on further and attempts to establish the civil jurisdic- 
tion of the United States courts among the five civilized tribes where 
they have their own courts, and where we have solemnly by treaty 
covenant declared that they shall have them exclusively, and where 
we have no right tointerfere. Therefore I would propose, and Ishould 
like to have it go upon the record so that people may not say we are 

inst this provision—I would propose if it were in order that instead 
of this provision the following be adopted; but it is impossible under 
our rules-that it can be done: 

That 5 upon and after the date of the passage of this act all Indians 
e yt |e the person or 3 of another Indian or other person 
any of the following crimes, name er, manslaughter, rape, assault with 
intent to kill, arson, burglary, and larceny within any Territory of the United 
States, and either within or without an Indian reservation, shall be subject 
therefor to the laws of such Territory relating to said crimes, and shall be tried 
therefor in the same courts and in the same manner and shall be subject to the 
same penalties as are all other persons charged with the commission of said 
crimes, ove eerie and the said courts are hereby given jurisdiction in all 
such cases; and all Indians committing any of the above crimes against the 
person or pro 4 of another Indian or other son within the boundaries of 
any State of the United States, and within any Indian reservation, shall be sub- 
ject to the same laws, tried in the same courts and in the same manner, and 


subject to the same penalties as are all other persons committing any of the 
above crimes within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, 


Now, in order to ascertain whether the Senate are willing to recede 
from the amendment which strikes out the defective provision which 
I have pointed out, I move that the Senate recede from their amend- 
ment striking out the defective provision, and I say that I shall vote 
against the motion myself; and I only make the motion to ascertain 
by a yea-and-nay vote of the Senate what is the sentiment of the Sen- 
ate upon the subject. If it were in our power I would propose to offer 
the amendment which I have just read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). Will 
the Senator from Massachusetts indicate the number of the amendment 
to which he refers? 

Mr. DAWES. It is numbered 113. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
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moves that the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 113, which 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amendment numbered 113 is to strike out sec- 
tion 11, in the following words: 

Sse. II. That immediately upon and after the date of the passage of this act all 


Indians within the provisions of this act committing the person or prop- 
erty of another Indian or other person any of the following crimes, namely, 
mu „mansla ter, rape, assault with intent to kill, arson, burglary, and lar- 
ceny within any Territory of the United States, and either within or without an 
Indian reservation, shall be subject therefor to the laws of such Territory re- 
lating to said crimes, and shal! be tried therefor in the same courts and in the 
same manner shall be subject te the same penalties as are all other persons 
charged with the commission of said crimes, respectively; and the said courts 
are hereby given jurisdiction in allsuch cases; and all such Indians committing 
any of the above crimes against the person or property of another Indian or 
other person within the boundaries of any State of the United States, and either 
within or without an Indian reservation, shall be subject to the same laws, tried 
in the same courts and in the same manner, and subject to the same penalties as 
are all persons committing any of the above crimes within the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the United States: And provided further, That from and after the 
passage of this act any Indian or Indians may hereafter prosecute in any court 
any civil action at law or equity in like manner as others are permitted to do; 
and in all actions in said courts Indians shall not be rejected as witnesses on 
account of their race or on: further, This act shall not be so con- 
strued as to confer jurisdiction upon either the State or Federal courts to exe- 
cute the laws of any of the five civilized tribes in the Indian country: Provided 
further, That the rict court of the United States for the western district of 
Arkansas shall have civil jurisdiction over the five civilized tribes and white 
people of the Indian Territory in cases of debt on contract or torts committed 
upon the personal property of any person either in or out of said Indian Terri- 
tory. 


Mr. FRYE. I should like to inquire, if the Senator can with pro- 
priety reply to the inquiry, whether or not the amendment which he 
proposes been submitted by the Senate conferees to the considera- 
tion of the conference committee? 

Mr. DAWES. If there is no impropriety in answering the question, 
I will state that I have reason to believe that that would be adopted 
by the conference if the Senate should insist upon its amendment. If 
the Senate recedes, following my motion, against which I shall vote my- 
self, it puts into the law the defective measure which I have pointed out. 

Mr. FRYE. And if theSenate insists, probably the modified amend- 
ment will be inserted? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. If it were inorder I would move to recede 
with an amendment substituting that for the present section, but it is 
only because it is not in order and there is no way that the Senate can 
reach it except by insisting and indicating in this way what the Senate 
would like—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. I would a great deal rather hear the Senator make 
the motion to insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. DAWES. The.only reason I move to recede and then vote 
against it is because there is a feeling elsewhere that we prevent the 
Senate by our course from receding and taking these provisions; and I 
want it to be understood that I submit this plainly to the Senate, 
whether they will recede or not. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The old rule—I have stated it two or three times 
and am almost ashamed to repeat it again—is that where a legislative 

rovision is proposed by either House and readily accepted by theother 
it is all right; but where it is objected to by the other body the House 
proporne it has no right to insiston it under parliamentary custom. 

. DAWES. We have preached that doctrine the last three or four 
weeks so long and so ineffectually to other ears than our own that we 
are utterly helpless. Now, I do not propose to ask a yea-and-nay vote 
on the formal motion to insist. I know the law is just what the Sen- 
ator sa; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I beg pardon of the Senator. The Committee on 
Appropriations have not put their conduct on the right position. I do 
not want to find fault with them, because they are doing the very best 
they can; but I say there never was a rule of the Senate that forbade 
legislation to be put upon an appropriation bill. It has been done time 
out of mind. The ground is that when we propose legislation that the 
House object to we must at once abandon it. When they propose leg- 
islation, as they have a right to do, the rule is the same; but we have 
no right to say that they can not put legislation on an appropriation 
Dill, and therefore it is out of order for us to complain of the House of 
Nepresentatives for putting legislation on appropriation bills. We have 
no business with that. They have the right to mike their rules, and 
they can put all the legislation of Congress, repeal all the statutes of 
the United States, on an appropriation bill, and we have no right to 
complain if they do it in any way they choose, either by unanimous 
consent or by their rules. But when they do anything in that respect 
which we do not like we can simply say, No; we will not agree to 
that; first, because it is wrong, and next, because we do not want it on 
an appropriation bill;’’ and in that event, whenever that disagreement 
occurs, the House proposing the legislation is bound to recede accord- 
ing to parliamentary law, and they will do it always. If they insist 
and insist and insist they have a right to do so, but they have no right 
under parliamentary laws; they have the power to do it, but they have 
no right to insist ultimately upon independent legislation on any ap- 
propriation bill to which the other House objects. 

Mr. INGALLS. Suppose they do insist? f 

Mr. SHERMAN: Then the te would be perfectly right in ad- 
hering to its disagreement, and instead of making a motion to recede 


Iwould simply say, Upon that amendment we adhere.“ Then I would 
stand upon that until the crack of doom ! 

Mr. DAWES. No Committee on Appropriations that ever I served 
on in this body ever took the ground that House had not, under its 
rules, the right to put independent legislation on an appropriation bill. 
We have not gone before a conference on any such weak ground as that. 
We have admitted that they had the right under their rules to put it 
there; but we have submitted to them that it was unwise to put it there. 
We have told them that under our rules we were bound hand and foot 
and could not perfect their independent legislation, and there was an- 
other reason why they should not force us into that position; and an- 
other one was the reason assigned by the Senator from Ohio—and that 
reason has never been setaside by any committee of conference in which 
I have been—namely, that when either House proposes independent leg- 
islation in an appropriation bill and insists upon it and the other House 
resists it, the proposing House must yield in order to let the appropri- 
ation bill gothrough. Thatis sound, and that isan argument in acom- 
mittee of conference that has always been urged; but the others have 
not been lost sight of. 

Now, Mr. President, the reason why I desire to have a yea-and-nay 
vote upon the motion to recede is so that if I go into another confer- 
ence I can meet the committee of conference on the part of the House 
by saying that I have presented their question precisely as they wanted 
it submitted. They have sent up this defective legislation, and up to 
this time they are insisting upon it. I come back and say if the Sen- 
ate is willing to take such defective legislation the responsibility is off 
the shoulders of the conferees; I submit it fairly to the Senate. I sub- 
mit it in such a form that it will give them the best opportunity of 
acting, and the responsibility shall be upon the Senate. 

It will take no longer to take a yea-and-nay vote on a motion to re- 
cede than it will on a motion to insist. Nobody will ask a yea-and- 
nay vote on the formal motion after this is acted on, and so I hope the 
Senator from Ohio will see the wisdom of the Senate presenting this 
question fairly, so that the House will have no occasion to complain 
that we refuse to take the sense of the Senate on this matter, and I 
hope there will be a yea-and-nay vote on the motion to recede. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this question the yeas and nays 
are called for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, this question has assumed very con- 
siderable proportions by reason of the contention between the two 
Houses on this very important proposition, and also by reason of the 
fact that we are in the very closing hours of the session confronted with 
the possibility, to say nothing more, of an extra session of Congress 
growing out of this contention. The subject has never assumed any 
very great importance to my mind heretofore; but the events of this 
session have impressed upon me more N than I ever ex I 
could have been impressed in that way with the utter unwisdom and 
legislative unsoundness of the position of the House of tatives 
in assuming to legislate upon important matters on appropriation bills; 
and that is true, as it seems to me, from every possible standpoint from 
which it can be viewed. 

Take, for instance, the legislation which is on the Indian bill and 
which is now under consideration on the motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts. As it came to us it had not received practically the 
consideration of the House of Representatives, it had not received the 
consideration of the Appropriations Committee even, and if it had the 
subject was not germane to the jurisdiction of that committee, and it 
was a subject which that committee, in the multitude of its other busi- 
ness, could not properly consider anyhow. In point of fact it was put 
on in the House, and when we come to consider it we find that it not 
only violates solemn treaty obligations of the nation, but it is abso- 
lutely unconstitutional. 

Now what shall we do? That is a very grave question. The House 
people say, Amend it; we will consider this thing on its merits, and if 
you will show us wherein we are wrong we will amend it.“ The an- 
swer to that is twofold. In the first p our rules do not permit us 
to do that. We have got to take the chances of a unanimous agree- 
ment upon the modification of an important measure, and which in the 
shape it comes to us from the House is pregnant with the great conse- 
quences which may grow out of any measure which violates a treaty 
and is also unconstitutional, In answer to that the House conferees 
say, That is your fault and not ours; itis your rules, therefore, that are 
obstructing this matter, and not our rules. My answer to that is this: 
Take the Senator from Massachusetts, who I am willing to follow as a 
lawyer and as the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and asa 
Senator versed in all the intricacies of the law on this very important 
question; but is he himself willing to accept a snap-judgment such as 
he may form in the hurried hours of conference on this question? I 


say he is not, because he has said so himself. 

In the next place, this measure ought to be discussed in the Senate; 
and no man can say with reference to a proposition of this kind thus 
hurriedly fixed up that if it were submitted to the mature judgment 
of the Senate it would not receive important modifications in the dis- 
cussion which must necessarily ensue if it came forward as an inde- 


pendent proposition. 
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But there is another important objection, and that is this: We have 
had a great deal of discussion as to the relative powers of the two 
Houses of Co inr to the origination of appropriation bills. 
The Senate has yielded in effect to the demand of the House that it, 
and it alone, has the power to originate appropriation bills. But this 
is going a step further. It is yielding to the demand of the House that 
they shall sire Ey not only appropriation bills but by the means of 
appropriation bills they shall originate all other substantive legislation 
to be passed upon by Congress. It is even stronger than that. Taking 
into account what has occurred within the last few days, it isa propo- 
sition that the App.opriations Committee of the House shall originate 
all the legislation to be passed upon by both branches of Congress, be- 
cause that committee has so its affairs, or has been so man- 
aged, that it has been impossible that legislation should pass the House 
that did not come from that committee, whether it were in the shape 
of measures originating in the House orin the shape of measures which 
originated in the Senate and passed the Senate and had gone to the 
Honse and were on the Speaker’s table, : 

But it is even more than that. It is not only the Appropriations 
Committee, but it has been in the power, as has been amply demon- 
strated in the last few days, of a single individual member of the House 
and of that committee, to do all the things I have mentioned in the 
nature of coercion in regard to that legislation, and in the absorption 
not only of the functions of the House but the functions of the Sen- 
ate as well. We have seen how near the magnificent will-power of 
one man could bring Congress to the danger of an extra session of Con- 
gress, pregnant as I believe that event would be with the gravest con- 
sequences to the people of the United States. 

Mr. President, all these reasons conspire to make me immovable, as 
an individual member of this body, upon this question of yielding upon 
these propositions, so far as they involve at least important legislation. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the Senator from Kansas for his views 
in regard to an argument we often hear. Five of the most important 
appropriation bills that have come over to us have come laden down, 
some of them, with legislation, within the last week of the session. 
We come at once to look at them; we can not examine them without 
sitting up all night, as our Committee on Appropriations has had to do 
for a week past. Might there not be some joint rule, some arrangement, 
something requiring that the bills should come to the Senate within a 
reasonable time, or that weshould take some step ourselves to lay such 
bills before the Senate, because under the present system we can not 
really consider them at all, as they are held back so long that it is an 
impossibility to do it? And why ought not some modification be made, 
so that we can at least see them and consider them, by originating 
them ourselves if they are not presented within sixty days, or do some- 
thing; for at present we can hardly do anything else than take what is 
sent to us? 

Mr. PLUMB. That is a question which can bediscussed incidentally 
here. The propriety of the course intimated can be suggested, and per- 
haps it ought to be done; but that is a question which relates to the 
practice of the other House of Co: It is something which they 
ought to do themselves in some effective way. The mere question of 
method amounts to nothing. If they are to preserve their own control 
of legislation, I can conceive of no more gross confession of legislative 
incompetency than has been manifested within a stone’s throw of where 
we are now during the last thirty days, and, in fact, during this entire 
session of Cor The absolute helpless condition of thingsexisting 
hasimpelled the sending to the Senate of one appropriation bill, involv- 
ing an appropriation of $22,000,000, without the consideration of any 
item in it with one single exception, and that one not germane to the 
carry on of the operations of the Government; and another bill, 
the deficiency bill, was passed in the same way without any opportu- 
nity to debate, and under the whip and spur of an apparent necessity 
to do it in that way in order to avoid the graver consequences of an 
extra session. 

Mr. INGALLS. Has the deficiency bill yet been reported from the 
Senate committee? 

Mr. PLUMB. The deficiency bill is now in the hands of the com- 
mittee of the Senate, and will be reported to-day. 

Mr. PLUMB. The bills thus passed receiving no consideration at 
the hands of the House, subjected to no scrutiny there, submitted to 
no debate and no amendment, coming here in the way they did, im- 
posed upon the Appropriations Committee of the Senate a double re- 
sponsibility. We are in the habit, as all of us are, of being enlightened 
from time to time when bills are on their passage with the arguments 
for or against not only the bills themselves, but the several items 
which they contain as found in the speeches reported in the RECORD 
every morning; and although not permitted to give it any very great 
weight directly, we are in the habit of giving great consideration to 
matters which, having been subjected to 8 ion in the other branch 
of Congress, have received its final judgment in the shape of a vote fol- 
lowing such discussion. 

But, Mr. President, bills have come to us this year without any such 
aid to their enlightened consideration here; and, in addition to that, 
they have come here with legislation of an important character, which 
I have spoken of; and the Senate has been characterized during the last 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


238 


— 


week or ten days as deliberately designing to bring about an extra ses- 
sion of Congress because, forsooth, it insisted that it would not take 
legislation of that kind upon appropriation bills. And though we have 
been ready here at all times to consider these measures promptly as they 
came over, to give them ample consideration if time were allowed us, 
the endeavor is made to put ts in the wrong in this very important 
matter. 

The sundry civil bill which passed last night received the considera- 
tion of every single moment of time of the subcommittee and of the full 
Committee on Appropriations of the Senate that elapsed from the moment 
it was received from the House until it was reported to this body; and 
so with the deficiency bill; and the Senate committee was obliged to 
do in two days what the House required three months to do. The 
deficiency bill, as the Senator from Massachusetts reminds me, has been 
subjected to the same process, the committee taking it the moment it 
came over and sitting night and day in its consideration in order that 
they might in some decent way discharge their duty to this body be- 
fore presenting it here. 

Mr. President, this is a grave question with reference not only to the 
condition by which we are confronted now, but with reference to our 
future relations to the legislation of this country. If it is suggested 
that this legislation ought to come in the shape of separate bills, we are 
confronted with the statement that under the rules of the Honse no 
legislation can be put through there unless it is put through under the 
whip and spur of an appropriation bill; and there we land at last in 
that final confession of legislative incompetency which has borne the’ 
fruits which I have brought to the attention of the Senate, not only in 
the passage of two bills, among the largest appropriation bills for carry- 
ing on the Government, under a suspension of the rules and without 
the consideration of any but one single item in both of them put to- 
gether, and in the final passage of a river and harbor bill giving a lump 
sum of $5,000,000 to be expended pro rata upon publie works named 
in the preceding year’s bill, which is not only á similar confession of 
incompetency but is a criminal expenditure of the public money be- 
cause, as every man knows who voted-for it and as every other man 
knows who has given it any consideration whatever, three-fourths of 
that money must necessarily be wastefuily and wickedly expended, sub- 
stantially without any returning result to the Government. 

Mr. INGALLS. By a Democratic Secretary of War. ; 

Mr. PLUMB. Ido not know how much or how little that might 
aggravate the case, nor do I speak now to characterize this with refer- 
ence to the political complexion of either House of Congress. I had 
occasion to say some disagreeable things once about the House of Rep- 
resentatives of a Congress that happened to havea majority of my polit- 
ical faith. 

I think if this difficulty is not inherent in the system, at any rate it 
is incrusted by time, and nothing but some drastic remedy can ever be 
effectively applied to relieve us from similar straits to that which we 
are now in and from the grave consequences with which we are con- 
fronted. 

Mr. President, if there is to be an extra session of Congress, if we 
shall go hour by hour steadily and resistlessly up to the time when by 
the Constitution the session of both Houses is to cease, it will not be 
because this body in all its parts has not done its duty in regard to ap- 
propriation bills. It will be because of the fact that crude and undi- 
gested measures have been sent to us here, and sent to usin the closing 
hours of the session, with a demand that we should bolt them entire, 
take them as they came, abandon our own prerogatives as Senators, Five 
up the co-ordinate position of this body, and simply record the will of the 
House of Representatives, which has practically sought, whether in- 
tentionally or not, to drag the Senate at its heels; and not only that, 
but in doing so to give to the country legislation which its own con- 
ferees admit is in violation of treaties, in violation of the Constitution, 
subyersive of private right, crade, ill-digested, and unworthy of the 
name of legislation. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a joint resolution (H. Res. 
346) authorizing the immediate payment of the officers and employés 
of the Senate and of the House for the month of March, 1885; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had non-concnrred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8256) making appro- 
priations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, asked a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had 
appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM 
H. Forney of Alabama, and Mr. THOMAS RYAN of Kansas managers 
at the conference on its part. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous eonsent to take up the message from 
the House of Representatives accompanying the civil sundry bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of tatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 


Senate to the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil 
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expenses of the Government for the fiscal year June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate on the 
i ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
accede to the request of the House for a conference. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not desire at this time of the session to detain the 
Senate by a discussion—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will pardon the Chair. 
Does he desire to discuss the motion of his colleague on the sundry civil 
bill? 

Mr. HOAR. No, sir; I desire to discuss the subject which the Sena- 
tor from Kansas was discussing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The sundry civil bill is before the 
Senate, and the question is: Will the Senate agree to the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES]? 

The motion was agreed to. i 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 

LE, and Mr. BEcK were appointed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee 
of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments to the bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

. . HOAR. Mr, President, I do not expect to discuss at this time 
of the session the very interesting and important matters which the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] has touched, but I think it proper 
after what he has said to remark that while his criticism upon the con- 
dition of affairs presented at the present Congress by the conduct of the 
two branches is undoubtedly sound, and while the Senate could have 
and would have dealt carefully, prudently, at any rate considerately 
with all the great matters of legislation if they had been presented to 
us for our consideration from the other branch as they might have been, 
yet the evils of which he complains can never be corrected without a 

in the time of the assembling of the two Houses of Congress for 
legislative purposes. 

There is no reason why the habits which were formed when the country 

contained a population of five, ten, or fifteen millions should be main- 
tained by the Legislature of a country containing fifty or sixty millions 
with its large commercial and other business interests. Now there is 
no reason why the time of stimulating and pleasant weather in this 
climate from the Ist of October to the Ist of December should not be 
spent in legislation, especially in the session which ends under our ar- 
rangement on the 4th of March. I hold that it will be the duty of Con- 
gress at a very early day to provide by law for the assembling of Con- 
gréssat a day as 8 as the Ist of October, certainly in the year when 
the session ends on the 4th of March, 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe that it would be possible on 
the year of the Presidential election, which occurs in November, for 
any great public business to be attended to and well done at any time 
previous to that election, or perhaps immediately succeeding it, unless 
an interval of a few weeks ela ? 

Mr. HOAR. A vacation of two weeks could be had, if it were nec- 
essary, consistently with the general plan which I have stated; but if 
it could not, it certainly is of more importance to the country that the 
great legislative subjects should be dealt with conscientiously and con- 
siderately than it is that the particular gentlemen who belong to this 
or the other branch of Congress should take Les, in the campaign. It 
is certainly more important that legislation should be dealt with than 
that we or they should be attending to the interests of ourown election 
or re-election. 

Mr. HALE. Iagree fully with the Senator from Massachusetts that 
there should be some faan As tion in some way of the two sessions of 
Congress; but it has occurred to me always in thinking of it that the 
direction was more favorable toward utilizing the spring months, March 
and April, in the alternate year, so that we should have the benefit of 
a lengthened session that might be ended before the summer heats set 
in, aud give us at least five months for the shorter session. I agree fully 
with the Senator that we can not remedy this almost intolerable evil 
until something is done in that direction. 

Mr. HOAR. As I said, I did not rise to enter into a discussion of 
the details of this difficulty in our legislative processes and habits. We 
have practically every 8 a session of Congress of ten weeks, de- 
ducting the ordinary time taken for the Christmas holidays. The par- 
ticular time of meeting or separating of course will be adjusted at a 

time when that can be considered; but I think it proper to state to the 
Senate and the country my own conviction that this is a change 
which we must enter upon the consideration of when we assemble 
again next winter. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I hope we may have a vote, and I hope the Sen- 
ate will understand that the vote upon will be the judgment 

is defective legislation e bill 


of the Senate whether they desire 
or not, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on to the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes] that the Sen- 
ate recede from its amendment numbered 113 to the Indian appropri- 
ation bill, and on this question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Do I understand that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts invites the Senate to assent to a violation of its rules by the adop- 
tion of general legislation on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. DAWES. Iam sorry the Senator has not been listening so that 
he could better understand the Senator from Massachusetts. 
eae INGALLS. I have unfortunately been absent from the Cham- 
Mr. DAWES. I beg the Senator's pardon for the remark I made, 
The Senator from Massachusetts stated that he made this motion with 
the intention of voting against it himself in order to get the judgment 
of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion that the Senate recede from this amendment, on which the yeas 
and nays have been ordered. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 4, nays 
47; as follows: 


YEAS. 
Butler, Coke, George, Maxey. 

NAYS—i7. 
Aldrich, Edmunds, Jonas, Platt, 
Bayard, Fair, Lapham, Plumb, 
Beck, Frye, MeMillan, Ransom, 
Blair, Garland, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Brown, Hale, Miller of Cal. Sewell, 
Camden, Hampton, Miller of N. V., Sherman, 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Mitchell, yore, 
Cockrell, Harrison, Morgan, Van Wyck, 
Conger, Hawley, Morrill, Vest, 
Cullom, Hoar, Palmer, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Pendleton, Wilson, 
Dolph, Jackson, Pike, 

ABSENT—25. 
Allison, Gibson, Lamar, Sawyer, 
Bowen, Gorman, < 8 75 
Call, Groome, McPherson, Walker, 
Cameron of Pu., Hill,, Mahone, Williams, 
0 È Jones of Florida, Pugh, 
Colquitt, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Y, Kenna, Sabin, 


So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES, Iwill not ask for the yeas and nays on any other of 
these amendments. I will indicate what the difficulty is with them 
and put upon record the amendments that would be satisfactory to the 
committee of conference, 

The one hundred and eleventh amendment is to strike out a propo- 
sition to try to prevent the selling of intoxicating liquors to Indians, a 
very proper provision if properly worded and a measure which is y 
demanded, and which has attracted great attention among all those 
who have had anything to do with Indians; It is a very desirable 
thing, but the way in which it is put forth in this provision, section 9, 
is such that the committee if it were in an independent bill would not 
feel at liberty to support it without modifications. It starts out in this 
way: 

No ardent spirits shall be introduced, under any pretense, into the Indian 
country, 

It then goes on to provide how it may be done. The committee 
would propose this simple provision in the place of it; if it were in their 
power under the rules of the Senate they would offer this as a substi- 
tute for it: 

That eve nw exchan rte r diposes 
2 Ture t Bagger 3 4 to any Indian 2 

e charge of an Indian superintendent or 9 be punishable by im- 
prisonment for not less than six months nor more t two years, and by a fine 
of not less than $50 nor more than $1,000, 

That takes and gathers together in what we suppose to be a proper 
form for a criminal act all the elements which are contained in this sec- 
tion, and other elements. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I inquire of the Senator from Massachusetts if 
he does not consider that general legislation on an appropriation bill? 

2 DAWES. Most certainly, and under the rules I say I can not 
offer it. 

Mr. President, there is a provision here designed to authorize the 
President of the United States to disarm Indians. There isa condition 
of things on some of the reservations perfectly alarming so that it is 
necessary to take the arms, Winchester rifles, away from the Indians; 
but the provision is of such a character as instead of producing peace 
and safety among the Indians will only irritate them and thwart the 
very purpose in view. It ought to be amended so that when a Win- 
chester rifle is taken from an Indian, at the same time he will have 
offered to him the full pay for his rifle; and that is the objection to this 
as independent legislation. 

There is one other matter that I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate to which has been discussed here a good many times and which 
itis desirable that the Senate should have some positive position upon; 
and that is in relation to Oklahoma. ‘There is a provision, section 10, 
in this bill which I ask the Secretary to read. 
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tory ceded 
by them n to the United States by the several treaties of A 11. 


3866, March 21, 1800, and July 19,1866; and for that purpose the sum of $5,000, or 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 


so much thereof as may be necessary, 
out o any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; his action berc- 
under to be reported to Congress. 

Mr. DAWES. It so happens that the Senate on several occasions 
have expressed a desire to accomplish the very purpose indicated in 
that section, but they have all along accompanied it with a declaration 
that until that negotiation shall have brought forth some result those 
who are now defying the laws of the country and declaring that they 
will go upon that land, lawfully or unlawfully, shall be kept off. The 
President of the United States has on two occasions called upon Con- 
gress to clothe him with power, to amend an existing statute of the 
United States which only imposes a fine upon those who willfully com- 
m Indian reservations. 

The 


mit trespass upo 

The whole trouble in Oklahoma has grown out of that fact. 
man at the head of these bands has from time to time led innocent and 
deluded people into that country; he has then been arrested and fined, 
and taken the poor-debtor’s oath, and the next day snapping his fingers 
in the face of the officers of the law, gone and gathered a new band. 
The Senate of the United States has passed a bill amending that law, 
simply imposing in addition to the fine, or instead of the fine, in the 
discretion of the court, a short term of imprisonment. That bill has 
twice passed the Senate, but for some inserutable reason it has failed to 
reach the form of law. 

Now while the committee are willing and desirous to open negotia- 
tions for that property, it is the opinion of some of the committee at 
least that opening negotiations in the form here proposed is an invita- 
tion to all those who can go with impunity upon that land to hurry 
there, gath as are now er some mysterious impression 
that on the 5th of March they will be at liberty to go there whether 
the law be ed or the law be violated. : 

I propose if that provision is adopted in any way to add to it tha 
section of the bill which has already passed the Senate for the very pur- 
pose, simply adding to the existing penalty a short imprisonment, so 
that if those who demand to have that country opened are honest and 
really desire to have it opened for honest homesteaders, they will agree 
tojoin us in providing that until itis opened law-breakers shall not go 
down there and the land in advance of the honest homesteader, 
That is the of the amendment, and if it were inorder I should 
offer as a substitute for that section what I send to the desk. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator if the amendment he pro- 
poses is the same bill that we here a few days ago? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; the same bill in substance. 

Mr. CONGER rose. 

Mr. DAWES. I will answer the Senator from Illinois before I yield 
to the Senator from Michigan. It isa provision in the bill authoriz- 
3 with the second section of the bill passed the other 
day added to it, and that second section is the existing statute with the 
additional penalty. 

- Mr. CULLOM. As I understand it, the section that was read as 
ha come from the House is one of the sections of the bill that was 
here the other day. 

Mr. DAWES. It is in substance, with some change of 3 
The second section of the bill we passed the other day I would pro- 

to add to that if it were in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I only desire to say that I hope the section that is 
in the bill, if nothing else gets in there on the subject, will be left 
there, but I have no objection to the addition of what the Senator has 
sent to the Chair to be read. 

Mr. DAWES. In reply to that I would say that I would as a Sen- 
ator have no objection to that section if I did net think that, left alone, 
instead of producing peace it would increase the difficulty by inviting 
lawless people, p ming to them, This is about to be opened; first 
come first served; ” and the bands now gathering for an incursion into 
that territory will be stimulated in my opinion to be there in advance 
of the honest settler. That is my only objection to it as it stands. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, in order that the legislative Journal 
and RECORD may be kept right to-day, I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 12 o'clock meridian. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would suggest to the Senator from Michigan that 
be make that 1 o'clock. 

Mr, CONGER. Very well; I so modify the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
Senator from Michigan moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
be to meet at 1 o’clock on the 3d day of March. The question is on 
that motion. [Putting the question.] The noes have it. 

Mr. CONGER called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 


Mr. GEORGE. I understand it is proposed to adjourn until 1 o’clock 
to-morrow. 2 $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is the 2d of March in the legis- 
lative session of the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Then it is proposed to meet at 1 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One o'clock of the 3d of March is 
the time proposed for meeting. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll; and Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. 
BAYARD responded to their names. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to make a statement of about t v 

or three minutes in regard to a matter rather in the nature of privileg. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call has commenced on the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan, and two Senators have answered. 
The Chair has only waited for order to be restored to have the enll 


proceed. , 
The roll-call was resumed and concluded, and resulted—yeas 33, nays 
15; as follows: 


YEAS—33, 
Aldrich, Garland, Mitchell, Sewell, 
Beck, Hampton, Morgan, Sherman, 
Brown, H 3 Morrill, Slater, 
Butler, Harrison, er, Vance, 
Call, Hawley, Pendleton, est, 
Camden, Jackson, Pike, Walker. 
Coke, Jonas, 5 
Colquitt, MeMillan, m, 
Conger, Maxey, Saulsbury, 

NAYS—1. 
Allison, Cullom, Lapham, Plums, 
Ba Dawes, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
Blair, Edmunds, Miller of N. V., Wilson. 
Cameron of Wis., Ingalls, Platt, 

ABSENT—28, 

Bowen, Frye, ‘oar, hone. 
Cameron of Pa., George, Jones of Florida, Miller of Cal., 
Chace, Gibson, Jones of Nevada, d r, 
Cockrell, Gorman, Kenna, n, 
Dolph, Groome, Lamar, Sawyer, . 
Fair, Hale, — oe oorhees, 
Farley, nin, McPherson, Wiliams. 


So the motien was agreed to. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. Ido not care to have the amendment read if it may 
go into the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in the RECORD, 
if there be no objection. 


The amendment is as follows: 


Sec. 10, That the President is 8 authorized to began negotiations with 
the Crecks, Seminoles, and Cherokees for ed ay gee ae to settlement 
under the homestead laws the unassigned in said Indian Territory ceded 
by them respectively to the United States by the several treaties of A ll, 
1866, March 21, 1866, and July 19, 1866; and for that 


purpose the sum of $5,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out 
of any money in 2 — not otherwise appropriated ; hi — wia hereunder 


to be reported to Congress. And every person whe, without authority of law, 
enters and shall be found upon the lands described in the first section of this 
act, with intent to occupy any such lands or reservation, or any part thereof, 
shall for the first offense, upon conviction thereof, pay a une of not more than 
$500, or be imprisoned at hard labor for not more than one year, or both, in the 
discretion of the courtjand for every subsequent offense shall, upon conviction 
thereof, pay a fine of not more than $1,000 and be imprisoned at hard labor for 
not more than two years; and the wagons, teams, and outfit of such person or 
persons so offending shall be seized and delivered to the proper United States 
officer, and be proceeded against by libel in the proper court and forfeited, one- 
half to the informer and the other to the United States. 


Mr. DAWES. I also send up an amendment as a substitute for sec- 
tion 8, which I ask may be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will also be printed in the REC- 
ORD, if there be no objection. s 
The proposed amendment is as follows: 

Sec. 8. That whoever shall furnish to any Indian, by barter, sale, 
— hag gun, rifle, pistol, or ammunition or munitions of war, shall, upon 
conviction thereof, be fined not less than one hundred nor more than one thou- 
sand dollars, and be imprisoned not less than six months nor more than two years: 
Provided, That this provision shall not apply to the five civilized tribes of the In- 
dian Territory ; that the of the Interior may issue such permits to 
Indians for the purchase of arms and ammunition for sporting purposes as he 
may deem proper: And provided pene: That the President of the United States 
may, in his discretion, disarm such Indians as in his judgment may seem best to 
preserve peace and prevent depredations. All arms thus taken shallatthetime 
3 taken be appraised and the value of 5 be at once paid 
to the Indians entitled thereto, and said arms be sold and the 2 
thereof paid into the Treasury. The Secretary of War shall make all needful 
regulations for carrying out this section and report his doings thereunder to Con- 
gress, and the money necessary to carry into effect the provisions of this sec- 
tion is hereby appropriated. i 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announeed that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2577) to authorize the printing of the eulogies delivered in 

upon the late Henry B. Anthony; and 

A bill (S. 2666) to provide for the printing of the report and pro- 

of the commission to provide suitable ceremonies for the dedi- 
cation of the Washington Monument. 


ift, or ex- 
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INAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the attention of the Senate for a minute or 
two to a matter personal to the Senate I may say, and personal perhaps 
to myself and to other members of the committee on inauguration ar- 
rangements. I notice in the newspapers and in other places that an im- 

ression prevails that the committee on arrangements appointed by the 

senate to take charge of the inauguration ceremonies have departed 
from the established rules in respect to the conduct of the ceremonies. 
I wish now to correct that impression, and tosay that in all respects the 
rules adopted now and published in the programme laid upon the tables 
of Senators conform to all the precedents of the past except some changes 
which have been made in favor of the House of Representatives. 

It is complained that the committee of arrangements is composed only 
of representatives of the Senate and not of the House. We have had 
the precedents examined, and find that that has been the case always, 
for the simple reason that the Senate being a permanent body it is the 
only body in existence after 12 o’clock on the 4th of March. There- 
fore a committee of three members of the Senate has uniformly regu- 
lated the ceremonies. 

It has also been complained that a discrimination has been made 
against the members of the House of Representatives. So far from that 
being the case the programme is much more considerate as to the mem- 
be 3 the House of Representatives than any progrumme ever beſore 

opted. 

I have had all the programmes hunted up. The one issued at the 
time Mr. Buchanan was inaugurated was the first that I witnessed after 
I was a member of either House of Congress. We went back to the 
inauguration ceremonies at the time of Mr. Polk's inauguration, and | 
have followed since in that line. I shall read an extract from these pro- 
ceedings showing where the changes have been made in favor of the 
House of Representatives and in no respect whatever discriminating | 
against them. \ 

At the inanguration of President Polk, for example, on the 4th of 
March, 1845, the privilege of the floor of the Senate Chamber was given 
to Senators and others who, by the rules of the Senate, and the ar- 
rangement of the committee, are entitled to admission, as follows: The 
President-elect, the ex-Presidents, the Chief-Justice and associate jus- 
tices of the Supreme Court, the diplomatic corps, district judges of the 
United States, heads of Departments and bureaus at the seat of Gov- 
ernment, officers who by name have received the thanks of Congress for 
their gallantry and good conduct in the service of their country or who 
have received medals by a vote of Congress, and any persons entitled 
to a seat on the floor of the Senate, including the governor for the time 
being of any State or Territory of the Union, the ex-governors of the 
several States, such gentlemen as have been heads of Departments or 
members of either branches of Congress.“ 

No other mention was made of gentlemen who had been members 
of the House of tatives which had just expired by limitation. 
Nor was any men made of the members-elect of the new House, 


from the Senate Chamber to the eastern 
portico the Supreme Court led the way, followed by the President-elect, : 
the ex-Presidents, the Senate, the diplomatic corps, the mayors of Wash- | 
ington, Georgetown, and Alexandria, and then — the other persons 
before admitted on the floor of the Senate.““ 
On reaching the front of the portico,’’ the programme goes on to 
state, the President-elect and Chief-Justice will take the seats pro- 
vided for them. The ex-Presidents, the committee of arrangements, 
and associate justices of the Supreme Court will occupy a position 
several feet in the rear of the President-elect. The Vice-President, 
, and members of the Senate will occupy parallel lines next 
in rear. The diplomatic corps will occupy the next position, and the 
space immediately in their rear is assigned to the late Speaker, Clerk, 
and ex-members of the Senate and House of Representatives. 
It will be seen that according to the old formula the House of Rep- 
resentatives was not recognized in the proceedings as an existing body, 
it having expired before the ceremonies commenced, but they were rec- 


ognized as who had been members of Congress. There has been 
a gradual in favor of a more marked recognition of the House of 
Representatives, and now we have adopted astill more marked change 
in favor of the House. Here is the order in which the procession is to 
be formed on the 4th of March: 

Members of the Senate, 

The diplomatic 


partments. 

The retired General of the Army, the Lieutenant-General of the Army, the 
Admiral of the Navy, and the officers of the Army and Navy who, by name, have 
received the thanks of Congress. 


Nt gad of the House of Representatives elect, governors and ex-governors 
of States. 


It will be seen that in the programme forty years ago the heads of 
Departments, all the heads of bureaus and various executive offices 
that were then in existence, together with the governors and the ex- 
governors of the States the House of tatives. But 
this has been gradually changed, and the House of Representatives is 


recognized as a constituent body although it has ceased to exist. 
I hope, therefore, if anybody in either House of Congress or any one 


! tories, and ex-members of the Senate, ex-members and mem 
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among the people of this country thinks that the Senate of the United 
States have sought in any way to make any discrimination or cast any 
disparagement on the House of Representatives, either past or present, 
he will be disabused by this correction of the record. 

My friend from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] has hunted up all the 
precedents since the time of which I spoke, and it is found that in every 
case there has been a marked discrimination in favor of the House of 


Representatives by the p mme now laid upon the table. 

Bi not at liberty to refer to what occurred in the other House, but 
I am told that some complaint has been made that the members of the 
House of Representatives come in here and take their seats in the rear 
of the Senate. The truth is Senators concentrate themselves in as 
small a space as possible and give the members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives two-thirds of all the room of the Senate, That has been 
done during the eight times I have witnessed these ceremonies. Conse- 
quently there has been no discrimination made in that respect. I 
should be very sorry indeed if some of the sensitive gentlemen of the 
House of Representatives or of the Senate should think that any dis- 
courtesy whatever of the slightest shade has been cast upon the House 
or its members. Certainly no man in this body, or I think 1 
has a more profound 2 ſor the House of Representatives 1 
have and I would stand by their rights and their privileges and by the 
utmost courtesy which has ever been given to them from the begin- 
ning of the Government to this time. 

I make this statement merely to disabuse the minds of gentlemen 
who may have been misled by remarks made in the heat of passion 

ly, or without a consideration or examination of the subject. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Asa member of the committee of arrangements, 
the Senate will pardon me if I put upon record, now that the matter 
has been referred to, one or two references to other occasions than the 
one spoken of by my colleague on the committee. 


I have in my hands a copy of the me for the inauguration of 
President Buchanan. I will read from it only that which describes 
the march from the Senate Chamber. It was the old Senate Chamber 


then. 


The Marshal of the District of Columbia, 

The Supreme Court of the United States. 

The t-at-Arms of the Senate. 

The committee of arrangements. 

The President of the United States and the President-elect. 
The Vice-President and the Secretary of the Senate. 

‘The members of the 
The diplomatic corps. 

Heads of Departments, governors of States and Territories, the mayors of 
n and Georgetown, and other persons who shall have been admitted 


Senate. 


Washin 
into the Seuate Chamber. s 
On reaching the front of the „the President-elect will take the seat pro- 
vided for him on the front of form. 


The ex-President and the committee of arrangements will occupy a position 
in the rear of the President-elect. * 


Next, in the rear of these, the Chief-Justice and the associate — of the 
t, Sec- 


Supreme Court will occupy those seats on the left; and the Vi 


retary, and members of the Senate, those on the ‘ 
The diplomatic corps will occupy the seats next in the rear of the Supreme 
Court; heads of Departments, governors and ex-governors of States and -a 


House of Representatives in the rear of the members of the Senate, 


Representatives were mentioned lastly, and as individuals, not as a 
House, perhaps because one House has just expired and the new one 


had not been organized. I will admit that there was an apparent dis- 


courtesy at that time in that merely incidental reference to members 
and members-elect of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. FRYE. Is this proceeding by uanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mx INGALLS in the chair). So the 
Chair understands. i 

Mr. FRYE. I give notice that when the Senator from Connecticut 
is through I shall object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I shall have no objection to the objection at that 
time. 

I desire to put on record a similar statement in regord to the inaugu- 
ration on the 4th of March, 1865. Substantially the same method was 
followed in all respects, ex-members. and members-elect of the House 
of Representatives in the rear of members of the Senate. 

I wish to put upon record also the programme of the 4th of March, 
1881, in which was substantially the same and where the dip- 
lomatic corps, heads of Departments, members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and members-elect, governors and ex-governors of States, 
&c., are so designated and not otherwise. 

In the programme adopted at this time, modeled upon that, there is 
scarcely a change worth menti I think it just as well that this 
should be put on record because of criticisms which have been made 
elsewhere. P 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the Presi- 
dent pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 449) to provide for the appraisement and sale of lots iu 
the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa; 

A bill (f. R. 652) for the relief of Brannin, Summers & Ca.; and 

A bill (H. R. 4089) to empower the commissioners of the District of 
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Columbia to examine the claim of and providing for the payment of 
Outerbridge Horsey, assignee. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The 
Chair understands the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] to 
seo aj floor upon the disputed amendments to the Indian appropria- 

on bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Ihe Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] desires to 
take the floor. I have nothing further to submit at present. 

Mr. PLUMB. I have detained the Senate a good deal on this question 
already, but I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the difference 
between this and an ordinary legislative proposition contained in a bill 
which has been ‘the subject of dissent on the part of the Senate. We 
have been in the habit of giving to the President of the United States 
and to the heads of Departments, &c., authority, and, in fact, requiring 
them, during the vacation of the Senate to do certain things which we 
think are necessary for our information in regard to legislation which is 
likely to come before us at a succeeding term. 

In the fortification appropriation bill, which will be before the Senate 
in a few minutes, provision is made fora board to examine the seacoast 
of the United States, and ascertain and recommend to Congress where 
fortifications should be built; and so in all appropriation bills. In the 
legislative appropriation bill which a provision was stricken out 
by the Senate, on which I find our conferees yielded, on authorizing a 
commission to visit the Yellowstone Park; and so with commissions to 
visit Indian schools and things of that kind for the purpose of more 
thoroughly informing the legislative mind than it otherwise would be 
informed in regard to the subject. 

This provision, however, has assamed the proportions of a national 
question in which there is great , as I think, of some untoward re- 
sulthappening very soon. I feel that while this is far from what I should 
like to have, if itis even half a loaf, still, whether half a loaf or an ounce, 
itis better than no bread,asI think. This being the only thing which 
can be done, it seems to me that the Senate ought not to stickle on the 
question of legislation which is simply of that character which is the 
inevitable accompaniment of an appropriation bill. It seems to me I 
may say this without subjecting myself to that criticism which the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts has been so quick to visit upon me, that Iam 
here doing those things which are disturbing the public peace. I as- 
sure him that conscientiously I believe that the passage of this provis- 
ion in the bill will tend to prevent a rupture and conserve the public 


ce. 
Pie DAWES. Ishould not like to have that statement, the last 
part of the sentence, go on the record. The Senator is the last man 
that I would intimate would disturb the public peace. I believe the 
Senator conscientiously thinks that this is the only way to preserveit. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator said the other day in debate just such 
remarks as I made led to all the trouble. While I acquit him of any 
design to reflect upon me, at the same time he can not resist the o 
tunity, as he never can, of hitting somebody under the fifth rib. t 
I appeal to him, notwithstanding that disposition of his, to give to this 
matter the consideration of his well-formed judgment and of that con- 
science which he brings to the discharge of his duties here, and let this 
matter, simply a negotiation, be conducted, which the President of the 
United States might feel a constraint about otherwise, to go on during 
the recess of Congress. I believe it will have a sedative effect. I be- 
lieve the moment we manifest a disposition to do something in this 
direction it will have the effect of largely preventing the flocking of 
people to that quarter. 

As I said, this is not what I wanted. I have earnestly contended 


that which the j t of Congress says can not be 1 
Moony MANDERSON. Will the Senator from Kansas yield for a ques- 
2 


Mr. PLUMB. Les, sir. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to ask the Senator whether the so- 
called Oklahoma clause in the bill suits him as it was passed by the 
House, or if he proposes to amend that. 

Mr. PLUMB. It does not suit me in any way, but at the same time 
I am advised by parliamentary authority to which I always bow that 
it has to be taken exactly as it is or not at all. It being a House prop- 
osition, it can not be amended by the Senate, and is therefore beyond 
our jurisdiction even in committee of conference, as I think it has been 
stated to us in an authoritative way by the presiding: officer of this 
body; but certainly it can not be amended here. If it were our propo- 
sition we could amend it, and being a House proposition the House 
can amend it, but we can not touch it. We have got to take it as it 
is, legislation and all, without any 7 

Mr. DAWES. Ifthe Senator will it me, I suppose itis perfectly 
competent for the committee of erence to modify it in any way. 
I now ask that the Senate insist upon its disagreeing votes and ask for 
& new committee of conference, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iask that a separate vote be taken on the 
amendments numbered 27 and 28. I think that the Senator from 
Massachusetts will not object to that. 

Mr. DAWES. Very well; and let the Senate now insist on all the 
rest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment reserved by the Senator from Nebraska. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amendment numbered 28: Page 20, line 27, 
strike out all down to and including the word act,“ in line 10, on 
page 21, as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to make such extension of 
time for the payment of the purchase-money under the sale made under an act 
entitled “An act to provide for the sale of remainder of the reservation of 
the Confederate Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians, in the States of Nebraska 
and Kansas, and for other as he may deem advantageous to said In- 
dians and settlers: Provided, That the interest shall be paid at the rate ns now 
provided by said act; but the time for the payment of the whole of said purchase- 
moncy shall not be extended more than two years from the time the said pur- 
chase-money became due according to the original terms of sale under said act. 


I 
Mr. MANDERSON. The other amendment to which I referred is 
that which makes the same extension of time to those who purchased 
the Omaha lands. I think it is the amendment immediately preceding. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. What motion does the Senator from 
Nebraska desire to submit in regard to the amendment? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam willing to submit them both, by unan- 
imous consent, to a vote of the Senate, beeause they both involve the 
same principle. 

Mr. DAWES. Let us insist as far as we can, and then take the vote 
on the other amendments. 

Mr. PLUMB. Lask that the vote be reserved on what is called the 
Oklahoma proVision of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will report the amend- 
ment desired to be reserved by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Nebraska wishes a separate vote on 
amendments numbered 27 and 28, and the Senator from Kansas on 
amendment numbered 112. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is that the Senate insist upon the other amendments? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there any other amendments to 
be reserved? . 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I wish to have amendment numbered 
35 reserved, the Hogan claim. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theclerks will make a memorandum 
of it. If there is no objection the amendments other than those re- 
served will be considered as insisted upon. The question now recurs 
whether the Senate will farther insist upon its amendments numbered 
27 and 28. 5 

Mr. MANDERSON. Idesiresimply tocall the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the character of those two amendments. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator will reach what he is after if he moves 
to recede. That takes precedence of a motion to insist. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate recede from its amend- 
ments numbered 27 and 28. The different provisions of the bill upon 
which the Senate insists I understand are those which areobjectionable 
in themselves as the bill came from the House. - The Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, has sug- 
gested to the Senate what there is objectionable in the clause w. 
provides for the jurisdiction of courts over offenses committed by In- 
dians off their reservations. He has given his su ions as to the ob- 
jections to the clause which provides punishment for the sale of liquor 
to Indians, and he mentioned the amendment that he would to 
the clause ing the purchase of arms, and the amendment also to 
the Oklahoma provision, which is to be considered. 

But I do not understand that Committee on Indian Affairs has 
any objection whatever to the extension of the time for the payment of 
Sho nessnining nme sad Ois 


This extension of time has been recommended e ee o ae 
Interior, and it would be certainly a great ip to those people if 
it was not extended. The extension is properly guarded. The con- 
sent of the Indians must be obtained. When this matter was under 
discussion before I heard no one in the Senate make any objection to it 
whatever on the ground of merit, but it was conceded to be mostright- 
eous and just legislation. I hope the Senate will recede from the two 
amendments I have indicated. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
first that the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 27. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 7, noes 40. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I shall ask for the yeas and nays, and I desire 
to say a word on the subject. This is one of the cases where the rules 
are a stumbling-block in the way of accompli something which 
receives the unanimous consent of both Houses, e are instructed 
as to the meaning and extent of the rule. I think possibly an hour 
was spent this morning, several hours are spent every day, as to the 
mesning of the rule which requires that no general legislation or new 


legislation shall be upon an a bill. It would be 


placed ppropriation lbe 
well if the rules were first made and then construed, so that legislation. 
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which commends itself to the judgment of every man should be placed 
upon an aerate bill. 


The Senate have no trouble while wrangling with the House about 
their rules as to the power which the House exercised in this matter. 
They have no difficulty in concurring with the House in a matter of 
doubtful legislation, and even placing legislation upon an appropriation 
bill which is of a doubtfal character. Only a few days ago, on an ap- 
propriation bill from which the House itself had stricken the legislation 
recommended by its own committee, when the House was placing itself 
in accord with the rules of the Senate by refusing legislation upon an 
pcre bill when the Committee on Apron of this body 
refused to place it in the bill as a recommendation from them, the Sen- 
ate interposed and placed legislation upon the bill against the recom- 
mendation of the Committee on Appropriations of this body and against 
the position of the House of Representatives, I refer to the legislation 
which placed a subsidy for steamships upon anappropriation bill. The 
Senate did it in defiance of our rules; it did it in d of the action 
of the House of Representatives, and the Senate insisted that that leg- 
islation should go upon an appropriation bill, and it was done. 

Here is an innocent measure. The Committee on Indian Affairs 
recommend it unanimously, and no one in this body or out of it ever 
knew the Committee on Indian Affairs to recommend anything wrong. 
The Committee on Indian Affairs in the other House were in favor of it, 
and yet a proposition to benefit the Indians and to benefit the white 
man, unanimously approved, causes the stern virtue of this body to rise 
in annie and declare that one of its rales is about to be put in 


peril. 

We seek to do justice to the white settlers, and that is where the 
trouble is. We seek to do justice to the five hundred families of white 
settlers upon the Omaha and Otoe lands who by reason of adverse cir- 
cumstances are not able to make the Senate hear them. They are not 
entitled to consideration, while John Roach, Jay Gould, and C. P. 
Hantington can stand at the entrance of the other end of this Capitol 
and have their lobbies at your doorways and demand that the Ameri- 
can Senate shall violate its own rules, 

That is the explanation, It is understood in this body. It is un- 
derstood by the country at If any suggestion could be made that 
there was any possible injustice in the proposition, then it would be 
well to stop to consider it fora moment. But there is nothing of that 
kind. The Indians have been benefited by the large price paid for this 
land. It was assessed honestly, liberally, at a.large price. We buy 
the Indian lands in the Indian Territory; we drive them off of the 
land and pay them 30 cents an acre. These lands in the Omaha and 
Otoe reservation brought from $7 to $15 per acre, and were bought by 
honest p settlers who benefit the nation, and they are paying 
6 per cent. interest to the Indians. 

By reason of adverse circumstances, the low price of grain, and the 
high rate of tion, they are unable to meet the payment due. 
Unfortunately they are in a country where it is really cheaper to buy 
corn for fuel than to buy coal. Those are the men who are stretching 
forth their hands in their poverty and adverse circumstances and ask- 
ing the American to do no wrong to anybody, not to harm the 
Indian, but to benefit him. 

The Senate will remember that when this money is paid by the white 
man it does not go into the pocket of the Indian himself, but it is paid 
to the General Government and the General Government invests it for 
him and pays him a certain rate of interest upon it. The money to- 
day is drawing 6 per cent. interest, and if it remains un a year 
longer at 6 per cent. interest the Indian is benefited. If it is paid to 
the Government of the United States the Indian gets less interest. I 
know not how much interest he will get, but not to exceed 5 per cent. 
By and by I suppose the Government will only want to pay the Indian 
3 per cent. interest, because that is the rate of interest that it is desired 
to apply to the immense indebtedness of the subsidized railroads. 

Of course and other gentlemen feel as friendly to the Indian 
as the Committee on Indian Affairs in this body, who insist that the 
Government should pay no more interest to the Indian than it receives 
on its own debt from wealthy corporations presided over by the Goulds 
and Huntin of this country. The result would be an actual in- 
jury to the ian, because in a little while he would receive only 3 
per cent. upon his money. Now from the settler and purchaser he ob- 
tains 6 per cent. 

Those are the facts of the case. It is but justice to the Indian. This 
proposition requires his assent. We only ask now that the bill shall 
retain the legislation which the House put on it, and let the settler and 
the purchaser understand that the Indian is to be protected while he 
injures no one. 

It may be that because this proposition is so plain and so equitable, 
so just and so honest, the Senate adheres stubbornly to its rule. Cer- 
tain Iy, Sh se rena oe Suse last hours of the session that this matter 
which commenced nearly on the first day of the session continues to 
the last. But the rules are in the way. What do they mean? They 
are a very convenient resort when Senators desire certain things not to 
a upon an appropriation bill; then they are used as a stumbling- 
block; but when other legislation is and desired, then there 


is not a word of objection raised on account of the rules, 


Now, Mr. President, I hope—— 

Mr. DAWES. You hope we shall have a vote. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; I hope we shall have a vote, and I hope 
we shall have a vote that will be a little in the interest of justice and 

uity, and in the interest of the class of men who are not able to send 
lobbies here at ‘great who are not able to employ the most 
learned intellect, who have not the power to go into your large cities 
or into either branch of Congress and lay their hands upon the legal 
talent which may be there and ask that they shall rise up and defend 
their claims. There is nothing of that kind. All they can rely upon 
is the petition which they send here to plead for the recognition of a 
few of the principles of justice. That is all they can ask in this case. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. The Indians do not get any of this 


money. 

Mr VAN WYCK. I have been standing here talking to the Senator 
from New York, who was right within the sound of my voice, and who 
I am pleased to sec paid attention to what I was saying, but he now 
rises up and says that the Indians do not get any of this money. That 
is just what I was trying to tell the Senator, that the Indians do not 
get this money. In no way do the Indians get this money. They ob- 
tain only the interest on the money. I was trying to show my friend 
the Senator from New York that it was in the interest of the Indians 
that the interest should be paid to them. 

I shall not say anything more on this question. I have got the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts I think calm and quiet and not so nervous. I 
will therefore ask that we may have a vote upon this matter. I should 
like to have a vote which would be in consonance with the views of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs of this body, and that is to retain this 
1 upon the bill. Therefore, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

e yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS.’ Is the motion to further insist ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion to re- 
cede from the amendment numbered 27. As the Senate acted on the 
bill by striking out the paragraph, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
MANDERSON] moves that the Senate recede from its amendment, 
which would leave the paragraph standing in the bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. KENNA (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
13, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Blair, George, Palmer Wilson, 
Bowen, 8 Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Maxey, Van Wyck, 
om, Miller of Cal., Vest, 
į NAYS—33. 
2 on 9 Pike, 
ison, Dolph, onas, Platt, 
g Edmunds, Jones of Florida, * 
Beck, Garland, MeMillan, Sau A 
Butler, ale, Miller of N. Y., Vance, 
Cam Hampton, Mitchell, Walker. 
Chace, a Morgan, 
Coke, Hawley, Morrill, 
Conger, Ingalls, Pendleton, 
ABSENT—%. 
— 00 Gibson, Lamar, savin, 
` of roome, n, y Sherman, 
Col ry Hin. o” 1 V hees, 
oor! 
Fair ‘oar, Plumb,” Williams. 
Farley, Jonesof Nevada, Ransom, 
Frye, Kenna, Riddleberger, 


So the motion to recede was not agreed to. 
The gor narnia pro tempore. Amendment numbered 28 is not yet 


disposed í 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ido not care about pressing a vote upon that. 
I withdraw my motion to recede from it. 

Mr. DA I move that the Senate insist upon the amendments 
numbered 27 and 28. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his demand for a separate vote on amendment numbered 28. 
The Senator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments numbered 27 and 28. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Amendment numbered 35 was re- 
served on the request of the tor from California [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to say in reference to that amendment that it 
is one of the eee claims. I think it is the best of them all, 


but they all ought to go er. If * of them is admitted they 
ought all to he admitted; but, on the other hand, they all ought to be 
referred for examination, 


Mr. MILLER, of California. I move that the Senate recede from its 
disagreement on that amendment, and I wish to take the sense of the 
Senate upon my motion. 

The P IDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California moves 
that the Senate recede from the amendment numbered 35, the nature 
of which has been stated. 
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Mr. INGALLS, Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amendment numbered 35 is to strike out lines 
959 to 965, in the following words: 


For the payment by the Secretary of the Interior to J. M. Hogan, of Stockton 
Cal., the sum of $6,600, out of the funds herein appropriated for the Shoshone In 


a damages 5, 
glanz — — aoe monet. allowed, amor . the 
Department of the Interior, $0,600. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from California that the Senate recede from the 
amendment just read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it in order to move that the Senate adhere to 
its action in striking out? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion to recede has preced- 
ence. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senate will not recede. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I hope it will. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion to recede. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
112, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Amendment numbered 112 is to strike out sec- 
tion 10, as follows: 

Sec. 10. That the President is hereby authorized to open negotiations with 
the Creeks, Seminoles, and Cherokees for the purpose of opening to settlement 
under the homestead Jaws the unassigned lands in said Indian Territory ceded 
154 2 respectively to the United States by the several treaties of August 11, 
J March 21, 1866, and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose the sum of $5,000, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; his action here- 
under to be reported to Congress, 

Mr. VEST. I sincerely hope that the Senate will accede to the pro- 
vision inserted by the House. We are now in the last hours of this 
Congress. Since this matter was up for discussion in the Senate I have 
received a pamphlet published by the leader of these so-called Okla- 
homa boomers, in which a plausible argument is made, obviously pre- 
pared by a man ofability, taking the position that the Indians have no 
title whatever to these lands and that they are open to settlement by 
citizens of the United States. : 

Unless this legislation is had now we must expect that we shall iney- 
itably have a condition of affairs in that Territory which will be dan- 
gerous, to say the least, to the peace of the entire southwestern portion 
of this country. We ought to make no mistake about this matter. 
The men who are there, hovering upon the borders of that Territory, 
intend to occupy it unless the Gangrene of the United States forbids it. 

So far as the rule is concerned I was really in hopes that after the 
performance of yesterday and last night it would not seriously be in- 
voked here again. Last night ä upon the sundry civil bill 
pages of new legislation by the unanimous vote of the Senate, and to- 
day when an emergency comes upon us which involyes the of an 
entire section of this country and brings us face to-face with a most se- 
rious crisis, we are told that the rule must stop this legislation. 

If there is a single Senator in this body who will say now that in his 
opinion the legal position which the House and Senate have both as- 
sumed in regard to the rights of these Indians is not correct, I shall 

have nothing more to say upon this subject. I have yet to hear a single 
Senator say that ( is not right in saying that its honor, that 
justice, that the public all require that negotiations should be 
opened with these Indian tribes, and that their title, whatever it may 
be, should be extinguished. 

Mr. DAWES. If nobody disputes that proposition I should like to 
have the Senator answer a question. He has stated that the persons 
hovering upon the borders ef that Territory propose to goin there unless 
Congress prohibits them. I ask him if he has any objection to adding 
to this section a prohibition to their going in until it is settled ? 

Mr. VEST. I voted for the bill which contained that clause and it 
had my full concurrence, as the Senator from Massachusetts very well 
knows. 

Mr. DAWES. There would not be anybody objecting to this prop- 
osition if it had that added to it. 

Mr. VEST. If such a clause should be added to the section now it 
would absolutely destroy it. The House would agree to no such legis- 


The next is amendment numbered 


lation. I am not here to discuss that, however. 
This provision does not go as far as I would have it go; but it is all 
that we can get here now, in the very last moments of the session. To 


put on the clause which is urged by my friend from Massachusetts, and 
to which I heartily assent, would be simply to destroy what little of 
value there is in sight at this time. 

Mr. PLUMB. It cannot be put on now. i 

Mr. VEST: It can not be put on now, as the Senator from Kansas 
says. Iam no skilled parliamentarian, but I understand it is ame- 
nable to a point of order. I have not raised that; but I sincerely hope 
2 the r vale all 3 ie ao at 1 point of fone 

to the legislation the House resentatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 

ator from Missouri to make any motion ? 


Mr. VEST. No, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no motion pending before 
the Senate. 8 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendment 
numbered 112. 

Mr. VEST. I will move that the Senate recede from the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Massachusetts that the Senate insist upon the amendment, the 
Senator from Missouri moves that the Senate recede, which latter mo- 
tion has precedence. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 24, noes 14; 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. INGALLS. Mr. President, Iam disposed to think that the sig- 
nificance of this vote is not fairly understood by the Senate. If I am 
correct, if the Senate recedes the proposition will be left in the bill as 
it came from the House of Representatives. Am I correct? 

Mr. ALLISON. You are. 

Mr. INGALLS. The chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
informs me that I am correct, and when he says that I am correct, I 
have a double assurance, 

I have no doubt that within forty-eight hours from this time 20,000 

ple by concerted action will move upon what are known as the Ok- 
ahoma lands with the intention of forcibly occupying them, and that 
they will be prepared to maintain that occupancy by a resort to arms 
if need be. I do not think that any graver complication will confront 
the administration that is just dawning upon us, whose crepuscular 
light we already see in the eastern sky, than that which will devolve 
upon it in eee the movement of what are known as the 
boomers upon 0 

President Arthur felt called upon in pursuance of treaties made 
with the five civilized tribes of Indians, and under the Jaws of the 
United States, to direct that a colony as he believed illegally settled 
upon those lands should be removed by force of arms, and a small army 
of the United States, or a small portion of the small army of the United 
States, under the command of an eminent general, was directed to pro- 
ceed to that for the purpose of expelling some four hundred or 
five hundred men who had intrenched themselves in that locality. The 
first manifestation of force made inst them was not sufficient to 
overawe them. They successfully resisted the force which was sent 
against them, and it was not until re-enforcements had been sent that 
at last they finally yielded, folded their tents like the Arabs and 


-silently-stole away;’’ but with the express declaration that upon the 


5th of March they should rendezvous upon the southern limits of the 
State of Kansas in such numbers as they could assemble for the pur- 
pose of repeating their assault upon the authorities, and with the further 

in some way obtained, that this movement would be with 
the concurrence anda ion of the incoming administration. 

Mr. CULLOMu. Will ſthe Senator allow me to interrupt him simply 
for the purpose of saying that I have had several letters men who 
were engaged in this movement 3 over 2,000 would start on 
the 5th of March for the country the tor is speaking of? 

Mr. DAWES. Why on the 5th of March? 
Mr. CULLOM. I am not able to answer that question, but I su; 
pose it is on account of what the Senator from Kansas has A 

Mr. INGALLS. Whether that is an instance of post hoc or propter 
hoc, whether it is cause and effect or whether itis coincidence, this de- 
ponent sayeth not. But there will be a great many times two thousand 
men ready, in my judgment, on the 5th of March to take up their line 
toward the O ma region. To reach that they must pass over ter- 
ritory which it is admitted they are forbidden by law to traverse. It 
is alleged that there are some eight or ten million acres of land there 
held by the United States Government as public lands of the United 
States within the limits of the Indian tory. 

Mr. VEST. Fourteen million acres, 

Mr. INGALLS. Fourteen million acres, the Senator from Missouri 
tells me, circumscribed, a sort of Mediterranean region that is included, 
a mare clausum, surrounded on all sides by territory over which con- 
fessedly no white man has a right to pass. 

Mr. BUTLER. May I ask the Senator from Kansas whether the 
8 officer of the United States troops has not been ordered to 
prevent such an invasion of that Territory? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly he has. 

Mr. INGALLS. Certainly he has. I understand that orders have 
been issued by the President of the United States directing the mili- 
tary force of the Government to assemble upon the frontier for the pur- 
pose of preven’ this threatened invasion; but, sir, the star of that 
eminent com: er is about toset. Within avery brief of time 
the command of that majestic body of men known as the y of the 
United States will have passed from the great general who now has con- 
trol of it to the still greater general who will shortly be its commander- 


in-chief. What course he will see fit to take of course is yet in the 
womb of the future; but it is undoubtedly true that these men assume 
that in some mysterious way or other the policy of the Government is 
to be changed, and that after the 5th day of March (and the Senator 
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from Massachusetts is as able to answer his conundrum as I am) the 
military force is to be withdrawn, and the avenues are to be widely 
opened through which those men may proceed to occupy that territory. 
There are no publie lands of the United States within the limits of 
what are commonly known as the Oklahoma lands. They were ceded 
to the United States for a specific purpose, well defined in the treaty of 


contract by which the contracting parties „ and that was that 
they should be used for occupation by other y Indian nations or 
by the freedmen of the civilized tribes who had formerly owned and 
occupied them. 

There have been many injurious statements sedulously made public 
in connection with those lands. Among other things, it has been said 
that the Senate of the United States was preventing the occupation of 
the lands by homestead settlers in the interest of the great cattle cor- 
porations which it was alleged had grazing leases thereon, and that we 
were standing here as an impassable and insu; e barrier to the oc- 
cupation of that territory by the homestead settlers of the United States. 
I feel called upon to say that having been for a considerable space of 
time a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate, which 
has had under consideration by order of the Senate the question as to 
the propriety and the legality rot the leases which have been 
hitherto made by Indian tribes to various citizens in different portions 
of the Republic, there is not a grazing lease that covers one single rood 
of that country. 

There is not upon all the area that is known and recognized and de- 
scribed upon the map as the Oklahoma region a single hoof of stock 
that gamad by any white man under any contract, assumed or direct, 

itted or not 8 by any authority whatever, either by the 
Ladians or by the United States Government. It is as absolutely free 
from all occupation as was the Garden of Eden before our first parents 
were placed therein, and it is surrounded by a territory upon every 
square foot of which stands the angel of the law with the flaming 
sword of a statutory prohibition declaring that under penalty no man 
shall be permitted to go thereon. 

Sir, I take occasion to say further, because many of my own constit- 
uents have been in connection with this matter as being 
lawless, violent, disorderly citizens, who were in some way or other 
stimulating this movement, engaged in hostile demonstrations against 
the peaceable Indiansin that Territory, apiapi preme r h 
and belief this movement has neither the sympath — By 
any considerable number of the inhabitants of the 
its 2 amin É by its neighborhood, by its beinga conterminous region, 
it happened that these lawless ad ven these people who 
have — the ſear of the law before their eyes, these men who are home- 
less and who always want to go wherever they are forbidden to go, have 
made the State of Kansas the rendezvous, the stam und upon 
FTT... of organizing their colonies 
and carrying on their attem — tee the occupation of this 
territory; but the people oſ in my 3 do not desire that 
there shall be 5 that pn eg for they know 

ust as well as I know, just as well as every Senator who hears me 
that if the amendment which is 8 Senator from 
Massachusetts to the bill shall be to, it means not only the oc- 
cupation of the Oklahoma lands properly so called, but it means the 
absolute subversion and destruction and overthrow of | the autonomy of 
the entire Indian country. 

We are not without lessons; we are not without experience in these 
matters. It is in the memory of many of those who now sit around 
me that but a few years since the Sioux occupied what is known as the 
Black Hill region, the Deadwood country. It was held by the sanc- 
tion of a treaty as consecrated, as binding as that which now controls 
F and I say that the Cherokee Nation 


seal and su 
teeing them in N title as indisputable, as 
ble, that is as binding in law as . 


here holds the title to the he occupi 
This movement that is being ese Oklahoma sim- 
ply means that all that — — shall overthrown; that whole 


py means that ali that mtanomy shali be overthrown; hat ia whole 
to white occupation upon such terms as the white occupants who may | w. 
unlawfully go there shall see fit to be. 

Mr. President, this matter should gi give us pause.. It is a very grave 
situation: It may be that before the sun shall have twice risen upon 
this Capitol there will be an armed conflict upon the territory of the 
United States between ided and misinformed citizens and the 
Army of the United States under orders from its Commander-in-Chief. 
I know that such a controversy can have but one issue. I should re- 
gret more than words can express to have the blood of American citi- 
zens shed in an effort, whether it may be well intentioned or whether 
it may be in deliberate violation of law, to obtain for themselves homes 
upon what they believe to be . the United States. 

there is but one way to a it, and that is for the Senate of the 


Sir, 
United States this day not to invite those men to go there by a promise 
that there is to be 9, i 
ing title, not to invite 


entered upon for the purpose of quiet- 
to go there by telling them that in twelve 


months from this time it will be lawful for them to be there, but to 
say that the treaties of the United States are to be that the 
force of the United States is to be employed until the Indian title to the 
land is extinguished to prevent any occupation of that territory under 
any pretext whatever. 

I have been astonished—and the Senator from Massachusetts fre- 
quently astonishes me—to hear the Senator from Massachusetts delib- 
erately advocate a policy here which he has been, I believe, among the 
foremost hitherto to resist, by asking the Senate to recede from its amend- 
ments, practically for the purpose of enabling the committee of confer- 
ence to agree to amendments which he says will be satisfactory to the 
Senate conferees if it can be accepted by the House. I hope I do not 
misunderstand the Senator; I do not desire to do so; but I gather from 
his statement that he wishes the Senate to depart from its rule and prac- 
tice; and he has given notice of an amendment which he says would 
be satisfactory to him, and which he would offer in the Senate if the 
rules of this body permitted him so to do. 

The Senator from Massachusetts knows that I speak in entire kind- 
ness to him, not with any desire, in a hostile spirit, to criticise him, 
but in view of the emergency which is before us, dangerous, violent, 
whose ends can not be foreseen, I say that I am surprised that the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts should say that he will ask the Senate con- 
ferees to to the amendment he has proposed, and which if I un- 
derstand the rules of the Senate is not admissible and could not be 
retained under the practice we have adhered to thus far this session. 
I wish the Senator would state to me if I misapprehend him. I do not 
desire to do so. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator pb met I do not know that I 8 to say 
strangely, but he ia ME ORT O me. Senator first has 

misunderstood me in the fact that he thinks I want the Senate to re- 
cede from its PERE ra when I distinctly stated that I wanted the 
Senate to insist upon it. It is the Senator’s colleague who asked the 
Senate to recede. The Senator misunderstands me further if he un- 
derstands me to be in favor of any infraction of the treaties of the United 
States, which I agree with him in saying have made the title of the In- 
dians to that land ect. 
Mr. INGALLS. May I interrupt the Senator? Was I mistaken in 
that the Senator from Massachusetts tendered an amendment 
provision of the House which he said would be satisfactory to 
the conferees, and that he would offer it in the Senate if the rules per- 
mitted him to do so? 

Mr. DAWES. No; fortunately the amendment which I propose is 
not satisfactory to any other conferee but myself. All the other con- 
ferees, I am sorry to say, are for taking that provision of the bill just 
as it is. I have upon it that I would not agree to that proposi- 
tion unless there was annexed to it the provision that until the arrange- 
ment was made it should be a penal offense for men to go down into 
that Territory without authority of law. I was for accompli just 
exactly what the Senator from Kansas says. I stand here to vindicate 


le, steady, and firm adminis- 
tration of the law. I vindicate it from the aspersion thrown upon it. 
I do not know that anybody will thank me for any words of defense 
in reference to the administration, but I do not for a moment believe 
that the executive power of this Government has been intrusted to an 
hands that will for an instant consider the question whether they will 
maintain the law or not. 

But, sir, I look at this question in the future. That country must be 
opened to settlement. My desire-is that it shall be o 
to law and upon just and fair terms. My desire is that the in 
administration shall be authorized to n with these Indians for 
this vast tract of country that they can not occupy, but which is theirs 
to dispose of. 

They will part with it at some time, nolens volens ; Whether they will 
or not, they will part with it; and it is my desire, in vindication of the 
zig hts of the Indians as well as of the law of the United States, that 

en they part with it they shall with it upon fair and just terms 

agreed to by themselves. But while the negotiation is going on I want 

the arm of the United States strengthened in an effort to keep lawless 

from thatland. I donot want the negotiation to go on while 

the has been taken possession of by rs and law-breakers, 
such as those described by the Senator from 

If there is any difference between him and me it is only this: I say 
that that land must some time or other be opened to the homesteader. 
I want it paa for, and I want the honest rif to have it after 
it is paid for. That is the only difference. Therefore itis that I want 
jaaa amendment which I have offered added to that provision authoriz- 

ing neg negotiations, if that provision passes at all. 

not here to advocate or countenance the violation of the sacred 
treaties with those Indians. Iam here to vindicate them and preserve 
them, and preserve their rights. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the Senator from Kansas is right when 
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he states that there is not a single hoof of cattle upon what is properly 


denominated Oklahoma; but the Senator must understand that the 
men who are leading this lawlessimmigration into the Indian Territory 
claim that the Oklahoma country does not comprise 1,200,000 acres of 
land in the center of the Indian Territory, but 14,000,000 acres of land, 

being one-half of the western half of the entire Territory, and upon that 
land there are thousands of head of cattle to-day. 

Mr. INGALLS. Not on the Oklahoma land. 

Mr. VEST. I say not upon Oklahoma proper, but Mr. Couch in the 
pamphlet which he has distributed all over the West, and a copy of 
which I have, claims that Oklahoma means the western half of the 
whole Indian Territory, the land e, from the Cherokees, from 
the Creeks, from the Choctaws and Seminoles, altogether amounting to 
14,000,000 acres. 

Mr. INGALLS. He may say that, but he knows better. 

Mr. VEST. Iam speaking of the effect of that pamphlet, plausibly 
and ingeniously written, e for the purpose as an appeal to ignorant 
persons in order to induce them to join him in this incursion in viola- 
ton: as I hold, of the law of the land and the rights of the Indian 
tribes. 

So far as the declaration of Mr. Couch and the leaders of this immi- 

tion is concerned, in which it is said or intimated that the incom- 
ing administration will protect them in violating the laws of the United 
States, it is unfair, unjust to the administration of Mr. Cleveland, about 
to go into existence, and it is particularly unfair to the members of the 
Democratic party in the two Houses of Congress. 

The legislation which the Houseof Representatives, a Democratic body, 
proposes, and which we are now considering, is in direct opposition to 
the position assumed by these boomers under the leadership of Mr. 
Couch. The pamphlet to which I have alluded assumes that the In- 
dians have no title whatever to a single foot of this land, but that it is 

ublic domain and therefore these people have the right to go upon it 
‘or homestead or pre-emption. The Senate of the United States and 
the House of Representatives of the United States have both declared 
in their respective provisions that the Indians have a title, and that 
that title should be secured by negotiation by the Chief Executive. 

The proposition to negotiate, and which recognizes the title of the 
Indians, was twice proposed on this floor by a Democratic Senator. 
The provision which izes the same thing comes from a Demo- 
cratic House of Representatives, and the assumption, or intimation, or 
suspicion that the administration of Mr. Cleveland is in sympathy, di- 
rectly or indirectly, with any violation of the law and intends to vio- 
late any treaty made with these Indian tribes, springs alone from the 
desperation of the adventurers who are attempting to violate the law, 
and not from the constituted authorities of the Democratic party in 
this body or in the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Dawes] that the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 112, on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary ed to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when Mr. HAWLEY’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. HAWLEY] is detained on business connected with the Sen- 
ate. I do not know whether he is paired or not. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
18, nays 24; as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
George, Maxey, Vest, 
Cockrel Hampton, h, Walker, 
Coke, N Jones of Florida, 8 Williams. 
Colquitt, McPherson, Slater, 
Garland, Manderson, Van Wyck, 
NAVYS-21. 
Aldrich, Dawes, i Pike, 
Allison, Damunds, Ingalls, latt, 
Blair, Groome, Jones of Nevada, Sewell, 
Butler, Hale, La a, Vance, 
Cha Harris, ne, Voorhees, 
Conger, Harrison, Morrill, Wilson. 
ABSENT—HA. 
Bayard, Fair, Kenna, Pendleton, 
x Farley, Lamar, Plumb, 

Bowen, Frye, Logan, Ransom, 
Brown, Gibson. McMillan, Riddleberger, 

1. Gorman, Miller of Cal., in. 
Cameron of Pa., lawley, Miller of N. V., Sawyer, 
Cameron of Wis, Hil, Mitchell, erman. 
Cullom, Jackson, Morgan, 
Dolph, Jonas, Paimer, 

So the Senate refused to recede. 

Mr. DAWES. I now move that the Senate insist upon its disagree- 
ing vote. 


‘Che PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moses that the Senate insist on its amendment numbered 112. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Now I move that a committee of conference be asked. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate request of the House of Representatives a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the several amend- 


ments still open on this bill. 
The motion was agreed to, 


By unanimous consent, the conferees on the part of the Senate were 
authorized to be appointed by the President pro tempore;.and Mr. 
DAWES, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. Ransom were appointed. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 
rolled joint resolution (H. Res. 341) to authorize the printing of 50,000 
copies of the second annual report of the Bureau of ‘Animal Industry 
for the year 1885; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 2 
PENSION BILLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It isthe duty of the Chair now to 
lay before the Senate the first pension bill, according to the unanimous 
order of the Senate, being the bill (H. R. 7718) restoring John Snyder 
to the pension-roll. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to remind the Chair that unanimous consent 
was given that the unobjected pension cases should be immediately dis- 
posed of as soon as the Indian appropriation bill was out of the way, 
and that time having come, I ask that under that unanimons consent 
we proceed now to dispose of the unobjected pension cases. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair was under the impression 
that this was the first bill moved by the Senator from Indiana yester- 
day. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is the first case; but I wish it understood that 
it comes up under unanimous consent to dispose of all like it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was precisely what the Chair 
stated, that it was his duty under the unanimous order of the Senate 
to lay this bill before the Senate as the first on the list. The bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent to make two favorable re- 
ports from the Committee on Pensions in order that they may be con- 
sidered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to receiving the 
reports? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: s 

A bill ( R. 8155) granting a pension to Addie L. Moore; and 

A bill (H. R. 8237) granting a pension to Mary J. Dickson. 


W. H. MURDAUGH. 


Mr. GARLAND. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
if he will allow me to make a report from the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BLAIR.. Certainly. r 

Mr. GARLAND, The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8183) to remove the political disabilities of W. 
H. Marag of Virginia, have directed me to report it without amend- 
ment. I wish to ask the Senate, under the instruction of the commit- 
tee, to have the bill put on its It_is a disability bill, which 
will excite no debate, and it is the last one of the lot. 

Mr. BLAIR. I cannot assent to the request of the Senator. Ithink 
it justice that we proceed with the pension bills. There are some 
ninety of them, and I think we ought to insist on their being now 


Mr. ALLISON. I rise to make a privi report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understands the Senator 
from New Hampshire to object to the request of the Senator from Ar- 
and the bill reported by him will be placed on the Calendar. 
Pending the bill now before the Senate, the Senator from Iowa is rec- 
ognized. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present the report of the conference committee 
on the pension appropriation bill. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (HI. R. 7755) making 9 
o: 


for the payment of invalid and other pensionsof the United States for the fiscal 


ive Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11, and agree to the same. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
II. L. DAWES, 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
JOHN HANCOCK, 
JOHN E. FOLLETT, 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate agree to the report. 


The report was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does that complete the bill? 
Mr. ALLISON. That completes the bill. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill before the Senate will be 


Mr. HALE, The Senate has proceeded with such unexampled dis- 
patch in the transaction of public business for the last three hours that 
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I have some hesitation in asking it now to proceed to consider the de- 
ficiency appropriation bill. It is a long bill of ninety-odd pages, and 
it ought to be sent to the House of Representatives as soon as possible. 
There are now but twenty-three hours and one-fourth left in which all 
the business needed to be done can be transacted, and, therefore, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to consider the deficiency 
appropriation bill. I am ready to report it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Here are nearly one hundred of these pension bills, 
and they all come from the House. It is necessary that they be acted 
upon almost immediately or they must fail, and I have no doubt that 
rn can be disposed of inside ofan hour. I hope the Senator from Maine 
will not press for unanimous consent under the circumstances, for it 
would force me to do what I should very much dislike to do, object, at 
least for a little while. 

Mr. HALE. I report from the Committee on Appropriations the 

annual deficiency bill with amendments, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks unan- 
imous consent for leave to make a report from the Committee on Ap- 
propriations at this time. Is there objection ? 

Mr, BLAIR. I do not object to the report unless it displaces the 
existing order. á 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report does not displace it. If 
there be no objection, the report will be received. 

The Senator from Maine, tom the Committee on Appropriations, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, and for prior years, and for other purposes, reports it with amend- 


ments, 
Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. I must object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think there ought to be no collision between these 
pension bills and that very important measure. It can not take over 
an hour, probably not over three-quarters of an hour, to dispose of all 
the ion business. 

Mr. HALE. TheSenator must take the responsibility if he thinks 
there is anything now of more importance than this great appropria- 
tion bill. If itis put through, everybody knows that the ion bills 
will surely go through. I have done my duty in reporting it and in 
exhausting my parliamentary right in seeking to get this bill up. I 
shall not trouble the Senate again about it until it is entirely ready to 
go on; and if the Senator chooses to object of course I can not hinder 


Mr, BLAIR. I would like to inquire of the Senator in charge of this 
bill if he can give any intimation as to the probable length of time it 
will consume in consideration ? 

Mr. HALE. I do not think it will bea long bill. I do not think 
there are matters upon it that will raise any issue requiring debate. I 
presume it will pass as fast as the Secretary can read it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask unanimous consent that this bill reported by the 
Senator being taken up, the pension bills may be considered immedi- 
ately after it is disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. Would not that follow as a matter of course? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
‘there is still another appropriation bill that ought to be of, 
and I presume it will not take much time, but there are some differ- 
ences between the two Houses which ought to be submitted. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the unanimous consent indicated; that is, that 
upon the disposition of the bill reported by the Senator from Maine, 
the deficiency bill, and the fortification bill, the pension bills on the 
Calendar may then be immediately considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the deficiency bill being taken up and 

i of,and the fortification bill, the Senate will then take up and 
dispose of the House pension bills favorably reported. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. CONGER. If there be no objection, that would imply that the 
Senate to take up the fortification bill and the deficiency bill 
first. There is before the Senate the river and harbor bill, which has 
in point of time of report precedence, and I shall take, as I gave notice 
last night, the earliest opportunity to call the attention of the Senate 
to that bill. I object to this proposition, because it implies that the 
other two bills mentioned shall have some precedence of the river and 
harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr, HARRISON. I do not think it implies what the Senator from 
Michigan says. It is simply as to what shall be done after these two 
appropriation bills are disposed of. It does not imply, I think, that he 
may not get precedence over these two bills with river and harbor 
bill. 

Mr. ae 5 . understood, = bagel unanimous — 
was given, that when Indian appropriation bi 8 0 
— on consent about pension bills, the river and harbor bi should 
be taken up. Notice was given to that effect the first thing this morn- 
ing, and I must insist on that bill coming in before either of the other 
appropriation bills, or at least after the deficiency bill. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say to the Senator from Michigan that 
Iwas present and heard him give that notice. I did not think it was 
at all necessary for me or for any member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to give notice that we would insist on taking up the regular 
——- bills when they were presented. I supposed that that 
was thoroughly understood in the Senate and agreed to by every Sena- 
tor on this floor. So there was no unanimous consent, I submit to the 
Senator from Michigan, that the river and harbor bill should be taken 


ners CONGER. No; the Senator misunderstood me. I said that I 

to unanimous consent being given to take up pension bills, and Y 
gave notice that as early as possible, and not to interfere with that 
unanimous consent, I would call up the river and harbor bill, and I 
intend to carry out that notice. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Pending the consideration of the 
present order of the Senate, the request of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire having been objected to, the Senator from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that the pending order be informally laid aside and that the 
Senate proceed to consider the deficiency appropriation bill. Is there 
objection? : 

Mr. CONGER. L object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HALE. Is it in order now to move 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not in order. 

Mr. HALE. When will be the time that that can be done? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate will be obliged either to 
rescind or execute the order it has made that the House pension bills 
favorably reported be considered and disposed of in order. 

Mr, HALE. Let me say that I have had great doubt about the pos- 
sibility in the little time remaining of getting through all the mass 
of business required to be done. This has added almost immeasurably 
to that danger. The Committee on Appropriations certainly has done 
its duty; it has worked day and night; it has spent its days and nights 
upon these bills; it has pushed them before the Senate whenever op- 
portunity has offered. It has now done its best to get this great appro- 
priation bill before the Senate in order that it may be passed and sent 
tothe House and become finally, through the processes of parliamentary 
law, a statute upon the law-books of the land. That is all the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations can do; and the Senate must of course take 
the responsibility of the situation that will from now until 12 o'clock 
to-morrow be upon it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire it to be observed that the failure of the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Maine depends upon the objection of the Sen- 
ator from Michigan rather than the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. I understand that the Senator from Mi an 
nizes a possible or conjectural river and harbor bill with the likelihood 
of getting through other business in order that we may complete it dur- 
ing this session. 

r. BLAIR. I wish further to say that when the moment comes— 
I do not know just when it is—when the Senator from Maine can make 
his motion under the rules of the Senate, I will not further oppose it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, unfortunately under the rules of 
the Senate this deficiency bill can only be considered now by unanimous 
consent. It was only reported to-day and one objection it. I de- 
sire Senators to know the exact weight of responsibility that rests upon 
them when they refuse to permit this bill to be considered now. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator permit me to ask him upon what 
Senator the ibility of this objection rests ? 

Mr. COCK. L. I do not know, but upon whatever Senator re- 
fuses unanimous consent of the Senate to the consideration of the bill. 
Thope that unanimous consent will be given in order that we may dis- 
pose of it. We have worked in the Appropriations Committee as faith- 
fully as men could work Saturday night, Sunday, Sunday night, and 
all the time. We have gotten the bills here at the earliest possible 
day, and now we are ready to dispose of them. There is only this bill 
and the fortifications bill, a very small bill, only three pages and a half, 
besides the bills that are in conference. Some of us who are attend- 
ing to this bill ought now to be in conference; and, unless we get 
prani action upon this bill, we can not give attention to the other 

ills which are now in conference and get them 3 of at this ses- 
sion, and the passage of some of those bills is an absolute necessity to 
prevent an extra session of 

Mr. CONGER. I do not bear very lightly the reflections of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. I do not know by what authority the Committee 
on Appropriations can come here and talk about their arduous labors 
and their precedence here over any other committee. There is a com- 
mittee in this body charged with a general appropriation bill, and as 
rapidly as it was possible after that bill came from the House Friday 
night, as soon as they could take it up Saturday the Committee on Com- 
merce took up that bill and considered it as carefully as they had time 
to do, and ordered it to be reported to the Senate as it was yesterday 
in calendar time and to-day in legislative time. It has the precedence, 


and the only point about it is that one objection before adjournment 
would carry the bill over, as it would the deficiency bill or any other 
bill reported to-day. 

I made the motion early in the day that the Senate adjourn by 1 
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o’clock so that we could close thé legislative day, and I now move that 
the Senate adjourn, the order having already been entered, as I under- 
stand, that when we meet again it be at 1 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan moves 
that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator withdraw his motion for a moment? 

Mr. BLAIR. The pension bills are the unfinished business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Michi 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will withdraw his motion for a moment. 

Mr. CONGER. But I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I only wish to make a suggestion. If the Senate ad- 
journs and we begin a new day at precisely 1 o’clock, we have got to 
go through with all the formal proceedings required on i 
every new day. Certain motions can not be made for an hour after we 
begin that day, and the Journal must be read unless there is unani- 
mons consent to dispense with it. 

Mr. CONGER. The motion is not debatable. I have not yielded 
for debate. I insist on the motion. 

Mr. HALE, I only wish to say 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. HALE. If we do not adjourn we can go right on. 

The PRESIDENT pro ingore The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Michigan that the Senate do now adjourn. 
[Putting the question.] The noes seem to prevail. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. All this debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent. The Senator from Michigan calls for the yeas and 


nays. 
Mr. CONGER. As I stated, one objection—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The yeas 
and nays are called jor on the motion to adjourn. 
a a ordered, and being taken, resulted—yeas 41, 
asg 


nays 1 follows: 

YEAS—41. 
Aldrich. Colquit Jonas, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Con 0 Jones of Florida, Sewell, 
Brow’ ; Gen 9 McPherso * . j 

rown 0 n. Vance, 

Butler, 88 Maxey. t Vest, 
Call, Hampton, Mitchell, Walker, 
Camden, Mo! iy 
Chace, i 2 pin ag Pla 
Cockrel awle Pugh 
Coke, 4 — 5 Ransom, 

NAYS—19. 
Cameron of Pa., Frye, Miller of Cal Plumb, 
Cameron of Wis., Hale, Miller of N. V., wyer, 
Cullom, Hoar, Morrill, Voorhees, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Pendleton, Wilson. 

unds, Manderson, Pike, 
ABSENT—I16. 
Blair, Gibson, Lapham, Palmer, 
Gorman, Riddleberger, 
Fair, Hill, Mebfilian, Sabin, a 
Farley, Jones of Nevada, Mahone, Van Wyck. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 1 o’clock p. m., March 3). The 
Senate stands adjourned until March 3, at 1 o’clock p. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 2, 1885. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. 
S. LINDSAY, D. D. 

The Journal of the 8 of Saturday was read and approved. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the regular order. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 
Mr. BRATTON, from the Committee on Printing, submitted the fol- 
lowing report: 

The Committee on Printing, to which was referred the resolution of the Senate 
of Jauuary 24, 1885, as follows : 

“Resol the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there be 
printed 3,000 copies of the communication of the containing 
a list of claims nst France by reason of spoliations prior to the 31st of July, 

copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the use 

of the House of Representatives — 
having duly considered the same, recommend that the House concur therein. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BRATTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
e and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


RETURN OF A SENATE RESOLUTION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House the following res- 
olution, which is rendered necessary in order to correct a mistake w. 
has been made in the transmission of a resolution to the Senate. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That ihe Clerk of the House be directed to request the Senate to re- 
turn to the House of Representatives the concurrent resolution of February 27, 


1 viding for the printing of the first and second volumes of decisions re- 
— to the publio lands, which was by mistake communicated to the Senate 
as having passed the House. 


The resolution was adopted. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. S er, eck the bill (il. K. 2280) . Com- 
mittee on Appropriations I report A i 
appropriations for the naval service of the United States for karr 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, with the Senate 
amendments thereto, and ask unanimous consent to consider the same 
immediately in the House as in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union under the five-minute rule. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate amendments will be reported. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that these amendments be read, and I will 
then state after each has been reported to the House the recommenda- 
tions of the committee in regard to the same. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I think these amendments should be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I was just going to make that suggestion. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the effect of my motion, unless some gen- 


tleman objects to it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. There will be no objection to their consideration in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole with the understanding, of 

that they are to be considered under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. That of course will be the order of the House. 
The Clerk will report the first amendment. s 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 1, line 13 of the printed bill, strike out “one.” 

Mr. RANDALL. That is a mere clerical error, this..word being 


printed twice in succession. The committee recommend concurrence. 
I must request, Mr. Speaker, that there be order upon the floor, as it 
is almost impossible to proceed in the prevailing co . . 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair will state that at this stage of the session, 
it is very important to transact business wipe toes duck pony and bu} 
little progress can be made unless order is preserved upon the floor. 
The Chair hopes gentlemen will preserve order. 

Mr. RANDALL. In this first amendment, as I have said, the com- 
mittee recommend concurrence. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The second amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 21 of the printed bill strike out “nine” and insert ten;“ so that it will 
read ten naval constructors,” &. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend concurrence in the 
second Senate amendment, as also in the third amendment, as they 
bear relation to each other. - ~ 

The amendment of the Senate is in obedience to the requirement of 
existing law. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 3 was read, as follows: 

In line 22, strike out ten“ and insert nine.“ 

Mr. RANDALL. As I have just said, the committee recommend 
also concurrence in this amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 4 was read, as follows: 

On page 74 of the printed bill, line 75, strike out after the word !“ pilotage’ 
the words“ bod 


bringing home the ies of naval officers who have died or ma‘ 
hereafter die while on duty.“ 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the House inserted that pro 
because we believe that where a naval officer died while on duty al 
his remains should be brought home at the ex of the Governmen 
It is a question that appeals to our good fe and what I deem tå 
be a case of humanity. I have nothing further to say except that the 
committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no disposition to concur. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I only desire to say that I yee what 
the gentleman says. I have a case now in my own 
young naval officer died abroad while on service at N. 
and his remains are there without.an effort to bring them home. 

Mr. THOMAS. I think it would be inhuman to strike this out. It 
ought to be adhered to. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence in the 
amendment. 


The motion to non-concur was agreed to 


Amendment numbered 5 was read, as follows: 

On page 4, line 76, strike oub valubles” and insert “ valuables.” 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the correction of an error of engrossment, 
The committee recommend concurrence, : 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 6 was read, as follows: 

In lines 112 and 11 6, under the heading * 
r g Bureau of Navigation, strike 
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Mr. RANDALL, This amendment relates to the amount appropri- 
ated for the Bureau of Navigation. The committee recommend non- 
concurrence. I have no doubt when it comes into conference a settle- 
ment will be quickly reached. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 7 was read, as follows: 

After line 113 insert as follows: 


For special ocean surveys and the publication thereof, $10,000." 


Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence; but 
I desire to say that there is an inclination on the part of the committee 
to favor this proposition. We proves: however, that it shall be non- 
concurred in in connection with another matter. The two questions 


may be adjusted pira 
Mr. BLOUNT. t is the other matter? 
Mr. RANDALL. The next item. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 8 was read, as follows: 
After the seventh amendment insert as follows: 
For publication of professional papers, $10,000." 
Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 9 was read, as follows: 


After line 133 insert the following: 
For the purchase or manufacture of steel guns of small caliber for ships now 
in service, and for testing the same at the naval ordnance proving-ground, 


Mr. RANDALL, We recommend non-concurrence, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania will 
give us some reason for non-concurring. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is an item which relates to the purchase or 
manufacture of small steel guns costing from $2,000 to $4,000 each. 
The committee considered this proposition before sending the bill to the 
Senateand thought it was unnecessary. But the Senate has inserted it 
and the committee desire non-concurrence with a view to having further 
light, if there be any, from the Department in connection with the sub- 
ject. The Committee on Appropriations originally were as a whole op- 
posed tothe purchase or manufacture of these guns by the Government. 

The question taken on non the Speaker stated that 
in the judgment of the Chair the ‘‘noes’”’ it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I eall for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 81, noes 25. 

So (farther count not being called for) the amendment was non-con- 
curred in. 

Amendment numbered 10 was read, as follows: 

Page 7, er nos pos the words completion and,” insert the word “ public; ” 


that it 
eros the coun and public test of two breech-loading rifle cannon of the 
larger calibers now in course of construction for the Navy, carriages and 
ammunition for both, 880,000.“ 


Mr. RANDALL. We recommend concurrence. 
The amendment was concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 11 was read, as follows:. 


Strike out all after the word “dollars,” in line 141 on page 7, down to and in- 


cluding line 153 on 7, namely, the following: 
"Provided, That the test č as follows: With battering 


for hours, and under the —— — 5 ti of firing 
two t rapid continuous rate us near as may 
be like the conditions of a hotly con 1 with the service 


with ample notice to be present, shall 
pra to all persons who indicate a desire to examine the preliminary prepara- 

ion and witness the firing. Expenditures of punta money on all other naval 
eannon of and above said caliber shall cease until this public test has n 
And all the facts and incidents of the test shall be reported to Congress by the 
Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance as soon thereafter as possible.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 

Mr. THOMAS. I would like to ask the gentleinan from Pennsyl- 
vania whether this amendment does not stop the construction of the 

which are almost completed now for the new cruisers. 

Mr. RANDALL. It has noconnection whatever withany armament 
incident to the new cruisers. I will state for the information of the 
House to what it relates. 

There are now in course of construction at the Washington navy- 
yard two 10-inch guns. We in this bill give sufficient money for 
their completion, to wit, $80,000. The House thought it prudent to 
add the character of test which should be given to these guns prior to 
their being placed in use on board ship. ‘The Senate has seen fit to 
strike that out. The House considered that the severest test should 
be applied to these 10-inch breech-loading steel guns, because probably 
in the event of their proving a success they will become the type of 
that sized gun, and because we are admonished by the history of the 
late civil war that the severest test should be applied to this character 
of gun. We remember that even guns of smaller caliber than these, 
the guns, for instance, at Fort Fisher, were more dangerous to us than 
they were to the confederates in that struggle. There were said to 
have been eleven of the confederates injured, while forty-odd of the 
Federals were injured by the bursting of our own cannon. 

It is rather surprising that there should be any disinclination on the 

tof the Department to have a full test as to these guns. It does not 
Eadicate to me that confidence in their manufacture which they ought 


not less than five hours. Permission, 


— —ñ—j—̃— ———— tp sss seen 
a 


to have, and that is the reason why the committee insist upon this char- 
acter of test as n f 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I quite agree with the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 
RANDALL], that the greatest test should be given to these guns, and 
I think it ought to be a public test. 
Mr. RANDALL. That is provided for in the bill. 
Mr. THOMAS. I do not object to non-concurrence. I simply rose 
for the purpose of asking whether this prevents the completion of the 
6-inch and 8-inch guns which are being built at the Washington navy- 
yard in addition to the 10-inch gun, but I see by reading the amendment 
that the is this: ‘‘ Expenditure of public money on all other 
naval cannon of and above said caliber shall cease until this public 
test has terminated.’’ So it will be seen that this does not affect the 
6-inch and 8-inch which are building, but is intended to apply 
only to the two 10-inch guns, and I think that is right. : 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2268) for the relief of John F. Severance; and 

A bill . R. 44) for the completion of a public building at Council 
Bluffs, Iowa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had to the report 
of the committee of conference upon the bill (S. 84) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the 
United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of 
Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, and priorto the massacre of 
August, 1862, and to provide for the payment thereof. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Amendment numbered 12 was read, as follows: 

Strike out three“ and insert four.“ 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, that relates to the amount of the 
appropriation, and the committee recommend that the House non- con- 
cur, with the view of reaching an agreement. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 13 was read, as follows: 

After the word hundred insert and twenty-five;’’ so that it will 
read, as the total appropriation for the Bureau of Equipment and Re- 
eruiting, eight hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend non-concurrence in 
that amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 14 was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words “ car-tickets,.” 

Mr. RANDALL. The Senate desires to cut off the supply of car- tickets 
to employés of the Department, and the committee recommend concur- 
rence, 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 15 was read, as follows: 

After the word “ hundred“ insert“ and % so that it will read $250,000," 
as the total appropriation for the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

Mr. RANDALL. That also relates to the amount of the appropria- 
tion, and the committee recommend non-concurrence. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. ; 

Amendment numbered 16 was read, as follows: 

Strike out the words: And if the Secretary of the Navy shall not be able to 
maintain properly the whole number of naval hospitals now kept open on the 
amounts hereby nopropriatoa for the maintenance of a civil establishment at 
naval hospitals, he shall close those which are least necessary to the service, and 
provide for the patients now cared for therein at such other naval hospitals as 
may be most convenient.“ 
“Mr. RANDALL. That clause was originally placed in the bill at the 
first session of the Forty-seventh Congress. Committee on Appro- 
riations deem it a wise . because it prevents a deficiency; and 
I suflicient money should not be appropriated for the maintenance of all 
these hospitals, then the provision is that such of them as can be safely 
closed shall be closed by order of the Surgeon-General. 
Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, the enactment of this provision has 
been three times recommended by the Secretary of the Navy 

Mr. RANDALL. And it has been inserted in the law. 
Mr. THOMAS. I say it has been recommended three times by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and if meets the unanimous concurrence of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. I will not take time to state them, but 
there are other reasons than those given by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations why this amendment should benon-concurred 


in. 
Mr. RANDALL. I am obliged to the gentleman. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 17 was read, as follows: 
Strike out the words and car-tickets.“ 
Mr. RANDALL. That amendment, like number 14, relates to the 
use of car-tickets a Peay ie 
Mr. KEIFER. r. Speaker, I wish to say in regard to this amend- 


ment, as well as in relation to the one numbered 14, under the head of 
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Bureau of Equipment, that while I am willing that the amendment 
shall be concurred in, it seems to me that we are simply prohibiting 
the supply of car-tickets and leaving persons who may have to be trans- 
pone to various points on the business that theyare engaged in to ride 
at a much greater cost to the Government. 
ES RANDALL. Ido not know where there is any appropriation 
made in any of these bills for hire. 
Mr. KEIFER. But there is plenty of money to be used for carriage- 
hire made under the head of e expenditures. 
The amendment was co 
Amendment numbered 18 was 8 as follows: 
Page 10, line 3, strike out “ten” and insert “ fifteen ;" so as to make the ap- 
propriation for necessary repairs of naval laboratory, naval hospitals, &c., $15,000. 
Mr. RANDALL. This amendment relates to the amount of the ap- 
propriation. The committee recommend non-concurrence. 
‘The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 19 was read, as follows: 
Page 10, line 13, strike out eighty-five” and insert one hundred ;" so as to 
make the appropriation for provisions of seamen and marines, &c., $100,000. 
Mr. RANDALL. Thisamendment also relates to the amount appro- 
priated. The committee recommend non-concurrence, with a view to 
reaching an amicable adjustment in conference. 
The amendment was non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 20 was read, as follows: 
Page 10, line 21, strike out “ car-tickets.” 


Mr. RANDALL. I move to sree in this amendment, 

The amendment was conc 

Amendment numbered 21 was 8 as follows: 

-pago 11, line 16, strike out 30 and insert 20; so as to make the proviso 


* Provided, no F rs of an 
* such repairs, to be 
petent board of naval officers, shall 9 20 per cent. of the 

appraised in like manner, of a new ship of the same size and like material.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, upon the recommendation of the 
committee in this case, which is to concur in the amendment of the Sen- 
ate, I am not a proper spokesman for the committee. I will yield to 
some other member—the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lon] 
or the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER ]—and after an ion 
on that side of the question I shall take the liberty to give the views of 
the minority of the committee on this matter. 

23 LONG. I move that the House concur in this amendment of the 
te. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the recommendation of the committee. 

Mr. LONG. That is the recommendation of the majority of the com- 
mittee. This is the same question which has been discussed and set- 
tied two or three times heretofore. For two or three years we have 
been proceeding under the policy embraced in the amendment of the 
Senate—that no repairs of wooden ships of war shall exceed 20 per 
cent. of the estimated cost of a new ship of the same size and like ma- 
terial. The figures show that the great extravagance in our naval es- 
tablishment has arisen from repairs made upon our wooden ships, 
which in some cases have amounted to two, three, or four times the 
original cost of the vessel. Unless we are to go back to the era of 
wooden ships, we should concur in the Senate amendment. 

All the more necessary is this in view of the fact that our Navy con- 
sists of old wooden vessels; and unless we continue the present policy 
of restricting repairs to 20 percent. we shall be spending all our money 
in repairs of vessels which when repaired will be of no value. 

I move that the House concur. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, a minority of the committee would 
have preferred that this point 3 go to the committee of conference. 
The real question involved is how soon we shall get rid of the wooden 
vessels in the Navy. This naturally depends upon how fast we con- 
struct steel vessels to take their places. The minority of the commit- 
tee thought we should not be too rapid in dispensing with our wooden 
vessels until we are assured of their substitution by steel vessels; and 
that until the purpose of Congress in this particular is manifest, the 
limit of repairs might properly be placed at 30 per cent. For the cur- 
rent year under the two six-month bills and for the prior year the 
limit has been 20 per cent. This is about what is involved in the 
amendment. There are some gentlemen so zealous in behalf of steel 
vessels that I fear they think the taking away of wooden vessels now 
in the Navy will increase the rapidity * with which a new navy may be 
constructed. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, when the other day the ques- 
tion came up about finishing the New York, I droppeda remark which 
I think will apply to this business of wooden ships. As in an army we 
may need artillery, infantry, and cavalry—all three—so in our Navy 
we may need wooden ships, iron ships, and steel ships. There is nota 
very great difference between 20 per cent. and 30 per cent., and we 
need not take up much time upon it. I would be willing ‘that the 
House non-concur, and let the question be settled in conference. We 
must have some wooden vessels. We cannot improvise all at once 
a steel navy. We have here propositions for steel cruisers which I 
hope will be concurred in; and, at the same time, I hope we shall non- 


concur in the amendment as to the finishing of the wooden vessel, the 
New York. I think it would be well to give the committee of con- 
ference a little leeway that they may adjust or, if you please, trade 
on this business, in order that the bill may provide for these various 
arms of our service. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, in answer to the remarks made by the 
distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], I desire to say 
that while it may be possible we ought to have various kinds of vessels 
in our Navy, yet at the same time we have no vessels that rise to the 
dignity of war vessels. Our vessels are all wooden vessels now; and 
we do not wish that all the money Congress sees fit to expend for the 
See aa a navy shall be spent in repairing old obsolete wooden 


* understand exactly what this proposition is, because the 
same form of amendment will — ſound further along in this bill. The 
amendment of the Senate proposes that no part of the sum appropriated 
shall be applied to the repairs of any wooden ship when the estimated 
cost of such repairs shall exceed 20 per cent. of the estimated cost of a 
new ship of the same size and like material. If we agree to the limita- 
tion of 20 per cent.—that is, one-fifth of the cost of a new ship of the 
same size and like material—we shall have enough wooden ships of that 
kind, I think, to answer all the purposes that the gentleman from New 
York expects to be served by wooden ships. The limitation of 30 per 
cent. allows nearly one-third of the original cost to be spent in repair- 
ing a wooden vessel which we have no use for when constructed. These 
vessels are all upon old models—all obsolete. If we keep up such a 
policy we can spend from year to year on these old vessels more than 

to make a good navy. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Will the gentleman from Ohio yield to me? 

Mr. KEIFER. Certainly. 

Mr. COX, of New York. ‘Suppose we compromise this matter at 25 


Mr. KEIFER. If hie guationann choones-to-make that AE AFE 
it can be submitted to the House. I wish to say thereis some present 
promise that we are going to have finished the cruisers which we 
have commenced constructing; we are going to finish the monitors; we 
are proposing to do something also in the way of building the eee 
that floats on the waters according to the best and most approved 
We have now this in prospect, but we shall limit ourselves a little on 
these old obsolete tubs. That is the position I take, that we will spend 

money enough, that we will keep enough of this class of vessels, if we 
ace allowed to spend up to 25 per oent. of the value of a new shipof the 
same size and mod 

Mr. O’ NEILL, 3 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Ohio has not suggested any amendment. 

rA KEIFER. No; I have not moved any amendment. 

r. COX, of New York. I move to concur with 9 
SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I move toinsert 25 instead of 20, so it will 

provide thaé it shall not exceed 25 per cent. instead of 20 per cent. 
SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York wish to be 
heard on his amendment ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. For a moment only. All I haveto say is 
this in response to what has fallen from the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER], that many of these wooden vessels are not obsolete tubs, 

are made of good timber. The New York when completed will 
be built of perfectly good timber, and the new engines to be placed in 
these vessels will be of the most recent origin. So the remark of the 
gentleman does not altogether apply to the wooden vessels, and I hope 
we may have some of these old wooden vessels which may serve ad- 
mirably in the uses of the Navy. Therefore, I say 20 per cent. will 
apply to the repair of more vessels than 30, and a fair com be- 
tween the two I think would be 25 per cent., which amendment I have 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I should like to ask my colleague 
where these new engines are to come from. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I suppose they will come from the future. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Out of . — fund how are they go- 
ing to be paid for? 

Mr COX, of New York. Is there nothing in the bill as to that ob- 
ject? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. My colleague says they will put im- 
proved engines upon these vessels of the Navy. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Evidently they would, or they would not 
be made hereafter. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Why, they have to be made, and out 
of what fund is it to be done? 

Mr. COX, of New York: That will be attended to hereafter; if not 
this year, why, then, the next. 

Mr. RANDALL. It will come out of the fund for steam- engineering, 
$950, 000. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Now, Mr. S er, I desire to re- 
ply to a remark made by the gentleman from ces bag KEIER] a 
moment or two ago in reference to the models of our ships, he deprecat- 
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ing the use of the models of the old tubs, as he calls them, which were 
designed years ago. I say, sir, in the interest of the Navy it is to be 
regretted that the old models have not been adhered to in building ships, 
both iron and wooden. I will state this which may be informa- 
tion to the gentleman from Ohio, that the old frigates United States and 
Constellation, wooden ships, built in this century, have never been sur- 
8 in speed. Those are the models which ought to be adhered to. 

e fri United States was the fastest sailing vessel in the United 
States Navy in her day, and the fastest sailing naval vessel in the world. 
The Constellation came just after her in speed, and the old Constitution 
not much behind. 

Jam ing, Mr. Speaker, in the interest of the old models, and I 
assert it here that there never has been any improvement since those 


days in building naval vessels for speed. I do not deprecate the idea, 
therefore, that we shall adhere to those old models if we want quick 
sailing vessels. 


e KEIFER. Then had we not better build new ships than repair 
old ones? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. The ships were built with great 
care; they were built in the navy-yardsof the country. Every piece of 
wood orother material used in their construction was properly Inspected 
before being allowed to go into their construction. e ship-builders 
of those days produced vessels which could sail away, if necessary, from 
ack eon fleets of England du: the war of 1812. I consider the 
‘naval architecture since, as a ge thing, to be comparatively a fail- 
ure in regard to speed. 

One vessel I will refer to which gentlemen will recall, and that is 
the Princeton, which was built under the auspices of a Democratic ad- 
ministration. Ev was allowed to be putin here. She was con- 
structed in accordance with the ideas of Commodore Stockton of that 
day, who supervised the construction of that vessel. She was a fail- 
ure. So it has been with vessels since then. Hence, I say, do not let 
ms depreciate- the. older ship-builders of the country, those who 


duced that could sail away from the hostile fleet if that fleet was 
one of our naval vessels, 
ere the hammer fell. } 


SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has three minutes 
of his time left. Does he claim it? 
Mr. COX, of New York. Yes; and I will yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. 
Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, with to the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], I believe it is hardly worth 
~while—it is simply making two bites of a cherry. The Senate have de- 
termined on 20 per cent. The question with the House is whether we 
‘will amend by making it 30 per cent. This is not permanent legisla- 
tion. It applies merely to the present year. It is carrying out the 
policy of the last two years. Our Navy is in a transition state. All 
‘our wooden vessels are very old, and most of them if repaired at all 
would exceed the limit. : 
Experience has shown that the great expense connected with the Navy 
arises from the repair of these old wooden vessels. It will reduce that 
and the extravagance which has heretofore applied to their re- 
to keep that limit down, os proposed by the Senate amendment. 
us, therefore, during this transition state, keep it down to the low- 
est point. When we have reached another period, and when our Navy 
rests upon a basis of iron or steel vessels, we can then afford to change 
this limit, but not now. 
I will yield the remainder of any time that remains to the gentle- 
man from Louisi Mr. ELLIS]. j 
Mr. ELLIS. Mr. er, I trust that this House will restrict re- 
Jao ead e en ships as much as it possibly can. In the 
place, sir, they are all of a type thatis passing away. Wood in 
naval construction is a thing of the past. So farasship-building is con- 
cerned its day is over, and the enormous repairs that have been put 
our ships in the past has been the graveyard of our Navy. Year 
year we have been repairing these old wooden vessels at a cost 
which would have given us a modern navy. Let us take the Tennes- 
see, the best vessel of our Navy, and the only one which ranks asa first- 
class vessel, and I quote with reference to that from a speech of my hon- 
orable and distinguished friend from New York [Mr. Hewirr], every 
word of which is verified by the official reports. His description of 
the Tennessee is complete and conclusive. He shows that the repairs 
‘to the hull of this vessel and other incidental repairs, during the Robeson 
administration of the Navy ent, was $1,434,500. That isthe 
Tennessee, our best vessel afloat, which was built in 1844, and the only 
vessel upon our register which ranks as a first-class ship of war. The 
reports, as I have said, show that the statement of the gentleman from 
New York is verified, and that during that administration the 
of the repairs of this ship reached nearly a million and a half of do 
That would have been ample to have built a modern eruiser 
[Here the hammer fell. 
The SPEAKER. Debate is exhausted upon this amendment. 
Mr. ELLIS. I have not exhausted five minutes, certainly. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has exhausted the remainder of 
the time of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. S. I move to make the limit twenty-six. 
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Mr. ELLIS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves an amend- 
ment which is in order. He moves to amend the amendment by strik- 
ing out twenty-five and inserting twenty-six. 

. HUTCHINS. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me the question for the 
House to consider now is not whether we are to havea navy of wooden 
ships, but whether we are to have any navy at all left after the expiration 
of two years. 

Now, Admiral Porter recommended that this limit should be fixed 
at 40 per cent.; and for one I prefer to take his judgment as head of the 
Navy Department to risking my own in a question of this kind. But 
the Bureau of Construction and Repair recommend that we fix the limit 
at 334 or 33, I believe, and the committee after considering the ques- 
tion have decided to fix it at 30, in which form it passed the House and 
went to the Senate, where it was reduced to 20. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have in our Navy De ent at the present 
time thirty-one vessels of war available; that is to say, one of the first 
class, eleven of thesecond class, and nineteen of the third class. Under 
the limit proposed by the committee at the expiration of one year from 
this time eleven, or more than one-third of the available fleet of to-day, 
will be stricken from the rolls of the Navy; and if we pass this amend- 
ment at 20 or 25 per cent. at the expiration of two, or at most three, 
years we will not have a ship left, Now, the only proposition is to ex- 
tend the Navy by improving the modern ships or repairing them, making 
them available for some time for service, until we have devised some 
plan for the permanent increase of the Navy. As yet no plan has been 
devised. 

There is no certainty whatever that within a year or two we shall 
have another steel cruiser, and certainly it does not seem to be the part 
of wisdom or policy on the part of the legislators of this country to de- 
prive the nation of any navy at all, even if it be a wooden navy, until 
we have something to take its place. It is like a man burning the house 
in which he lives before he has completed a new one into which he can 
move. All that gentlemen say of the expense in connection with the 
wooden vessels is true, but do not let us discard them, in the face of the 
recommendation of the Navy and the Bureau of Construction and Re- 
pair, until we have something to replace them with. 

Let us keep the limit of their repair down to 30 percent. I bope it 
will be the will of the House to reject the motion to concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment, and let the matter at least go to a conference commit- 
tee, where, after a full consideration of the subject, we can doubtless 
arrive at some arrangement or conclusion that may be satisfactory both 
to the Senate and to the House. 

Mr. ELLIS. Now, Mr. Speaker, to resume where I left off. I de- 
sire again to call the attention of the House to the cost of this only 
first-class vessel, the Tennessee. This vessel has a speed of, fourteen 
knots per hour. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. You speak of the Tennessee? 

Mr. ELLIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. - She goes off under this amendment in a year. 

Mr. ELLIS. Ah! she is rated as a first-class vessel, the best in your 
Navy and of a type you want to keep up. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. She would not come in under this limit. 

Mr. ELLIS. I do not yield. I trust the gentleman from New York 
will possess his soul in patience. As acoal-consumershe consumes now 
2.95 pounds per hour of horse-power; while your modern engine con- 
sumes one and one-third pounds per hour of horse-power. She is an 
enormous coal-consumer. She is too slow for any purpose. And yet 
the gentleman would have this Government enact a law which would 
permit this vessel to be absolutely built over, when she would be of no 
use in war or in peace. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. I desire to correct the gentleman. 

Mr. ELLIS. I decline to yield. I know the views of the gentle- 
man from New York, and so does the House. 

Now, what does the Secretary of the Navy tellus? He gives youa 
long catalogue of vessels that have not been repaired but have been ab- 
solutely built over; more having been expended on their repairs under 
that enormously wasteful system than the vessels originally cost; 
enough to have made modern vessels in the place of every one of them. 

The gentleman from New York knows we have no vessels; this mat- 
ter of repairs amounts absolutely to the building of the vessel or the 
rebuilding it over, and thus perpetuating in the Navy of the United 
States a type and class and character of vessels that are insufficient in 
war and no credit in peace. 

Now, how long is the country to be subjected to this wasteful and 
extravagant process? How long are you to keep this open grave for 
our fora navy? For as long as we have a few old rotten, obso- 
lete hi on the sea, just strong enough to bear the flagand not stron 
enough to defend it, Iam persuaded the views of certain gentlemen wi 
prevail and that we will not embark in the work of bu a navy. 
I say let these old —— away. I would not d a dollar in re- 
pairing them; but when they become totally unfit I would sell them 
and get rid of them. Let the c know we have not a navy, and 
then they will fill this Hall with Representatives up to their thought, 
up to their wealth, up to their ideas of national power and glory, who 
will compel the building of a modern navy. 


1885. 
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Mr. HUTCHINS. I withdraw my amendment and move to amend 
by making it 27 per cent. 

I am sure the gentleman from Louisiana means to treat this question 
fairly, He bas selected the Tennessee, and he founds all his argument 
on the condition of that ship as a reason why no money, not a dollar, 
should be expended on the repairs of the present Navy. 


If the gentleman from Louisiana had read the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy he would have seen he was dealing unfairly with this 
; subject. The Secretary says at page 14 of his report: 


The available cruising sea vessels of the Navy are the following: One first- 
rate, the Tennessee, of 4,840 tons displacement. 


He means by that first class, not that it is in the best repair; because 
on the same page he says: 


Of the above list it is reported that the following will be condemned when 


surveyed, as they can not be repaired under the law: Tennessee, wanna, 
Powhatan, and Wachusett. 
Now, the gentleman from Louisiana has been talking here about the 


Tennessee, which the Secretary of the Navy tells us under the law, as 
it stands, of the 30 per cent. clause, can not be repaired, He says that 
we propose to appropriate a sum of money here to rebuild that vessel. 
My answer is, under that law that vessel can not be repaired. It is 
y those in good condition which can be repaired ; and it is only for a 
e gear’ purpose, that the American flag may be seen at some mast- 
until we can agree among ourselves to provide for the construc- 

tion of such navy as this Government ought to have. 

I withdraw the amendment, and hope that the 30 per cent. limit will 
be adopted. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move toamend by striking out 25 and insert- 
ing ‘ 26.’ 

Mr. Speaker, this is the old contest which we have had before in the 
House, striving to rupees the navy-yards; and every one who has a 
navy-yard in his mae rhood is in favor of the 30 per cent. limit. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does the gentleman seriously mean 
to make that statement? I have a navy-yard in my immediate neigh- 
borhood and I am not in favor of that limit. 

Mr. LONG. And I am not. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I will not undertake to say that there are not some 
exceptions. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the geneman answer me a question ? 
Mr. There may be some exceptions, and I will except 
gentlemen from the State of New York. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. That is not the point of my question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. His- 
cock] yield? 

Mr. HISCOCK. I do not yield further. 


I have before me a statement of the expenditures upon these old ships. 


The investigation of that subject in the past resulted in the establish- 
ment of this limitation of 20 per cent. Twenty per cent., I believe, is 
the law to-day. 

Mr. LONG. And has been for two years. 

Mr. HISCOCK. And has been for two years, and I am not sure 
but it has been for three years. Now, as a matter of course, when you 
carry the limit up to 30 per cent. you increase the employment in the 
navy-yards. 

ow I do not say that my coll e from New York, Mr. HEWITT, 
or my other colleague from New York, Mr. HUTCHINS, is influenced 
by that, but it is wooden ships that are to be repaired, and the moment 
you the expenditure up to 30 per cent. you increase the amount 
of work in these navy-yards, and the interests of locations, the interest 
perhaps of Brooklyn, the interest of League Island, the interest of all 
the navy-yards and of the communities in the vicinity of those navy- 

ards, is in favor of the highest amount. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to say, as representingone 
of the League Island districts, that I am in favorof the smallest limita- 
tion. I want to get rid of these wooden hulks. 

Mr. HISCOCK. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
has always occupied that position, but I believe that his colleague, 
Mr. O'NEILL, who is always looking after his navy-yard with great in- 
dustry and great intelli; always antagonizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] upon that subject. Now, sir, I will call 
the attention of the House and of my friend from New York [Mr. 
HUTCHINS] to the remarkable statement which was sent to us at the 
beginning of this Congress in regard to the ships now borne upon the 
register. Upon those vessels since they have been borne upon the reg- 
ister we have expended for repairs $41,200,000, and those vessels cost 
only $40,000,000. Therefore it appears that we have expended upon 
them for repairs since they have been borne on the register e 945 
they originally cost. Are we to continue this policy? I say, sir, that if 
we are to havea new navy, an iron and navy, we can do for a while 
with a less number of these old ships, and save this money and devote 
it to the construction of new cruisers, and I believe that will bea much 
better use to make of it. I yield now to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have only a word to say. The proposition is made 
to expend 30 per cent. upon the repairs of these ships. I am informed 


XVI——151 


by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], who is thoroughly 
well in all naval matters, that these vessels were constructed 
during the war and soon after the war, when the cost of building ships 
was very high. Unseasoned timber was used in their construction; 
they were not enduring; and if this appropriation be made on the basis 
of 30 per cent. of the original cost, it will amount now to 50 per cent. 
on the estimated t cost of such vessels. If we appropriate even 
a ed cent. now, it will be perhaps equivalent to 50 per cent. of the 

value of the y so that in two years the appropriation will 
reach what would be the full par value of these v if constracted 
in times like these. I can not imagine what business principles enter 
into a proposition of that kind, and I am surprised that such a proposi- 
tion should come from this economical Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Mr. ir . I desire to say a word 
in reply to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. I am here, 
sir, as an advocate of building ships in the navy-yards of the country. 
I do not hold, however, that there should be no ships built by contract, 
but pari passu with the building of naval vessels in the navy-yards I 
would like to see contractors build ships in their private ship-yards. 
I stand here, sir, as I have always stood, as an advocate of the League 
Island navy-yard, and to assert that for the purposes of building ves- 
sels of war it is not equaled by any navy- in the country; and in 
this connection I desire to bring to the recollection of the House the 
fact that one of the gentlemen who in a former Congress was foremost 
in advocating the closing of that yard by legislation was my friend from 
New York [Mr. Hiscock]. 

The League Island navy-yard is in the neighborhood of thecity a part 
of which I represent upon this floor. In that city there are ics 
unsu in their skill in ship-building, either iron ships or wooden 
ships, either building a new vessel from the keel up or iring an 
old one; and such vessels as have been built or repaired at the League 
Island navy-yard, the Quinnebaug and the Ossi for instance, have 
had Jess money expended upon them in com m with the amount 
of work 3 to be done wan any ee ae been m 
paired at any other navy-yard in the country. Isay respect o 
the mechanics and ship-builders in the city of Philadelphia, that they 
possess the highest skill, developed by long experience, in the construc- 
tion of shipsand in the production of models of naval architecture, and 
I predict that before long Congress will have tore-establish the League 
Island navy-yard, for it is the only place in this country where iron 
naval architecture can be profitably carried on. 

Mr. POTTER obtained the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. After the gentleman from New York [Mr. Por- 
TER] has spoken I shall move to close debate upon this paragraph. 

The SPEAKER. On the Senate amendment and the amendments 
thereto ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. 

Mr. HISCOCK withdrew his formal amendment. 

Mr. POTTER. I renew the amendment. I quite agree, Mr. Speaker, 
that this nation should have a ramet equal to its great wants and its 
great duties. We should not be behind any of the other nations of the 
world in this respect. But, sir, there is unanswerable force in thesug- 

ion of the honorable member, my colleague, from New York [Mr. 

ISCOCK ], that it is of higher importance than any question of 5 or 10 
or 15 per cent. that the flag of our country be kept afloat until we shall 
introduce and produce vessels of iron that shall supplement those that 
we now have to bear our flag. For one, sir, I am willing that the 
naval authorities who have recommended that this limit shall be kept 
at 30 por cent., or as near that as possible, shall have their way. I de- 
sire t the flag of my country, if it can not float upon iron ships, 
shall at least, until we have such ships, float wherever possible upon 
the best ships that we have. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move to close debate on this amendment of 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Porrer, to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York, Mr. Cox. 

Mr. POTTER. I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox, to strike out twenty and in- 
sert ‘‘ twenty-five.” 

5 was not agreed to; there being—ayes 12, noes not 
counted. 

The question being then taken upon the motion of Mr. LONG to con- 
cur in the amendment of the Senate, there were—ayes 61, noes 83. 

Mr. LONG. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 53 voting in favor thereof. 


SURVEY OF NAPA RIVER, CALIFORNIA. 


The SPEAKER. Before the vote is taken, the Chair, if there be no 
objection, will lay before the House several executive communications 
and personal requests, 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Honse a letter from the Secretary of 
War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers of a survey of 
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Napa River, California; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
SURVEY OF CASHIE RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting 
Cashie River, from its mouth to Windsor, N. C.; which was 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF DARIEN HARBOR, GEORGIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting a report from the Chief of Engineers of a sur- 
vey of Darien Harbor, Georgia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

WASHINGTON AND GEORGETOWN RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the eee many 


dent of the W. and Georgetown Railroad Company 
mitting the annual of that company; which was fo the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, 
J. R. SANTOS. 

eee thy before the House a letter from the 
of State, transmitting a dispatch from the consul. of Guayaquil 
Ssiiee’hn the vitae J. R. Santos; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign rye and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
)73700ͤã ĩð:v Se rena O the following 


170 Mr. York, for Tuesday and Wednesday next, on account of sick - 
ness. 

To Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, until Tuesday next, on account of 
serious illness in his family. 

To Mr. JOHNSON, from attendance in the evenings for the remainder 
of the session, on account of sickness. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave to print remarks in the REcoRD was 
eee 


To Mr. BUDD, on the fortification a ion bill. 
To Mr. STOCKSLAGER, on the bill (H. R. 7523) defining the duties of 
the Supervising Architect, and for purposes. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
from the files of the House papers in the case of George W. Osborn 
without leaving copies, there having been no adverse report. 


ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION. 


Mr. SNYDER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker the same: 

A bill (H. R. 577) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to 
the city of Kirwin, Kans. ; 

A bill (H. R. 1266) for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck; 

A bill (H. R. 2158) for the benefit of John C. Herndon; 

A bill (H. R. 3058) to amend section eee 1, title 23 of 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to general incorporation 
acts of Territories; 

A bill (H. R. 4280) eraser sare oahu Martha C. Breese; 

A bill (H. R. 4382) for the relief of William H. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the claims of offi- 
cers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property destroyed 
in the military service of the United States; 

A bill (H. È. 6940) granting a pension to Sarah M. Bissell; 

A bill (H. R. 8030) making an appropriation for the tural De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 


A bill (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; and 

Joint mice bre (H. Res. 124) auth the collector at the port 
of New York to deliver, free of duty, a silver won by Sergt. A. B. 
Van Heusen as a member of the American Rifle Team, at Wimbledon, 
in July, 1883. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the return, in compli: with the request of the House, of concurrent 
resolution of the House of February 27, 1885, providing for the print- 
ing or the first and second volumes of decisions- relating to the public 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on concurrence in the twenty- 

first amendment of the Senate, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, 


a report from the Chief of Engineers of a survey of 
reaction bo 


The question was taken: and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
115, nays 151, not voting 58; as follows: 


YEAS—15. 

Adams, G. E. Dingley, Kean, Rockwell, 
Adams, J.J. ` Keifer, Rowell, 
AA Elli Keiha 8 

erson, is, yan, 
Arnot, Ellwood, Lacey, Smalls, 
Atkinson, Evans, Lawrence, Smith, A. Herr 
Barksdale, * Smith, H. Y 
al Findlay, Long, Spooner, 

yne, Finerty, an, Steele, 
Bisbee, George, MeCoid, Stephenson. 
Guenther, McComas, Stewart, J. W. 

Boutelle, Hanback, McCormick, Stone, 
Bowen, Hancock, Millard, Strait, 
Breitun Hart. Money, Talbott, 
Brewer, F. B. Hatch, H. H. Morrill, Taylor, J.D. 
Brewer, J. H. Henderson, D. B. Nelson. 
Brown, W. W. Hepburn, Ochiltree, Valentine, 
Browne, T. M. Hewitt, A. 8. O'Hara, Wait, 
Brumm, Hewitt, G. W. Parker, W. 
Burleigh, b Payne, W: 
Campbell, J. M, Hitt, Payson, Weaver, 
Cannon, Holmes, Perkins, Wemple, 
Cassidy, Holton, White, J. D. 
Craig, Horr, Pettibone, Whiting, 
Culbertson, W.W. Houk, Po 5 Wilson, James 

n, Ho $ Post, Wood 
Cutcheon Jeffo: Price, z 
Davis, G. R. Johnson, Ranney, York, 

Davis, R. T, Jones, B. W. Riggs, 

NAYS—151. 
Alexander, Dorsheimer, Jones, J. H. Rogers, W. F. 
Bagley. Dowd, Jones, J. K. Seney, 

ntine, Dunn, Jordan, Seymour, 
ie a —— 

ont evre, 

Bennett, Elliott, Lewis, Skinner, T. G. 
Bingham, English, Lore, Slocum, 
Bland, Ermentrout, i Spriggs, 
Blount, Ferrell, McA y Springer, 
Boyle, Fiedler, MeMillin, Stevens, 
Breckinridge, Follett, n. Stewart, Charles 
Broadhead, Foran, = 4 A 
Buchanan, Forney, Miller, F. * 
Buckner, ý ills, Sumner, C. A. 
Budd, Garrison, Mitchell, Swope, 
Burnes, Geddes, Mouiton, Taylor, J: M. 
Cabell, Gibson, Muldrow, ompson, 
Caldwell, * Muller, Tillman, 
Candler, Graves, Murphy, d. 
Carleton, Green Mutchler, ‘Tucker, 
Clardy, leaf, N Tully, 

Clay, Oates, ‘Turner, H. G. 
Clements, Hammond, O’Ferrall, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Cobb, Hardeman, O'Neill, Charles Van Alstyne, 
Connolly, Hardy, Paige, ‘ance, 
oa Baers K. oe xea Eaton, 
Coo! Fach, Š 8 ‘allace, 
pine. ante Hemphill, Pierce, ard, 

Co in, Henley, Potter, Warner, A. J. 
Cox. S 8. Herbert, Pryor, ‘arner, 
Cox, W. R. 111 Pusey, is, 

; Hoblitzell, 1, Wilson, W. L. 
Culberson, D, B. Holman, — 2 W. E. B. 
Davidson, Hopkins, Reid, J. W. Wolford. 
Davis, L. H. Houseman, Reese, Wood, 

T, Hunt, Robertson. Yaple, 

Dibrell, Hurd, Robinson, W. E Young. 

ery, Hutchins, Rogers, J. 

NOT VOTING—58. 
Barbour, Henderson, T. J. Murray, Struble, 
Belford, Hooper, Neece, ner, 
Blackburn, > Nutting, Taylor, EB. 
Brainerd, Jones, J. T. O'Neill, J.J. 
Bratton, Kellogg, Phelps, 2 
Campbell, Felix King, Rankin, Wellborn, 
Campbell, Kleiner, Ray, G. W. eller, 
e Laird, Ray, Ossian White, Milo 

Collins, Lamb, Reed, T. B. Wilkins, 

~ Miller, Si, Robinson, J. S. Winans, Joh 

i er, a n 
Di Milliken, Rosecrans, Wise, G. D 
Funston, Morgan, Shaw, Wise, J. S. 
Goff, Morrison, Skinner, C. R. 
Haynes, Morse, der, 
So the amendment was non-concurred in. 
During the roll-call, 


Mr. RANDALL moved that the reading of the names be dispensed 
with by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

The following pairs were then announced: 

On all political que uestions until further notice: 

Mr. Morrison with Mr. Jonx S. WISE. 

Mr. SHAW with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. RICE. 

Mr. NEEcE with Mr. CHALMERS. 

For this day: 

Mr. KELLOGG with Mr. BLANCHARD. 

Mr. Jones, of Alabama, with Mr. STRUBLE. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
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On this vote: 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. HAYNEs. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. BELFORD. 

Mr. SNYDER with Mr. Gorr. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr, RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendment was non-concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the S. signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 2268) for the relief of John F. Severance; and 

A bill (H. R. 441) for the completion of a public s at Council 
Bluffs, Iowa. 


REPORT OF CAPT. M. A. HEALY, UNITED STATES REVENUE MARINE, 


eee laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
, transmitting the report of Capt. M. A. Healy, U. S. R. M., 

on 1 — cruise of the revenue marine steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. HISCOCK. I move that the question of printing extra copies 
să that valuable report be referred under the rule to the Committee on 

rinting. 

The SPEAKER. That question will be referred to the Committee 
on Printing, when it will then become a privileged matter. 

Mr. HISCOCK. So I suppose, and that is what I desire. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment of the 


Senate. 
Amendment numbered 22 was read, as follows: 


Strike out the following: For the completion of the New York, $400,000." 


Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations recommend non- 
concurrence; and as this subject was very fully discussed when the bill 
‘was under consideration some days ago, I feel justified im demanding 
the previous question. 

Mr. HISCOCK. It seems to me we should have some discussion on 
this question of concurrence or non-concurrence in the amendments of 
the Senate in out this paragraph. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I think we are entitled to a discussion under 
the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Under the order of the House there will be dis- 
cussion for five minutes on each side. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well; let each side state the case. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move to concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Of course the question will be on concurrence. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations recommend 
non-concurrence. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I have a bright hope that the 
House will so vote, looking at the provisions of this bill for the support 
of the Navy, that it shall be something more ee nominal navy, 
and in that view I ask the amendment of the Senate striking out this 
appropriation of $400,000 be concurredin. As we all agree, I believe, 
this money is to be expended upon an old frame of a ship of an obsolete 
model, and which when finished at this vast cost will be of no possible 
use or value to the country in time of war. 

As has been already said here on this floor in debate on this bill, this 
is a vessel without in comparison with the naval vessels of the 
world of to-day. It would havea speed of about twelve knots an hour, 

haps not even so much as that, and it would beincapable of eateh- 

a vessel on the high seas that it conld whip; and what is still worse, 
it could not run away from anything on the high seas, and everything 
could whip it that could catch it. It would be of no value in coastde- 
fense. It would beof no value at sea in time of war. It is well known 
that this is a mere frame-work of a ship called the New Yérk, on the 
stocks in the Brooklyn navy- It has some wooden ribs, and has 
some of the skeleton of a great ship; but it has been standing now for 


a full score of years in that 83838 cpa oeek 
to this time has deemed it worth while to expen toward 
its completion. All of a however, it occurs to the House of 


Representatives of the United States to expend $400,000 in trying to 
put the ship in a condition that it can be launched upon the waters. 
But nobody pretends that it will be of any value except my distin- 
guished friend from New York [Mr. Cox] who. I see before me, and 
another distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. Dine ry] on this side of 
the House, both of whom agreed in the course of debate some days ago 
r it would be valuable, possibly, in case we should need another ship 
mèi a naval school in, tied up somewhere in some harbor of the 
Unit States. This is the best and the sole purpose to which the ves- 
sel could be applied in case the vessel was ever finished. We have, as 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. RANNEY] suggests te me, sufficient 


of these old wooden ships well fitted for the business of teaching a naval 


time, and the work on her, if authorized, 


t 
school in at some point along the coast, without the aoe? of em- 
barking in the construction of others for that purpose, This vessel, 
therefore, is not needed for that. 

It is beyond comprehension that we should be able to finda body of 
men insisting upon completing it. The amount to be upon 
it if completed would build some sort of a vessel valuable at least for 
coast defense; but this expenditure, in addition to what has been already 


expended on this vessel, is an absolutely useless and waste 
of the publie money, and ought not to receive the sanction of this House. 
It would be simply money thrownaway, and resolvesitself into a 
matter of squandering the public funds. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, this provision was recommended b 
the Committee on Appropriations, and was adopted by the House after 
a full debate. The Senate has non-concurred, and the Committee on 
Appropriations again recommend non-concurrence in their amendment. 
I do not think any further debate is necessary; but I will yield two 
minutes to the gentleman from New York, Mr. Cox, and two minutes 
to the gentleman from New York, Mr. POTTER. f: 
Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
KEIFER] has taken occasion, as he did some time ago in the debate on 
this subject, to indulge in a spiritof ridicule toward the construction of 
this ship by calling it an old, obsolete type, or tub, or something of that 
sort. I wish to say to the House, and to the gentleman 323 
that it is nothing of the kind. In the Forty-seventh 
was made by a committee on this very subject; and they as to 
the New York that it should be built. They show that the vessel was 
commenced in 1865; that it is a vessel of twenty-one guns, with 2, 490 ton- 
nage and 4,070 displacement; and as to its present condition and loca- 
tion, it is shown by the tabulated statement accompanying the as 
a partly completed vessel or frame on the stocks in New York, built of 
live-oak, and worthy of being finished. That report, the substance of 
which I have merely alluded to, was made to the Forty-seventh Con- 
— y that very committee, and I call the attention of the gentleman 

Ohio to the fact, that recommended the construction of the steel 
cruisers for our navy of the future. 

And now to show that this is not a matter brought up in a hurry, 
without debate and without proper consideration or proper examina- 
tion, I hold in my hand another report, which was quoted by myself the 
other day in reference to this New York, a report made from the Bu- 
reau of Construction and Repair to the Secretary of the Navy for the 
p. ending June 30, 1884, in which it will be found, and I will have 

t printed, but will now only say to my friend from Ohio that this re- 
port by Naval Constructor Wilson strongly recommends the completion 
of this ship. He says, 5 


The bureau strongly recommends the completion of the frigate New York at 
the Brooklyn navy-yard. This vessel has been on the stocks in one of the ship- 
houses since 1865; and from the fact that she was in frame before work wassus- 
pended on her, and was neither ceiled nor planked, the air has freely circulated 


through her timbers, and to-day they are as hard as 3 and probably in better 

condition than any frame timbers ever predak in a ship. with mate- 
rials that have been preserved by the Thilman 2 es 1 tim - 
ber, she would make a useful at most efficient t ship of class fur twenty 


She ean carry se heavy aad 
ually as well arranged for ops stern fire as the new cruiser Chicago 
er length on the mean load line is 315 feet, extreme breadth ieee 


depth from a edge of rabbet of keel to jower port sill on gun deck 25 feet 
inches, She is to have a ship's rig, having 24,000 rate tocar act 
surface in —— 8 Her displacement ata draughtof 13 feet b inches 
forward, and 21 feet 5 inches aft, would be equal to 4,527 tons, and her lowest 
parana sill on tbe gun deck would be 8 feet above water. The plans for finishing 
vessel are in such a condition that they could be completed in a very short 
be pushed to completion and the 


vessel put afloat within six months from the time it is resumed, 5 po of 
doing ag work without having to draw so K ropri- 
ations and repair, bu bed which 


construction 
R will be sufficient to cotuplete her. 


All I have to say, then, is that inasmuch as the skeleton of this ves- 
sel is in a first-class condition, and as it has been recommended for 
completion by competent naval authorities, I hope the good work will 
go on, and we will furnish machinery in the future by which she may 
be made useful, if not upon the sea as a belligerent in time of war, at 
least for other purposes in connection with our naval service. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I have only time to say that in my 
judgment this ship should be completed. We have won nearly all we 
have won by our Navy in the past in wooden ships; and to whatever 
extent the construction of iron ships will be carried there will be always 
ample room and ample demand for the use of ships like this. She has 
cost already many hundreds of thousands of do all of which is 
either to be thrown away or else we must make this appropriation to 
complete her. She is a new ship and will be one of the of her kind 
in the Navy when completed; and, as I have said, there will be always 
places in the naval service where ships of this character will be needed, 
both in time of war and in peace. 

In war we need transport ships; in war we shall always need ships 
under circumstances where this ship will serve better than the iron ship. 
I hope the House will stand by the committee and insist upon the com- 
pletion of this ship. 

Mr. THOMAS. I move to amend by striking out 5400, 000 and 
inserting ‘‘ $200,000. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I give notice that after the gentleman from Illinois 
has been heard I shall move to close debate. 

Mr. THOMAS. I offer this amendment in order that I may repl. 
to the statement made by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, with reference to 
the recommendation for the rebuilding of this vessel. I happened to 
be a member of the Naval Committee at the time this recommenda- 
tion was made and before it was certainly known we could furnish the 
materials and build steel vessels in this country. Since then it has been 
shown we can not only manufacture the steel, but we can manufacture 
the ships, as the new vessels which will soon be completed demonstrate. 

I desire to call the attention of the House to a letter I have received 
from the Admiral of the Navy. And however little or however much 
the members of this House may know about naval architectureand ships 
of war it is safe to say that David D. Porter, Admiral of the Navy, knows 
something. He has written to me in reference to this vessel, and he 
says: 

An item is introduced appropriating $400,000 to finish a wooden ship— 

The New Vork 
whose hull was modeled twenty years ago,and which will cost $1,000,000 be- 
fore she is finished. 

Why, two shells from this little gunboat would set her on fire and completely 


estroy her. 

I have given the experience of fifty-five years to the naval service. 

If Congress thinks to go to work and build a wooden vessel u 
that were prepared twenty years ago,and which, when finished, will scarcely: 
ha enough to out of her own way, and will be but a duplicate of the 
Tennessee, with a vulnerability greater than ships had at the time she was 
planned, owing to the increase in the size of guns and shell, well and good. 

It is said the reason for building her is because we must have something to 
represent us abroad until iron or steel ships are built, but that would be a poor 
representation of a nation’s progressiveness which would offer a ship to the 
eyes of the European world that was twenty years behind the time and built 
of a material that no naval power on the earth would think of using for a fight- 


a eee the Chinese deride the old wooden ships that we send abroad. Of course, 
Europeans know how useless they are. V we want for immediate use is 
something to defend our coasts, 

These are the words of wisdom which have fallen from the lips and 
pen of the Admiral of the Navy, and they meet the concurrence of 
every man who has looked into this question of the construction of the 
Navy. These wooden ships have passed out of date. They are no 
longer useful. Take, for instance, the Michigan, to which I referred 
on another occasion. She was built forty years ago. She cost about 
$500,000; and in the forty years she has been afloat she has cost less to 
keep her in repair than any wooden vessel-now afloat has cost for the 
same purpose in five years; while the Kearsarge, the Powhatan, the 
Lancaster, and any number of wooden vessels I might mention, and to 
which the attention of Congress has been called by an executive docu- 
ment frequently read here, have cost for repairs twice, ay, three times 
as much, as their original cost. To-day if this bill becomes a law they 
will be stricken from the Navy Register, because even 30 per cent. will 
not keep them afloat and make them efficient even for surveying ves- 


n plans 


sels. 

I pope the amendment of the Senate will be agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Ih the House will sustain the recommenda- 
tion of the committee. move to close debate on the amendment of 
the Senate and the pending amendment. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. THOMAS. I withdraw the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] to concur in the Senate amendment striking 
out the lines which have been read. * 

Mr. KEIFER. I think we may as well have the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays there were ayes 48— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. KEIFER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 40 members voting therefor, 

Mr. RANDALL. I perceive that the demand for yeas and nays can 
not be beaten, and therefore to save time I am willing that they shall 
be ordered by consent. 

There was no objection. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 100, nays 151, not 
voting 73; as follows: 


YEAS—100, 
Adams, G. E. Craig. Hatch, H. H. Lacey, 
Adams, J. J Culbertson, W. W. nes, Laird, 
Aiken, Cullen, Henderson, D. B. Lawrence, 
Anderson, Curtin, Henderson, T. J Libbey, 
Arnot, Cutcheon Hewitt, A. S. Long, 

' Davis, G. R. „ „ 
Bayne, Davis, R. T. Hitt, MeCoid, 
Bisbee, Dixon, Holmes, McCormick, 
Boutelle, Dunham, Holton, Millard, | 
Brainerd, Ellwood, Horr, Morrill, 
Branne Evans, Houk, Nutting; 
Brewer, F. B. Findlay, Howey, Ochiltree, 
Brewer, J. H. Finerty, James. (Hara, 
Browne, T. M. Guenther, Je Parker, 

mn, x Jones, B. W. 
Campbell, J. M. Hancock. Kean, Payson, 
non, Harmer, Keifer,‘ Perkins, 
Cassidy, a Kelley, 


Pettibo Skinner, C. R. Stone, Weaver, 
Poland. Smalls, Strait, White, J. D. 
Ranney, Smith, A. Herr Taylor, J. D. ite, 
Reed, . Spooner, Th Whiting, 
Rockwell, Steele, Valentine. Wilson, James 
Rowell, Stephenso: Wait, Wise, J. S. 
Russell Stewart, J. W. Washburn, York 
NAYS—151. 
Alexander, Dorsheimer, Kleiner, Singleton, 
ley, Dowd, Lanham, Skinner, È 
Ballentine, 2 ~ wares —— 

ur, Jaton w iggs, 
Barksdale, Eldredge, Lovering, Springer, 

p Elliott, Lowry, Stevens, 
Belmont, English, MeAdoo, Stewart, Charles 
eet ples 3 MeMillin, — x 

lount, zver! b 
yle, 8 Ferrell, Miler J b. Sumner, D. H. 
Bratton, Fiedler, ls, Swope. 
Breckinridge, Follett, Mitchell. 
Buchanan, Forney, Muldrow, Taylor, J. M. 
Buckner, Fyan, Murphy, 70 
Burnes, Garrison, Mutehler, Thompson, 
I, Geddes, Neece, Tully, 
Caldwell. Glaseock, Nicholls, Turner, H. G. 
l. Felix Graves, Oates, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, J. E. Green O’Ferrall, an » 
er, Green leaf, O'Neill, Charles Vance, 

on, Halsell. ONeill, J. J. Van Eaton, 
Clay, Hammond, Paige, allace, 
Clemen! Vardeman, Patton, Ward, 
Collins, Hardy, J. Warner, A. J 
Connolly, Hatch, W. H. Phelps, Warner, Richard 
Converse, Herbe Pierce, Well 

k, Hewitt, G. W. Potter, WII 

C ve, Hill, Pryor, Willis, 
Covington, Hoblitzell, Randall, Wilson, W. L. 

x, C. S. Holman, Reagan, ‘Winans, E. B, 
Cox, W. R. Hopkins, Reid, J. W. Winans, John 

isp, Houseman, Reese, Ales ie h 
Culberson, D. B. Hunt, Robertson Wo ý 
Davidson, Hurd, Rogess, J. H. Wood, 
Davis, L. H. Hutehins, Rogers, W. F. Woodward, 

uster, Jones, J. II. Seney, Worthington, 
Dibrell, Jordan, our, Yaple. 
Dockery, King, Shively, 

NOT VOTING—73. 
Atkinson, Funston, Money, Ryan, 
Belford, rge; Morgan, Shaw; 
Gibson, Morrison, Smith, H. Y, 

Blackburn, tr. Morse, Sn: 3 
Bian P Hemphill, Moulton, Struble, 
Bland, Henley, Muller, Sumner, C. A. 
Bowen, Hepburn, Murray, Taylor, EB. 
Broadhead. Hooper, Nelson, a 
Brown, W. W. Jo! m, Post, Townshend, 
Buäd. Jones, J. K. Price, X 
Burleigh, Jones, J. T Pusey, ‘Wadsworth, 
Chalmers, ellogg, Rankin, Wakefield, 
Clardy, Ketcham, Ray, G. W. Weller, 
Cobb. Lamb, Ray, Wemple, 
Dargan, Lore, Rice, i 
Dibble, M Young. 
Dingley, tson, Robinson, J. S 

is, Miller, S. H. Robinson. 
Foran, illiken, 


So the amendment was non-concurred in. 5: 

On motion of Mr. RANDALL the reading of the names was dispensed 
with. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s desk: 

Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, with Mr. HOOPER, for the remainder of the 


. Rīegs with Mr. JOHNSON, on this vote. 

. DIBBLE with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, on this vote. 
. SNYDER with Mr. Gorr, on this vote. 

. BUDD with Mr. GEORGE, on this vote. 

. CLARDY with Mr. BELFORD, on this vote. 

. FORAN with Mr. CHALMERS, on this vote. 

. BLACKBURN with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. ; 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was non-concurred in; and also moved to lay the motion to recon- 
sider on the table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Amendment numbered 23 was read, as follows: 

Strike out the word “thirty” and insert the word “twenty;” so that, if 
amended, the proviso will read: 

„That no part of said sum shall be ee to the repair of engines and ma- 
chinery of wooden ships where the estimated cost of such repair shall exceed 
20 per cent. of the estimated cost,” &. 

Mr. RANDALL, The committee recommend concurrence, but there 
has been an indicative vote of the House this morning in the other 
direction. . 

Mr. KEIFER. There is no objection to taking the judgment of the 


ouse. 

Mr. RANDALE. In obedience to the instructions of the committee 
I make the motion that the House concur, but I express an individual 
hope that the House will vote that down. - 

Mr. LONG. I suggest that that amendment and the next one be 
taken together. 
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Mr. KEIFER. Make the motion tonon-concur in the twenty-third 
and ry PANES amendments. 

Mr. ALL. That would be in harmony with the action of the 
House mornin, 


The 8 EAK ER. If there be no objection, the House will non- con- 
cur in these two amendments. 
There was no objection; so the amendments were non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 25 was read, as follows: 
Strike out warves and insert wharves.” 
The amendment was concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 26 was read, as follows: 
Strike out car-tickets, $200.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a suggestion. I think 

the Committee on Appropriations were unanimous in agreeing that the 

remainder of the amendments of the Senate should be non-concurred 

in. I do not mean that all the members of the committee were in 

favor of non-concurrence in each of these amendments, but they were 
that that was the best policy. 

Mr. RANDALL. In accordance with the suggestion of the pote: 
man from Ohio L[Mr. KEIFER], for which Iam indebted to him, I move 
that the House non-concur in the remaining amendments of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, the remainder of the Sen- 
ate amendments to this bill will be non-concurred in. 

Mr. COX, of New York, and Mr. TALBOTT. There is objection. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I make no objection except as to amendment 28. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations, as stated by 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER], reached a unanimous conclu- 
sion as to the remainder of the Senate amendments to this bill, that 
they should be non-concurred in. The subjects all relate to each other; 
the amendments are interwoven, as it were, one with another, and the 
committee have also, in some degree, discussed the position to be taken 
by the conferees. I hope the suggestion of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KEIFER] will be assented to. 

Mr. KEIF. I want it understood that we do not necessarily disa- 

with the substance of all these amendments, but we do agree that 
it is a wise policy to go into conference upon them. 

Mr. RANDALL. e all agree as to the increase of the navy, and 
as to the propriety of making the Secretary of the Navy and the heads 
of bureaus the responsible parties in the construction of these vessels. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection 

Mr. COX, of New York. Objection has been made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that objection was made 
only to non-concurrence in the twenty-eighth amendment. 

Mr, COX, of New York. I understood the gentleman from Penn- 

lvania (Mr. RANDALL] to say that he proposed to non-concur in all 

e rest of the Senate amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Now I should think that gentlemen on 
both sides might be willing to take the sentiment of the House in re- 
lation to these things. Let them make the motion to non-concur and 
let the House act upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. We do move to non-concur. 

Mr. COX, of New York. The amendments are quite different in 
character. Here is a motion to strike out what the House has already 
inserted and insert something else. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thatis the Senate amendment, and we propose to 
non-concur. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Then, further along, in another amendment, 
come the monitors. Now, some gentlemen here do not want to vote ſor 
the monitors. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, you are not voting for them by non- concur- 
rence. 

Mr. COX, of New York. I know I am not, but I may want to vote 
for some of these other propositions. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, if you want to you can vote for the cruisers. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments must be acted upon separately 
unless unanimous consent is given to act upon them all together. Ob- 
jection is made, and the Clerk will read the next amendmen 

Amendment numbered 27 was read, as follows: A 

Strike out the words To complete the construction of the steel cruiser of 
not less than 5,000 nor more than 6,000 tons displacement, and the armament 
therefor, authorized by act of Con: saree. s, 1882, $1,780,000, or so much 

tary of the N: 


thereof asmay be necessary: Provided, The 


of the construction of said vessel. 


Mr. RANDALL. I move the previous question on the motion to non- 
concur in that amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment numbered 28 was read, as follows: 


avy shall approve 


Insert : 
To enable the President to strengthen the naval establishment of the United 
States by additional vessels of the best and most modern „ ha the 
highest attainable speed, the sum of $1,895,000 is hereby app ted, to be ex- 
pended as follows and under the following limitations: 

“For the construction of two cruisers of not Jess than 3,000 nor more than 5. 


tons displacement, costing, exclusive ofarmament, not more than $1,100,000 each; 


one heavily armed gunboat of about 1,600 tons 
one 


Spomen, costing, exclusive 


* 
of armament, not more than $520,000; and of about 800 tons 
displacement, costing, exclusive of armament, not more than $275,000; and au- 
thority is hereby given for the construction of said four vegsels, at not exceed- 
ing the total cost for each above specified, in accordance as 


may be determined upon, after a revision and reconsideration of all 

which have been heretofore made, and in the manner and conformity to 
conditions and limitations pro for the construction of the new cruisers in 
the acts of August 5, 1882, and of March 3, 1883,” 

Mr. RANDALL. Under instruction of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations—I believe without dissent—I move non-concurrence. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I move to concur with an amendment to insert the 
word steel between ‘‘two’’ and +‘ crnisers;*’ soas to read two steel 
cruisers.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask the previous question on my motion and on 
the amendment. 

Mr. COX, of New York. Mr. Speaker, with the permission of my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], I desire to state that the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, of which I am chairman, favor, I believe 
almost unanimously, some attempt of this kind to increase our navy. 
We are not wedded to wooden vessels, although I voted for one of them. 
We are perfectly content with the increase of steel cruisers of the de- 
scription embraced in this amendment of the Senate. I should think, 
as I have already said, that my friend from Pennsylvania and the gentle- 
men who may be on the conference committee would be glad to have 
an expression of the opein of the House upon this matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. th sides of the House, as represented upon the 
Committee on Appropriations, favor an increase of the navy, and have 
joined in recommending non-concurrence, with a view to reaching acon- 
clusion which will give us an increase of the navy. * 

Mr. COX, of New York. Is not the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
opposed to this 20 per cent. amendment ? 

Mr. RANDALL. 1am not opposed to the object of the Senate amend- 
ment—the increase of the navy, but I think that the Committee on Ap- 
riations, after a full discussion of this subject, will indicate a way in 
which it can be better and more expeditiously done and place the re- 
ibility for the construction of the ships upon the Secretary of the 
Navy and the heads of the ive bureaus, 

Mr. COX, of New York. t is not included in this amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, we are going to try to reach it by non-con- 
currence. - 

Mr. COX, of New York. By a conference? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. I think I have stated fairly the position 
of gentlemen on both sides of the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. As I have already stated, while we favor non- con- 
currence, we are in favor of this proposition to construct new cruisers. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think I have stated the position of the other side 
of the House on this question as fairly and fully as that of gentlemen 
on this side. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, have I any time for debate at all on 
this question ? : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] moves to close debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to test the wish of the House as to order- 
ing the ee question. 

. TALBOTT. I think we may reach an agreement here among 
ourselves in the House without losing time by a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to close debate. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 


The latter motion was to. 


iend from Maryland [Mr. TALBOTT 
and let the conference committee do 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
of the House. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Well, Mr. Speaker, I desire to say one word. The 
Committee on Naval Affairs, who ought properly to have charge of such 
matters, believe that this is good legislation contained in this amend- 
ment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well; the recommendation of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs shall have full consideration in the conference. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I withdraw it. : 

Mr.RANDALL. As I understand, objection will now be withdraw: 
to the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. KEIFER. I renew my proposition to non-concur in all the re- 
maining amendments. 

TheSPEAKER. That can be done only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no objection now. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the remaining amend- 
ments of the Senate will be considered as non-concurred in. e Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


they can to initiate this move- 


That is what we are all striving for on both sides 
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Mr. RANDALL. I now move to reconsider the action of the House 
on ious amendments, and also move that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. - 


agreed to. 
. BELFORD. Irise to a question of order. The disorder is so 
great that gentlemen in this part of the Hall have been unable to hear 
a single remark of the gentleman from Pennsylvania or other gentle- 


The Chair has endeavored by all the means in his power to preserve 
order. There is so much conversation on the floor and in the rear of 
the seats that it is impossible to transact the public business. The 
Sergeant-at-Arms will request gentlemen to take their seats and cease 
conversation. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BENNETT. I rise to a question of privilege, and call the 
contested-election case of Frederick vs. Wi from the State of Iowa. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman from North Carolina will yield 
a moment to allow me to offer a resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BEN- 
NETT] calls up for consideration the contested-election case of Freder- 
ick vs. Wilson. 

Mr. VALENTINE. On that I raise the question of consideration. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the tleman to allow me a moment to intro- 
duce a resolution which cause no debate. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky. Icall for the order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky on the right de- 
mands ti regular order. 

PRIVILEGES OF REPRESENTATIVES IN INAUGURATION CEREMONIES. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to suspend the rules and pass this resolu- 
tion 

Mr. SPRINGER. I believe there is no objection to this matter of 
the gentleman Texas. 

The SPEAKER. There is objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It relates to the ion ceremonies. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution of the gentleman from Texas will 
be read, after which the Chair will ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

ved by the House „That the committee appointed to ar- 
range the — t prk ee ten tne die regan o N te 
the resentatives in Co: their proper place, we decline to eany 
part in said ceremonies at the Capitol. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to suspend the rules and pass this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. -Is there objection to the consideration of this reso- 
lution? 

Mr. KEIFER. Let it be read again. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read again, and the Chair 
asks gentlemen to preserve order. 

The resolution was again read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this reso- 
lution? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to suspend the rules and pass this resolution. 
It is a resolution which reflects the wishes of a large number of gentle- 
men on this floor. 

Mr. RANDALL (to Mr. MILLS). Call the previous question. 

Mr. MILLS. I moveto therules, No previous question is 
necessary. The resolution affects the dignity of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas moved that the rules 
be suspended. That can only be done by consent of the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] who holds the floor to call up an elec- 


tion case. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask the eman from North Carolina to yield to 
me, as this question which I present affects the dignity of the House of 
Representatives. 


SPRINGER. I do not see the necessity of taking up the time 
of the House in a matter of this character. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already stated that the motion to 
suspend the rules can not be submitted without the consent of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, who has the floor on a contested-elec- 
tion case. ; 

Mr. MILLS. LI appeal to the gentleman from North Carolina to yield 
to me the floor. 

Mr. BENNETT. Iwill yield the floor to the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. Iwill demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from Texas moves to suspend 
the rules and adopt the resolution. 

Mr. WILLIS. I understand the gentleman from Texas moves the 
adoption of the resolution, and on that motion demands the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made to the introduction of 
the resolution, and the gentleman from Texas has moved to suspend the 
rules and adopt it. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I demand a second under the rule. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 


from Georgia, Mr. HAMMOND, and the gentleman from Texas, Mr. 
MILLs. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (S. 84) toauthorize 
the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens 
of the United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota In- 
dians of Minnesota subsequent to August, 1860, and prior to the mas- 
sacre of August, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof; when 
the Speaker signed the same. 


PRIVILEGE OF THE HOUSE—INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 


The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 138, noes 8. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House thirty minutes are 
allowed for debate, fifteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. MILLS. I demand the previous question on the adoption of the 
resolution. We do not want debate. It affects the dignity of this 
House. 


The SPEAKER. Then if no debate is desired the question will be 
on the motion to the rules and adopt the resolution. 

Mr. HAMMOND. What becomes of the fifteen minutes of debate 
on either side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced there were thirty minutes al- 
lowed for debate, fifteen minutes in support of the motion and fifteen 
minutes it. It was then stated on the floor that no debate was 
asked by the gentleman from Texas. Does the gentleman from Georgia 
desire to debate it? [Cries of Vote! Vote!“ 

Mr. HAMMOND. Lask to debate it. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman is entitled, under the rules of 
the Ho to fifteen minutes, and will proceed. 

Mr. OND. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much that I am so 
hoarse that it will be very difficult for me to be heard. But I feel that 
we are about to do, under passion, a very unseemly thing. On the 4th 
of March a President of the United States is to be inaugurated. It is 
usual that the House of Representatives shall be present with the 
Senators and other public officials to witness that pa event. And 
now we are about to pass, without debate, and as I understand it, in 
childish pique, a resolution that we will decline to be present on that 
important occasion because it is that somebody has offered us 
a slight. I deny it. The Senate had no such intention. If this House 
believes it had, there is a dignified way of asserting and maintaining 
the dignity of this body. I say that a résolution that declares that, 
because we sit behind the other tlemen in the Senate Chamber, 
therefore we will not sit there at all, is puerile. I had the pleasure of 
a like seat when Garfield was inaugurated. The House sat there and 
no man dreamed that he was insulted by his location. 4 
Whence comes this sudden notion of insult tothe House. Why is it 
that the members of the House of Representatives should sit in 
the rear? There will be the Supreme Court and the diplomatio corps 
and the Senate and all the rest in the Senate Chamber. Some must sit 
behind. I maintain that true dignity consists in the seat that 
is offered; for they are all equally honorable and of equal importance. 
It is childish to quarrel about location in that small assembly hall. 


I speak earnestly because I feel earnestly. Instead of maintaining 
its dignity at this moment the House is in of losing its dignity. 
If there has been any slight, it has been entirely unintentional. The 


Senate never intended to insult us or in any way to inflict upon us a 
slight of any sort. 

Will any gentleman tell me wherein this inauguration differs from 
any other? Will any gentleman tell me it is any more dishonorable on 
the 4th of March to sit behind them than it was to sit behind them 
when we attended the Washington Monument ceremonies? 

Mr. BELFORD. If the gentleman will allow me I will tell him. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. BELFORD. You ask questions and then you decline to have 


them answered. 
Mr. YOUNG. Ishall hardly require that much time, Mr. Speaker, 
to enter my earnest this hasty and inconsiderate action. 


I seems to me that we owe it to ourselves and we owe it to the occa- 
sion to conduct ourselves with somewhat more of dignity. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Lask the House be called to order and that 
members be requested to take their seats. It is impossible to hear what 
is going on. 

The SPEAKER. Members can hear much better in their seats than 
when crowded in the area in front of N te desk, 

Mr. YOUNG. It may be true, Mr. S , that the Senate has not 
been quite so considerate in this matter as it ought to have been. It 
may be they have shown some discourtesy to the House.. Admitting 
all that to be true, does it furnish any justification to the House to 
show equal if not greater discourtesy to the President of the United 
States by to be t when he is inaugurated? Perhaps it 
would have been better, and I think myself it would have been, if the 


Senate had conferred with the House before arranging this programme 
for the inauguration. Possibly it was an oversight. Ican not think 
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any discourtesy or indignity was intended. oa the park of the Benate. 


toward the House of ves, Whether that is so or not, we 
owe it to ourselves, it seems to me, to take the usual part the House of 
FF 

It would present a most unseemly spectacle to the country if one 
branch of the legislative department of this Government, and the largest 
branch, too, should absent itself altogether, and under a resolution favor- 
ably adopted, when the President recently elected by the people isabout 
to be inaugurated. I hope, sir, the House will calmly and di ion- 
ately consider this matter before they adopt the resolution offered by 
the gentleman from Texas. I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. HAMMOND. How much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eight minutes. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Mr. „this is an unusual reso- 
lution which is proposed at this time for our adoption in connection 
with the inauguration ceremonies about to take place. If I am cor- 
rectly informed, the method now proposed by the committee on arrange- 
ments is the method that has been uniformly followed in similar cere- 
monies heretofore, and if I am mistaken in that respect I shall be glad 
to stand corrected by gentleman on the floor. 

I am perfectly sati that no discourtesy is intended to the House 
on the part of the Senate, and that the gentlemen who made the ar- 
rangements, providing the order of proceeding on that day, intended 
no discourtesy. We are acting to-day in the eyes of this country and 
of the world; and what a spectacle would we t, not only to our 
own people but to fo: nations, if one of the great national 
Legislature of America ld stand upon a mere matter of courtesy or 
form, and absent itself from this great 87 ceremony to which 
the People of the whole country are invited? It seems to me, there- 
fore, before any action is taken such as this resolution contemplates, 
that it would be at least courtesy to the Senate to signify our disap- 
proval in another manner. I think myself we are making a great deal 
about a matter which does not justify any such course; and before this 
body commits itself to the action su, by this resolution I trust it 
will deliberate upon the question, and deliberate. gravely and dispas- 
sionately and not hastily and inconsiderately. 

This is too grave a question to be di of in this hasty manner; 
and I trust we will consider the e presented, as I have said, to 

our own people as well as to the civilized world—that the more numer- 
ous branch of the national Legislature by resolution propose to absent 
themselves altogether, taking no part in the ina tion ceremonies 
of the President because of an imaginary slight or di „ It will 
not add to the dignity of this House to adopt such a resolution. It is 
our right as the Representatives of the people who send us here to be 

resent, and they expect us to be present, and in my judgment noth- 
— but a very grave and momentous occasion should prevent our at- 
tendance. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. HAMMOND, I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Del- 
„A LORE. Me Speaker, my first impressi in favor of adopt- 

f. r. , my impression was in favor 

ing the resolution which has been read, but a moment’s reflection con- 
vinces me that it is unwise. If the Senate or the committee on arrange- 
ments had deliberately intended this as a discourtesy, or as a slight 
upon us, then, sir, I feel it would be unworthy of this House to notice 
it. If on the contrary it did not so intend it, and I am ed and 
advised that such is the fact, it is equally beneath the dignity of this 
House to give it further consideration. My own judgment is clear that 
it would be but child’s play for the House of Representatives of the 
United States to take such notice of the action of this committee, whether 
it is intentional or unintentional, as would place us in an unfavorable 
and ridiculous attitude before the country. 

{Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAMMOND. I now yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY]. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I think one minute will suffice for me 
to say that this programmeis no d from ents. Itcanhave 
nothing offensive as a pu It will be thesixth inaugural ceremony 
that I have attended consecutively; and Ihave never seen one in which, 
under a programme identical with the one now submitted, the mem- 
bers of the House could all or any great part of the House get into the 
Hall of the Senate. I think it would be better if the Senate and the 
House should take the rear and leave the distinguished guests to the 
body of the Hall; but such has not been the case, and precedents are 
all in harmony with the p me now submitted to the House. I 
think it would dishonor this House in refusing to attend the cere- 
monies upon such N slight. 

(ere the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HAMMOND. I think the House has now had time to think, 
and if so, I know it is ready to vote. I have no intention myself of 
allowing a Republican Senate, if it wishes to keep me away from seeing 
Grover Cleveland inaugurated, to perform thatact. Itis the first chance 
I have ever had to see a Democrat inaugurated, and I intend to see it. 
[Applause.] I do not intend that any supposed insult upon the dig- 
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nity of this body shall keep me from my proper place as one of the 
resentatives of the to witness the inauguration of that man 
whose hands they have committed administration for the next four 
years. [Applause.] And I trust that when the House comes to vote 
it will change its front as solidly as under quick excitement it yoted 
the other way ten minutes ago. { 

Mr. MILLS. I yield five minutes to my colleague from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN]. t 

Mr. E OND. I submit after the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLs] had stated there would beno debate in favor of the proposition 
that there can be none. 

Mr. MILLS. That proposition is absolutely ridiculous. 

The SPEAKER. Chair of course can not prevent under the 
rules of the House fifteen minutes being occupied in support of the 

roposition. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Iam glad, then, the gentleman thinks it will take 
fifteen minutes to make the House do wrong. 
gentleman will sit down and contain him- 


Mr. MILLS. I the 
self for the balance of the day. I yield five minutes tomy colleague 
[Mr. REAGAN 


Mr. Mad . The President of the United States I to be inaugu- 
rated and the two Houses of Co are to adopt the usual courtesies 
and for the witnessing of that inauguration. The two 
Houses make up the Congress of the United States. It is not composed 
of a Senate alone, Each House is entitled to be respected and to have 
its voice in making the appropriate arrangements and to occupy its 
proper position in the ceremonies connected with the inauguration. 
The Representatives of the American people should not permit the Sen- 
atorial branch to take absolute, unqualified control of the n 
of the President, ignoring the people's tatives, and they 
have accommodated themselves on the right of the President who is to 
be and placed diplomats, judges, heads of Departments, 
bureau officers, military officers, and everybody else in the second place 
of honor, condescending to place the three hundred and twenty-five 
Representatives of the American people in the last place of honor instead 
of consulting them and permitting them to occupy the that com- 
mon right and common decency and courtesy demand for them, 

Mr. GLASCOCK. Will the gentleman from Texas allow me to ask 


him a question ? M 

Mr. REAGAN. I have not time; but I will hear the gentleman’s 
question. 

Mr. GLASCOCK. I want to ask the gentleman this question: At 


the time the ceremonies will take place what Congress will be in ex- 
istence? 

Mr. REAGAN. Until 12 o’clock of that day this House is in exist - 
ence, and a number of Senators will have no longer tenure than the 
whole of the House; and it is the Congress of the United States that 
ought to make arrangements for the inauguration of the President ac+ 
cording to custom and precedent. It is not for a single body of this 
Congress to dictate to the other co-ordinate branch of and to 
assign it a subordinate and inferior position. If that is done it can no 
be otherwise than an intentional and deliberate discourtesy on the 
oftheSenate. I feel that the Representatives of the will 
and dishonor themselves if they do not resent that 7 
that we could not answer to our constituents any more than we could 
answer to future Houses of Representatives if we permit this degrada- 


tion. 

I regret, Mr. Speaker, that any such question should have arisen. 
But common courtesy and the rules of propriety demanded that there 
should have been a joint committee of the two Houses of Congress to 
have made these ons, and not that one House should set itself 
above everything else. I ask by what authority, by what law, by what 
custom does it assume this new prerogative of absolutely controlling the 
inauguration pf the President? 

They go further, and provide that if it is an inclement day the Presi- 
dent shall be inaugurated in the Senate Chamber instead of in the Rep- 
resentatives’ Hall, before the Representatives of the people, and where 
a larger number of the people of the country at large can be witnesses 
of that ceremony. It seems to be a close corporation, arranging every- 
thing to suit itself and manifesting deliberate discourtesy to the House, 
a discourtesy which if not resented ought to degrade and dishonor the 
men who submit to it. j 

Mr. MILLS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Jonx S. Wise]. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I rise in support of this motion because I look 
upon this as simply one of the many slight outcroppings of a growing 
evidence of an assumed superiority supposed to exist in the Senate of 
the United States. I believe that the theory of this Government is 
that it consists of three departments—legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial. I see in the programme which is announced here an arrangement 
whereby the executive department is represented, where the judicial 
de ent follows, where the Senate assumes to represent the legis- 


lative department of this Government, and allows us, the poor House 
of Representatives, to follow along as the little dog under the wagon 
of the entertainment. [Laughter.] i t 

Now, sir, I am not willing to accept that back seat and be quiet. I 
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do not approach this subject from any personal standpoint, because my 
own time here is too short to fight for any particular precedence. But 
I do feel that it involves a question of representative dignity in the 
House of Representatives that we have no right to ignore or to over. 

This is not an isolated example of the assumed superiority of the 
Senate of the United States, a superiority which they are inclined to 
make grow and grow, which exhibits itself in the little social courtesies 
of the Capitol, which year by year expands so that we, the Representa- 
tives of the people, coming directly from the people, and having more 
right to represent the people than its intermediates, come to ask our- 
selves, ‘‘On what rich meat have these our Cæsars fed ?’’ 

I say I would like to know by what process of reasoning not only 
Senators but Senators-elect are given five tickets apiece to this enter- 
tainment when Representatives have two, and Representatives-elect, 
who were elected at the same time that Grover Cleveland was made 
President of the United States, are ordered to stand out in the cold while 
the Senate takes the first place. I had rather be a doorkeeper in the 
House of Representatives than a prince in such a palace of Senators. I 
care not what may be the result of this resolution, but I am of an 
opportunity here and now to enter an emphatic protest on behalf of the 
Representatives of the le against these ual encroachments of 
this would-be aristocratic body, the Senate of the United States. 

It is our right to be there as a co-ordinate body. It is our right to 
be there as their equals in all respects. I believe that the principle 
announced by this resolution is right, and that if we can not be there 
= co-ordinates and equals, the most proper thing for us is not to go at 
all. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Go as individuals. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Yes; go as individuals. I, too, like the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND], desire to see this ina ion. 
He wants to see it because it is the first inauguration of a Democratic 
President he has seen fora long time. I want to see it because I think 
it entirely likely that this is the last one I shall have an opportunity 
of for a long time. [Laughter. ] ¥ 

Mr. HENLEY. Iam sorry to hear that the gentleman is not com- 
ing to Washington again. 

Str. YOUNG. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. YOUNG. I desire to be informed if it is in order at this time 
to offer a substitute for the pending resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Of course not. This is a proposition to suspend 
the rules. z 

Mr. MILLS. Is my time exhausted, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has six 
minutes of his time remaining. . 

Mr. MILLS, Mr. Speaker, in the outset of the remarks which I shall 
submit for the consideration of the House, I feel that I ought to make 
a very low bow to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] for the 
magisterial manner in which he came down and paraded himself in the 
arena and lectured this great body, the Representatives of fifty millions, 
ay, sixty millions of people, for their puerility and childishness in pro- 
posing to maintain the dignity and the equal rank of the Representa- 
tives of the people in the great and solemn transaction of the ina 
tion of a republican-democratic President of the United States. I use 
those terms in their large sense, not in their partisan sense. 

I use the expression by way of contrast with the idea of a ‘‘scepter,’’ 
which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] spoke of a while 
ago. Sir, it has always been an object of the chiefest concern among 
the people of England to maintain the dignity of the House of Com- 
mons, which they in their affection have characterized as the breath of 
the English people. They have never been willing to accept any affront 
either from kings or lords, and they have maintained that great repre- 
sentative body in all its power and prestige by resisting every attempt 
to humble it or to make it inferior, either in the law-making power of 
Great Britain or in anything else pertaining to its character and his- 
tory. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] stated a mo- 
ment ago that all the precedents were in accord with the idea of the 
House of cite neler marching at the rear as is proposed in this 
instance. I have been able to find but one such precedent, and that 
was in 1877 when the Senate took one side and 
sentatives the other. 

We are told, sir, and it is an old story which we all understand, that 
the Senate and the House of Representatives are co-ordinate branches 
of the legislative department of this Government, ena. in dignity, 
equal in authority, equal in importance; but now apologists rise upon 
this floor and tell us that we ought not to offend against propriety by 
taking this proposed action when we are assigned to a place in the rear, 
while the Senate and the heads of Departments and the diplomatic 
corps are given a superior position. I agree with the gentleman from 


e House of Repre- 


Georgia [Mr. HAMMOND] and other gentlemen here, that we are going 
to see the inauguration of the President, but we are not going at the 
tail end of the procession with the boot-blacks; we are not going there 
as Representatives of the people to take a place in the rear. 

Let us go there, but let us occupy the exalted position that all the 
American people occupy. Let us take our places with our constituents 
and look on with them at the inauguration of our President. [Ap- 
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plause.] He is our President; he is the President of all parties; he is 
the President of the people of the United States. He takes the oathof 
office, not in the Senate, not in the House of Represenatives, but before 
the eyes of the assembled multitude of his fellow-citizens, and thete we 


as individuals, as his fellow-citizens, will go to see him ina ted as 
our Chief Magistrate. But, sir, we owe it to the dignity of this House, 
we owe it to the people whom we represent, not to accept for this great 
representative body the inferior station which the Senate has assigned 
to us, and I trust that we will so declare by this vote to-day. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. While agreeing with much that has been said on 
both sides of the House, I move to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. That can not be done. 

Mr, HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have a minute and a 
half remaining. 

The SPEAKER. That is the fact. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I yield that time to my colleague [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. MILLS. How much time have I? 

The SPEAKER. One minute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, like my colleague from Georgia [Mr. 
HAMMOND] I am apprehensive that in this matter we are acting under 
the impulse of temper and under a misunderstanding of the facts. 
The venerable gentleman from P lvania [Mr. KELLEY ] rises in his 
place and tells this House that he has witnessed the inauguration of 
six Presidents of the United States, and that the position assigned to 
the members of the House of Representatives under this programme is 
in accord with what he has witnessed on those several occasions. 

Mr. REAGAN. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will not allow the gentleman to interrupt me. I 
trust that I may use this minute and a half as I see fit. 

Mr. REAGAN. The gentleman ought not to flinch at a fact. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not flinch at a fact.” The gentleman from 
Texas has misstated the facts. 

Mr. REAGAN, I have not. 0 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will refer to the printed order of ents, 
which every gentleman has at his desk. It distinctly states in the first 
place that the diplomatic 2 will occupy seats on the right of the 
Chair,” that is, of the President of the Senate; and then iving 
the position of ex-Presidents, ex-Vice-Presidents, and Justices of the Su- 
preme Court on the right of the Chair, and heads of executive na 
ments, the retired General of the Army, &c., on the left of the Chair, 
governors and ex-governors of States, commissioners of the District of 
Columbia, &c., east of the main entrance, the me states that 
members and members-elect of the House of Re tatives will 
occupy seats on the right of the Chair, next to the diplomatic corps.“ 

This is the arrangement in the Senate Chamber; and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania tells us that it has been uniformly the arrange- 
ment heretofore. I trust, sir, that as the people of this country, and 
especially the democratic people of this country, are gathering here to 
witness this inauguration, we- shall not do what my friend and col- 
1 e has characterized as a puerile thing. f 

ere the hammer fell. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] refers to 
the ent in the Senate Chamber. When the Senate gets into 
its poon and when the invited guests who come in before the House 
of Representatives all get their pea the members of this House can 
stand in the corridors, as they have done heretofore. I was speaking 
of the position on the platform; and in relation to this I will read from 
the order of ents that the gentleman may understand it: 

The Senators their position on the t. Why? Because it is 
the first post of honor, y, then, should not the House of Repre- 
sentatives take the place immediately on the left? But that is given 
to the diplomatic corps. 

The diplomatic corps will ocoupy the seats on the left of the President. Heads 
of Departments, the retired General of the Army, the Lieutenant-General of the 
Army, the Admiral of the Navy, and the officers of the Army and Navy who, by 
name, have received the thanks of Con; governors and ex-governors of 
States, and ex-members of the Senate, will take ite ja west of the President. 

The Members and Member-elect of the House will occupy seats reserved for 
them in the rear of the above, 

That is the position of the House of 

the mili in advance of the ci 
which has never done before. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FINDLAY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Texas to suspend the rules and pass the resolution, on 
which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. Would not a 
substitute be in order byrunanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Anything can be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr, FINDLAY. I object. Let us have the yeas and nays. I hope 
we shall vote down this frivolous and foolish resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make an inquiry. I am aware 
that this resolution is not amendable; but I desire to appeal to the good 
sense of the members all over the House—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Debate is not in order, 


tatives; and it means to 
branch of this Government, 


- fore 
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Mr. EATON. Can we not lay this motion on the table and let a com- 
mittee be appointed by the Chair to confer with the Senate on this sub- 
ject? 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. EATON. I hope there will be unanimous consent. 

Many MEMBERS. order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. YOUNG. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution be again 
read. [Cries of Regular order! ] 

The SPEAKER. The ee order is demanded on all sides of the 
House; but if there be no objection the resolution will be again read; 
= the Chair asks gentlemen to stop conversation while this is being 

ne. 

The Clerk again read the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. On the motion to suspend the rules and 
oe the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Clerk 
the roll. 


call 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
announced that he had approved and signed bills of the following titles: 
An act (H. R. — granting a pension to William Weddingfield; 
An act (H. R. 256 in ee Land; 
An act (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Reuben J. Ebberman; 
An act (H. R. 2550) to prohibit the importation and of 
1 and aliens under contract or agreement to perform labor in 
the United eee its Territories, and the District of Columbia; 
An act (H 
An act H. 
An act 1 R. 1046) granting a pension to Mary 


An act (H. R. 2284) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bowler; 


An act (H. R. 2537 granting a pension to Hugh Ryan; 

An act (H. R. 2539) granting a pension to George W. Kiser 

An act (H. R. 2894 T 
An act (H. R. 3605) granting a pension to Eliza Sluss; 

An act (H. R. 3728) granting a pension to Charles P. Mahan; 
An act (H. R. 3749) granting a pension to William Bolwork; 
An act (H. R. 4833) granting a pension to Louisa Earle; 

An act (H. R. 5069) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary J. Stotts; 
An act (H. R. 5124 pet aed Sonar to Samuel Z. Cooper; 
An act (H. R. 5555 E A DOR A Sokeiae: 
3 R. 6235) granting a pension to Eliza J. Norris; 

An act (H. R. 6044) granting a pension to Eliza Pigeon; 

An act (H. R. 6310) granting a pension to Benjamin P. Lowell; 
An act (H. R, 7094 Granting a pension to Samuel M. Bartlett; 
An act (H. R. 7175) granting a pension to James O. McKenna: 
An act (H. R. 7256 Satan a panies in toe A Vanderhoff; 
An act (H. R. 7336) granting a pension to T. A. Morton; 

An act (H. R. 7338) granting a pension to Chloe A. Whipple; 
An act (H. R. 7709) granting a pension to Louisa A. Ester; 

An act (H. R. 7722) granting a pension to Almira K. Parker; 
An act (H. R. 7731) granting a pension to Lois B. Smith; 

An act R. 7822 granting a pension to Spencer Van Loan; 
An act (H. R. 4079) granting a pension to James P. Kirk; 

An act (H. R. 7724) granting a pension to Lydia Wetherbee; 
An act (H. R. 7952) granting a pension to Julia Hartley; 

An act (H. R. 7773 granting a pension to William E. Ayers; 
An act (H. R. 8133) granting a pension to Thomas McGill; 

An act (H. R. 8038) granting a pension to Harriet A. B. Corts; 
An act f 025 granting a pension to Catharine S. Edmondson; 
An act (H. R. 4189) granting a pension to Caroline Van Norton; 
An act (H. R. 4098) granting a pension to William Gibbons; 
An act (H. R. 3901) granting a pension to Mrs. Olive W. Parker; 
An act (H. R. 3701) granting a pension to James Bradford; 

An act (H. R. 3681 granting a pension to William L. Sloan; 
An act (H. R. 2325) granting a pension to Helen M. Harrison; 
An act (H. R. 2282) granting a pension to Adolph Weach; 

An act (H. R. 2138) granting a pension to Ma Angell; 

An act (H. R. 1984) granting a pension to Robert M. McKirley; 
An act (H. R. 1502) granting a pension to William Robinson; 
An act (H. R. 5813) granting a pension to Rachel Smith; 

An act (H. R. 5082) granting a pension to Jane Hilton; 

An act (H. R. 4837) granting a pension to Charles H. Phillips; 
An act (H. R, 4548) granting a pension to Cordelia Gale; 

An act (H. R. 4266) granting a pension to Margaret A. Ringwalt; 
An act (H. R. 6826) granting a pension to Rebecca Kupp; 

An act (H. R. 6835) granting a pension to Bernard Donohue; 
An act (H. R. 6653) granting a pension to Mary C. Axline; 

An act (H. R. 6196 granting a pension to R. D. Lawrence; 
An act (H. R. 5508) granting a pension to Isaac P., H. Caldwell; 
An act (H. R. 5207) granting a pension to Adalbert Stickney; 
An act (H. R. 7315) granting a pension to Frederick P. Dearth; 
An act (H. R. 7313) granting a pension to Charles W. Baldwin; 
An act (H. R. 6965) granting a pension to David T. Dudley; 
An act E R. 6966) granting a pension to Wealthy H. Seavey; 
An act (H. R. 7571) granting a pension to Cornelia V. Blackburn; 
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7673) granting a pension to Aaaa E. 9 
7386 a 9 


7302 ting a pension 
3402) for the relief of Jacob J. aT 
7092) for the relief of Anthony aes 
5989) for the relief of Elizabeth A. Springsteed; 
for the relief of Abigail Honey; 

for the relief of David Fried; 

7524) for the relief of Lavisa Heth; 

5762) for the relief of Ann Lum umphrey; 

4061) for the relief of William Bowman; 
. R. 3000) for the relief of William R. Miller; 
R. 8033) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


R. 8104) granting an increase of pension to George 8. 
i. R. 7732) granting an increase of pension to Edward P. 
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H. R. 7672) grantingan increaseof pension to Elbert Hewitt; 
=e R. = granting an increase of sary to Merlin C. 
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roll; 
An act (H. R. 1164) to restore to the pension · roll the name of Elenor 


Caine, and Hi C. 
An act (H. R. 2670) grantin ion to Sarah A. widow of 
John D. Scott, deceased. rate first 1 eutenant of Company H,. Regi- 


ment ‘An act (H. R. 3074 Volunteer 3 


3 of 2,500 extra on ra 
of the healt officer of the District of Colum 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 335) to print 2,000 additional copies of 
Lieut. P. H. Ray’s report of the international polar expedition to Point 
Barrow, Alaska; 


re a forfeiture of lands granted to the 
Texas Pacific wry nee re and for other a 
oi e a pension to Anna Maria Ressler; 
the relief of Melissa G. Polar; 
for the relief of John H. Johnson; 
7373) for the relief of Sarah A. Burchfield; 
for the relief of Sherman C. P ~ 
for the relief of Mary Mulholland; 
for the relief of Harriet L. Stevens; 
granting a pension to Frederick Braunwald; 
granting a pension to os e 
granting a pension to 
granting a pension to John 5 
granting a pension to Leonard King; 
) granting a pension to Noah Caton; 
) granting a pension to Thomas D. Fitch; 
granting a pension to Elizabeth Hood; 
granting a pension to Emeline L. Fitch; 
granting a pension to Priscilla J. Small; 
granting a pension to Christiana ‘Almier; 
granting a ace to William Strickland; 
granting a pension to Francis Curran; 
granting a pension to George W. Eagles; 
7026) granting a pension to Jeremiah P. Swatzell; 
R. 1219 granting a pension to Charles Hendrix; 
R. — granting a pension to John R. Hurlburt; 
R. 1898) granting a pension to Harriet Armstrong; 
R. 85 to grant a pension to Lloyd W. Hixon; 
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R. 7769) to grant a pension to Joseph R. Dodds; 
R. 2398) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Ann W. 
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(H. R. 7292) to increase the pension of Jacob Wiener. 


PRIVILEGES OF THE HOUSE—INAUGURAL CEREMONIES. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
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from Texas to suspend the rules and adopt the resolution of the gen- nie eth pester asked a further conference with the House on 


tleman from Texas [Mr. Muak 
The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative— yeas 
55, nays 185, not voting 84; as follows: 
YEAS—55, 


Aiken, Culbertson, W. W. Hatch, W. H. Pryor, 
Anderson, Curtin. Henderson, D. B. Randall, 
r Davis, G. R. ley, 
Belford, er, Mead. Shively, 
Bisbee, 3 MeMilli È 
Bland, Dunham, Miller, J. Stewart, Charles 
Breckinridge, Dunn, is, an, 
Brumm Nolson, Weaver, 
Caldwell En 5 Nicholls, Weller, 
Campbell, Felix Follett, iltree, W. 
Cobb, Fyan, O'Ferrall, Wise, J.S 
Collins, Green, y 2 n, 
Cook, Hancock, 5 Yaple. 
Craig, . Pettibone, 
NAYS—155. 
a 2 Pye Ferrell, Le Fevre, Skinner, T. G 
dams, eee F indlay * Long * Slocum. 
$ Finerty, Lore, Smith, Å. Herr 
Atkinson, Foran, Lovering, Smith, H. Y. 
ley, Forney, Lowry, Spooner, 
Dar = McComas, Borie 
ur, ger, 
Barr, God McCormick, Stephenson, 
Beach, G a Matson, Stevens, 
Belmont, Goff, ride É Stewart, J. W. 
Bennett, Graves, > n 
Bingham, Greenleaf, Money, k 
Blount, Guenther, Morgan, Sumner, C. A. 
Bout Halsell, orrill, Sumner. D. H. 
Boyle, Hammond, Moulton, Swope, 
Bratton, Hardeman, Muldrow, Talbott, 
Brewer, F. B. Harmer, uller, Taylor, J. D. 
Brewer, J. H. Hart. Murphy, Taylor, J. M. 
Hatch, H. H. eee. T 
Browne, T. M. Hemphill, Nutting, Thompson 
Buc! n, Herbert, tes, Townshend, 
Ilewitt, A.S. O'Neill, J.J. Tucker, 
Burleigh, ewitt, G. W. ‘Turner, H. G. 
Cabell, Till, Parker, Turner, Oscar 
Campbell, J. E. Hitt. i Valentine, 
apbell, Hobiitzell, Payne, Jan Alstyne, 
x olman, Peel, $ 8 4 
Carleton, Holmes, Perkins, x Van Eaton, 
y, Hopkins, Peters, Wadsworth, 
Clay, orr, Phelps, i Wait, 
Clements, Houseman, 8 Wallace, 
Converse, Howey, Poland, ‘ard, 
Covi = ea Post, Warner, Richard 
Cox, W. Pusey, em] 
Crisp, James, Ray, Ossian 7 
Davidson, Jeffords, Reed, T. B. 
Dibble, J A Reid, J. W. „W. L. 
Dibrell, Jones, B. W. Reese, Winans, E. B. 
Dingley, Jones, J. H. Robertson, W John 
Dixon, ordan, aae Wolfo: 
Dockery, Kean, Rogers, W.F. ood, 
Dowd, Kelley, Rowell, Woodward, 
— *. > Russell, — 
Eng > Ryan, oung. 
aeea D, > 
p 
Everhart, Lawrence, Skinner, C. R. 
NOT VOTING—#4. 
Arnot, Davis, R. T. R Rogers, J. H. 
Bayne, Lewis, Rosecrans, 
lackburn, er t Libbe; Shaw, 
lanchard, Fiedler, MoCold, Singleton, 
wen, "4 Millard, Snyder, 
Brainerd, Gibson, Miller, . H. - Steele, 
Breitung, Hanback, Milliken, Stone, 
Brown, 7 Haynes, Morrison, Stra 
Budd, Henderson, T. J. Morse, Stru 
Burnes, . M Taylor, E. B. 
Cannon, Hi Mutchler, 
Chalmers, Holton, O Neill, charles ‘Tully, 
Clardy, Hooper, 5 Wakefield, 
Connolly, Ho Price. Warner, A. J. 
Cosgrove, Hunt, Rankin, ‘ashburn, 
Cox, 8.8. Jones, J. K. Ranney, Wellborn. 
Culberson, D.B. Jones, J.T. Ray, G. W. White, J. D, 
cauen poe Rice, Lad te, Milo 
utcheon, ogg. menage 
5 — on, J.S . — ames 
Davis, L. H. Robinson, W.E, Wise, G.D. 


So (two-thirds not voting in favor thereof) the rules were not sus- 
d 


12 STORM. Task unanimous consent to dispense with the reading 


of the names. 
Mr. PETERS. I object. 
The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 
The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. KLEINER with Mr. CurcHeon, for the rest of the day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, nc McCook, rh the bill (k. K. 8800) tor 
333 use to return the bi R. 5800) for 
the relief of Sarah B. J: 


Also, that the Senate eee disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, to the bill (H. R. 8239) 
tion for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, and 


disagreeing 
and Mr. BECK as managers at said 


votes thereon; and had a ted Mr. HALE, Mr. 


PLUMB, 
ceon the part of the Senate, 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. Imove thatthe House accede to the request of the 
Senate for a further conference on the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER announced as the managers on the part of the House 
at said conference Mr. HUTCHINS, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. Lona. 


RETURN OF A BILL TO THE SENATE. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, in pursuance of the re- 
uest of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 5800) for the relief of Sarah B. 
Jackson will be returned to the Senate. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina calls up the 
contested-election case of erick Wilson, from the fifth dis- 
trict of Iowa; against which the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VAL- 
ENTINE] raises the question of consideration. 


SALE OF SAC AND FOX RESERVATION, 


Mr. PERKINS. Pending that, Mr. Speaker, I rise to submit a con- 
ference re 

The SPEAKER. That is privileged, and the gentleman will send it 
to the desk. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the d N of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill ( Hida for the sale of 
the Sac and Fox 8 reservation in the Sunes of Nebraska and Kansas, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

Yom the Senate insist on and adhere to all its amendments made to the said 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate, 
and agree to thesame, 

WELLBORN, 


OLIN 
T. G. SKINNER, 
B. W. PERKINS, 
e 


É BENJ. P HARRISON, 
RICHARD COKE, 


Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The statement accompanying the report is as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the d ny 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
e ee ee ee nen ee Seen ne ee eee ene inc 

ebraska Kansas, and submit ow! n explana- 
ton of the action ofthe conference committee as submitted inthe a 

‘amendments made by the Senate do not Bin Pg sh ben ye 
the bill (H. R. 6658) except to reduce the amount be expended by 
the Secretary of the Interior from thirty . dollars, — 
extends the of the bill to the Iowa tribe of Indians and reservation 


which has been recommended E riens the Committee on Indian Affairs and 
the 5 Indian Affairs, These Indians live together and ask for 
this legislation, 
N WELLBORN 
8. W. PERKINS, 
T. G. SKINNER. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House concur in the report of the 
committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the RER 
was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be lai 
on the table. 

The latter matter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is, Will the House now proceed to 
the consideration of the contested-election case of Frederick rs, Wilson, 
from the State of Iowa? 

3232 oe cea ng eee 

b an arrangement can e for taking up these 
election cases without any aafe 5 and considering them in tho eee 
order in which they were reported. In the first place I wish to state 


that there is no ition on the part of the minority of the Elections 
Committee to out or make any fight against the consideration of 
the cases in their order. There are four cases reported from the Elections 


Committee. Some have been here for ten months and some not more 


n and fair debate be . to them, 
sy cone ta that manner. If the chairman of the 
committee then will inform the minority of the committee that he will 
call up the cases in their order as they are now before the House, there 
will be no objection on this side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to say that it is my intention to call 
up for consideration the report on the Post-Office bill. 

Mr. HORR. Why don’t you call it up now? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I am not prepared to call it up just now, but 
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ve notice that even if this election case is gone into I shall call it up | Brown, M. N. Hanback, 
5 soon as it is ready. B Kerat; lre — 
The SPEAKER. The notice is unnecessary, since the conference re- Burleigh, H: H. H. McComas, . 
port is a matter and ean be called up at any time. Burnes, -y af Eaves. DB McCormick, wW, OR. 
Mr. B . In answer to the question put by the gentleman | Canon. Henderson. T. J. —.— — 
from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] I wish to Sa Carleton. Hepburn, y Smith, A. Herr 
Mr. TO Let me give notice to the House Chalmers, Herbert, Miller, Š. H. Smith, H. X. 
Mr. BENNETT. T can not yield now. Carty, Hiscock, . 58 — 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not propose to interfere with you, but | Cox,s. Holmes, Morrison, Stephenson, 
wish to make a suggestion — nen oo eee ren, 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina is recognized | Gun Hore Nutting, Stone, 
oni TOWNSHEND. All single word. I will not interfere Honk, o ; Struble, 
r. 5 ow me a e word. no f owey, 4 
with the gentleman's motion. eer pan C NoN, Charlas eee ER 
87 = k _ a word now. z Dingiey, i Jeffords, d Thomas, 
EAKER. e gentleman declines to be interrupted. on, ohnson, Payson, 
Mr. WASHBURN. Regular order. a ot Joa E —.— —— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota demands the reg- 1 Kean, Pettibone, Wait, 
ular order, which is equivalent to an objection Ell Keifer, vi rw 
The question is, Will the House now proceed to the consideration of | Evans; Belles — — baa 
the election ease? ae Fiedler, Ketcham, Rankin, 3 
1 question was taken; and on a division there were —ayes 106, — Fee N — w White, 
rge, Laird, Ray Whiting, 
Mr. VALENTINE. uorum. Gibson, Lawrence, Reed, T.B. Williams, 
The SPEAKER. Tho point of order being made that no quorum has à 7 at Je 1 
voted, the Chair will a peas I 7, — Nhe igh 


Mr. VALENTINE and genoa were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 134, noes 0. 
Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York, addressed the Chair. [Cries of ‘‘Reg- 


ular order 1” 
Mr, AD. of New York. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 
quiry. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I desire to know if it will be in order 
after this contested-election case is over to bring up for consideration 
and the bankruptcy bill. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by unanimous consent or 
by a motion to the rules; and that is not in order when any 
other matter of higher privilege is before the House. 

Mr. BENNETT. If in order, I would like to answer the question 
put by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr, VALENTINE]. 

The SPEAKER. That be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I ajot” 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 164, nays 4, not vot- 
ing 156; as follows: 


YEAS—164. 

Alexander, Dorsheimer, Le Fevre, Skinner, T. G. 
Baflenti Dunn, d —.— 

entine, unn, 
Barbour, Eaton, Meadoo, Spriggs, 
Barksdale, Elliott, MoMilin, Springer 
Beach, Ellis, Miller, J. F. Charles 
Belmont, English, Mills, Stockslager, 
Bennett, Ermentrout, Mitchell, Storm, 
Blackburn, Finerty, Money, Sumner, C. A. 
Bland, Follett, — — Sumner, D. H. 
Boyle, —— Muldro Talbott 

e, ‘orn uldrow * 

7 n — M x ? Taylor, J. M, 
Breckinridge, n, 2 ompson, 
Buchanan, Glascock, Neece, To 
Buckner, Green. Nicholls, Tucker, 

d Greenleaf, es, ly, 
b Halsell, Ferrall, Turner, H. G. 
= Fai Hammond, O'Neill, J.J. S 2 
Campbel x Hancock, an Alstyne, 
Campbell, . E. Hardeman, Patton, Vance, 
Cassidy, A W. H. Pier’ Wallace, 
2 ree, 
Gay, Hemphill, Post, Ward, 
Clements, Henley, Potter, Warner, Richard 
Cobb, Hewitt, A.S. Pryor, Wellborn, 
Connolly, Hewitt, G. W. Pusey, eller, 
Converse, Hill Randall, Wemple, 
Cook Hoblitzell, 3 Alas, 
ve, Holman, „J. W. illis, 
Covington, Hopkins, Reese, Wilson, W. L. 
Cox, W.R. ouseman, —— o Winans, E. B. 
Hunt, * Winans, John 
Culberson, D. B. Hutchins, Robinson, W. E. ise, G. D. 
„EEC. 
n ones, J. rs, W. F. > 
Davis, L. II. ordan, a Woodward, 
Deuster, King, Se ur, Worthington, 
Dibbie, Lamb, Shively, Yaple, 
Dibrell, Lanham, Singleton, Young. 
NAYS—4. 
Adams, J.J. Brewer, F. B. Everhart, Morse. 
NOT VOTING—156. 
Adams, G. E. Atkinson, Bingham, Bowen. 
Aiken, Barr, Bisbee, Brainerd, 
Anderson, Bayne, Blanchard, Breitung. 
Arnot, Belford, Boutelle, Brewer it, H. 


So the House agreed to consider the contested- election case of Fred- 


erick vs. Wilson. 

Mr. HENLEY. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read - 
ing of the names of members voting. 

8 3 

The following iti pairs were announced: 

Mr. Geson with Mr. McCormick, for the rest of the day, 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. KELLEY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. Dockery with Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, on the Frederick-Wilson 
election case. 

re MUTCHLER with Mr. BRUMM, on the Frederick-Wilson election 


lr. DEO ee eee, with Mr. DAvis, of Missouri, on the 
Frederick-Wilson election 

Mr. MUTCHLER. T in pebael with Gin penkignan 8 
vania, Mr. BRUMM, but have voted as I understand Mr. BRU is 
present. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. F 
Understanding that more than a quorum has voted, I wi w my 


vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I move to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BEN- 
NETT] has the floor. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from New York [Mr. ADAmMs] 
stood ready to move as soon as the vote should be announced that the 
House do now adjourn, and made that motion. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from North Carolina having 
the election case in charge, which the House has just agreed to consider, 
addressed the Chair and was recognized. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. A motion to adjourn after a vote of that kind 
dng in order. 

PEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman from New 
FEC aringi North Carolina was 
The gentleman from North Carolina, in fact, addressed the 


recognized. 
- FFC 


Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from New York stood there 
in front of the Chair and sought recognition. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from North Carolina was on the 
floor and addressed the Chair, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. After such a vote as has just been taken a 
motion to adjourn is always in order when a gentleman takes the floor 
and makes that motion immediately on the announcement of the vote. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from New York states that he 
made the motion before the Chair recognized the gentleman from North 
Carolina, the Chair, as he always does, will accept the gentleman’s 
statement. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I do not make that statement. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. The gentleman from Kansas, me: ÅNDER- 
sox, also made the motion. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I made that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine now claims that an- 
other gentleman made the motion to adjourn. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Ido. The gentleman from Kansas moved 
to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear either of the gentlemen 
make the motion to adjourn till after the gentleman from North Car- 
olina had been recognized. But if the gentleman from Kansas states 
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he made the motion to adjourn before the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina took the floor and was recognized, the Chair will entertain his 
motion. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I can not state that. I made the motion as 
quickly as I could; but in the confusion I can not say whether I made 
it before the gentleman from North Carolina was recognized or not, 
Gentlemen standing around me say I did. 

The SPEAKER. There is so much confusion on the floor that it is 
impossible to transact business. If gentlemen will resume their seats 
the Chair will endeavor to see that the public business is transacted in 
an orderly manner. The House will be in order. 

The Chair will state that the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
BENNETT] rose in his place and addressed the Chair before the result 
was announced, but the Chair did not then recognize the gentleman. 
Immediately upon the announcement of the result the gentleman from 
North Carolina again addressed the Chair, and the Chair recognized 
him, not having heard any motion made before that time. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I heard the 

tleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] make his motion to adjourn 
fore the gentleman from North Carolina was recognized. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Kansas himself declines 
to state that he made that motion before the gentleman from North 
Carolina was ized. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, all that I desire to state is this: I 
did make the motion as promptly as I could make it, but in the con- 
fusion I could not hear whether the gentleman from North Carolina 
was ized at that time or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON]. z 

Mr. ANDERSON. Gentlemen standing around me say my motion 
was in time. 

The SPEAKER. Butother gentlemen say it was not, and the Chair, 
having recognized the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT], 
can not decide that question. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is recognized to make 
a statement. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I presume that the rule of parliamentary law 
is very plain and simple. It is not a race on the part of the Speaker or 
on the part of a member as to recognition. It is not for the Speaker to 
turn toward a member and recognize him and thereby prevent a mo- 
tion to adjourn. Iam sure that would not be the view of the present 
occupant of the chair. The motion to adjourn is a privileged motion 
which takes precedence of recognition, and if a gentleman was stand- 
ing on the floor and making every effort to be recognized to make that 
motion, and the Chair turned to another gentleman and recognized him, 
and then the gentleman who was first trying to get recognition for the 

of making a motion to adjourn should make that motion, the 
Chatr would be bound to recognize him and bed ps the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, of course, would not endeavor to give 
one gentleman an advantage over another on the floor. When the Chai 
announced the result he had already turned toward the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT], because that gentleman was in charge 
of this matter and had addressed the Chair. The Chair thereupon rec- 
ognized him. Afterward it was claimed that the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. ANDERSON] had made a motion to adjourn before the recog- 
nition of the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But if another. ean had previously 
moved to adjourn before the gentleman from North Carolina [Cries 
of Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BENNETT], under the statements made by the two gentlemen 
who claim to have made motions, is entitled to the floor. [Renewed 
cries of Regular order!“ 
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Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, the returning board of the State of 
Iowa—— E 

Mr. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RANNEY. The resolution in this case has not been read. 

A MEMBER. Are we not entitled to have the read ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. BENNETT] has the floor, and desires to be heard. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair is aware that the gentleman from North 
Carolina has the floor. 

Mr. RANNEY. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that the reso- 
lution has not been read. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was read on Saturday. 

Mr. RANNEY. The report of the minority was read, but not the 
report of the majority. 

The SPEAKER. Both the resolution reported by the minority and 
the one reported by the majority were read on A 

— But that is not to-day. We voted not to consider the 
ease then. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is not aware of any rule which would 


authorize gentlemen to demand the reading of the resolution in the time 
of a gentleman already on the floor, but of course every gentleman has 
a right to have the resolution read before it is voted upon. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I submit that the Chair had no 
right to ize a gentleman to debate the resolution until it had been 
read or stated to the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will examine the rule. [Aftera pause. ] 
The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Rois XVI. 

2. When a motion has been made the Speaker shall state it, or, if it be in writ- 
ing, cause it to be read aloud by the Clerk, before being debated, and it shall 
then be in ion of the House, but may be withdrawn at any time before 
a decision or amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that if this rule is insisted upon 
the resolution must be read or stated before it can be debated. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I insist that the resolution 
be read, and that opportunity be given to all members alike for recog- 
nition to debate it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James Wilson—— 


Mr. HISCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Is it in order to move that the House now udjourn? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not while the Clerk is reading 
the resolution. 

Mr. HISCOCK. 

The SPEAKER. 


I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 


has asked for the reading of the resolution. 


Mr. HISCOCK. Yes; but we are transacting business, and any bus- 
iness can be interrupted by a motion to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. The Chair thinks the 
gentleman can not stop the reading of a paper which has been demanded 
as a matter of right. The Clerk will 

The Clerk continued and concluded the reading of the resolution, as 
follows: f 

Resolved, That James Wilson was not elected as a Representative in 2 
ae fifth district of Iowa, and is not entitled to a seat on the floor of this 

Mr. HISCOCK and Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Hiscock] 
moves that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ANDERSON, Pending that, I move that the House take a re- 
cess until 7 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. HISCOCK. Pending that, I move that when the House ad- 
journ it adjourns to meet to-morrow at 4 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. That would be to change the order of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. 8 er, I make the point of order that the 

entleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] is now entitled to the 

to debate the proposition before the House. When this matter 

was called up it was stated that it was the contested-election case of 

Frederick against Wilson. The question of consideration was then 

raised and the question was submitted, Will the House now proceed to 

consider this question ?—the question then stated to the House and 
then before the House. I see the Speaker shakes his head. 

The SPEAKER. The question then before the House was merely 
the question of consideration. ; 

Mr. SPRINGER. But what were we to consider? The resolution 
which has been read; and the House voted to consider it. If gentlemen 
had desired to have that resolution read, it was their province to askit 
when the question of consideration was raised. The question of con- 
sideration raised, it could only be upon the resolution and upon 
nothing else; and the House has decided now to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the resolution, notwi ding gentlemen absented them- 
selves and broke a quorum. P 

The gentleman from North Carolina was then recognized, and pro- 
ceeded to debate—began his speech; and he is now entitled to occupy ” 
the floor for one hour on that question. 

The SPEAKER. The question which was pending before the House 
when the resolution was read was not the question whether the report 
should be adopted or not; the question then was whether the House 
would consider it or not. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But after the House determined that it would 
consider it then the question was upon the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. But the attention of the Chair having been called 
since that controversy arose to the fact that the resolution had not 
been read, and the question had not been stated, the Chair was bound, 
in accordance with the rules, to hold that it was not yet before the 
—_— and that therefore the gentleman from North Carolina could not 

ebate it. : 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Chair did not get my point. The point I 
make is this: If gentlemen had desired the resolution read it was their 
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duty to call for its reading when the question was put to the House 
upon consideration. The question then before the House was, Will 
the House now consider this resolution? That question having been 
submitted, the House voted to consider it; and consideration means de- 
bate. The gentleman from North Carolina had the floor and began to 
debate the question, and he is entitled to speak an hour before he can 
be taken from the floor without his consent. 

The SPEAKER. But the point made by gentlemen on the other 
side, after the gentleman from North Carolina had been recognized by 
the Chair, was that under the rulesof the House there was then noques- 
tion before the House which the gentleman from North Carolina could 
debate, because the resolution had not been read nor had the Chair 
stated the question to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What have we voted on then? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair under the rules was obliged to sustain 
that point of order, and holds that at the time the gentleman from North 
Carolina took the floor there was in fact no question before the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What, then, did the House vote on by yeas and 
nays? 

The SPEAKER. That was the question whether the House would 
consider the matter at all. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whether it would consider this resolution; there 
is nothing else before it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the distinction is very plain 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. There is a question of order pending. The Chair 
thinks the distinction is very plain and obvious between the question 
whether the House will consider the report at all and the question 
whether the House will adopt the report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now I make this further point—that the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, having this report and resolution in sarees 
was first entitled to ition when the House voted to take it up. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has decided that he was entitled to the 
floor as soon as the question was before the House for debate, and that 
he could be prevented from taking the floor only by a privileged motion 
under the rules. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Pending that, 
is a motion to take a recess until 7 o’clock in order? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn has precedence over a mo- 
tion to take a recess. 

Mr. ANDERSON. But still the motion to take a recess may be 
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Mr. VALENTINE. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it 
be to meet on Wednesday next, at 10 o’clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, because it changes a 
standing order of the House. The question is on the motion to ad- 
journ. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 37, noes 78. 

Mr. ANDERSON. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not necessary on this question. 

Mr. VALENTINE and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 48 voting in favor thereof. 

question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
11, nays 194, not voting 119; as follows: 


YEAS—11. 
Adams, J. J. Brewer, F. B. Culbertson, W. W. James, 
Atkinson, ‘er, J. H. Cullen, Johnson, 
Bingham, Browne, T. M. Hatob, H. H. 
NAYS—194. 
Alexander, Cook, Graves, Matson, 
— ae 8 7 
une, Cov! n, Greenleaf, Miller, J. F. 
Barbour, Cox, C. 8. 1 F ills, 
Bayne, Cox, W. R. . eee 
Beach, Crisp, * organ, 
Culberson, D. B. Harmer, orse, 
Belmont, Curtin, Hatch, W. H Moulton, 
Davidson. Hemphill, Muller, 
Blaekburn, Davis, G. R. Henderson, T. J. Murphy, 
Bland, _ Davis, I. II Hewitt, A. S Mutchler, 
Blount, Da vis, R. T. Hewitt, G. W. Neece, 
Boyle, Deuster, Till, Oates, 
Brainerd, Dibble, Hoblitzell, O’Ferrall, 
Breckinridg Desras Hopkins, ONeill: J.J 
e, f 0 4 a . 
Broadhead, mer, Houk, Paige, 
Brown, W. W. Dowd, Houseman, Patton, 
Brumm, Dunn, Howey, Pierce, 
Eaton unt, Peel, 
Buckner, Eldredge, Hutchins, Perkins, 
Elliott, Jeffo: Peters, 
Burnes, Ellis, Jones, B. W. Post, 
Cabell, English, Jones, J. H. Potter, 
Caldwell, - Ermentrout, Keifer, Pryor, 
Cam I. Felix Everhart, K E 
Campbell, J. E. Ferrell, King, Randall, 
Cam 1, J. M. Fiedler, Lamb, Reid, J. W. 
ler, ers — Reese, 
Clardy, ‘ollett, evre, 
Clay, Foran, Long, — en, 
Clements, Forney, Lore, Rogers, J. 
Connoll Garrison, t Ryan 9 5 
—— Glascock, McMillin, Seney, 


Se 5 Storm. Weller, 
Shively. Sumner, C. A Valentine, Wemple, 
Singleton, Sumner, D. Van Alstyne, Whi A 
Skinner, T. G. Swope, Vance, Wilkins, 
Slocum, Talbott Van Eaton, Willis, 

Smith, A. Herr Taylor, J. D Wadsworth, Wilson, W. L. 
Snyder, Taylor, J. Wait, wae 
Spooner, Thomas, W. W. 

Spriggs, Thompson, Ward, Wood, 
springer, Tillman, Warner, A. J Worthington, 
`: Townshend, Warner, Richard aple, 

Stewart, Charles Tucker, ash 5 York. 

Tully, Weaver, 
Stone, Turner, H. G Wellborn, 

NOT VOTING—1I19, 

Adams, G. E. Goff, L; = Reed, T. B. 
Aiken, Guenther, NeAdoo, Rice, 
Anderson, Hanback, — — Robertson, 
Barksdale, Hardy, McCormick, Robinson, W. E. 
Barr, Hart, M: Rosecrans, 
Bisbee, Haynes, Miller, S. H. Rowell, 

Henderson, D. B. Milliken, Russell, 
Boutelle, Henley, M 1 Shaw, 
Bowen, Hepburn, Morrill, Skinner, C. R. 
Breitung, Herbert, Mo: — Smalls. 
Burleigh, Hiscock, Muldrow, Smith, H. v. 

Hitt, Murray, Steele, 
Carleton, Holmes, Stephenson. 

y. Holton, Nicho Stewart, J. W. 
Collins, H i chiin Struble, 
ns, t 
Craig, Hurd, O'Neill Charles Taylor, E. B. 
Cut 5 Jones, J. K Parker, 
3 Jones, J. T. Payne, W. 
Y, Jordan, Payson, White, J. 
—— Kelle} 8 Wie * 
* ey, elips, 

Ellwood, Kellogg, Poland, Wilson, 
Evans, Kleiner, Price, Winans, E.B, 
Finerty, Lacey, Rankin, Wise, G. D. 
Fyan, Laird, Ranney, Wise, J. 8. 
Geddes, Lawrence, Ray,G. W. Woodward, 
George, Lewis, Ray, Ossian Young. 
Gibson, Libbey, gan, 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, requested 
a conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 
R. 5800) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, and stated that it had ap- 
pointed Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. VAN WyYcK, and Mr. JACKSON as confer- 
ees on its part. 
IOWA ELECTION CASE. 


During the roll-call the following additional pairs were announced: 

For the rest of the day— 

Mr. GEDDES with Mr. HoLMEs. 

Mr. BALLENTINE with Mr. LAIRD, 

Mr. YounG with Mr. HoLrox. 

Mr. MURRAY with Mr. STEELE. 

Mr. NICHOLLS with Mr. WAKEFIELD. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE with Mr. LIBBEY. If present, Mr. WISE would 
vote in the negative. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the House take a recess until 9 o’clock 
this evening. 

Mr. ANDERSON. 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will submit their motions one at a 
time. As the Chair understands, the gentleman from Nebraska moves 
the House take a recess until to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that the House take a recess until 9 
O clock. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I did not make a motion that the 
House take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning, but I will 
move now that the House take a recess until 10 o'clock to-night. 

The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen made motions at the same time, 
and the Chair may have been mistaken. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask by unanimous consent to take up from the 
Speaker’s table the message from the Senate asking for a committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(H. R. 5809) for the relief of Sarah B. Jackson, and to move that the 
conference asked for be agreed to. 

It isa privileged 


I move the House take a recess until 11 o'clock 


The SPEAKER. That is not in order just now. 
matter, but it does not stand on the same footing with a conference 


report. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
moves that the House take a recess until 10 o’clock this ev ý 

Mr. HEPBURN. And I move to amend that motion so the House 
shall take a recess until 9 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. And I move to still further amend by making 
it 8 o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to amend by say- 
ing 9 o’clock, and the gentleman from Tennessee moves still further o 


amend by Soe | 8 o’clock to-night. 
Mr. ANDERSON. And now I move the House adjourn. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. These are all dilatory motions, and I ask notice | Lawrence, Murray, Throckmorton, 
be taken of that fact. Ihave been informed that the contestee in this | MeAdos Nase Byes, — PEA 
case has said time and he would not make any objection to the con- McGoid,’ Payson, Singleton, Vance, ; 
sideration of this case. [Cries of ‘‘Order!’’] I ask [eries of Order! ] MoCorm: Perkins, Snyder, Wadsworth, 
that the assurances of the gentleman from Iowa [eries or Order! that A K. 8 8 Watsneld, 
there should be no contest and no filibustering in this case [Cries | Mitchell, Pusey, Stewart, J. W. Warner, A. J. 
of Order!“ Morrill, Rankin Stone, illiams, 

Mr. WEL Mr. Speaker, I move that all these motions be laid | Morison, — na Wand. 
on the table. Moulton, Rice Taylor, E. B. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will entertain no motion whatever until | Muldrow, Robinson, J. S. Thompson, 


gentlemen resume their seats and order is restored. 
The question is first on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. PETTIBONE] that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock this even- 


ing. 

Mr. RANDALL. If taken at all it should be until 8. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Let us have a division on that vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 44. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as tellers the tleman 
from Nebraska, Mr. VALENTINE, and the gentleman from is, Mr. 
SPRINGER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers hi goa Va hg 0, noes 103. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No ‘quorum has voted 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move that there be a call of the House. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 43, noes 54. 

Mr. HEPBURN peasant id ys and nays. 

The yeas and nays were o 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


50, nays 168, not voting 106; as follows: 
YEAS—50. 
Adams, G. E. Dunham, Nutti Spooner, 
Adams, J. J. ‘ O'Hara.’ Stockslager, 
Anderson, Guenther, Parker, Strait, 
nson, back, Payne, Swope, 
y H. Peters, Ta; J.D, 

s Henderson, D.B. Ray,G. W. V. tine, 
Collins, Horr, Ray, Washburn, 
Culbertson, W. W. Jam Rockwell, Weaver, 
Cullen, Jeffords, Rowell, J.D. 
Davis, G. R. Lacey. Russell. W James 
5 R. T. ä — — Skinner, C. R. Wise, J. S. 

ngley, cComas, — 
on, Millard, Smith, H. V. 
NAYS—168. 
Alexander, Davi Jones, J. K. J. H. 
eG. Da 2 T. K. ng, —.— W. F. 
Bagley, „ N Seney, 
Barbour,” er oo l Shively. 

ur, er, evre, ore 
Barksdale, Dowd, ` Lewis, Skinner, T. G 
Bayn Dunn, Long, Slocum, 
Beach, Eaton Lowe Smith, A. Herr 
Belmont, Eiio 5 Lowry,’ — 

on » 
. — . * MeMillin, Slevers, 
Blan English, Matson, wart, Charles 
Blount, 25 Sumner, C. A. 
Boutelle, Ferrell, Miller, J. F. Sumner, D. H. 
Bere — . 
g M, Ae J. 
Breckinri Forney, Muller, To 
Brewer, F. Graves, Murphy, Tucker, 
Brewer, J. Green. Mutchler, Tully, 
Broadhead, Halsell, Neece, Turner, H. G. 
Browne, T. M. Hammond, Oates, Turner, 
Brumm, Hardeman, Ochiltree, Van Eaton, 
Buchanan, Hardy, bth be ag Wallace, 
Buckner, = W. H. 5 3 es wares 
anne em Neill, J. J. arner, 
Cabell, Henderson, T. J. 4 Wellborn, 
Caldwell Henley, Patton, Weller, 
Campbell, Felix Hepburn, Peel, Wem 
Campbell, J. E. Hewitt, A. S. Pettibone, White, 
Campbell, J. M. Hewitt, G. W. Pi 
Candler, Hill Poland, Wilkins, 
Hoblitzell, Post, Willis, 
Clay, ai ee bos? Wilson, pi is 
Clemen olmes, ‘or, Winans, 
Cobb, Randall, Winans, John 
Converse, Houseman, me Wise, G. D. 
Cosgro Hutchins, Saina . — 

ve o 

Cox, W. R. Johnson, N. 
Crisp, Jones, B. W. York, 
Culberson, D. B. Jones, J. H. Robinson, W. E. Young. 
NOT VOTING—106. 
Aiken, Covin, Fyan, Holton, 
Bingham, = A Garrison, = 5 
Blanchard, i George, , Hunt, 
Bowen, Cutcheon, Gibson, Hurd, 
Giascock, Jones, J. T. 
Brown, W. W. Deuster, - Goff, Jordan, 
Bur! Dibble, Kean. 
Burnes, Ellwood, Harmer, Keifer, 
Cannon, Ermentrout, Kelley, 
Cassidy, Evans, ynes, K 4 
Chal Fiedler, Herbert, K 
Clardy, Finerty, isecock, Kleiner, 
Connolly, „ * Laird, 


So a call of the House was not ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. HARMER, on all political questions, until 
further notice. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. FINERTY, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. BUCKNER with Mr. Warr, for this day. 

Mr. DIBBLE with Mr. GEORGE, for to-day. 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, for this day. 

Mr. JoRDAN with Mr. DINGLEY, until 7 p. m. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, with Mr. Houx, until 8 o’clock p. m. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move toreconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to order a call of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON. And I move to lay that motion on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider will be entered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to make a brief statement, and with 
the consent of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the gentleman will proceed. 
[Cries of All right!“ 

Mr. RAND It is probable that we shall be compelled to stay 
late to-night, perhaps until to-morrow morning, and I think it will be 
for the comfort of both sides that we now take a recess until 8 o’clock, 
so as to allow members of the House an opportunity to get their dinner. 

TheSPEAKER. That is the question now ede before the House. 
The amendment proposed by the 8 Tennessee is that the 
House shall now take a recess until 8 o’cl 

Mr. ANDERSON. Will the Chair state othe question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
moved that the House take a recess until 10 clock to-night. The gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] moved to amend that motion by 
taking a recess until 9 o’clock; and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PETTIBONE] moved to amend the amendment by making the hour 8 
o’clock, which is now the pending E 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest to the House that we adopt that with 
unanimity, and we can commence anew at 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa withdraw the mo- 
tion to reconsider? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I withdraw the motion to lay on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] that 
the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was to. 

The motion as amended was then agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 
o’clock and 23 minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o'clock. 


EVENING SESSION, 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) resumed its 
session. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—FREDERICK VS. WILSON. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I move that the House do now take a recess 
until 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend by making it 9 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion of the gentleman 
from Nebraska. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion, aſter which the 
Chair will hear the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to know, in the first place, what is the 
ee question. 

PEAKER. The pending question is on the adoption of the re- 
port of the majority of the Committee on Elections in the contested- 
election case. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Upon that I wish to be recognized. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Nebraska has made a mo- 
tion that the House take a recess, which is a privileged motion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to ask if it is not in order to proceed to 
the discussion of the election case. 

The SPEAKER. Not pending a motion for a recess. 

The gentleman from Iowa moves to amend the motion so as to make 
the recess until 9 o’clock. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move a farther amendment to the amend- 


ment, that the recess be taken until 8 o’clock to-morrow morning. 
Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the House adjourn. 
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Mr. SPRINGER. If gentlemen have got through with their ae 
tions, I would like to state that the contestee in this case agreed tha 
there should be no filibustering in connection with it [cries of "Rew 


ular order!“ J, and in view of that agreement I ask that gentlemen now 
cease their ibustering and let us go on with the case. 
Mr. ADAMS, of New York. There never was any such arrangement 


made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I say that an agreement was made on the part of 
the contestee [loud cries of order!“ J, and I want to inform 
members on that side of the House [resumed cries of Regular order !’’] 
that this case will be before the House, notwithstanding their efforts. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Tennessee to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I make a point of order upon that last 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I understand that (he gentleman: moves 
that the House take a recess until 10 o'clock, another until 8, and an- 
other until 9. That is an amendment in the third degree, and if I am 
correct in the statement it is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemanis mistaken. There was a motion 
to take a recess until 10 o’clock, to which an amendment was offered 
making it 9 o’clock, and the amendment to the amendment by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, which is now the pending question, until 8 

o'clock. The question is on the latter motion. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 2, noes 


Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum, 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. VALENTINE and Mr, SPRINGER were appointed tellers, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that there be a of the House, 

The SPEAKER. The House is now taking a vote. 

The 3 divided; and the tellers reported -ayes 3, noes 42. 

Mr. V. INE. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move a call of the House. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 31. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered, only 22 members voting therefor—not one- 
fifth of a quorum. 

So the motion for a call of the House was not agreed to. 

Mr, ADAMS, of New York, I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Ihave a resolution to offer which bears 
directly on the question before this House, namely, the contested-elec- 
tion case of Frederick vs. Wilson. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has not appeared and no business is in 
order ‘cone a call of the House ora motion to adjourn 

Mr. SPRINGER. A quorum not being present would it be in order 
now to to discuss the question before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The question before the House is on the motion 
for a recess and the amendments thereto. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is a mere dilatory motion which gentlemen 
are urging for revolutionary purposes. [Cries of r order! c 

Mr. VALENTINE. The gentleman form Illinois is out of order. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ihave a right to be out of order when revolution 
is afoot. 

Mr. GEORGE D. WISE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The gestion being taken on the motion to adjourn, the Speaker stated 
that the ‘‘noes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 56. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BENNETT rose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina. 


Mr. BENNETT. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BENNETT. What is the next question before the House? 
The SPEAKER. The question before the House is on the motion 


for a recess. The first 1 is on the amendment to the amend- 


Mr. VALENTINE on which no quorum appeared. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does not a motion to adjourn supersede all those 
motions for a recess? 

~ SPEAKER, It does not supersede them; it has priority over 


Mr. CANNON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. CANNON. Would it be in order for me to ask unanimous con- 


sent ihat the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. BENNETT] and the 


gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] have leave of absence until 
to-morrow? 

Mr. SPRINGER. What was the question of my colleague? That 
chunk of wisdom has been lost, I am afraid, not only to this generation 
but to ity. Thatcannon exploded in e nothing was heard 
of it. [Cries of ene 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [ Mr. PETTIBONE] to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

The question being taken, the Speaker stated that the noes seemed 
to have it. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 3, noes 36. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move that there be a call of the House, a quo- 
rum not having voted. 

The question being taken on Mr. SPRINGER’s motion, the Speaker 
stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 25. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Upon this question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 43 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 129, nays 61, not vot- 
ing 134; as follows: 


YEAS—129, 

Alexander, Dunn, Lo Stevens, 
Bagley, Eaton, McComas, Stewart, Charles 
Bayne, Eld: n Stone, 
Belmont, Elliott, Ma: mons Storm, 
Bennett, Ellis, Miller, J. F. Sumner, C. A 
Blackburn, lish, Mills, Swope, 
Blount, Ermentrout, Mitchell, Talbott, 
Breckinridge, Fiedler, Money, Taylor, J. D. 
B: Findlay, Murphy, Taylor, J. M. 
Brown, W. W. jett, Mutchler, 
Browne, T. M. Forney, Neece, Thompson, 
Brumm, arrison, O'Ferrall, Tully, 
— Š 88 be (og H. G. 

urnes, raves, yson, ‘an Alstyne; 
Cabell, Greenleaf, l, Vance, 
Caldwell ll, Pettibone, Van Eaton, 
Cam: li. J. E. Hammond, roe, Wallace, 
Candler, lancock, Post, Ward, 
Carleton, Hardeman, tter, Warner, A. J. 
Clay, Hatch, W. H. Pryor. Warner, 
Clements, Hewitt, G. W. 2 Wellborn, 
Cobb, Hill, Randall, Weller, 
Connolly, Hopkins, Reese, Wemple, 
Cook, Houseman, Riggs, Willis, 
Cosgrove, Hutchins, Robertson. Wilson, W. L. 
Cox. W. R. Jones, B. W. Rogers, J. H. Winans, E. B. 
Crisp, Jones, J. H. Rosec! G. 
Culberson, D. B. ordan, Seymour, Woodward, 
Davidson, Kleiner, Shively, Worthington, 
Davis, L. H. Lamb, Skinner, T. G. Yaple. 
Deuster, $ Slocum, 
Doc! A Lewis, Snyder, 
Dowd, re, Springer, 

NAYS5S—6L. 
Adams, G. E. Evans, James, Peters, 
Adams, J. J. Everhart, Jeffords Price, 
Anderson, Funston, Johnson, Rowell, 
Barr, Goff, ean, 7 
B x Guenther, Keifer, u 
Boutelle, rmer, Libbey, 
Breitung, Hart, MeCold, Stewart, J. W. 
Cannon, Hatch, H. H. McCormick, 4 
Craig, Haynes, Millard, Strait, 
Culbertson, W. W. Henderson, D. B. Morrill, 0 
Cullen, Hepburn, Nelson, Valentine, 
Davis, G. R. Hitt, Ochiltree, 
Dingley, Holman, O'Hara, Weaver. 
on, Holmes, Parker, 
Dunham, Houk, Payne, 
Eliwood, Howey, Perkins, 
NOT VOTING—1#. 
Aiken, Curtin, Jones, J. K. paige. 
Arnot, 8 Jones, J. T. Phelps, 
Atkinson, Davis) Kelley, Poland, 
Ballentine, DR s, R. T. Kellogg, Rankin, 
rbour, Ketcham, Ranney 

Barksdale, Dibrelt, King, Ray, G. W. 

h, Dorsheimer, 2 Ray, Ossian 
Belford, Ferrell, Laird, F 
Bingham Finerty, Lawrence, „ 
Blanchard, ‘oran, Le Fevre, Reid, J. W. 
Bland, Fyan, Long, 5 
power, Geddes, bot Robinson, 2 * 

yte, rge, man, Robinson, W. 
Brainerd, Glascock, Manico Rock well 

n, Green, MEMINTA, Rogers, W. e 

Brewer, F. B. Hanback, Miller, S. H. Russell, 
Brewer, J. H. Hardy, Milliken, Seney, 
Buckner, Hemphill, Morgan, Shaw, 
Budd Henderson, T. J. Morrison, Singleton 
Burleigh, Henley, orse, „GR. 
Campbell, Felix Herbert, Moulton, Smith, A. Horr 
Campbell, Hewitt, A. 8. Muldrow, Spooner, 
Cassidy, H Muller, 
Chalmers, Hoblitzell, Murray, 8 
Olardy, olton, Nichol Stephenson, 
Collins, Hooper, Nutting, Struble, 
Cony Horr, Oates, Sumner, D. H. 
Covington, Hunt, O'Neill, Charles Taylor, E. B. 
Cox, S. urd, O'Neill, J. J. 
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Tillman, wees W Wood, 
Tucker, White, J. D. Wilson, James York, 
‘Turner, Oscar White, Milo Winans, John oung. 
Wadsworth, Whiting, Wise, J.S 


Wait, Wilkins, Wolford. 
So the motion was neod to. : 
Mr. SPRINGER. . Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
pense with the reading of the names. 
Mr. ANDERSON, Mr. ADAMS, of Illinois, and Mr. BROWNE, of 


Indiana, objected. 
The Clerk read the names of members voting. 
The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
esk 


Mr. Jonx S. Wise with Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, on this vote. 

Mr. TUCKER with Mr. LONG, on this vote. 

Mr. HEMPHILL with Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, for the remain- 
der of the day. 

Mr. Wrv Ans, of Wisconsin, with Mr. YORK, for the remainder of the 
day. 
8 WHITE, of Minnesota, with Mr. DIBRELL, for the remainder of 

e day. 
— — of California, with Mr. Rock WELL, for the remainder 
of the day. 

Mr. GLAscock with Mr. NELSON, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. STORM, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. Hiscock with Mr. DoRSHEIMER, for the remainder of the day. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. S. er, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which a call of the House has ordered, 

Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. HEPBURN moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. I de- 
sire to ask how the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman from 
Indiana voted “‘ ay.” 

Mr., BROWNE, of Indiana (to Mr. SPRINGER). 
p my friend. 

e SPEAKER. The question is on laying the motion to reconsider 

on the table. [After a pause. ] The ‘‘ayes’’ seem to have it. 

Mr. VA Mr. Speaker, I think we had better have the 


I voted yea on 


yeas and nays on this. 8 
The question was taken; and the yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken on laying the motion to reconsider on the table; 
and there were—yeas 138, nays 70, not voting 116; as follows: 
YEAS—138. 
noun Doe : Le F. 8 der, 
ery, æ Fevre, nyder, 
Barbour, Dowd, Lewis, Spriggs, 
Ba: Dunn, Lore, Springer, 
Belford, Eato Lowry, Stevens, 
Belmont, Eldredge, MeAdoo, Stewart, Charles 
Bennett, Enis, mig T, 
Black . English, Miller, F. Storm, 
Bland, Ermentrout, ills, Swope, 
Boyle. Ferrell, Mitchen, Talbott, 
Breckinridge, Fiedler, Morgan, Taylor, J. M. 
Broadhead, Findlay, Morphy, 4 
Browne, T. M. Finerty, Mutchler, ‘Townshend, 
Buchanan, Follett, Neece, Tully, 
Budd, Garrison, Oates, ‘Turner, H. G 
Burnes, Gibson, O’Ferrall, Van Alstyne, 
Cabell, Greenleaf, O'Neill, J. J. 5 
Gampoel Felix .. Feels Wallace.” 
U. „ ce, 
5 — — N. J. E. Hancock, Pettibone, Ward, 
ler, Hardeman Pierce, Warner, A. J. 
Carleton, Hatch, W. H. Post, Warner, Richard 
Clardy, Henderson, T. J. Potter, Weller, 
Clay, Hewitt, G. W Pryor, Wempie, 
Clements, Hill, Rear SE ‘kins, 
Cobb, Holman, B Willis, 
Connolly, Hopkins, Reese, Wilson, W. L. 
Cook, Houseman, Riggs, Winans, E. B. 
Cosgrove, Hunt, Rogers, J. H. ise, G. D. 
Cox, 8. S. Hutchins, Rogers, W. F. Wolford, 
Cox, W. R. Jones, B. W. Rosecrans, Woodward, 
Crisp, Jones, J. II Seney, Worthington, 
Culberson, D. B. Jordan, — Yaple. 
Davidson. Kleiner, Shively, 
Davis, L. H Lamb, Skinner, T. G. 
NAYS—70. 
Adams, G. E. Ellwood, Kean, Rowell, 
Anderson, Evans, Keifer, Ryan, 
Atkinson, Everhart, Lacey, Skinner, C. R. 
Harr, Forney, i Libbey, Smalls, 
Bisbee, Funston, McComas, Smith, H. Y. 
Boutelle, Glascock, MeCormick, Spooner, 
Breitung, Goff, Millard, Stephenson, 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, Morrill, Stewart, J. W. 
Brumm Hatch, H. H. Nelson, Sera 
Cannon, Henderson, D. B. Nutting, Stru 
Craig, a O'Neill, Charles Taylor, J.D. 
Culbertson, W. W. Hitt, Payne, ‘Thomas, 
len, Holmes, Payson, Waieworth, 
Davis, G. R. Herr, Perkins, Wi 
Davis, R. T. Houk, Peters, Washburn, 
X Howey, Ranney, Weaver, 
Dixon, Jeff Ray, Ossian 
Dunham. Johnson, T. B. 


NOT VOTING—116. 
ae de Fo es pa UB — an 
en, an, - * * 
Arnot, Geddes, Heper. Rockwell, 
Ballentine, George, Necoid. Russell, 
Barksdale, Graves, McMillin, Shaw, 
Beach, Green, Matson Singleton. 
Bingham, Guenther, Miller, 8. II. „A. Herr 
Blount, ` Hardy i 3 Stone, 
n > oney, e, 
Bowen, Hart. Morrison, Sumner, C. A. 
Haynes, Morse, Sumner, D. H. 
Bratton, Hemphill, Moulton, Taylor, E. B. 
Brewer, F. B. Henley, uldrow, Throckmorton, 
Brewer, J. H. Herbert, Muller, Tillman, 
Buekner, Hewitt, A. S. Murray, ‘Tucker, 
Burleigh. K Nicholls, Turner, Oscar 
Campbeli, J, M. Hoblitzell, iltree, Wait, 
v. Holton, O'Hara, Wakefield, 
Chalmers, Hooper, % W. 
Collins, u Parker, J 
Converse, ames, Phelps, White, Milo 
Jones, J. K Poland. 3 
Curtin, Jones, J. T. Price, 
Cutcheon, — — a. W. ee James 
$ e > „G. W. nans, 
Di 4 Ketcham, F n, hibas adc 
Dibrell, King, J.W. Wood, 
Dorsheimer, Laird, Rice, York, 
Elliott, Lawrence, Robertson, Young. 


Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the reading 
of the names. 

Several members objected. 

The following additional pairs were announced from the Clerk’s 
desk: 
Mr. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. MILLIKEN, for the remainder of the 
day. 
Mr. JoHN S. Wise with Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, on this vote. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 138 and the noes are 
69. The ayes have it; the motion to reconsider is laid on the table; a 
call of the House is ordered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate further insisted upon its amendments numbered 3, 4, 5, 
6, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 to the bill (H. R. 8135) making a tions 
for the service of the Post-Office Department for the A W 
June 30, 1 and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House, ask 
a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. PLUMB, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. BECK as con- 
ferees on part of the Senate. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


A call of the House having been ordered, the Clerk proceeded to call 
the roll, when the following members failed to answer to their names: 


Aiken, Fyan, King, Rankin, 
Ballentine, Ged Laird, Reagan, 

el ns ae “ Lawrence, Rice, 

Beach, 2 Lovering, Robinson, J. 8. 
Bingham, Hayles, L; $ Robinson, W. E. 
Bowen, Hemphill, MeCoid, Shaw, 5 
Campbell, J. M. Henley, Miller, S. H Singleton, 
Chalmers, Herbert, Milliken, 
Collins, Hewitt, A. 8. Morrison, Sumner, D. H 
Converse, Hoblitzell, Moulton, Taylor, E. B 
Covin; š Holton, Murray, * 
Curtin, Hooper, Nicholls, Tillman, 
Cutcheon, Jones, J. K. * Paige, Wait, 

1 Jones, J. T. Peters Williams, 
Dibble, Kelley, Poland, Winans, John 
Dibrell, Kellogg, Price, Young. 


The SPEAKER. Before the names of the absentees are called, the 
Chair desires to lay before the House some requests of members to be 
excused from attendance on account of sickness. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 

To Mr. DIBRELL, for the remainder of this day, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. CuTCHEON, for the remainder of the day, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. GLASCOCK, for the remainder of the day, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

To Mr. STEELE, for the remainder of the day, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. BALLENTINE, for the remainder of the day, on account of 
sickness. 

Mr. HAMMOND. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave of absence for the re- 
mainder of the day because I am suffering from a cold, accompanied 
with neuralgia. 

There no objection, Mr. HAMMOND was excused. 

Mr. P S. Lask that my coll e, Mr. PETERS, be excused 
from attendance this evening. He has here, but is now absent 


upon duty as a member of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, having gone 
to the Executive Mansion. 

There ae objection, Mr. PETERS was excused. 

Mr, PA I ask leave of absence for the gentleman from Con- 
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necticut, Mr. Warr, who desired to be excused as he was not feeling 
well this evening. 

There being no objection, Mr. WAIT was excused. 

Mr. JORDAN. I ask that my colleague, Mr. GEDDES, be excused 
from attendance this evening. He has gone home sick. 

There being no objection, Mr. GEDDES was excused. 

Mr. MUTCHLER. I ask leave of absence for my colleague [Mr. 
CURTIN] on account of indisposition. 

There being no objection, Mr, CURTIN was excused. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. ask that my colleague, Mr. HERBERT, 
be excused from attendance this evening on account of sickness in his 
family. 

There no objection, Mr. HERBERT was excused. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, I ask also that my colleague, Mr. 
by cries be excused from attendance on account of sickness, 

3 no objection, Mr. WILLIAMS was excused. 

Me BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask that my colleague, Judge 
KELLEY, be excused from attendance this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from. Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 
has leave of absence from all evening sessions, 

Mr. MILLS. I ask that my colleague, Mr. THROCKMORTON, be ex- 
cused on account of sickness, 

There being no objection, Mr. THROCKMORTON was excused. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Task that all members be excused until to- 
morrow morning at 9 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now report the names of the ab- 
sentees, after which the doors will be closed. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire. I am requested to ask that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. LAWRENCE, be excused from attend- 
ance this evening on account of sickness. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the gentleman from New 
Hanigehive moves that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be excused 
on account of sickness. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 96, noes 13. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum is not necessary upon this question. 

Mr. HEPBURN and others called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RAy, of New Hampshire, and Mr. 
HEPBURN were appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 12. 

Mr. HEPBURN. On this question I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 54 voting in favor thereof. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
ent to the report of the committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 
It further announced that the Senate further insists upon its amend- 
ments numbered 1 and 29 to the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 
IOWA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs on the motion to excuse the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. LAWRENCE], on which the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the aflirmative—yeas 
203, nays 10, not voting 111; as follows: 


YEAS—203. 
Adams, G. E. Cassidy, Goff, Kleiner, 
Adams, J. J. Clay, Graves, ham, 
Alexander, Clements, Green, Libbey, 
Anderson, Cobb. Greenleaf, Lore, 
Arnot, Colli Guenther, Lo A 
Atkinson, Connolly, Halsell, McAdoo, 
‘ley, Cook, Han A McComas, 
Barbour, „ Hardeman, M x 
©, Cox, S. S. Harmer, MeMillin, 
Belmont, Craig, noi Matson, 
Bennett, Crisp, Hatch, H. H. Milla: 
Blanchard, Culbertson, W. W. Hatch, W.H. Miller, J. F. 
Bland, Cullen, Haynes, ills, 
Blount, Davidson, Henderson,D.B. Mitchell, 
Boutelle, Davis, L. II Henderson, T. J. Money, 
Boyle, vis, R. Hepburn, Muldrow, 
aren de lage oe er G. W. rae es 
reckinridge, on, 4 5 
3 Docke Hitt, Muta 4 x 
Brewer, F. B. Dorsheimer, Holman, cece, 
Brewer, J. H. Dowd, Holmes, Nelson, 
Broadhead, Dunham, Hopkins, Nutting, 
Brown, W. Dunn Houk, Ochiltree, 
Buchanan, Elliott, Houseman, "Hara, 
Budd Ellwood, Howey, Neill, Charles 
Burleigh, English, James, O'Neill, J.J. 
Burnes, Ermentrout, Jeffords, x 
Cabell, Evans, Johnson, er, 
Campbell, Felix Everhart, Jones, B. W. b 
Capoa J.E. 1 Jones, J. H. Payne, 
ier, Forney, Jones, J. K. Payson, 
Cannon, n, Kean, Peel, 
` Kellogg, Pettibone, 
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‘ance, 
Post, 7 x Van Eaton, 
Potter, Seney, Stone, Wallace, 
—. Shively,” Strub Warner, Riol 
s, vel e, arner, 
Randall, Skinner, Sumner, C. A. W. x 
Ranney, Skinner, T. G. Swope, Weaver, 
Ray, Osela Smalls,” Tayor J.D Whites 5 
n ylor, J. 8 
Reed, T. B. Smith, A, Herr Taylor, J. Whiting, 
Reid, J. W. Smith, H. Y. Thomas, Willis, 
Reese, Snyder, Thompson, Wilson, W. L. 
Robertso —.— F wee 
n, Å D. 
Rockwell, Springer, Turner, H. G. Wood, 
Rogers, J. II. Ste N Oscar Woodward, 
Rogers, W. F. Stevens, Valentine, Yaple. 
Stewart,Charles Van Alstyne, 
NAYS—10. 
Barr, iy, Hill, Price. 
Bisbee, Cox, W.R. Horr, 
Caldwell, Follett, 
NOT VOTING—I11, 
0 Findlay, Laird, Robinson, W. B. 
Ballentine, Finerty, Lamb, Ryan, 
e, Foran, po here — W, 
Beach, + F e y re, 
Belford, Lewis, oa 
rge, Long, Storm, 
Blackburn, Gibson, Sumner, D. H. 
Bowen, Lyman, Taylor, E. B. 
Bratton, Hammond, id, ‘hrockm: 
Browne, T. M. é Ma; no, i 
Brumm, Hardy, Miller, S. H. 
Buckner, Hemphill, Milliken, Wadsw: 
Campbell, J, M. Henley, Morgan, Wait, 
Chalmers, Herbert, Morrill, Wakefield, 
Converse, Hewitt, A.S. NM. ard, 
vington, Moblitzell, Morse, Weller, 
Culberson, D. B. Holton, Moulton, Wempie 
Curtin, Hooper, urra; White, Milo 
Cutcheon, Hunt, Nicholls, Wilkins, 
èi Hurd, es, Williams, 
Davis, G. R. Hutchins, O’'Ferrall, Wilson, James 
bble, Jones, J. T. Perkins, Winans, John 
Dibrell, Jordan, cat J. 8. 
Baloo Keifer, Poland, Wolford, 
Kelley, Rankin, Wi 
ena ra Rice, Fom 
g, oung. 
Fietier, Lacey, Robinson, J. S. 
So the motion that Mr. LAWRENCE be excused was agreed to. 
D the roll-call, 


The following additional pairs were announced. 

Mr. WARD with Mr. LAWRENCE, for the rest of the day. 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. JOHNSON, for the rest of the day. 

The vote was then announced as above recorded. 

Mr. VALENTINE moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to 8 be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was 

Mr. STEWART. TI ask now, Mr. Speaker, that my colleague, Mr. 
POLAND, be excused. 

The SPEAKER. The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 24. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a su = to the House, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection, and the gentleman will 

Mr. RANDALL, The report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two 3 on the b and jodie R. 8179) making 
appropriations for the legislative, executive, dicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes, has come over from the Senate, and if p are dis- 

with under the call of the House that report can be taken from 
the Speaker’s table and acted upon. 

Mr. ANDERSON. Can not that be done by unanimous consent, the 
present business before the House standing just as it is? 

The SPEAKER. If further proceedings under the call are dispensed 
with the pending motion can beresumed. These proceedings grow out 
of the fact of no quorum having voted on the motion before the House. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I ask by unanimous consent to dispense with 
all further proceedings under the call. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I move to dispense with all further proceed- 
a under the call. 

motion was agreed to. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., BILL. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I rise to a privileged question. I submit the report 
of the conference committee on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the legislative, executive, and judicial pane Dasara bill, and also 
the statement, under the rules, of the conferees on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry; is this 
8 pending motion? 
ant na It is. n geene rer pranga 

rity over everything except the reading o ournal, 
the call of the roll, or a division of the House. 
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Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of order, I desire 
to know whether this bill is not subject.to debate under the five-minute 


rule. 

The SPEAKER. It is subject to debate under the hour rule, unless 
the previous question is ordered on the report. The Clerk will read 
the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for 
the legislative, executive, and —.—— expenses of the Govetemens! or the 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, baving rary mapa MEANA free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That Senate recede from . - CN numbered 5, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 38, 
92. 102, 1 107, 106, 15 113, Jane 

and 
nt to the amendments tor the Senate 
numbered 2,3, 4. 6. 8. 9. aD 1 14, 23, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30, 31, 82, 33, 35, 37, 40, 41, 45, 48, 
2 55, 56. 57. 58. 59, 68, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74. 7, 80, 83, 81, 85, 26, 87, 93, 94, 95, 
99, 100, 104, 109, 110, 1 15 i, a Aia iio, 1 151, 153, 155, 187, 160. 


164, 165, 166, 167, 1 agree to the 
KEA 8 Hean, to the 3 of the Senate 
8 7, and to the 8 ith an amendment as follows: In lieu 


1 nsert $62,418.19; ™ and the Senate agree to the same. 
bee the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 21. and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number insert twenty-seven" ; and the Senate agree to the same, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 22, and to the same with an amendment as follows; In liewof 
to be 5 insert the following: One fireman, $1,080 ;" 


of the sum insert $147,801 80;"" and the — . to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the mentof the sosie 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 7 
in line 5, after the word labor,“ insert the words including $5,000 for rent of 
Senate committee-rooms;" and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its d disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 36, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum p- insert 9. 10; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede — ts disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 33, agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum insert — . — and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement 8 of the Senate 
numbered 46, — to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


matter to be inserted insert the following: eee gone 
for the officers of the House of a for the Sergeant-at-Arms, $50 
the Clerk, $50; „ and the Postmaster, $100; in all, 250; — 


e Senate agree to same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmen: 
numbered 47, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: Er Tow ot of 


the sum proposed to be inserted insert $1,500; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
th an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


numbered 52, ond sare 6 to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum sob Foch 


said amendment insert , 000;“ and the Senate agree to 
the same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 69, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro Proposed insert “$130,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its 1 to the amendment of — 
numbered 76, 5 to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore th 
numbe: bii aner. to be strieken out by said amendment, and on page 31 in line 11 
of the 1, after tho word “each,” insert" six assorters of money-orders at $340 
ent h; and the agree to ihe same, 

House recede from its 


the Senate agree to the same, 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 101, and —.— to the 3 — ae amendment as follows: In lieu of 
insert $50,000; ” the Senate agree to the same, 
ouse 5 from its 6 amendment of the Senate 
numbered 103, and agree to the same with an amendment as aah bat In lieu of 

the sum pro insert **$1,500;" and the Senate agree to the sa: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 2 the Senate 
numbered 105, and agree to the same with an amendment as Sron In lieu of 
the sum pro insert ** $2,000 T 

That the House recede from ita d a to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 116,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 

mest line 42 of the bill, after the word "four, had ee the following: “ One of 
be em on the general ” and the Senate agree to the 
— 


hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 123, and agree to the same with an 5 follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert $25,700;"’ and the Senate agree to same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
num 124, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
9 the e e insert 82.000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
nected 127, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert 818,120; and the Senate agree to same, 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 135, and agree eng beg Shy amendment as follows: That a 


committee consisting of | of five members elect of of the House 25 Representatives of 
the Forty · ninth agp mimeo be appointed Ae the Speaker 5 House of Rep- 
resentatives of the Fort shall prior to the first Monday of 


December next inquire into pa investigate the expenditures of 

for Indians under treaty for o uir support, for F 
whether any . be made in such appropriations or their expendi- 
ture. Said committee shall — inquire into the expenditure of public money 
for the Yellowstone Park and the administration of the laws a Ficabi 

park, whether any — should be made in said laws or the . maa of 
park, and what steps, i any) can be taken to- make of practical benefit sod 
utility that portion of the public domain. That said padi as 

to appoint subcommittees to visit the places where 


numbered 146, and Sores to the —— with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be inserted “one skilled laborer, 8840; and the 
nate 

That House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 147, and — to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro re A — 420; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the parte Ae its disagreement to 53 
numbered 148, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; In lieu of 
the sum pro insert * $3, 000; and the Senate agree to the same. 
ouse ppan Se ie ts disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 149, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
insert Pard and the Senate agree to the same. 
recede from ent to the amendment of the Senate 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out all that follows the word dollars, on pags 5 in line 20 of the bill, down 
to and including line 22, and in tow the thereof insert the following: “And the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall, in submitting the estimates annually for the rere 
penses of this bureau. give in detail the number and salaries of officers and em 
ployés therein; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 154, and g pms to the same with an amendment as eee In lieu 
of the sum nsert * $72,000; “ and the Senate agree 

ee the House recede from its disagreement to een ofthe Senate 

mbered 156, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows; On 
92 rof the bill, in line 2, after the word “dollars,” where it first occurs, ‘insert 
following: “One female messenger, $840;"" and the Senate to the 5 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 158, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
the sum pro insert “ $31,900; "" and the Senate —— to the 2 

That the E ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 159, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the number proposed insert six; and the Senate agree to thesame. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 161, and #gree to the same with an amendment as follows: 

In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $118,500;"' and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 172, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: On page 
95 of the bill, after line 10, insert as a new 1 ph the following 

“For the following, for the additional bui dings for the 8 and 
Sixth Auditor's offices, namely: For heating apparatus and fuel, $1,300 ; gas, $100; 
furniture for the money-order office, $500; Miscellaneous items, $500; four watch: 
men, three laborers, and three charwomen, at 8180 each; in all, $8,100," 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 1 and 29 the committee of confer- 
ence are unable to agree. 


The statement of the conferees on the part of the House accompany- 
ing the report was read, as follows: 

FF. eee n een ENE tee ag 1 
FFF aes ene nalees — bill H. U 
mak priations 2 executive, and judiciel 
o Government for the Sok ending June 30,1836, submit the following, in « in ex- 

nation accompanying conference report 
x The conference committee have agreed upon all of the one hundred and sev- 
nae? Senate amendments except those numbered 1 and 29, which involve 
— aes for clerks to Senators who are not ghairmen of com- 


mitt 
The 10 bill as it is agreed upon, and including the amount involved in said 
$153 488 more than 


amendments 1 and 29, s be pre n all $21,390,298.70, bein; 
as it passed the House, 671.93 leas than as it the Senate, $2,843.15 less 
than the law for the current year, and $976,201.35 less than the estimates which 
were submitted, 

WM. S. HOLMAN, 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit only a few facts in 
regard to the substance of that report and to call the attention of the 
House to the one proposition which is still in difference between the 
two Houses. It will be a very brief statement that I shall make. 

There were one hundred and seventy-four amendments made to this 
bill by the Senate, adding $153,480 to the amount. The bill as it 
would be amended by the report of the conference committee appro- 
priates 880, 671. 93 less than the amount added to the bill by the Senate. 
The bill as amended would appropriate a trifle less than the law of the 
present year—$4,543.15. 

The amendment of the Senate which is the subject of disagreement 
is amendment numbered 29. Iask that that amendment may be re- 

to the House. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

9 to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at $ per day, 


Mr. HOLMAN. The amendment numbered 1 is simply a matter of 
footing. If this amendment should be either adopted or rejected it 
changes the footing; so that amendment numbered 1 is a mere matter 
of pats But the amendment which has now been read, that num- 


bered 29, involving $39,432 for clerks of Senators, gives the subject- 
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matter of dispute. It is upon that that the committee have not been 
able to agree. 


There are two matters to which I wish to call the attention of the 
House before asking a vote upon the proposition I have just referred 
to. The first is as to the act of the Senate touching the employés of 
the House; and I feel the more in duty bound to eall attention to this 
particular amendment from the fact that it concerns the House Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The Senate of its own motion increased the 
salary of the clerk of the Senate Committee on Appropriations from 
$2,500 to $3,000, and also the salary of the chief clerk of the House 
Committee on Appropriations from 82,500 to $3,000. 

These two amendments, one affecting the House and the other the Sen- 
ate, areSenate amendments and have both been concurred in by the con- 
ferees. I Hall not suppose the House will deem itimportant toinquire 
how this conclusion was arrived at. As I havestated this report concurs 
in these two amendments of the Senate, the one affecting their own 
body and the other affecting the House. So much ſor that. I was the 
more desirous of calling the attention of the House to it because it isa 
matter affecting the Committee on Appropriations. 

There is another amendment to which I wish tocall the attention of 
the House fora moment. It is amendment numbered 135. Lask that 
it may be reported to the House, being a change in the provision as it 

the House by the act of the conferees. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment 135: Strike out all after line 11, on page 79, down to and including 
line 9, on page 80, and insert the following: 

“That a committee consisting of five members-elect of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Forty-ninth Co: to be appointed by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives of the -eighth Congress, shall, prior to the first 
Monday of December next, inquire into and investigate the expend of ap- 
propriations for Indians treaty for e tone for their education, or 
otherwise, and whether any changes should be e in such appropriations or 
their expenditure. Said committee hall also inquire into the expenditure 
public money for the Yellowstone Park, and the administration of the laws ap- 

le to said park, whether any change should be made in said laws or the 
of the park, and what steps, if any, can be taken to make of practical 
benefit and utility that portion of the publie domain That said committee shall 
have power to appointsubcommittees and visit the places where appropriations 
mentioned hesola are expended, and in doing so they are kathorisod i to use Gov- 
ernmentconveyances and meansof rtation. Said committee, or any sub- 
committee thereof, shall have power to send Heere papersand to appoint 
a clerk, and the committee may report by bill or otherwise to the Forty-ninth 
Songran. A sum sufficient to pay the expenses of said committee hereby au- 
thorized, and of witnesses that may be summoned before it, is hereby ro- 
priated out of any money in the ury not otherwise appropriated, w. 
Shall be immediately available and payabie on the draft of the chairman of said 
committee in sums not exceeding $1,000 at any one time.“ 

Mr. MILLS, Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HoLMAN] whether this amendment was put in the bill by 
the Senate or by the conference committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The original proposition was put in the bill by the 
House. 

Mr. MILLS. Was it not stricken out in the House on the point of 
order? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No. It went to the Senate; the Senate struck it 
out, and then the conferees restored it with some change in the phrase- 


Mr. MILLS. It ought to be stricken out. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, one additional fact I wish to mention, 
and it isa subject to which I wish to call the attention of the Post- 
Office Committee. The conferees have restored the office of superin- 
tendent of foreign mails, and have provided for the same body of em- 
ployés in that branch of the postal service with the same salaries as 
in the existing law. 

I believe that those are all the changes which have been made in the 
bill since it left the House, and I now call the previous question 

Mr. CANNON. Lask my colleague on the committee from Indiana 
[Mr. Hotman] to yield to me for a moment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does my friend from IIlinois wish? 

Mr. CANNON. Very little. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Five minutes? 

Mr. CANNON. I think that will be enough. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ixield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague on the committee [Mr. 
HOLMAN] has called attention to an amendment made by the Senate 
increasing the salary of the clerk of the ee Committee of 
the Senate $500, and also increasing the salary of the clerk of the House 
Committee on Appropriations $500. The House conferees concurred in 
both those amendments, and I wish to state very frankly that I, as one 
of the conferees, not only concurred in the amendments but did so 
heartily, because I believe they are right. I am not so familiar with 
the clerk of the Senate Committee on Appropriations (although quite 
familiar with his work) as I am with the clerk of the House Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Most members of the House are familiar with him and his work, and 
I say to the House that, from the fact of these appropriation bills in- 
volving an examination of the whole civil service of the Government 
from beginning to end, and requiring a technical and correct knowledge 
of the whole of that service, it must be apparent to every member that 
the duties of the clerks of these committeesare very onerous. Especially 


is this true under the peculiar rules of the House, by which, to a great 


degree, appropriation bills are made to carry through the chief part of 
the legislation that each and almost every member of the House desires 
carried through. I do not propose to discuss that matter now, except 
to say that I hope that in the future our rules may be so amended that 
the committees of this House can have measures which they recom- 
mend considered under the rules. As I was saying, gentlemen can 
readily see that the clerks of these two great appropriations 
require to havea close and technical knowledge of the matters covered 
by these bills, and that such knowledge on their part can be and is of 
immense advantage in the preparation of the appropriation bills. I 
think the two clerks in question have that knowledge. More than 
that, when it is considered that the V 
aggregate over a hundred million do every year and that they are 
massed together at the close of the session of Con gentlemen can 
see at once that these officers require not merely know but rapid- 
ity and integrity. I think that these qualities are to be found in these 
two clerks, and while I have no doubt that there are many other gen- 
tlemen throughout the country who could be educated to do this work 
I have no hesitation in saying that I do not believe there are two others 
in the United States who without that education and training would 
be one-half as competent as these gentlemen are, and I believe that 
$3,000 is a small salary rather than a large one to pay them. There- 
fore J, for one, heartily concur in the amendment of the Senate increas- 
ing their salaries. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. How many clerks does the increase 
apply to in each committee? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ne. Speaker 

i è . Speaker, my special purpose in calling atten- 

tion to this action of the Senate in ing the salaries of these two 


of | clerks was to bring to the notice of the House the fact that the Senate, 


while resisting any interference by the House with Senate employés or 
their salaries, thought proper to increase the salary of an employé of 
the House. That was the point to which I wished especially to call 
the attention of the House. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
insist on its disagreement—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the first question is upon 
the adoption of this report. s 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I call the previous question on adopting the 
report. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 


the report was adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was 


agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Pst di He the House further insist on its 
disagreement as to the twenty-ninth amendment of the Senate, and ask 
a further conference. 

Mr. CANNON. Pending that motion, I move that the House recede, 

The SPEAKER. The motion to recede takes precedence. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to occupy the floor a minute or two on 
this question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN) moves that the House further insist 
on its disagreement to the twenty-ninth amendment of the Senate and 
ask a further conference. Pending that the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. CayNoy] moves that the House recede from its disagreement to 
the Senate amendment and agree to the same. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time does the gentleman wish? 

Mr. CANNON. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the questior is first upon the mo- 
tion to recede. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly; but I had a right to insist on the pre- 
vious question upon my motion. I was only giving way so that the 
gentleman’s motion might come before the House before the previous 
question had been called. 

The SPEAKER. Still the motion of the gentleman from Illinois 
pe CANNON] is of higher privilege than that of the gentleman from 

iana. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But the gentleman could not take me off the floor. 

The SPEAKER. There must be an opportunity under the rules to 


make this motion of higher privil 
the previous question after the 


Mr. HOLMAN. Then I will 
gentleman has concluded. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, this amendment is as follows: 
ee who are not chairmen of committees, at $6 per day dur - 

The amendment provides for thirty-one Senators’ clerks, at $180 a 
month in round numbers, fora session of seven months. I have moved 
that the House recede from its disagreement and agree to this amend- 
ment, and I will state very briefly why. 

Prior to the lastsession of this Congress the Senate by resolution pro- 
vided these clerks for Senators who were not chairmen of committees, 
and provided for their pay from the contingent fundof the Senate; and 
we had to concur in increasing the contingent fund. At the last session 
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the 


when it came to consider the legislative appropriation bill 
for the current year, placed upon that bill an amendment substantially 
eye rae fough length, there having been confe 

The matter was t at great g conference 
after conference between the two Houses, the Senate insisting that it 
had the right to regulate its own affairs so far as the conduct of the 


business of the Senate was concerned. Let that be as it may, it is cer- 
tainly the fact that on a fair, square vote, upon a motion to recede, just 
such a motion as I now make, this House did recede; and there was 
put in the bill for the current year an appropriation similar to this. 

This year when this bill was considered in the House we omitted this 
ap n. The Senate put this amendment upon the bill; it came 
—.— to the House; we non-concurred, and the question went to a con- 

ſerence. 

Now, I would be very willing, ordinarily, to have another conference 
upon this question—a third and a fourth, for that matter, though I do 
not know exactly what good it would do unless to call the attention of 
the country to this subject. Ordinarily, I say, I would be willing for 
further conference, but when I recollect that to-morrow is the last leg- 
islative day of this Congress, I realize there is not much time for that 
kind of thing; so I think I am authorized to say that in the end the 
House will do just what we did last session, and what I propose to do 
now. 

One word upon the merits of thisamendment. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] offered to-day a resolution that this House should 
not participate in the inaugural ceremonies because he thought mem- 
bers of the House had been given a back seat. Well, to be frank about 
it, I did think that the Senate had not treated the outgoing and the in- 
coming members of this House with any v. great courtesy; yetI did 
not mind that much, because the matter was all dress e.“ Neither 
the House nor the Senate is required under the Constitution or the laws 
to be present at those ceremonies. Feeling, therefore, that the matter 
was not of much importance, I contented myself with not voting at all. 
But here is a proposition to which in substance the House has already 
assented. This appropriation has run for two years. 

This is the second year that this amendment has come to us upon this 
bill, to give to Senators who are not chairmen of committees clerks at 
$180 a month. I have thought that if Senators had these clerks the 
members of the House ought to have the same assistance for themselves. 
We are a co-ordinate branch of the Government, representing the peo- 

e, coming near to them—coming more directly in contact with them 

y by day, week by week, and year by year, with our elections every 
other year, than the Senators do. We hold positions of equal dignity, 
positions which, in the years immediately succeeding the adoption of 
the Constitution, were considered if anything of superior dignity, men 
of great ability preferring to come here rather than go to the Senate. 

I have thought, I say, the House ought to take the same things con- 
ceded to the Senate by the House. t prevents them from doing 
it? I think members of the House are afraid—that they have not the 
courage to do it. 

A MEMBER. Try us. 

. Mr. CANNON. Everybody understands, of course, they are willing 
to do it; but they have not done it. 

I must confess two years ago when the Senate the resolution 
in reference to these clerks I thought it might attract some attention 
in the country; that they might ie binned for so doing; but strange to 
say I do not su there are 1,000 le in the United States out- 

of the District of Columbia who w Senators have these clerks. 
If they do, I apprehend most of them approve of it, for I have not seen 
any condemnation in the 9 nor have I heard a single word 
of denunciation hurled against them from the stump. 

A MEMBER. Most of them think it is right. 

Mr. CANNON, The gentleman says most of them think it is right. 
I did not move an amendment for members of the Honse because of my 
remembrance of the fate of a precisely similar e Waa because I 
was satisfied there was no use in doing so. I venture, ever, to say 
and to hope that at the next session of Congress, early in the session, 
one of two will be done, namely, either that this appropriation 
under the law as it is now et eee ted PAY 
for personal clerks, or the House shall insist it shall be regulated by law 
and their salaries somewhat decreased, and the members of this House, a 
co-ordinate of the National Legislature, shall demand for themselves 
that while they assume the responsibility of amy ba to the co-or- 
dinate branch of the islature they shall assume for themselves the 
same right. [Applause. 

Mr. . Is it not a fact that I introduced a resolution giv- 
ing to each member a clerk, and is it not a further fact that you voted 
against it? 

Mr. CANNON. I do not recollect how I voted; I do not think the 

eas and nays were taken or any record of that vote. I recollect, 
wever, that the gentleman did offer that resolution. I think I do. 
He has offered a great many resolutions and has made a great many de- 


as I remember pleasantly, to empty, as he says, the Treasury 
of the United States. Now, I do notcare aboutemptying the Treasury 
of the United States. 


Mr. BELFORD. You will remember about emptying the Treasury 
before you are two years older. 
now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLSI. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, at the organization of our Government 
the House of Representatives was considered to be the important branch 
of the National Legislature. The Senate was adopted as a body that 
represented the States, and this House was the great, important repre- 
sentative body of the American people. But the bicameral system was 
adopted when we had two Houses. Nobody dreamed for years that 
the House of Representatives was not equal in power, equal in impor- 
tance, equal in dignity, equal in 3 in privilege, equal 
in deed and in fact in all respects with the House at the other of 
the Capitol. But, sir, within a few years that House has 
upon the rights of this House, little by little, as abuses always grow and 
arbitrary power always gains upon the right, until to-day they boldly 
ayow superior prerogative and privilege, and we bow down on our knees 
and grant it unto them. 

The gentleman talks about the rights of the House after having voted 
with the vast majority of this House to take in one of the most impor- 
tant transactions of the people of the United States a secondary position, 
not by the side of the Senate of the United States where our fathers 
placed this body. They have placed the diplomatic corps, blazing with 
the tinselry of foreign decorations, on the right, where this House of 
Representatives ought to be. Instead of occupying our rightful posi- 
tion we have been located to the rear. H of Departments were 
placed next in im ce to the diplomatic corps, and behind them 
came the Army, with the clanking of sabers, while far to the rear were 
located the representatives of the American people. And the gentle- 
man from Illinois voted that the representatives of the people by being 
so placed were rightfully located. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], your 


22 voted with you, although he first voted through the 
883 ** the Representatives’ side of the question. ughter and 
applause. 


r. CANNON. If my friend will allow me 

Mr. MILLS. I will. 

Mr. CANNON. I was not present when that vote was taken, and 
therefore did not vote at all. 

Mr. MILLS. Itakeitallbackthen. Ithoughtyoudid. [Laughter.] 
There are so many here who did as I have accused my friend from Indiana 
of doing that I must be pardoned for my mistake in his case. One 
hundred and twenty-six went through the tellers and voted to main- 
tain the dignity and the rights of the House of Representatives, but 
when the yeas and nays came to be taken that vote dwindled down to 
55 for and 185 against. [Laughter and applause.] I came to this 
House twelve years ago, and by the grace of God two years after I came 
here the Democratic party came into power in this House and at once 
commenced to cut down the salaries of officers. It commenced to re- 
duce the expenditures of the Government. We began upon the line 
of economy, but at the other end of the Capitol that body which 
sents nothing, is responsible to nobody, refused to accede to the reduc- 
tions we then made, but on the contrary established a distinction between 
their officials and the er of this House by insisting that their 
employés should receive higher pay than ours. The House then agreed 
to it and still continues to agree to it. Two years ago they came in 
with a provision to allow each Senator to have a clerk at $6 a day or 
$180 a month. How did this House of Representatives, representing 
the horny-handed Democracy of the country, behave? We said we 
would not to give them these clerks, but the Senate insisted and 
we kneeled down in submission and gave it to them out of the public 
Treasury of the United States. They claimed itas their right and they 
have ever since received it. ‘To-day they propose to put you away to 
the rear during the ceremonies of inaugurating the Chief Magistrate of 
the country, and yet one hundred and eighty-five representatives of the 
people of the United States said that was the proper position for us to 
occupy. It is against all this I enter my solemn protest. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield now for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KEIFER]. 

Mr. KEIFER. Iam also permitted to offer an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Illinois. My amendment is in the 
form of a motion to concur in the Senate amendment with an amend- 
ment which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out Guate a 29 ssa insert "for —＋ x 9883 and 
Representatives wW are rmen commi 
month during the session, $209,300.” pi 5 


Mr. HOLMAN. Is that amendment e? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks 1 offered as a substitute 
for the Senate amendment. 

Mr. KEIFER. It is to concur in the Senate amendment with an 
amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But it is subject to the point of order as any other 
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question coming before the House, that is to say, it involves an expend- 
iture of money, and is subject to consideration in the Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the point of order, and will 
be glad to hear the gentleman from Ohio upon it. 

The gentleman from Indiana makes the point of order that under 
the rules of the House the proposed amendment must have its first 
consideration in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union because it proposes to increase expenditures. 

Mr. KEIFER. I would like to be heard on that. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the further point of order thatit changes 
existing law and does not retrench expenditures. 

Mr. KEIFER. That has nothing to do with it now, for we are con- 
sidering the proposition of the Senate, which is subject to amendment 
in the House. 

I submit the other point is made too late for the purpose of having 
this amendment of the Senate go to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and for the reason that we have entered upon 
the consideration of it in the House. It has been debated and we are 

ing with its consideration in the House; and, therefore, it is too 


late now to make eee ee of order as against that amendment. 
The SPEAKER. e point of order is not made against the Senate 
amendment. 


Mr. KEIFER. But my amendment comes in in consequence of the 
fact that we are considering the Senate amendment in the Houseagainst 
which no point of order was made. Having this Senate amendment 
before us in the House by failing to make the point of order against it, 
we are considering it in the House subject to be amended in such ie 
as our rules prescribe; and when an amendment to a Senate amend- 
ment is offered it is too late then, of course, to mores poo che 
that the Senate amendment must go to the Committee of the Whole. 

Under Rule XX Senate amendments which would be liable to the 
point of order if originating in the House may be sent to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union on the point of order, 
but it must be the tion as it came from the Senate. 

Tam not able to give language of Rule XX; but that rule, 
the language of it, applies to the Senate amendment, and the point of 
order was not made the Senate amendment. I submit, then, 
that it is proper under our rules to offer to a Senate amendment another 
amendment which is proper to be offered or which is e to the 
subject-matter of such an amendment when acting on it in the House. 
as we are 

The SPEAKER. The question was presented at the last session of 
Congress and the Chair a ruling upon it then, but has never been 
entirely satisfied that it was altogether correct. The Chair will cause 
the Journal entry to be read. 

The Clerk as follows: 


H then the order of business (as a privileged 
question) to the consideration of the of the House (H. R. 5459) making ap- 
for service of the fice Department for the fiscal year 

June 30, 1885, and r and amendments of the Senate 
thereto, when the House a recess on yesterday ques- 
tion being on the following amendment of the namat — 74, after 
line 27, insert: For necessary and facilities on trunk one hundred 
and eight five.’” Pending w. Mr. Horr moved that the House recede 
55 t to the. t, and agree to the same with the 


amendment: : 
Strike out the words one hundred and eighty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof 
‘two hundred and fifty’ ” 
Pending which Mr. Holux made the pointof order that the said amendment 
under clause 3 of Rule XXI was not in order, for the reason p phar in Coa pir 
tion was for apurpose not authorized or specified by law or for work yin 


Speak led said t of order on the nd that the posi- 
„q„Fßͥ́lI i... y eum kos iiiar akregan 
was amendable, without regard to the rule toan originalamendment 
proposed in the House, 

The SPEAKER. It will be observed that the question presented in 
that case was on an amendment which simply to increase the 
amount N e by the Senate amendment ſor the same purpose 
provided for in the Senate amendment. The gentleman from Ohio now 
submits a proposition which is to make an appropriation for a different 


purpose from that provided for in the Senate amendment. 
Mr. REED, of ne. But it is a legitimate amendment to the 
Senate amendment. 


TheSPEAKER,. It is germane. But that is not the question. The 
uestion is whether it is competent under the rule of the House, which 

e Chair will cause to be read, to propose an amendment in the House 
to a Senate amendment which provides for an appropriation for a dif- 
ferent purpose from that provided for by the Senate amendment unless 
it shall have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I would like after the rule is read to be per- 
mitted to say something on this point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will then hear the gentleman. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suggest to the Chair that this comes within 
clause 3 of Rule XXI. It changes existing law. 
Mr. KEIFER. That has nothing to do with it now. 
The Clerk read clause 3 of Rule „ as follows: 
3. All motions or propositions involving a tax or charge upon the people; all 


roceedings touching appropriations of money, or bills a 
5 y p to be made, or authoriz- 


of money or property, or requiring such appropriation 


RECORD—HOUSE. 
ts out of appropriations already made, or releasing any liability to 


— nited States for money or property, shall be first considered in a Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and a point of jer under this rule shall be good at any time 
before the consideration of a bill has commenced. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let me suggest to the Chair that the gist of 
that rule, so far as it applies to the present question, is to be found in 
the last two lines: 

And a point of order under this rule shall be good at any time before the con- 
sideration of a bill has commenced. 

This evidently refers to a bill which is before the House; and any 
proposition in such a bill subject to the points of order would carry 
the bill with it. 

We found before the adoption of the twentieth rule that when the 
Senate made such an amendment it did not become subject to the point 

of order, We therefore made a further amendment in Rule XX, which 
declared that any proposition originating in the Senate in the form of 
of an amendment to a House bill should go the Committce of the Whole 
upon a point of order, provided it would have been subject to that 
point had it first come up in the House. Now, then, the House had the 
option of sending this matter to the Committee of the Whole, 


The SPEAKER. Not this matter, because this comes up now on 
a conference report. 
Mr. KEIFER. I suggest to the Chair that this is not on a confer- 


ence report. Itisan amendment disagreed to by the House and on 
which the conferees have not agreed. 

The SPEAKER. It comes before the House by reason of the pres- 
entation of a conference report; otherwise it would not be before the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the point of order was never made and 
that amendment was never sent to the Committee of the Whole. 

Now, it must be certainly in order for the House to amend the prop- 
osition of the Senate. We can not be cut off from a due consideration 
and amendment of a proposition originating in the Senate by a rule 
which refers only to the consideration of a bill of the House originating 
in the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from Maine allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask him whether the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. KEIFER] does not change existing law? 

Mr. KEIFER. That does not affect it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That does not affect it in any way. That is 
in another section of another rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the point of order made by the gentleman 
from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. What the gentleman frum Pennsylvania re- 
fers to is the third clause of Rule XXI. We are talking now about the 
third clause of Rule XXIII. That clause refers to a bill originating 
in the House and can not be made to apply to an amendment which 
9 the Senate. That would clog the free action of the House 
which ought to have the power to amend any proposition of the Senate 
before agreeing to it. And the proposition as to the free right of the 
House to to an amendment of the Senate with an amendment, I 
submit to the Chair, becomes much stronger at this last stage than ever 
before; and unless there be some positive tule requiring it we should 
not be beepers by the suggestion that we should go intó Committee 
of the Whole. 

` Mr. KEIFER. Will the Chair allow me to make cet g re which 
I think has not yet been made? This clause of the bill has been con- 
sidered in the House, and the point of order was not made inst it 
that it had first to be considered in Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union; and it is probable it could never be made against 
it after we had passed upon it oncein the House. When these amend- 
ments came up first after the return of the bill from the Senate, this 
amendment, like all other Senate amendments to this bill, was consid- 
ered in the House and was disagreed to. Then was the time, I main- 
tain, ifever, for the point to be made that the amendment should have 
its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks so, too, but this proposition was 
not then before the House at all. This proposition now comes before 
the House for the first time. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then if the original Senate amendment, to which 
my motion relates, could not be sent to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union either under Rule XX or under para- 
graph 3 of the rule which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] has 
just read, it would be impossible to consider it anywhere else. My 
proposition is one that must go with the Senate amendment, and can 
not be considered anywhere else. If it is germane to that amendment 
(and that is conceded), then it can only be considered because we are 
considering the Senate amendment, and under our rule we may concur 
ina Senate amendment with an amendment. 

My proposition could not be sent to the Commitfee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union unless the original Senate amendment could be 
sent there. ILagree that if we were considering Senate amendments on 
a bill when they first come here, and we reached one of this character, 
any gentleman might make the point of order that that amendment 
must go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
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and the Chair would hold, as it has held, and as it did hold on the 
Mexican war pension bill, that certain amendments should go for con- 
sideration to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union; but we have passed that stage with this Senate amendment 
and are now in the House considering it, and while it is true that we 
are considering it because a conference report is brought in here, that 
report does not include this at all, but simply disagrees to itand leaves 
the House to consider whether or not it will agree to the amendment 
or cuncur in the disagreement of the conferees. My amendment is here 
because the origina proposition is here, and that is all there is of it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word as to the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. It is 
not denied that the proposition which the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Kirn] has introduced changes existing law. I maintain that, this 
being a general appropriation bill, the gentleman’s proposition is sub- 
ject to the point of order provided for in the twenty-first rule, whether 
in Committee of the Whole or in the House. And further, I submit, 
to strengthen that position, that this is an original proposition, u 
which that rule could not be made to operate at all except when it is 
introduced and known to the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then why did the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] cause to be enacted Rule XX? Because if 
argument amounts to anything it must cover amendments that came 
from the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. That rule relates to a case where the Senate pro- 
vides for an object different from that contained in the bill as it passed 
from the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I must say that I am surprised 
to hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDAIL] contend 
that the third section of Rule XXI has anything to do with this matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is, in my judgment, a valid 
point of order and ought to be ruled upon. 

The SPEAKER. The apes of order is made against this amend- 
ment apon two grounds: first, that being an original proposition here 
in the House to appropriate a certain sum of money for a certain pur- 
pose, it must have its first consideration in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and secondly, that it changes existing law and 
does not retrench expenditures. The Chair has caused to be read a 
decision made at the last session, in which it was held that a proposi- 
tion made upon the floor of the House, when a Senate amendment was 
under 3 to increase the amount proposed to be appropri- 
ated by the Senate ſor the same purpose ſor which the appropriation 
was pro} by the Senate need not necessarily have its first consid- 
eration in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union; but this, 
as the Chair has remarked before, is a different proposition from 


This amendment not simply to increase—not at all to in- 
crease, so far as the sees—the amount which the Senate proposes 
to appropriate as compensation for its own clerks, but to add the clerks 
of the and thereby make an appropriation of something over 
$200,000 for another than that provided for in the Senate 
amendment. Now the of the House is that every proposition in- 
volving a tax or charge upon the people, all proceedings touching appro- 
priations of money, or bills making appropriations of money or prop- 
erty, or requiring such appropriations to be made, or authorizing pay- 
ments out of appropriations y made, or releasing any liability to 
the United States for money or pro , Shall be first considered in a 
Committee of the Whole, and a t of order under this rule shall be 
good at any time before the co tion of a bill has commenced. 

Mr. , of Maine. Of a bill? 

The SPEAKER. Ofa bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Has actually commenced ? 

The SPEAKER. But the rule includes all propositions or proceed- 
ings touching the appropriation of money. Of course the amount in- 
volved does not affect the principle or the construction of the rule, but 
the Chair may be permitted to allude to that for the purpose of illus- 
trating the importance of the rule, If it is in order to add to a Senate 
amendment, for adifferent purpose than that to which the amendment 
relates, the sum of $100, without first considering the proposition in 
Committee of the Whole, it is equally in order to add $10,000,000, and 
if the Chair were to hold that such an amendment as that could be 
considered in the House without having its first consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole,clearly the spirit of the rule would be violated. 
The Chair thinks that, this being an original proposition in the House 
and for a purpose not provided for in the Senate amendment, it must 
have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Upon the other question, the Chair held during the last session that 
when aSenate amendment providing foran appropriation not authorized 
by existing law came to the House, it was in order for the House to 
amend it by adding other appropriations relevant to it, al not 
authorized by existing law, because otherwise the House would have 
no power to amend a Senate amendment eee geg noms to appropri- 
ate money for purposes not previously authori by law. But upon 


the first ground the Chair thinks this amendment is not in order. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. Is it in order to go into Committee of the 
Whole for the consideration of this amendment? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair prefers to hear gentlemen on that ques- 


on. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Does the Chair decide it not in order because 
it must first be considered in Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. Not in order to be offered in the House and con- 
sidered in the House. If the Chair entertains it as pending in the House 
he supposes he must put the question upon it. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the Chair will see that his ruling re- 
quires foresight on the part of members as to what amendments are 
going to be offered; and the amendment of the Senate must be sent to 
the ittee of the Whole upon the strength of amendments which 
it is proposed subsequently to offer. The Chair can not desire to come 
to that conclusion. This rule must be construed all together; and the 
concluding language is: 

Anda point of order under this rule shall be good at any time before the con- 
sideration of a bill has been commenced. 

Now we have commenced the consideration; and I submit that the 
point of order is not good under the rule. True, the first clauses of the 
rule are general— 

All motions or propositio: nyol a tax or charge upon the I * 
shall be first co NR e 

But that is limited by the subsequent language of the rule: 

And a point of order made under this rule shall be good at any time before the 
consideration of a bill has commenced. 

If it is good before that time the im tion of the rnle must be that 
it is not good after that time; and we have entered upon the considera- 
tion of this matter. 

The Chair will see at once by the condition to which his construction 
would reduce the House that such can not possibly be the intention of 
the rule, for the Chair has to rule out this amendment as not being in 
order because offered in the House. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, because, as the Chair has already said, 
if the point of order had been made against the Senate amendment 
when it was presented to the House it would necessarily have had its 
first consideration in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and then this amendment could have been offered and considered. But 
that point of order was not made. The House determined not to con- 
sider this Senate amendment in Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, but to consider it in the House; and this is an amendment 
which the Chair thinks can not be considered in the House without 
being first considered in the committee. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then how would the Chair construe this last 
part of the rule—because our sole purpose is to arrive at some reason- 
able construction—— 8 

The SPEAKER. Certainly; that is the only purpose of the Chair. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. How would the construe this last part 
of the rule: 

And a point of order made under this rule shall be good at any time before 
consideration of a bill has commenced. 

Does not that imply that the point of order shall not be after 
consideration has commenced ? ii 

The SPEAKER. But there was a time when a mere point of order 
would have taken this amendment to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union; and gentlemen who desired to offer 
amendments increasing the appropriation or making appropriations for 
other purposes had a right to take it there for that purpose and offer 
their amendments. But that was not done; that point of order was 
not made; and the Senate amendment is now before the House for con- 
sideration in the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But not for amendment. a 

The SPEAKER. For proper amendments—for amendments which 
„lr. REED, of Maine. Is 

8 , 0 i there anything in the rule which we 
shall not offer an amendment of this sort? - es 

The SPEAKER. There is a rule which says thata sition of 
this kind shall have its first consideration in Committee of Whole. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But that rule also says: 

Anda t of order under this rule shall be at time 
te, 2 ates good at any before the con- 

Meaning it shall not be good afterward. 

The SPEAKER. But the House is not considering a bill; it is con- 
sidering a Senate amendment. That is the original tion, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. If the House is not consi a bill, then 
the third clause of Rule XXIII is not applicable. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that clause of the rule relates to 
any resolution, tion, or proceeding. å : 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But the language of the rule refers entirely 
to a bill, and the Chair must see that 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will read it again: 

All motions or tions involving a tax or upon the A 
—.— — charge upon the people; al! 


money 


Mr. REE D, of Maine. Yes, sir. 
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The SPEAKER (reading) 92. Me peevions Na All I wish to do is to dis- 
maki pe pose o amendment. 

oe i Prape a E er Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move the House adjourn. ] 
Mr. REED, of Maine. Yes, sir. Mr. KEIFER. The gentleman does not have the floor to submi 
The SPEAKER— that, motion. 

or requiting such appropriations to be made, or authorizing payment outof | The SPEAKER. The Chair is-inclined to think, after as careful ex- 

appropriations y made. š 


Now, all proceedings touching appropriations of money“ are as 
much embraced by the rule as what is technically called a bill. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. But then comes the rest of the rule: 

Anda point of order under this rule shall be good at any time before the con- 
sideration of a bill has commenced. 

Now, I submit to the Chair that this rule never contemplated the 

t situation; that this was an omitted case, just as that which was 
remedied by Rule XX was an omitted case; and the Senate having 
made an amendment, and no poini of order having been made upon it 
in the House, which would have carried it to the Committee of the 
Whole, it became open for amendment. Now, the amendment of an 
appropriation bill naturally involves either the increase of an appro- 
priation or the decrease of itor a change of its character; and the House 
can not have free way on such a matter unless it has the right toamend 
it not only by increasing the amount which the Chair has already de- 
cided is proper, but by varying the object for which the appropriation 
was made. 

The Chair makes a distinction which I think on reflection he will see 
is not sound. That is, that there is a difference between changing the 
amount and changing the nature of the object for which the amountis 
appropriated. Provided it is germane it is just as proper to change the 
Object as it is to change the amount, and the Chair already having raled 
on á previous occasion, e Salen ak the amount can be changed, 
surely it follows logically the object also may be changed. And I think 
the difficulty which has arisen in this case has arisen from laying too 
much stress on the earlier words of the rule and not bearing in mind 
the fact that the rule must be construed all together. 

The SPEAKER. C of the rule in this 

is correct, then Chair made a great mistake in deciding 
the amendments to what is known as the Mexican pension bill must 
have their first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, because the point of order was not made before 
the consideration of the bill was commenced, but was made on each 
amendment as it was reached. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. That came under Rule XX, which provides 
any amendment of the Senate to any House bill shall be subject to the 
point of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. The Chair was exactly right as to the amendments 
to the Mexican pension bill, because they came under another rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has great difficulty in determining 
" Mr. REED, of Maine. That 

3 0 is an important point. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chairhasgreat diffculty in determining whether 
it is his duty to decide an amendment out of order and exelude it from 
the consideration of the House because it ought first to be considered 
in committee, or whether it is the duty of the Chair to rule simply that 
it must have its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and allow it to be offered, with the right to 
go into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the purpose of considering it. That is a question, so far as the Chair 
knows, which has never been presented or discussed in the House. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Perhaps we might go on with the other amend- 


ts. 

Mr. KEIFER. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know when it 
will be in order to move that this House adjourn. [Cries of ‘‘No!’’] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has only one object in view, and that 
is to give a construction to this rule that will be in accordance with its 
spirit and not establish a precedent which the House may desire to es- 
cape from hereafter. It is an entirely new question, so far asthe Chair 
knows, whether the fact that the proposition must have its first con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union absolutely excludes its tation in the House, or whether 
the simple effect of it is to allow it to be presented, if germane and un- 
objectionable in other and then have its consideration in the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. If the gen- 
tleman from Indiana knows of any ruling the Chair will be glad to have 
his attention called to it? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that in reference to the 
particular letter of Rule XX it is clear, considering the purpose of the 
rule and its spirit, that it would be impossible with any safety to the 
deliberations of the House to adopt any other construction than that 
adopted by the Chair. I submit that after this discussion we should 

of this amendment to the Senate amendment. I trust my 
friend from Illinois will allow me to call the previous question. 

Mr. CANNON. I have promised to yield to the 
Kansas. I will then allow 


— —U— 
e gentleman to take the for the pur- 


amination of this rule as he is able to make under the circumstances, 
that to hold that the amendment could not be entertained might re- 
sult in preventing the House from making very necessary amendments 
to Senate amendments, and that the Chair ought therefore to allow an 
amendment to the amendment to be entertained and have its con- 
sideration in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. The Chair makes that ruling because t inconvenience and 
injustice might result to the House itself from any other construction 
of the rule. 

Mr. KEIFER. I hope the gentleman will not make any objection to 
granting unanimous consent to consider it in committee. 

A. MEMBER. Consider it in the House as in committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is still in order to make the point that the 
amendment is not germane to the amendment of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. That has been substantially decided. 

Mr. SPRINGER. This has not been made as yet, however; it may 
have been referred to casually in the statement of the Chair. I desire 
to call attention to the fact that it is not germane to the pending prop- 
osition, for the reason that it is a distinct, additional, substantive 
proposition. The fact that if a proposition before us which allows 
clerks to Senators is not to be amended as matter germane to it by 
giving clerks to the House of Representatives, no more than it would 
be e to give additional clerks to the President or to the lega- 
tion at Paris or to any department here. Simply because clerks are 
provided here for Senators that does not make it germane to give clerks 
to any other department of the Government. 

Mr. KEIFER. We cannot hear the gentleman from Illinois here, 
but I supposed I was entitled to the floor. i 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is germane. It relates to the 
subject of clerks for members of Congress. The fact that the Senate 
amendment provides simply for clerks to members of the Senate does 
not preclude the right of the House to so amend as to pay clerks of 
members of the House. Suppose, for instance, the question was as to 
the compensation of the clerks of the Senate committees or the officers 
of the Senate, might it not be amended by adding the clerks or officers 
of the House? The Chair thinks it could. If you take it in the nar- 
rowest sense of course it relates only to the subject of clerks to the 
individual Senators; but the Chair thinks that would be an exceed- 
oe Ge Reign pment to put upon it and one not warranted by 

e. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that this is now being considered in the 
House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana objected. 

Mr. KEIFER. I understood he withdrew the objection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; I think the House does not intend to in- 
crease our own salaries; that is practically the effect of this proposition, 
ifadopted. It amounts substantially to that. 

Mr. BLAND. How, then, can we consider it? 

The SPEAKER. By going into Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. KEIFER. If we have a little order in the House I think we 
ean get through this without any difficulty. I want to avoid making 
the motion if I can that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. I am willing, if unanimous con- 
sent can be given to consider this in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole, to limit the time for debate as much as the gentleman desires. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. One minute, then. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I make the point of order that it is not in order 
to move at this time that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. That can only be done 
under a suspension of the rules, and the House is not now in a condition 
where that motion to suspend the rules can be made. We can not go 
into the committee without a suspension of the rules, and that motion 
is not in order. 

TheSPEAKER. On what ground? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Because another proposition is pending. 

The SPEAKER. Another proposition was pending when this con- 
ference report came in; but this is a privileged report and has suspended 
the consideration of this subject. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The conference re did that; but here is an- 
other proposition that was not em in the conference report. 

The SPEAKER. But the House is actually considering it 

the Whole. 


Mr. SPRINGER. But not in Committee of It would 
not, of course, be in order to refer the conference to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole or to lay it on the table. Mr. Blaine held that 


to be the construction of the rule. He held that the House must act 
it. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is aware of the fact 
that the House has disposed of the report of the conference committee by 
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adopting it, and the matter before us now is not the report of the con- 
ference committee, but a particular Senate amendment which the gen- 
tleman moves to concur in withanamendment. The subject, however, 
was brought before the House by the conference 2 ag 

Mr. RANDALL. But if the question goes to the conference com- 
mittee it takes the whole subject. 

TheSPEAKER. It takes the proposition before the House of course. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But this bill came from the conference commit- 
tee. It is the report of that committee, and we are now considering a 
part of the conference report; and if you can refer this portion of the 
conference report to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, you can dis of all conference rE me by referring them 
to the committees of the House, which would be a means of defeating 
all legislation. 

The SPEAKER. It does not refer the conference report which has 
been disposed of by the House. It only refers a particular amendment 
on which the point of order is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But the conference report is this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The conference report is upon the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses, or rather on the amendments of the Senate to the 
House bill. The conference report does not relate to part of the 
bill to which the two Houses agree; and hence no part of the bill would 
go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union ex- 
cepting such amendment as the point of order may lie against. It has 
all been disposed of but the one single question which is now before the 
House for consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But if we go into Committee of the Whole, then 
where would it be? ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unnnimous consent 
to consider it in the House as in Committee of the Whole. He states 
that he will agree to such limitation upon debate as the gentleman 
from Indiana will suggest. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is objected to. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to reserve the point of order that this changes 
existing law and does not retrench expenditures.’ 

The SPEAKER. That point of order has been disposed of. The 
Senate amendment changes existing law also. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I regret to seem to stand in opposition 
to the general sentiment of the House, but gentlemen will see exactly 
the position in which the conference committee would be plated if they 
themselves consented voluntarily that this amendment should be sub- 
mitted. ¢ 

Mr. KEIFER. But the conference committee would not be respon- 
sible for what we may decide. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust the gentleman will not misapprehend what 
interpretation would be fixed upon our action in that respect if the 
members of the conference committee consent that such proposition 
shall go before the House. 

Mr. KEIFER. Then we can go into Committee of the Whole House, 
and I shall have to make that motion. - 

Mr. HOLMAN. I greatly prefer voting for an increase of our salaries 
directly than to vote for the increase in this indirect way, for that is 
saps, what. it amounts.to, and for one I can not consent to that. 

. KEIFER. The gentleman will see the time in the beer, 
part of this session, short as it is, as he did in the last, when we wil 
agree to pay certain clerks $180 a month, at the same time re to 
pay them $100 a month in connection with paying clerks for members 
of the House $100 a month. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The conferees on the part of the House recommend 
to the House to insist on its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate. What more could they do? They have done that. And if now 
they voluntarily consent by their own act that that provision shall be 
enlarged from $39,000 to over $200,000 in what position does that place 
them? It is a position which I for one can not consent to occupy. 

Mr. KEIFER. Is the gentleman from Indiana not in error w he 
says the conferees on the part of the House recommend the House to 
insist on its disagreement? Do not they say only they disagreed with 
the conference on the part of the Senate as to thatamendment? They 
do not say anything on the subject of what the House should do. 

Mr. HOLMAN. What more could we do than di 2 

Mr. KEIFER. One of the conferees on the the House has 
already moved that the House shall recede from its disagreement to the 


Senate amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I speak of the act of the majority of the conferees. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I beg the gentleman to remember that one man 
does not constitute a majority of the conferees. A majority favor non- 
concurrence, and they should be sustained by the House. 
Mr. KEIFER. In order to have this proposition considered I move 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. MORSE, I understood the Chair to rule that that required 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made no ruling upon that subject. 

Mr. MORSE. Then I object; and we will have a ruling. 

The SPEAKER. The Chairwill rule when the point ismade. Under 
the rules of the House it is not in order to move to go into Committee 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union till after the morning 
hour has been occupied or dispensed with, and neither has been done 
to-day. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Then we will have to stop with the bill. 
Fr KEIFER. I think paragraph 9 of Rule XVI applies to this mo- 


The SPEAKER. Clause 9 of Rule XVI provides that— 


At any time after the expiration of the morning hour it shall be in order to 
move that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering bills raising revenue or 
general appropriation bills, 

Mr. KEIFER. Under the circumstances and with very great regret 
I shall be obliged to withdraw this proposition. 

Several MEMBERS. Why withdraw it? 

Mr. KEIFER. There is a variety of opinion as to whether this 
should be insisted upon. We cannot finish this bill to-night perhaps 
if we insist u this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can insist upon it in the conference. 

Mr. KEIFER. I will be entirely candid and will say I am afraid of 
the conferees on the part of the House, although I know the Speaker 
will poni very excellent men. I wish it were ble to instruct 
the conferees to agree to such a proposition as this before agreeing to 
provide for the payment of Senators’ clerks at $180 per month. 

Now, as I have a few minutes of time yielded to me by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN], I will at least state what will be the 
effect of such an amendment. The proposition if it were adopted 
would cut down the pay that is proposed to be given to Senate clerks 
from $6 a day, or $180 a month, to $100 a month, and it would give to 
each Representative not a chairman of a committee a clerk during the 
session, paying him at the rate of $100 a month. There would be some 
economy in the matter of paying the Senate clerks, and we would not 
pay a large price to the clerks of the members of the House. 

a long session, the average of which is seven months, it would be 

$700 for the clerk; in the short session about $300; in an entire Con- 

$1,000 would be paid to the clerk of each Representative and each 

r, except the cler that was appointed by the chairman ofa com- 

mittee either of the Senate or of the House; and that clerk would be 

left to receive the same pay as he now receives, $6 a day, and he ought 

to have the difference: wher harsh pepo ey e e ae 

mittee werk to do, and presumably a good deal of work for the chair- 
man of the committee. 

Allow me to say, as I am about to take my leave of the ee of 
the United States, that the people of this country would g ce 
clerks to members, and be willing they should be paid out of the Ù ted 
States Treasury if they knew how much better a resentative a mem- 
der would-be if he had a clerk. I venture to state in this presence 
that there is no member of this House who does not occupy more than 
four-fifths of all his valuable timein looking after matters that are en- 
tirely and Toy disconnected with his legislative duties, and while 
he is doing that he is cut off from the necessary work that he should 
doin eee ee in studying the subjects of legislation, in 
good reading, in close investigation; he is cut off from that and he is 
tired and wearied out writing letters and going for this thing and for 
that for his constituents. that may be proper enough in itself, but 
it results in this, that he is so weary and tir that he is unable to dis- 
charge his duties here upon the floor or in committee. f 

I know that members of this House of Representatives who do much 
work on the floor and in committee are men who fail in a large sense 
to please their constituents at home. And shes $8 They do not write 
enough letters; they do not run enough errands; they do not devote 
their time sufficiently to attend to little things for their constituents, 
but are devoting their time to the things they came here to attend to. 

I take it that no person will be offended when I say that practically 
nineteen Representatives on the floor of this House out of every twenty 
are eset isqualified by. — of this for ly cee their 
legislative duties. Now, itisa very to attend to the cor- 

555 
ment us, we o it, or try to do it. It is a very proper g 
to do, and so are a multitude of other things that we have to do in con- 
nection with the Land Office and the Indian Office and the other pub- 
lic offices. All these things we could do if each member had a clerk 

zed as the clerk of a particular member. The clerk could attend 
to the correspondence; he would be received by the heads of 
ments and the heads of the different bureaus; he would have the entrée 
anywhere he chose to go on this business, and he could attend to these 
matters as well as the member, and the member might be devoting him- 
self to study, to investigation, to the duties that belong to him as a Rep- 
resentative here. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. KEIFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Do not the members know the duties that they 
assume when they seek the votes of their constituents ? 

Mr. KEIFER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And do they not accept the office with that 

knowledge? 
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Mr. KEIFER. Oh, yes; they know the burdens, 55 


here I say it without intending to give offense to any —they 
to do the things they ought to do, and do firstthose other things which 
their constituents, as individuals, require them to do, but which are no 
proper part of the duties of a Representative in Congress. I know this. 
am perfectly wellaware of it. We are all guilty ofthat. A man will 
tramp about this city from Department to Department all the morning 
and he will hasten away from his seat during the sessions of the House; 
he will grow tired and weary, and the day will pass by, and he will 
give no sort of attention to the legislation of Congress. He does this 
because he feels that if he does not write to John Smith” promptly 
and get his little matter through some Department he will make an 
enemy at home. A 

We ought to be above it. But if we are to do these things, if we are 
required to do them, let us have this aid. I say us,“ although I 
am not included for the future. If this amendment should be agreed 
to in the conference committee it would not affect me; it would go into 
effect in the Forty-ninth Con I am speaking, therefore, as one 
having no sort of interest in this proposition except the great interest 
which we all have that Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States shall be placed in that position with relation to their constituents 
that they can discharge their proper duties here. 

If this provision were adopted legislation would go on more rapidly 
and it would be better done, for each member each day could w 
that he was free to set about his legislative duties and not to have his 
time taken up in answering letters and running errands. Mr. Speaker, 
this is no new trouble, nor did it originate in America. Edmund 
Burke; when taken to task on a certain occasion for not coming to visit 
his constituents for a long period of time, responded and said, While 
I have not been among you, I have run my very legs off in London 
doing your errands.” We are running our legs off doing errands, and 
while we are doing that we are not doing the duties we are sent here 
to do. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. CANNON, to concur in 
the Senate amendment; and there were—ayes 34, noes 59. 

So the amendment was non-concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. 8 er, I move that the House further 
insist upon its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate and ask 
a further conference. 

Mr. HISCOCK. May I inquire of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
HOLMAN] if he expects the Senate will yield ? 3 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not able to tell. 
yield HISCOCK. Have you the slightest idea that the Senate will 

el y ° ppa 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have no other information than the tleman 
from New York has himself, but I trust that the Senate will see-the 


propricty of a point. ti 
r. HISCOCK. You have been in conference with the Senate and 
must have formed an opinion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. As far as I am concerned as one member of the 
House I do not propose that this amendment of the Senate shall be 
adopted. I propose to do all I can to prevent it. 

; . HISCOCK. I simply went to know what we have before us, 
even if it goes to the extent of au extra session. ons 

Mr. ANDERSON. Les; I will stand up for an extra session rather 
than a to this amendment. 

Mr, REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to call atten- 
tion to the fact that last session at 10 o'clock in the evening we voted 
against giving the Senate an extra $30,000, because, although nothing 
was- said about it, it was understood that the money was for clerks, 
and at 4 o’clock next morning the House voted for the Senate proposi- 
tion pure and simple. I mention this merely as an interesting histor- 
ical fact. 

Mr. CANNON And Mr. Speaker, I want to say that, in my opin- 
ion, this House, inside of twenty-four hours, will do exactly what it 
has now refused to do. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
lic buildings, 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Mr. Speaker, I want to add that I voted stead- 
ily against the proposition, both at 10 o’clock and at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is time enough to cross that stream when we 
come to it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to say a single word before submitting the 
motion for the previous question. If the House proposes to have a fur- 
ther conference on this proposition, I must protest that gentlemen here, 
especially my colleague on the committee RA CANNON], who it is to 
be presumed will be one of the managers on the part of the-House in 
the further conference, should not notify the Senate that within twenty- 
four hours the House will recede from its disagreement. I do not think 
my friend is justified in indulging in that prediction. Such a result may 
take place; but I do not propose for one to advertise the other. House 
that the present action upon our part is not a bona fide and honest ex- 
pression of the conviction of the House that the Senate ought not to in- 
crease the salaries of Senators, especially in this indirect way. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] is no 


But we must save our money now for pub- 


mere opposed to Senators having these clerks than I am. 


Mr. HOLMAN. So I understand. 

Mr. CANNON... I wish to add that if, perchance, I am to be one o 
the managers on the part of the House in the further conference upon 
this bill, it may be that I was guilty of an indiscretion in making the 
remark that I di But I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Indiana, who is an older member than I am, to the fact that I 
did but follow in his wake when he, who will also probably be one of 
the conferees, announced that he never had assented and never would 
assent to this proposition, and would do all he could to defeat it. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. May I ask the gentleman from Hli- 
nois a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Is it true that under this provision 
thirty-one Senators who are not chairmen of committees will be en- 
titled to clerks? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. And that the salary of each clerk at 
$180 a month for a long session of seven months will be $1,260? 

Mr. CANNON. Ves, sir. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Now I would like to know what 
difference there is between passing an amendment in this guise and 
voting to each of these United States Senators $1,260 extra compen- 
sation from the United States Treasury. As a rule Senators are able 
to hire clerks from their own private means; while Members of the 
House of Representatives, who spend their time and money in the serv- 
ice of their constituents, working night and day, depriving themselves 
of social comfort with their families, are asked to vote Senators this 
extra compensation. 

I hope that the conferees on the part of the House will hold out until 
12 o'clock on the 4th of March in their resistance to this demand, and 
if necessary will allow an extra session to come rather than agree to 
this amendment. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. HOLMAN that the House further insist on its dis- 
agreement to the twenty-ninth amendment of the Senate and ask a 
further conference was to; and the Speaker announced the ap- 
pointment of Mr. HoLMAN, Mr. HANcocK, and Mr. CANNON as con- 
ferees on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] make as to the other amendment—the amendment 
numbered 1 ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. As to that amendment, which is formal, I make the 
same motion—that the House farther insist on its disagreement and 
ask a farther conference. 
~The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made, 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


> ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
earns r when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 6658) to provide for the sale of the Sac and Fox and 
Towa Indian reservations in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, and 
for other purposes. 


CATTLE TRAFFIC IN THE WEST. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the Housea letter 
from the Secre of the , transmitting a report from the Chief 
of the Bureau of Statistics in response of the resolution of the House 
calling for information in regard ta the ranch and range cattle traffic 
in the Western States and Territories; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPRINGER. I wish to inquire whether it is now in order to 
proceed with the consideration of the election case? If so, I hope we 
shall go on with it. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to take a recess. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That was certainly superseded by all these inter- 
vening matters. 

The SPEAKER. Under what rule? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Unanimous consent was given—— 

The 3 ; a oe aei no eae peat consent. The confer- 
ence report was a privi matter, and simply suspended the proceed- 
ings which were going on—did not terminate thèm. 

r. VALEN E. The first question is upon the motion for a re- 
cess till S o’clock. ; 

A MEMBER. Make it 9. ; 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN.] The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee proposes a recess till 8 o’clock to-morrow morn- 


ing. 
Sir. VALENTINE. I understand there is a desire on the 
members on both sides that we now take a recess until 9 o’clock, 


of 
if 
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that be the general desire, I suggest that the amendment fixing8 o'clock 
be withdrawn, so that we may vote at once on the amendment of the 


gentieman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] proposing 9 o’clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I propose to stay here till the House settles this 
question of the right of a member to his seat; and I ask every man who 
desires the question shall be settled to stay here until it has been settled. 
[Cries of Regular order 1”) 

A MEMBER. What is the question? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
moved that the House take a recess until 10 o’clock—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that will not prevail. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] moved 
to amend by fixing 9 o’clock, and the gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. 
PETTIBONE] moved a further amendment to fix 8 o'clock. The ques- 
tion is now on the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, it is desirable that we should sit 
here until we receive from the Senate the sundry civil a iation 
bill, so we may take action upon the amendments of the Senate, and if 
the action of the House requires it, that the disagreements of the two 
Houses may be sent to a conference committee, and the managers of 
said conference appointed on the part of the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is right; and while we are wai I insist 
we shall with the discussion of the question of the right of a 
member to his seat upon this floor. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Would it not be in order, Mr. S „ for the 
House now to designate the conferees who shall act on sundry civil 
bill when it comes over from the Senate? 

Mr. RANDALL. The House must concur or non-concur in the 
amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. VALENTINE. It seems to me by unanimous consent we can 
non-concur and order the appointment of the conferees on the part of 
the House. 
oe The House can not act on a matter that is not be- 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania, chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations, will give to the House such in- 
formation as he may possess as to the probability of the sundry civil 


bill reported during the night. 
Mr. R ALL. It may be 2 0’clock or it 


be 3. 
Mr. VALENTINE. It may be daylight or 5 or 6 o’clock in the 
morning; and what is the use of our sta here during all these long 


hours and tiring ourselves out when we have so much work to do to- 
morrow and to-morrow night? 

Mr. HORR. The Senate are debating the question yet. 

Mr. RANDALL. It ought to come here to-night, and the conferees 
Oe ANTA OAT net teria te 

he SPEAKER. If the Chair may be allowed to state, he was in- 
formed that the Senate will pass the bill before it takes a recess or ad- 
journs. 

Mr. RANDALL. My information comes from what I believe is an 
rarer gat mr e the Senate will probably finish the bill by 2 

clock. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question recurs on the motion of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] that the House shall take a 
recess until 8 o’clock in the morning. 

Mr. BLAND. I ask by unanimous consent that we take a recess 
until half 1 o’clock. 

TheSPEAKER. That is objected to by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. SPRINGER. We must keep the members of the House here if 
we are to have any business done before 2 o’clock in the 

Mr. BLAND. There is no quorum here now, and by taking the re- 
cess I suggest it will save the clerks, who are now nearly worn out. 
[Cries of Regular order !'"] 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move that after 2 o'clock 
shall be done except the consideration of the sundry civil bill when it 
comes from the Senate, and that then we shall take a further recess 
until 9 o’clock in the morning. 

Mr. WELLER. I demand the pen 0 order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular eg. 
recurs on the motion of the gentleman from 
until 8 o' clock in the morning. 

The House divided; and there were —ay 1, noes 44. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair will appoint as tellers Mr. SPRINGER 
and Mr. WELLER. ; 

Mr. VALENTINE. By way of compromise, I ask the House to agree 
to take a recess until half past 1 o’clock for the p of 
the sundry civil bill as it comes from the Senate; that a motion may be 
FC.... Samhita 33 N 
ments; t ve to t the con- 
ferees on the part of ts enaa. alten whieh tae Homes Wil sake p oo: 
cess until 9 o’clock to-morrow mo 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair). 
Is there objection to that? 
Mr. VAN EATON. Yes, I object. 


again divided on Mr. PETTIBONE’S motion to taks a re- 
cess until 8 o’clock; and the tellers reported—ayes 6, noes 24. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Still no quorum has voted. ; 
Mr. ANDERSON. I move the House do now adjourn (12 o'clock 
and 15 minutes a. m., March 3). 

Mr, HEWITT, of Alabama. We either ought to adjourn or take a 


recess, 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 29, noes 60. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. LAMB. I ask by unanimous consent the House take up the 
Mexican pension bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question again recurs on the mo- 
tion to take a recess until 8 o’clock to-morrow morning. 
The tellers will resume their places, as a quorum has not yet voted. 
Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House take a recess until 2 o’clock. 
The SPEAKER son ae Is there objection? 
Mr. VALENTINE. ` I object, unless some understanding can be 


reached. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. With the understanding that nothing 
shall be done except to receive the amendments of the Senate to the 
sundry civil bill and send them to conference, 

Mr. LORE. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the House take a recess until 3 o'clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER, That is not in order, unless the previous motions 
to take a recess are withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is not in order except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I object. 

Mr. HOUK. Lask unanimous consent of the House that I may be 
heard for one minute in regard toa matter of great importance to a very 
large number of people. 

Mr. BENNETT.. [call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOUK. I ask unanimous consent—— [Cries of Regular 
order!'’] If the House will listen to me but for one minute 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. HOUK. I would be glad if House would give me unani- 
mous consent for one minute 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. HOUK. Iappeal to gentlemen to give unanimous consent that 
I may make a brief statement. Here is a bill—— [Cries of Regu- 
lar order!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair, without objection, will rec- 

ize the gentleman from Tennessee for one minute. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

Mr. HOUK. Here is a list of the names of persons whose accounts 
have been audited by the Departments of the Government 

Mr. BLAND. I have objected to this all the while. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair recognized the gentleman 
for one minute. a 

Mr. BLAND. Well, he can have one minute, if that is all, as far as 
I am concerned. ; 

Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been passed every session 
of hy RE heretofore as a matter of course. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For sixteen years. 

Mr. HOUK. Is contains the claims which have been audited by the 
2 ents of the Government after the most careful scrutiny 

There are a very large number of these claims contained in this bill, 
and, as I have said, it has been invariably passed heretofore, generally 
under a ion of the rules. Here we are now within twenty-four 
hours of adjournment. If this bill does not pass these people will be 
compelled to wait more than twelve months for honest debts which 
have been thoroughly investigated, considered, allowed, recommended, 
and audited by the authorized audi officers of the Government. I 
appeal, then, to members to let this bill be taken up and passed. It 
has mips At ed heretofore almost 

Mr. ER. Has that been reported bya committee of this House 
at this session? 


Mr. HOUK. Yes, sir. 
Mr. KEIFER, What committee? 

Mr. HOUK. The Committee on War Claims. I say this, Mr. 
Speaker: that committee has gone into the most careful ‘scrutiny of this 
matter; has looked into every case, with bled Asie sae covered by 
this bill, and in the view of that committee it is absolute justice to these 
claimants that this bill should become a law. It is one of the appro- 
priation bills of and ought to be passed. I ask gentlemen, 
therefore, to let us take it and pass it. I refer to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
ang RANDALL] in support of what I have said as to this bill hereto- 


Mr. BLOUNT, Let me ask the gentleman a question. Does this 
bill contain anything but audited accounts? 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2427 


Mr. HOUK. No, sir; not a thing, as I understand it; and I ask my 
coll e on the committee [Mr. ROWELL] to state what course the 
committee has taken in the examination of the accounts ? 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. Has not the minute expired? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man for a moment or two. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Speaker, in regard to this bill permit me to 
say that the committee examined into every claim allowed by the au- 
diting officers of the Government, taking up claim after claim and look- 
ing carefully through them as has never been done before. They took 
up the cases in their order and threw out on amendments and motions 
some five or six claims that they thought ought not to have been au- 
dited, and reported the bill by the unanimous vote of the committee 
after a close scrutiny and careful examination of nearly every one of 

the claims that came in. 

Mx. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I hope I may be indulged to make 
a very brief statement in reference to this bill. I wish to say that the 
request of my colleague from Tennessee is one that ought a 
As has been stated by him, this bill pertains to claims all of which 
have been audited by the accounting officers of the Government, and 
all of which have been in the first place examined by quartermaster’s 
agents of the United States and approved by the Quartermaster-Gen- 
eral. 

Mr. LAMB. What sort of claims does this bill contain ? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Audited war claims; and I may be permitted to 
say to my friend from Indiana that if it does not contain claims of cit- 
izens of his State it is the first bill bearing the claims so reported from 
the Quartermaster-General in the course of my experience in Co: 
that they were not interested in, for they suffered losses of this kind. 

They are what is known as the 4th of July claims, under the act 
passed on the 4th of July, 1864, which provided for the payment of 
claims of citizens for property taken for the use of the Army of the 
United States. These claims are examined by quartermasters’ agents 
throughout the country in States to which the act applies, and re- 

to the accounting officers of the Department, and are trans- 
mitted to Congress after thorough examination. 

Mr. THOMPSON. And it has been uniformly passed. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. What States are interested in this 
matter? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It pertains to a great many of the States; to all 
of the border States, I believe. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Yes; Kentucky and Tennessee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. All the border States. In to the gen- 
tleman from Alabama who asks what States it applies to I will say 
that I do not remember how many are represented in this bill, but here- 
tofore bills which have been passed embraced the States of Kentucky, 
Tennessee, Ohio, Indiana, West Virginia, Maryland, and probably 
others. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. Missouri. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Yes; Missouriand Pennsylvania. Ido not know 
what other States have been embraced in it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I must object to this 


Mr. McMILLIN. I do hope the gentleman from Alabama will not 
interpose an objection to this. The Government has owed these claims 
for more than twenty years, and to fail to pay them now is an outrage 
against every citizen and an unjusti postponement of justice. 
These unfortunate claimants do not get a cent of interest during this 
long delay. What justice is there in postponing payment? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I have a claim here for a citizen of my 
own district in Alabama, which is just as meritorious and honest a 
claim as any of these, and I can not pass that claim through this House. 

Mr. Mo IN. Let us take it up then and pass it. I hope I have 
DATO eee see Se ee AT ee ae Republic. 

Mr. 1 of Alabama. Unless we can pass that claim I shall 

to th 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will aid the gentleman in his efforts to get a 
meritorious claim through. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, rose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to say to both the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee and 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from Ar- 


kansas. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I have consumed during 
the present session of Congress but very little of the time of this House, 
and I appeal now to members on the ground of humanity that they 
may hear me for two or three minutes upon a subject foreign to this 
one we have under consideration, but of importance to the people of 
my State. : 
ato VALENTINE. If we are to go into any new subject I must 
object. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I would feel that I was neglecting a 
public duty if I failed to call the attention of this House to this mat- 
ter if an opportunity is offered me to do so. 

On the Speaker’s table is a Senate bill authorizing the construction 
of a Federal jail at Fort Smith, Ark, 


Mr. ROBERTSON. I rise to a question of order. Under what rule 


is this debate now going on? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I object 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it not too late to make objection after the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas commenced speaking ? : 

Mr. TUCKER. It seems we are all giving our experiences. I would 
like to give mine. One gentleman has spoken of claims that the Gov- 
ernment has owed for twenty years. I have a bill on the Speaker's 
table that has passed the Senate, to restore to a constituent of mine 
$400 that were taken from him by unjust taxation seventeen years ao 
I want to have that bill pass the House so that this man may have hi 
money returned to him. I appeal to the House to let that bill be taken 


By unanimous consent. 


up and passed. : 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to tell my experience 
also. 


Mr. VALENTINE. I ask unanimous consent that the election case 
be withdrawn so as to allow all these matters to be brought up. 

Mr. TUCKER. I appeal tothe gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VAL- 
ENTINE], my colleague on the Judiciary Committee, to allow this bill 
to be taken up. 

The SPEAKER. All this is proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope the Chair will not be partial, so as to fail to 


me. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gentleman 
from Georgia making a statement ? 
_ Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Unless I be permitted to go on, I ob- 


ject. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I have no objection to the gentleman from Arkansas 


Mr. WELLER addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gentleman 
from Iowa rise? 


Mr. WELLER. I rise for the express purpose of being recognized 
the Chair. te 


. [Langhter.] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Iowa that he can not recognize him unless he discloses for what 


8 he desires to be recognized. 

. WELLER. I will state what I propose. I desire to secure unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of the joint resolution (H. 
Res. 252). I send it to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. VAN EATON. I object, unless the gentleman provides for the 
payment being made in standard silver dollars. 

. WELLER. I do. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Brat- 
TON] has a privileged report from the Committee on Printing in ref- 
erence to the eulogies on the late Senator Anthony. It is a pri 
report, although not as against the election case. Is there objection to 
the gentleman from South Carolina making the report? 

There was no objection. 


EULOGIES UPON THE LATE SENATOR ANTHONY, 


Mr. BRATTON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back with 
a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 2577) to authorize the print- 
ESE a Snes delivered in Congress upon the late Henry B. An- 
thony. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Printing, 12,000 dopis; of which 4,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 8,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives; and the of the 
is hereby directed to have tinted a portrait of said Hen: 
Sool oc a manok 2a many DO DEED I te FOCON APAONE 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. = 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be read a 
third time. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Would it be proper to amend so as 
to give the Senate 8,000 copies and take 4,000 copies for the House? 

The SPEAKER. That amendment is in order, if the gentleman de- 
sires to offer it. i 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. None has been offered. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BRATTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PRINTING OF REPORT—WASHINGTON MONUMENT CEREMONIES. 


Anthony to ac- 
it the sum of 
out of any money 


Mr. DORSHEIMER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the Sen- 
ate bill providing for the printing of the proceedings had here on the 
occasion of the dedication of the Washington Monument. The House 
passed a resolution and sent it to the Senate, which has not been acted 


2428 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


ing the same sub- 


upon by the Senate. The Senate passed a bill covering 
ject, differing somewhat from the House resolution. The bill is now 


on the 8 er's table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent to take up the Senate bill indicated. The title will be read, 
after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. While that bill is being looked for I 
ask unanimous consent—— 

The SPEAKER. There is one request for unanimous consent now 

i There can not be two pending at the same time. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill S. 2666) t vide for the printing of th rt and proceedings of tl 
3 9 suitable eee ſor the dedication Pf the Washington 
Monument, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That the report and proceedings of the commission to pro- 
vide suitable ceremonies for the dedication «f the Washington Monument, to- 
gether with the engraved card attached thereto, be printed under the direction 
of the Committee on Printing; and that 26,500additional copies be printed, 8,000 

of the same for the use of the Senate; 16,000 copies for the use of the 
House of Representatives; 500 copies for distribution by Lieut. General P. H. 
Sheridan, United States Army, to the civil and military organizations which 
ee eur in the proceedings; 500 copies for the Washington National Monu- 
ment lation for distribution among its members; 500 copies for distribu- 
tion by Col. Thomas L. Casey, engineer, among the mechanics and workmen 
employed in the erection of the monument; 500 copies to the Hon. R. C. Win- 
bis a and 500 copies to the Hon. John W. Daniel; and for the purpose of de- 
fray the expense of printing the attached card the sum of $2.000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I will state to the House that the only respect 
in which this bill differs from the resolution already passed by the House 
is that the bill provides for the printing of the ved card, which 
was not provided for by the resolution, and this bill also provides for 
giving five hundred copies to each of the two orators. Those are the 
only cts in which the bill differs from the resolution already passed. 
Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if the bill is open 
to amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It is. f 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the bill be amended so as to make the 
number of copies 35,000, the distribution to be in the same ratio as 
provided in the bill. 

The SPEAKER was proceeding to put the question when Mr. WEL- 
LER withdrew the amendment. ; 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr, Speaker, I now demand the previous 
question on the of the bill. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask my col- 


2 [Mr. DoRSHEIMER] how many copies this bill would give to 


Senator and how many to each 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. I have not figured it up—it provides for 8,000 
copies for the Senate, and 16,000 for the House. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. It gives every Senator 105 copies 
and every Member 49 copies. 5 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, nae yp 

Mr. DORSHEIMER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ; 

REPORT ON FISH AND FISHERIES. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New Vork. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make two 
privileged reports from the Committee on Printing, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, are these reports subject to objec- 
tion when they are read? 

The SPEAKER. They are subject to the question of consideration. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Is this a conference report? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. It is a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. SPRING: But it can come in only by unanimous consent. 
I do not know what matters they relate to, and I may desire to object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know with certainty that this 
is a privileged report; but certain reports from the Committee on Print- 


ember of the House. 


ing are privileged. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Not as against the present order, which is the 
question of the highest privi the right of a member to his seat. 


TheSPEAKER. The pending question is on a motion for a recess. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a contested-election case pending. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question pending on the report of the 
Committee on Elections. A 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let this report from the Committee on Printing 
be 


read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, February 25,1885. 
Resolved by the Senate (the House , That the 


-4 Representatives concurring 
of the Commissioner of Fish and eries for the year 1885 be printed, and 


there be printed 11,000 extra of which 3,000 shall be for the use of the Sen- 
al F 500 for the use of the er of Fish 
a 


ries, and 500 for sale by the Public Printer under such lations as 
5 “A ual to the addi- 


tional cost of publication, and 10 per cent. thereto ad ; ill to be ob- 
ined by the Publie Printer under the joint direction of the Committee on 

The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was concurred in; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


ASTRONOMICAL OBSERVATIONS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
ported the following concurrent resolution: 


IN THE SENATE OF THE USITED STATES, February 25, 1885, 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the annnal 
volume of Astronomical and Meteorological Observations of the Naval Observ- 
atory for the years 1881 and 1882 be Peer and that 2,000 additional es of 
each volume be printed, of which copies shall be for the use of the Senate, 
800 copies for the use of the House, and 800 copies for the use of the herd De- 
partment, or for sale at the cost of paper and printing, in accordance with sec- 
tion 422 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 


The resolution was concurred in. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was concurred in; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. e 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FOURTH OF JULY CLAIMS. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, a while ago I asked unanimous con- 
sent to make a statement in reference to Executive Document 119. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] objected, but he with- 
draws his objection. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] asks 
unanimous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Regular order. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 


sent—— 

The SPEAKER. -The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
demands the regular order, which cuts off all requests for unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. This is a matter of a good deal of in- 
terest. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman must make his appeal to the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska. The Chair has no discretion in the matter. 
Mr. VALENTINE, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection to the 
| gentleman from Georgia making his statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, Executive Document 119 is a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a list of claims which 
have arisen under the act of July 4, 1864. By virtue of that act the 
(Juartermaster-General, the Commissary-General, and the Third Audi- 
tor of the Treasury are required to examine and consider certain claims, 
und it is made the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to report them 
to Congress at each session. In the Forty-fourth Congress this docu- 


ment, covering claims amounting to about $500,000, was reported by 


| Mr. Ede. >t Illinois, then chairman of the Committee on War Claims, 
It passed the House at both sessions of that by unanimous 

consent, and it has always passed without objection until, I think, the 

lust session of the last when some objection was made, but I 

believe it finally passed the House. This time the claimsamounttoonly 

| $223,000. Now, the law did not contemplate that these claims should 

be examined by thé House. The act provided that they should be 
examined by the Quartermaster-General, the Commissary-General, and 
the Third Auditor. They have always passed in the way I have stated, 
and I think it will be agreat injustice to these claimants if this bill does 
not now pass. This is not the case of ordinary claims on the Calendar 
which we reserve to ourselves the right to examine. These are cases the 
examination of which has been delegated to the officers I have desig- 
nated, and I trust that the House will see the justice of doing what has 
been done heretofore in reference to these cases and allow them to pass 
without objection. The committee have reported these claims unani- 
mously. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] that the House may get at 
the bill to which he refers by simply disposing of this contested-elec- 
tion case. 

Mr. KEAN. You want to take $11,000 out of the Treasury on that. 

Mr. WELLER. Well, if he is entitled to it give it to him. 

Mr. KEAN. But he is not. 

Mr.BLOUNT. My friend understands very well the difficulty there 


is · in ere ener ease out of the way. 
We have in a minority ourselves, apd have had some difficulty 
of this sort. I trust that neither this election case nor any other rea- 


son will prevent the House from doing what it has always done, and 
rightly done, with reference to these audited claims, 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. This claim oughtto be passed, and I hope the gen- 
tlemån from Alabama will make no objection. 


The SPEAKER. 3 objection ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Tobject. I would be delighted to have this bill 
passed; and I ask gentlemen on the other side tocease their 
to this election case, and let us fix a time to consider and dispose of it, 
and then we con take up these other matters. I think the right of a 
member to his seat on the flooris a question of the highest importance, 
[Cries of Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. PETTIBONE] to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa, the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
being for a recess till 8 o’clock to-morrow. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 28, noes 45. 

Several MEMBERS. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; ae Mr. SPRINGER and Mr. HEPBURN were 


appointed. 
r. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to know whether it requires a 
quorum to vote down a motion for a recess, 

The SPEAKER. It requires a quorum to decide it either way. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. dies tribute to our rules, 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported 1 in the affirma- 
tive, 36 in the negative—no quorum voting. 

the Kano oos DI tellers the following proceedings took place: 
Speaker, would it be in order for me to ask 
eee consent for the consideration of joint resolution 252? 

The SPEAKER. The House is taking a vote, 

Mr. KEAN. I ask unanimous consent that the House take up the 
joint resolution to print the annual report of the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. A vote of the House is being taken. 

Mr. GIBSON. I am led to believe there will be no objection to put- 


ting upon its he eg bill which Lhold in my hand. I am assured 
by some who have been objecting to general business that 
they think this bill ought to 


The SPEAKER. But the House is taking a vote. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate farther insisted on its amendments numbered 
1 and 29 to the bill making app eee for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, to the farther confer- 
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, 
and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, 
Mr. DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL. 


PUBLIO BUILDING AT SAN FRANCISCO, 


Mr. BUDD. Iaskunanimous consent for the consideration of Senate 
bill 147. I donot think any one will object. 

A MEMBER., What is it about? 

Mr. BUDD. It is for the erection of a post-office building in San 
Francisco. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. BUDD. We never have had a post-office building there. Our 
postal business is done away down on the old 3 a little 
cubby-hole. San Francisco has 300, 000 inhabitants. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a point of order. Is it proper for the gen- 
tleman to proceed after objection has been made? 

The SPEAKER. Not without unanimous consent. 

A MEMBER. There was no objection to the gentleman proceeding 
with his remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made to considering the bill, but 
no objection was made to the gentleman proceeding with his statement. 

Mr. BUDD, As the time is not being occupied with anything else, 
I hope I may be allowed to conclude my statement. 

In 1860 the tonnage of San Francisco was 235,000; in 1882 it had a 
tonnage of more Myer 1,000,000 tons, In 1860 its imports amounted to 
more than $9,000,000; in 1882 to over $51,600,000. In 1860 the ex- 
ports were Sve then $3.9 900,000; in 1882 over $52,400,000. Tho penal 
revenue for 1860 was $154,872; in 1882 it amounted to $558,133; and 
to-day San Francisco, one of the largest and most important cities in 
the United States, yields a net revenue of some $400,000. 

Mr. KEAN. How much has been spent there on publie buildin age? 
x BUDD. Not a single dollar has been spent on a post-o 

nilding. 

Mr. KEAN. What other publie buildings are there? 

Mr. BUDD. The Government has builta mint there, of which the 
Democracy will have control in a few days. 

The building in which our post-office business is now transacted is 
down on the old water-front and is very inconvenient, not sufficient to 
afford proper facilities to our people. We are using for a post-office 
the lower floor and basement of the old custom-house. This bill isa 
Senate bill, and should become alaw; hence Task ie be now taken 
up an $ 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I suggest that tho gentleman have 
this measure attached to thesundry civil bill in the Senate. 


Mr. BUDD. This bill hasalready n 8 Sab tebla TE 
more than a year ago, and has since on the § s table. It 
here. I know this requires unanimous consent on account 


should pass 
L of present proceedings. Let it pass. [Cry of Regular 
order 

Mr. WELLER. I rise for the purpose of asking unanimous consent 
T House. I do not think there 

be any objection to it. 

The SPEAKER. That is not the order, and the regular 
order has been demanded on both sides of the House. 

Mr. WELLER. 8 of that. 

The SPEAKER. The eman will get rid of it only by having it 
withdrawn. [Cries of E Regular order!” 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee to 
take a recess until 8 o’clock in the morning. [Putting the question. 
eee The noes seem to have it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I demand a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 12, noes 31. 

Mr. WELLER. No quorum. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. As the House has refused to take a re- 
cess I ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is insisted upon, The — 
no quorum has been made, and the Chair will appoint as tellers 
TIBONE and Mr. WELLER. 

The House again divided; and the tellers re; 

Mr. BUDD. I move to take up Senate bill 147. The objection 
made by the gentleman from Alabama will be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SKIN- 
NER] objected. 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thought the 2 did object. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move there be a call of the House. 

The House divided; and there 5 18, noes 37. 

So the motion was disagreed to 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE (at 1 o’clock and 40 minutes a. m., March 3) 
moved that the House ae 


The motion was disagreed to 
Mr. PERKINS. I ask this bill be read from the Clerk’s desk. 
lar order! ??] 


[Cries of ‘* 

The SP ER. Objection is made. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. LEWIS. Would it be in order tomake a statement in which I 
am interested? 

The SPEAKER. It would be if the demand for the regular order 
is withdrawn. Is the demand for the regular order withdrawn? 

Mr. SHIVELY and others objected. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I ask to have read for information a resolution 
for the a. of the employés for the * of March. It is the 
usual resolution. These can not get away unless it is 

Cries of ‘‘ Regular order!?? ! I hope objection will be with 
Cries of Regular order! ] This is simply to make available ‘the 
of the employés for the month of March. [Cries of 
order! ] It was done at the last session, and 8 done now. 


7 


es 4, noes 12, 


The SPEAKER. Is the order insisted upon? 
Mr, COOK. I demand the order of business, 
Mr. PERKINS. I move to take a recess. 


The SPEAKER. Al the motions to take a recess that can be made 
have been made. 

Mr. CALDWELL. My motion is to make available the pay of the 
employés for the month of March. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Otherwise they will have to remain here. 

Mr. CALDWELL, I hope the gentleman will not insist upon the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa withdraw his de- 
mand for the = order? 

Mr. COOK. The regular is called for by the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. 55 

The SPEAK Does the gentleman from Indiana insist upon it? 

Mr. SHIVELY. I do. 

Mr. WELLER. I feel I have not been fairly treated. Other mat- 
ters of less importance than mine have been considered. [Cries of 
„Regular order!’’] The distinguished gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN] says he has no objection to it. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New, York. I ask to submit a report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. It is not now in order; the division of the House 
discloses the want of a quorum. 

Mr, CALDWELL. I hope there will be no objection to the passage 
of the resolution for our worthy and courteous employés. [Cries of 
Regular order!’?] I understand there is no objection. 

The SPEAKER. There are demands for the regular order on both 
EA of the House, and they are in the nature of objections. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Ihave abill here that I know nobody 
will object to [eries of Ob, no; of course not“ J, and I send it up with 
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fi ion of the H [ of Regular order! ] 
The SPEAKER. The demand for the regular order of course stands 


until it is withdrawn tlemen who make it. 
Mr. BURNES. 1 Ican make a statement that will interest 
the House—a suggestion of “ order!“ 


[Cries 
eee “The ä the gentleman 


1 

Mr. BURN ES. I believe unanimous consent is given me to make a 
brief statement of one minute and a half. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Regular order. 

Mr. WELLER. I now ask unanimous consent that the joint reso- 
lution of the House No, 252 may be read for the information of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, but I am going to 
importune gentlemen to permit me to have this read because I know 
it will be agreed to. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER, If gentlemen will withdraw their demands for the 

regular order, of course the Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. ET JOHN S. WISE. Regular order, 

Mr. KEAN. I move a call of the House. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 29, noes 


So the call of the House was not ordered. 
Mr. WELLER. No quorum. I think we ought to have members 
to transact the publie business. 

The SPEAKER, A quorum is not necessary on this motion. 

Mr. WELLER. Can I now ask unanimous consent to call up this 
resolution? I ask to have it read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the request pending 
the demand for the order. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken; there 5 a division —ayes 28, noes 42. 

So the motion was not 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. e e I ask unanimous consent of the 
House to take from the Speaker’s table Senate bill 636, providing for the 
pea of a public building at Oshkosh, Wis., and pas it upon its pas- 


Cries of Regular order!“ 
r the regular order cuts off such 


The PEAKER. The demand 
uests. 
r. GUENTHER. I sincerely hope that no gentleman will insist 
upon the demand for the regular order as against this bill, which is a 
very meritorious and important measure. 
Lhe SPEAKER. TheChair must recognize the demand for the regu- 


lar ørder. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I move that the House take a recess for thirty 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. That, of course, could only bedone by unanimous 
„. See OOE TE toa recess that are 

ible under the rule are already pending. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I make thle motion Mr. Speaker, in all se- 
riousness, and ask the unanimous consent of the House to that effect. 
I understand that the sundry civil bill will be here within that time, 
and I am serious in making the motion, because we are merely exhaust- 
ing the Speaker and doing nothing. 

Mr. WELLER. If the — wonld not submit so many mo- 
tions he would not exhaust the Speaker so much. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair repeats that the motion could only be 
entertained by unanimous consent. [Cries o order!” ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. We ought to take a recess to eo the re- 
porters and other officers of the House some o ity to 

The SPEAKER. r 
from Tennessee to take a recess. 

Mr. MCADOO. I move a call of the House. I wish to preserve the 
order and dignity of the House and the decorum of our proceedings, and 
therefore submit that motion. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I demand the yeas and nays on the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. MILLS and others. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I think it is only proper that-we should 
give the reporters some rest; and I hope that we will at least put a stop 
to unnecessary talking if we can not proceed with the public business. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 25, noes 


So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the roll. 

Mr. LACEY. I rise toa parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LACEY. If this vote discloses the absence e we 
proceed to the consideration of any business whatever until a quorum 
shall appear? 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. How did you vote? 


Mr. REED, of Maine. It does not make any difference how I voted. 
1 teg the right way, of course, 

Mr. MILLS. I called for the yeas and nays on the motion so as to 
give the reporters a little rest. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Has the gentleman the right to make the motion 
to reconsider ? 

The SPEAKER. Any gentleman has the right to move a reconsid- 
eration when there is no record of the vote, the presumption being that 
all voted on the prevailing side. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. We do not want to wear out our clerks in 
this way. It is not right, and there is no necessity for calling the roll 
on this motion. 

The question being taken on the motion to reconsider the vote order- 
ing the yeas and nays, it was agreed to—ayes 45, noes 21. 

Ar. WARNER, of Ohio. Now, Mr. Speaker, out of consideration 
for the Speaker himself, for the reporters, and the clerks, while we are 
waiting for the sundry civil bill to come from the Senate, I suggest 
that by unanimous consent we take a recess for thirty minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. I can state, if the House will permit me, that I 
have information ety bill by the Senate, 
and I think it will be here within half an hour. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is very proper that we should take a recess for 
half an hour while waiting for that bill. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Task by unanimous consent that the House 
may now take a recess for thirty minutes, 

Mr. MILLS. That is right; give all a rest for that length of time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Suppose 
we should have u yea-and-nay vote and it should disclose the fact that 
no quorum is present, would not the Chair be eompelled to take official 
notice of that fact, and would we not be placed in the position of being 
eee to transact any other business whatever until a quorum had ap- 


pea 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks when the record shows ona call 
of the yeas and nays there is not a quorum present business must cease 
until a quorum a rs. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I ask that by unanimous consent a recess 
be taken for thirty minutes. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I hope not. If the House will al- 
low me I should like to entertain it for a few moments with the con- 
sideration of a bill for the erection of a public building at Williams- 

Pa. o 

The SPEAKER. There is a matter pending. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] that the House 
take a recess for thirty minutes? 

Mr. SPRINGER. An other motions for a recess being withdrawn? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Nothing is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois can object if he de- 
sires to do so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire, if this request for a recess be agreed to, 
that all other motions be withdrawn. 

Mr. HEPBURN. You know we will not do that. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us take a recess and rest the clerks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection; and accordingly (at 2 o’clock a. m. Tuesday, 
March 3) the House took a recess for thirty minutes. 


AFTER RECESS. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 2 o’clock and 
30 minutes a. m. Tuesday, March 3. 


PAYMENT OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES FOR MARCH. 


Mr. CALDWELL. Lask unanimous consent to introduce a joint res- 
olution for the immediate payment of the officers and employés of the 
Senate and of the House for the month of March. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I believe I had the floor at the time 
the House took the recess. 

Mr. CALDWELL, I am satisfied if this joint resolution be under- 
stood there will be no objection to it. It is simply to pay in advance 
the employés of the Senate and of the House for the month of March. 
It is not extra pay. They are on the annual roll. It is simply a 
matter of accommodation to gentlemen who have constantly accommo- 
dated us. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the resolution be reported. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

A joint resolution authorizing the immediate yment of the officers and em- 
pra of the Senate and of the House for the month of March. 

— of the . and 3 — se of oe House a 

officers and employés of the Senate and of the House borne u the annual 

roll their respective compensation r Capitol police, the month 

of 1855, as soon as practicable urnment of this session of 


Mr. HOLMAN. I would suggest that that is hardly broad enough. 
It applies only to the employés on the annual roll. There is a very 
considerable class w 


who are noton the annual roll, but who are paid for 
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the long session for eight months and for the short session for four 

months. This would not apply to them. IL suggest this course: that 

the joint resolution shall be passed when, after consultation with the 
ascertain: 


Clerk, it is ed exactly what class of persons are entitled to re- 
ceive the compensation for the monthof March. I am satisfied that 
they are a much larger class than those named in the joint resolution. 
Quite a large number of persons are employed for the session, which 
means four mouths, and yet they would not get the pay for that addi- 
tional month under this resolution. I suggest that after consultation 
has been had with the Clerk as to what the terms of the joint resolu- 
tion exactly should be, it should then be submitted to the House and 


Mr. RANDALL. I am inclined to think the session clerks will get 
their salaries independent of this resolution. 

Mr. CALDWELL. They will. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] is certain that this is right I have no objection. 

Mr. CALDWELL. This is in the exact terms of the resolution 
which has been passed heretofore session after session. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 346) was read three times, and passed. 

Mr. CALDWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the reso- 
era Py eat and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill H. 
R. 8102. I wish to state this bill makes no appropriation. The facts 
are these 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I understand that I am entitled to 
the floor; but I will d for a few moments to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MoMLLINI. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair does not know that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Iwill state to my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Brown] a fact that I think will be sufficient to justify the indulgence 
he has kindly yielded me. Avrailroad is organized to be built to some 
coal mines in my State. A fellow-citizen of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is interested therein. It is an immense en ise, and they 
can not without the right to cross the Cumberland River. It 
is a bill for the purpose of gi the assent of Congress to the con- 
struction of a b I there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. KEAN and Mr. VALENTINE. Let the bill be read. 

The SPEAKER, The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill (H. R. 8102) to give the assent of to the construc- 
tion of a railroad bridge by the East and Middle Tennessee Railroad 
ee gd over the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers was read at 
ength. 

Mr. VALENTINE. The House seems now to be in a state of good 

I ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. One matter is now pending. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Unanimous consent was not given for its con- 
sideration. I said, Read the bill first.“ I ask this of the House. 
We have to wait until the sundry civil bill comes from the Senate. I 
ask that while we are waiting its arrival the Speaker proceed to rec- 
ognize gentleman to call up bills for consideration under the morning- 
hour rule, which allows ten minutes for debate—five minutes in favor 
of the bill and five minutes against it. 

Mr. COOK. I object. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Then I give notice that nothing shall be passed 


here to-night with my consent. 
Mr. WILKINS. Did not the objection to the consideration of the 


bill called up bp the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] come 
mou late? The Speaker asked if there were objections, and there were 


Tho SPEAKER. The gentlemiin from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
said, ‘‘ Let the bill be read. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman withdraws his objection. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I do, if the objection is withdrawn to my re- 

uest for the consideration of bills under the ten-minute rule. Does 

e gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Cook] withdraw his objection ? 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I understand the objection is with- 
drawn on both sides. 

The SPEAKER. It is not withdrawn. 

Mr. COOK. I want to say that, believing the Constitution imposes 
on the House the duty of judging of the election of one of its members 
whose case is now perae the House, nothing shall be transacted until 
this case is disposed of. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, as the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. BENNETT] seems to have withdrawn, probably to take a 
nap or for some such purpose, I suggest that we lay aside the election 
ease, [Laughter.] 


Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, I am requested by a number of 

members that I repeat the proposition I made a while ago asking unan- 
imous consent that until the s civil bill reaches the House the 
Speaker now entertain motions er the special rule for the consid- 
eration of such bills as members may call up, leaving the general 
status exactly as it is at present. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
asks unanimous consent to proceed under the special rule of the House 
recently adopted until the sundry civil appropriation bill is received 
from the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL, I object. 

Several MEMBERS. order ! 

Mr. CALDWELL. Mr. Speaker, I hope it will be in order for me 
to state one thing: The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] 
yielded the floor to me a while ago, and as an act of courtesy and as 
an act of justice to him I ask that he be permitted to resume it now. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I understand there ed E 
on that point. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been e Is the de- 
mand ſor the regular order withdrawn? 

Mr. CALDWELL. As I understand it, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Brown] had the floor without objection. 

The SPEAKER. Before 


nia [Mr. Brown] rose and stated, according 

Chair, that he had a matter with which he proposed paa parasea 
the House, but somebody objected, and immediately the recess was 
taken. The gentleman did not submit any motion. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BROWN] now asks unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union be dis- 
charged from the 727272727... Ean TARRO OE public 
building at Williamsport, Pa. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Regular order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand ‘that the ob- 
jection to my bill is insisted upon, and I hope it will not be. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair does not understand that the objection 
has been withdrawn. 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, we may just as well understand this 
matter. This stream to which that bill relates isa navigable one, which 
is being improved by this Government at great expense, 5 I object to 
bondini any bridge across it unless after a thorough investigation. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It has been investigated. The report of the Sec- 

of War is here. He submitted the question to the local engi- 
neers and the matter was delayed until their reports came, and they are 
embodied in the report of the Secretary. 

Mr. GIBSON. I just want to 5 Mr. Speaker, and say that 
no drawbridge across a running stream 

The SPEAKER. There is nothing before the House. The regular 
order is insisted upon on both sides of the House. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, we shall need a quorum here in a 
few minutes, and I think we had better send for one. There will be 
nothing further done here to-night without a quorum. subg gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] wants a quorum, and I think we 
had better have a call of the House. I make that motion. 

The question was taken on ordering a call of the House; and there 
were—ayes 26, noes 41. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 

now take a recess, 

Mr. BISBEE. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to ask unanimous con- 
sent to move to suspend the rules to pass the bill for the relief of Gen- 
eral Grant? 

The SPEAKER. Not while the regular order is insisted upon. The 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Brown] states that the objection 
33 to take up a public-building bill is with- 

Wn. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. VALENTINE. There is no quorum here, so we can not do any 
business, ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] wants a 
quorum. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made and the regular order is de- 
manded by gentlemen on both sides of the House, so that the Chair can 
not entertain a request for unanimous consent. 

Mr. TUCKER. I will ask the House, if I can get attention for a mo- 
ment 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TUCKER. Who makes the objection? 

The SPEAKER. Several gentleman are demanding the regular or- 
der and insisting that no business shall be done except t the regular busi- 
ness before the House. 

Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House take a recess. 

TheSPEAKER. That motion can be entertained only by unanimous * 
consent, because, as the Chair has stated several times, all the motions 
that can be made with reference to a recess, under the rules of the House. 
are now pending. 
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Mr. TUCKER. The objection is withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. Is the demand for the regular order withdrawn? 

Several MEMBERS. order, 

The SPEAKER. The does not understand that it is with- 
drawn. Lipa pay eee e The regular order is the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Tennessee vray anise NE] 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa he URN] to the 
motion made by the gentleman from Nebraska Mr. VALENTINE]. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 32. 

Mr. HOUK. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Cook and Mr, Houk were appointed. 

The House p roceeded to divide; but before the tellers announced the 
result of the peck the follo gs took place: 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH, of Missouri). That motion 
is not in order. The House is dividing. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I rise to a parliamentary tary inquiry. Is 
it in order to move to suspend the rules in order to take up and put 
on its passage Senate bill 1372, to establish a uniform system of bank- 
ie 4 throughout the United States? 

ER pro tempore. The House is dividing, and the motion 
is not in order. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, a who hasjust 
returned from the other end of the Capitol states that the Senate has 
taken a recess until 9 o’clock to-morrow morning. If that be true, I 
do not see any necessity of our remaining here longer. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, will this House hear the story of two 
men who entered the Army at the beginning of the war as private sol- 
diers and after serving bravely for four years under the flag that 
so gracefully over your head, sir, met with a misfortune which a b 
now pending in this House is designed to remedy? For four years as 
atu e Aan Ped marched to the music ner Union.” 

A MEMBER. Do they want an appro 

Mr. BURNES. They ask no app ai TRANS asimple actof 
justice. Entering the Army as poor boys, and $ the war, 
they earned the rank respectively of colonel and lieutenant-colonel. 
Commissions were sent to them from the War Department, but unfor- 
tunately these commissions arrived a day or two after these soldiers 
were mustered out. 

They ask no pay, no emoluments. They simply ask at the hands of 
the country the honor of these titles of colonel and lieutenant-colonel, 
which they won. The bill has the Senate of the United States, 
and has been reported favorably by a committee of this Hi the re- 

being made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]. The 

asks no appropriation of money; it proposes nothing but to do an 
act of simple justice to these plain men who fairly earned this distinc- 
tion. j 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BURNES] asks unanimous consent to up fer immediate consideration 
the Senate bill to which he oe referred. Is there objection ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Io 

Mr. DAVIS, of * e bill be read subject to objection. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I object. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Tiel the report be read. 

Mr. VALENTINE. There must be a quorum here before any fur- 
ther business is done. 

Mr. BURNES. I believe it is the right of a member desiring to call 
up a bill to have it read before objections are made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing. The 2 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri requires unanimous consent, and 
objection has been made. 

r. HATCH, of Michigan. I move that the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers have not reported the re- 
sult of their count, and the motion of the gentleman from Michigan is 


not in order. 
Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. Are the tellers going to stand there all 


night? 
Tue SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hopes gentlemen will vote. 
No quorum has voted. 

Mr. BELFORD. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speak- 
er’s table for present consideration Senate bill 1504. Let it be read, 
subject to objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado asks 
unanimous consent—— 

Mr. HATCH, of Michigan. How can that motion be entertained if 
the motion to adjourn i is not in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
BELFORD] asked for u ous consent. 

The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (S. 1504) for the erection of a public building at Pueblo, Colo. 


Sarnia pak iota ati Is there objection to the consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is provided for in the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. BELFORD. It is not. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. VALENTINE. I object to any business proceeding until there 


ble for me to say that a man from a 
Western State objects to a Western measure? 
pro tempore. The gentleman from Colorado is not 


rder. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Iam very sorry 

Mr. BELFORD. You are the only one in this House that objects, 
and I want the RECORD to show it. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I ask unanimous consent to offer the 
following resolution 

. WELLER. I object. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir. I have been trying to get an ager 9 reso- 
lution read for information. I will withdraw my obj n if I can 
have my joint resolution read for the information of the House. 

dag PEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa is not in 
order. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Lask the House to allow me to have considered a 
bill to pay a postmaster in V apo $171 on account of vouchers which 
were burned. The claim is duly authenticated by the Post-Office De- 

ent. It is a small matter and I ask that it be considered. It 

a Senate bill, which has the recommendation of the t and 
2 unanimously reported by the committee that have exam- 
i t. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ohjection? 

Mr. VALENTINE. I object. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I understand that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WELLER] withdrew his objection to my ution and there 
ne SPEARE oro senesta Thi tl from Nebraska has ob- 

e tempore. e gen eman m Ne ol 
— — of any measure. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. ‘The gentleman from Nebraska states to 
me that he did not make any objection. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I did not object to the reading of that resolu- 
tion. If I understand its purport I think it is in the line of our duty 
to-night. I have heard of it but have not heard it read. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I call for the reading of my resolution. 

Mr. WELLER. I have not withdrawn my objection. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Shortly after the close of the late 
war— [Lai hter and applause and cries of ‘‘ Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The tellers will announce the result. 

Mr. COOK. Eleven ayes and 25 noes. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama, rose. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I ask to take up the Blair educational bill. 
I believe we are agreed on that. I hope there will be no objection. 
It is an important measure. 

Mr. I object. 

Mr. JORDAN. Iasktotakeupabill. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been called and gentlemen 


say they will object to any measure. 
Mr. WELLER, I Iwi w my objection to the of the 


osition of the gentleman from New York [Mr. ApAms]. [Cries of 
Regular order !??] 

The SPEAKER, It is entirely useless to ask unanimons consent so 
long as there are calls for the regular order. It makes a great deal of 
labor for the Official Reporters of the House, and amounts to nothing. 
Whenever the demand for the regular order is withdrawn the Chair 
will take pleasure in gentlemen. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. 2 the gentleman from lows 
withdrew his objection. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I understand the gentleman’s resolution is in 
reference to the subject we are acting on. If so, I should like to hear 
it read. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. KEAN. Would it be in order to take a recess for fifteen min- 
utes? 

The SPEAKER. It will no 
be entertained have been 
noes, 

Mr. VALENTINE. No guorum (3 o’clock and 40 minutes a. m. 
March 3). I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 26, noes 34. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
34, nays 52, not voting 238; as follows: 


as all the motions for a recess that can 
e. The tellers report 11 ayes and 27 


YEAS—H, 
Adams, J. J. Dixon, Kean, 
Barr, Everhart, Lacey, Stephenson, 
Bisbee. Goff, i 
Boutelle, Hanback, McComas, man, * 
Brei Hara, Valentine, 
Brumm, Aai ae Pe kins Wes zk. 

rkins, . 

Canı 5 Pet 
S ie 


SD ee / // a ee a nn oy / en” y NESE NE aS aT Se, oS 
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NAYS—52, 
„555 

e s wry, 
Beins. Ferrell, Mills, 
Blount, 5 Murphy, 
Bratton, Gibson, Mutchler, 
Budd, S Ferrall. 
Burnes, 1 „W. H. O'Neill, J. J. 
Cabell, Hewitt, G. W. tton, 
Caldwell, Hill, 

Carleton, Hutchins, Randall, 
Clay, Jordan, Ranney, 
Cook, Kleiner, Reece, 
Davis, G. R. Long, Rockwell, 
NOT VOTING—233. 
Ad G. E. Dunn, Lamb, 
Aiken, 8 Tantam, 
Alexander, Eldredge, Lawrence, 
And Elliott, Le Fevre, 
Atkinson, Ellis, bey, 
Ballentine, Ellwood, Lovering, 
bour, Ermentrout, Ty: 8 
Barksdale, Evans, ‘cAdoo, 
Bayne, Fiedler, MeCoid, 
5 Eindlay, McCormick, 
Belmont, Finerty, McMillin, 
ett, Follett, Matson, 
Fy ‘oran, Ma: A 
B burn, Forney, M 
Blanchard, an, Miller, J. F. 
Biand, Garrison, Miller, S. H. 
Bowen, Geddes, Milliken, 
Boyle, George, Mitchell, 
Brainerd Glascock, Money, 
Breckinridge, Graves, Morgan, 
Brewer, F. B. Green, Morrill, 
r, J. H. Greenleaf, Morrison, 
ead, Guenther, Morse, 
Browne, T. M. Hammond, Moulton, 
u "i k Muldrow, 
Buckner, Hardeman, uller, 
urleigh. Tardy, Murray, 
Campbell, Felix Harmer Neece, 
pbell, Hemphill, Nelson, 
Campbell, J. M. Henderson, D. B. Nicholls, 
Candler, Henderson, . Nutting, 
Chalmers, Henley, es, 
Clardy, erbert, Ochiltree, 
ess Hewitt, A. S. oO’ eill, Charles 

s * ge, 
Collins, tt, Payne, 
Connolly, Hoblitzell, Payson, 
— —.— Holmes, Pettibo 

Josgrove, olmes, ibone, 
Covington, Holton, . Phelps, 

8. ooper; Pierce, 
Cox, W. R. Hopkins, Poland, 

ig, orr, Potter, 

8 Houseman, Price, 
Culberson, D. B. Howey, Pryor, 
Culbertson, W. W. Hunt, Pusey, 
Cullen, urd, Rankin, 
Curtin, James, Ray, G. W. 
Cutcheon, Jeffords, Ray, Ossian 

> Johnson, n, 
Davidson Jones, B. W. T.B 
Davis, L. II. Jones, J. H. Reid, J. W. 

vis, R. T. Jones, J. K Rice, 
Deuster, Jones, J. T. z 
Dibrell, fer, Ro! n 
Dingley, Kelley Robinson, J. S. 
Becke 0 Kellogg, Robinson, W. E. 
Dorsheimer, Ket $ Rogers, J. H. 
Dowd, King, 

t, Laird, Russell, 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. PRYOR with Mr. BAYNE, till morning. 

Mr. VANCE with Mr. ANDERSON, for the day. 
Mr. LE FEVRE with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, until morning. 
Mr. PAIGE with Mr. LAIRD. 
Mr. PIERCE with Mr. DINGLEy. 
Mr. WILson, of West Virginia, with Mr. SPOONER. 


Mr. DUNHAM with Mr. Cox, of North Carolina, until 10 o’clock to- 


morrow. 


Singleton 
Skinner, O.R. 
Skinner, T. G. 


Talbott. 
Taylor, E. B. 
Taylor, J. D. 
Thompson, 
Th morton, 
‘Townshend, 
‘Tucker, 
Tully, 
Turner, H.G. 
Turner, Oscar 
Van Alstyne, 
Vance, . 
Wadsworth, 
Wait, 
Wakefield, 
Ward, 
Washburn, 
Wellborn, 
Wemple, 
White, J. D. 
White, Milo 
Whiting, 
Wilkins, 
Williams, 
Wilis, 
Wilson, James 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
ood 


Worth 
orthington 
Yaple, : 
York, 
Young. 


Mr. Pusey with Mr. Hotmes, until 9 o’clock March 3. 
Mr. MORGAN with Mr. MORRILL, 


Mr. DEUSTER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 


Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin, with Mr. McCormick, for the day. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. BRAINERD, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. ROSECRANS with Mr. WADSWORTH, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. TALBOTT with Mr. RANNEY, for the rest of the day. 


Mr. Dow with Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. MILLARD with Mr, ARNOT. 


Mr. BISBEE with Mr. DAVIDSON. 


Mr. MILLS with Mr. Payson. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. LIBBEY, for the rest of the day. 
Mr. Woop with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND with Mr. BREWER, of New York. 
Mr. PEEL with Mr. NELSON. 


The vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion of 


the gentleman from Tennessee for a recess, 


XVI—153 


Mr. RANDALL, I desire to say that my information from the Sen- 
ate is that the sundry civil bill can not be here until 5 o’clock, and I 
make the motion that the House take a recess until 9 o’clock. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


[Cries of“ order!“ 

Mr. HUNT. I object. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I make the point of order that there are amend- 
ments pending now in the second degree. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the House take a recess until 9 o’clock this 


morni 
Mr. McCOMAS. Say 10 o'clock. 
Mr. RANDALL. No; 9 o’clock. That is as late as we ought to 


make it. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
none, and it is so ordered. 

And accordingly (at 3 o’clock and 50 minutes a, m. Tuesday) the 
House took a recess until 9 o’clock a, m. i 

AFTER RECESS. 5 

The recess having expired the House (at 9 o'clock a. m., Tuesday, 
March 3, 1885) resumed its session. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I move that the House take a further recess until 
10.55 o’clock to-day. 
Mr. RANDALL. 

prevail. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move to amend the motion by taking a recess 
until 10.50 o'clock, 

Mr. RANDALL. I wish tostate to gentlemen that the sundry civil 
bill will be here in a few moments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend the amendment by taking a re- 
cess until 10.45 o’clock. 

Mr.SPRINGER. Gentlemen on the other side are making asad mis- 
take in filibustering this way. - 

Mr. VALENTINE. Gentlemen will judge for themselves on that 
point. 

BRIDGE OVER THE CUMBERLAND AND CANEY FORK RIVERS. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent to 
take up the bill (H. R. 8102 to give the assent of Congress to the con- 
struction of a railroad bridge by the East and Middle Tennessee Rail- 
road Company over the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers, and put it 
upon its passage. I think there can be no objection to this bill, which 
has been already read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the East and Middle Tennessee Railroad Company be, 
and is hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a bridge, and approaches 
thereto, over the Cumberland River at the most accessible point in or near the 
corporate limits of Carthage, county of Smith, and State of Tennessee. Said 
bridge shall be constru to provine for the passage of railroad trains and 
wagons and travelers across said river. 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under this lere and subject to its limitations shall 


be a lawful structure, and shall be recogn and known as a -route; and 
it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United States: 


I object to a recess, and hope the motion will not 


Provided, t the United es may construct a postal telegraph over said 
bridge without charge therefor. 
Sec, 3. That if said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans, 


the spans thereof shall not be less than one hundred and sixty-four feet in length 
in the clear, and the main span shall be over the main channelof the river. The 
lowest part of the superstructure of said bridge shall be at least thirty-four feet 
above extreme high-water mark, as understood atthe point of location, and the 
bridge shall be at right angles to and its piers parallel with the current of the 
river: That if the same shall be constructed as a draw-bridge, the draw 
or pivot shall be over the main channel at an accessible point, and the spans 
1 not be less than one hundred and sixty feet in the clear, and the piers of 
said bridge shall be Jel with and the bridge itself at right les to the cur- 
rent of the river,and the spans shall not be less than ten feet above extreme 
high-water mark,as understood at the point of location, to the lowest part of 
the eee of said bridge: Provided also, That the said draw shall be 
opened promptly by said corporation, upon reasonable signal, for the passage of 
boats; and said corporation shall maintain, at its own expense, from sunset till 
sunrise, such lights or other signals on said bridge as the Light-House Board 
shall prescribe, and shall also place and maintain such sheer- sand other 
guides necessary for the safe passage of vessels and other water-craft as may be 
of War. No bridge shall be erected or maintained 
act which shall at any time sybstantially or mate- 
rially obstruct the navigation of said river; andif any bridge erected under 
such authority shall, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, obstruct such navi- 
gation, he is hereby authorized to cause such change or alteration of said bridge 
to be made as effectually obviate such obstruction; and all such alterations 
be made and all such obstructions be removed at the expense of said cor- 
poration; and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged 
obstruction to the free navigation of said river caused or all to be caused 
by said bridge, the case may be brought in the circuit court of the United States 
the middle district of Tennessee in which any ponon of said obstruction or 
bridge may be located, orin the circuit court of the State of Tennessee for that cir- 
cuit: Provided further, That nothing in this act shall be so as tore 
or modify any of the provisions of law now existing in reference to the protec- 
tion of the navigation of rivers, or to exempt this bridge from the operations of 
the same: And further, That the right is reserved to regulate tolls and 


freights over bri 
SEC. authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 


4. That any bri 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
of War shall prescribe; and to secure 


gation of said river as the Secret 
object the said corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for his exami- 
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nation and roval, a design and drawings of the bridge, and a map of the lo- 
ng, for the ile below the 


of the stages, 
of the stream, the location of 


be 
full an ry understanding of subject; and until the said plan and 
location of the bridge are approved by the Seoretaty of War the bridge shall not 
be built; and should any be made in the plan of said bridge during the 

. ge shall be subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary ar. 

Src, 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
and the T structure, or its entire 
removal, at the expense of the owners th „whenever Congress shall decide 
that the public interest uires it, is also expressly 

Sec. 6. That the East an 


and 
wing the bed 


reserved, 


ng sections, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. MCMILLIN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paano; saa also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VALENTINE. Iask unanimous consent to take up the follow- 
ing Senate bill—— 

r. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. VALENTINE. That is the usual magnanimity of the gentle- 
man. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object to any unanimous consent for gentlemen 
who obstruct the public business. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I hope the gentleman from Ilinois will not insist 
on his objection. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Gentlemen have seen fit to filibuster away the 
time of the House. Now I do not propose that they shall pass bills 
through by consent. One thing they can not filibuster away 
the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland, which will take place to-morrow in 
spite of them. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I supposed the gentleman would object. It is 
not unexpected. It is his usual courtesy to this side. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 2686) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to provide a building for the use of the United States cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States, the post-office, and other 
Government offices at Williamsport, Pa.,“ and making an additional 
appropriation therefor. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Very well. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to call up 
from 5 table for present consideration a Senate bill. 

Mr. DALL. Is that the jail bill? 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment bills and joint resolu- 
tion of the following titles, namely: 


A bill (H. R. 4089) to empower the commissioners of the District of la 


Columbia to examine the claim of and provide for the payment of Out- 
erbridge Horsey, assi . 
A bill (H. R. 612) for the relief of Brannin, Summers & Co.; 
A bill (H. R. 449) to provide for the appraisement and sale of 
in the town of P. Dubuque County, Iowa; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 341) to authorize mag opera a 50,000 
Animal Industry 


copies of the second annual report of the Bureau 
for the year 1885. 

It further announced that the Senate had passed a resolution provid- 
ing for the printing the report of the Director of the Mint on pro- 


duction of precious metals in the United States for the year 1885; and 
farther that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill (H. R. 
8256) making appropriations ſor the sundry civil expenses of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 
poses, in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. RANDALL. In compliance with the unanimous wish of the 


reaper hatter de ebene 66 — — bull 
to take from the 8 sundry appropriation 
and to move that the House non-concur in the Senate amendments, that 


they 8 and that a conference be asked with the Senate. 
The 


mittee of conference. 
Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I object, 


Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I believe there is no objection to the 
bill which I desire to call up. I should like very much to make a state- 


ment in explanation of it. 
Mr. RANDALL. I shall object to anything of that kind until the 
public business can be ati to. 


Mr. O' of Pennsylvania. I would suggest that we should pro- 
ceed to 3 pension bills which have not yet been acted on. 


Mr. RANDALL. I shall object to ev ing until the publie busi- 
ness is attended to. I move to suspend the rules and that the House 
non-concur in the Senate amendments to the sundry civil appropriation 
and ask for a committee of conference. 

The question being taken on Mr. RANDALL’S motion, the Speaker 
stated that in the judgment of the Chair the ‘‘ayes’’ had it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 16, noes 4. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move a call of the House. 

The question being taken on Mr. RANDALL's motion, the Speaker 
stated that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BRUMM. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 6. 

So the motion was to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following members 
failed to answer: 


23 ee Lacey, 2 = 
en, eimer, Laird, Rogers, W. F. 
Alexander, wd, Lamb, 
Anderson, Dunn, Lanham, Rowell, 
Atkins Elliott, Le Ferres — 
nson, 2 ‘evre, ney, 
Bagley, is, Libbey, „ 
entine, Ellwood, Long, Shaw, 
Barbour, English, Lovering, Shively, 
Barksdale, Ermentrout, Lowry, Single! 

5 2 Skinner, F. G, 
Bayne, Everhart, cAdoo, Slocum, 

z Ferrell, McCoid, Smalls, 
Belford, Fiedler, M Smith, A. Herr 
Belmont, Findlay, McCormick, Smith, 
Bennett, Finerty, y Snyder, 
Bingham, Foran, Miler, F. Spooner, 
Bisbee, Forney, Miller, S. H. Spriggs, 
Blanchagd, Funston, Milliken, Steele, 

d, Fyan, Kills, Stephenson, 
Blount n, Mitchell. vens, 
Boutelle, Geddes, Money, Stewart, Charles 
Boyle, George, Morgan, Stewart, J. W. 
Brainerd, Gibson, Morrill, | St X 
Bratton, G i Morrison, Stone, 

Breitu: Graves, Morse, Storm, 
Brewer, F. B. Green. Moulton, Struble, 
Brewer, J. H. Greenleaf, Muldrow, Sumner, C. A 
Browne, T. M. Guenther, Muller, Sumner, D. H, 
Bue ž Halsell, Murphy, bott, 
Buckner, Hammond, Murray, Taylor, E. B. 
Burleigh, Han J Mu er, Taylor, J. D. 
Burnes, Hardeman, Neece, Taylor, J. M. 
Cabell, Harmer, Nelson, omas. 
Caldwell, H Nicholis, Thompson, 
Campbell, Felix s Nutting, Throckmorton, 
Campbell, J. E. Hemphill, tes, Tucker, 
Campbell, J. M. Henley, hiltree, Tully, 
Candler, Herbert, O'Ferrall, Turner, H. G. 
Cannon, Hewitt, A. S. O'Hara, ‘Turner, Oscar 
Carleton, Hill, O'Neill, J.J. Van Alstyne, 
Cassidy, Hitt Paige, Van Eaton, 
Chalmers, Hoblitzell, Parker, Wadsworth, 
Cc y, Ho! Payne, Wait, 
y, Holmes, Peel, Wakefield, 
Clements, Holton, Perkins, Warner, A. G. 
1 75 Peters Warner, Richard 

Collin Hopkins, Phelps, eaver, 
Connolly, Houk, Wellborn, 
Converse, Houseman, eller, 

ve, Howey, Post, emple, 

Hunt, Potter, White, J. D, 
Cox, S. S. Hurd. Priee, Whiting, 
Cox, W. R. Hutchins, Pusey, ilkins, 
Craig, Saio, Rankin, Williams, 
Crisp, Jeffo: Ranney, illis, 
Culberson, D.B. Johnson, Ray, G. W. Winans, John 
Culbertson, W. Jones, B. W. Ray, Ossian Wise, G. D. 
Cullen, Jones, J. — i Wise, J. 8 
Curtin, Jones, J. K. T. B. Wolford. 
Cutcheon, Jones, J.T. Reid, J. W. Wood. 
Reese, Woodward. 
Davis, G. R. Rice, Worthington, 
Davis, R. T. Kelley, York, 
8 1 K + Young. 
e, Robinson, J. 
Dingley, Kleiner, Robinson, W. E. 
Mr. KING. I move to dispense with further proceedings under the 

call of the House. 


The question being taken on Mr. KIxd's motion, it was agreed to 
ayes 24, noes 0. 

So further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 

—.— 1 I now ae Bi 0 on the ing motion. 

e tempore . BLACKBURN). ing mo- 
tion is that offered by the gentleman from enge zan [Me Ra- 
DALL] to suspend the rules and take from the Speaker’s table the sundry 
civil bill for the purpose of non-concurring in the Senate 
amendments and asking a committee of conference. 
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Mr. RANDALL. And printing the Senate amendments. 

The question being taken on Mr. RANDALL’s motion, the Speaker 
pro tempore stated that the ‘‘ayes’’ seemed to have it. 

Mr. HANBACK. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 33, noes 3. : 

So (further count not being called for and two-thirds having voted in 
favor thereof) the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. RANDALL, Mr. FORNEY, and Mr. RYAN. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HISCOCK (at 9.30 a. m., Tuesday, March 3). I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, there were—ayes 
25, noes 23. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 19 members voting therefor. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 25, nays 63, not vot- 
ing 236; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Adams, G. E. Hart, Millard, Rowell, 
Bisbee, Henderson, D. B. Morrill, Skinner, C. R. 
Bowen, Henderson, T. J. O Hara, Thomas. 7 
Brewer, F. B. Hepburn, Parker, Valentine. 
Cox, S. S. Hiscock, Peters, 
Goff, Horr, Pettibone, 
Hanback, Howey, Price, 
NAYS—63. 
B Everhart, Lore, Swope, 
Breckinridge, Ferrell, MeMillin, Taylor, J. M. 
Brewer, J. Follett, Matson, Tillman, 
Forney, Moulton, Townshend, 
Brown, W. W. Halsell, Murphy, ance, 
d. Hammond, Mutchler, Wallace 
Caldwell, Hardy, Neece, Ward, 
r, Harmer, O'Neill, Charles Warner, A. J. 
k, Haynes, Patton, Wasbburn, 
Cox, W. R. Hewitt, G. W. Payson, Weller, 
Davidson, Jones, B. W. Pryor, White, Milo 
Davis, L. H. Kean, Randall, Wilson, James 
Dibrell, King, Rogers, J. H Wilson, W. L. 
Dunham, Lanham, crans, Winans, E. B. 
redge, Lewis, Springer, Yaple, 
Ermentrout, Long, Straii, 
NOT VOTING—236, 
Adams, J.J. Dibble. Ketcham, Rogers, W. F. 
Aiken, Dingley, Kleiner, Russell, 
Alexander, Dixon, yY, Ryan, 
Anderson, Dockery, Laird, Seney, 
Arnot, Dorsheimer, Lamb, Seymour, 
Atkinson, Dowd, Lawrence, Shaw. 
Bagley Dunn, Le Fevre, Shively, 
ve Elliott, ronan Skinner, T. G 
it, overing, nner, T. G. 
Barksdale, Lowry, Slocum, 
Barr, Ellwood, 23 Smalls, 
Bayne, English, cAdoo, Smith, A. Herr 
Beach, Evans, McCoid, Smith, H. Y. 
Fiedler, McComas, Snyder, 
Belmont, Findlay MeCormick, Spooner, 
Bennett, Finerty, Maybur, Spriggs, 
Bingham Foran, Miller, J. F. Steelo, 
Blanc Funston, Miller, S. H. Stephenson, 
Bland. n, Milliken, ns, 
Blount, Garrison, Mills, Stewart, Charles 
Boute! Geddes, Mitchell, Stewart, J. W. 
Boyle, rge, Money, Stock: r, 
Brainerd, Gibson, Morgan, Stone, 
Bratton, GI 3 Morrison, Storm. 
Breitung, Graves, Morse, Struble, 
Browne, T. M. Green, Muldrow, Sumner, C. A 
Brumm, Greenleaf, Muller, Sumner, D. H. 
Buchanan, Guenther, Murray, ‘albott, 
Buchen Hancock, Nelson, Taylor, E. B 
Burleigh Hardeman, Nicholls, Taylor, J. D. 
Burnes, Hatch, H. H. Nutting, Thompson, 
u, Hatch, W.H. Oates, T 
Campbell, Felix Hemphill, Ochiltree, Tucker, 

II. Henley, O’Ferrall, Tully, 
Campbell, J. M. Herbert, O'Neill, J. J. Turner, H. G. 
Cannon, Hewitt, A.S. Paige, rner, Oscar 
Carleton, Hill, ne, Van Alstyne, 

st Peel, Van Eaton, 
Chalmers, Hoblitzell, Perkins, Wadsworth, 
Clardy, Holman, Pheips, Wait, 
Clay, Holmes, Pierce, Wakefield, 
Clements, Holton, Poland, Warner, 
Cobb, Hooper, Post, Weaver, 
Collins, H ins, Potter, Wellborn, 
Connolly, Houk, Pusey, Wemple, 
Converse, H Rankin, White, J. D 
Hunt, Ranney, Whiting, 
ngton, Hurd, Ray, G. W. WII 
Craig, Hutchins, Ray, Will 
Culberson, Jettord T.B. Winans, J hn 
8 nans, Jo 
Culbertson, W. W. Johnson, Reid. J. W. ise, G. 
Cullen, ones, J. H. Reese, Wise, J. 8. 
Curtin, Jones, J. K. Rice. Wolford 
Cutcheon, Jones, J. T. ‘ood, 
i Jordan, rtson, Woodward, 
Davis, G. R. Keifer, Robinson, J. 8. Worthington, 
Davis, R. T. Kelley, Robinson, W. E. York, 
well Young. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. HARDY, the reading of the names of members 
voting was dispensed with. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (S. 1040) to 
provide for the erection of a public building at New Albany, Ind., and 
move to suspend the rules and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order except by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
SrocksLAdER] asks unanimous consent to take up the bill the title of 
which he has indicated. Is there objection ? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Oh, there is no use in talking about it. 

Mr. ROWELL. I object. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up and pass Senate bill 2449 

Mr. VALENTINE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEN- 
DERSON] asks unanimous consent to call up the bill which he has in- 
dicated, but objection is made. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection has already been made. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
for present consideration joint resolution (H. R. 252) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to use all the unappropriated in the 
Treasury for the redemption of United States bonds, and for pur- 
poses. [Laughter.] 

Several members objected. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, was granted 
leave of absence until 11 o’clock to-day, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that members 
on the right and on the left of the Chair be i alternately to 
eall up bills by unanimous consent. I think an arrangement of that 

«kind can be made which will be satisfactory to gentlemen on both 
sides. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that we proceed for one hour under the special rule of the House for 
the consideration of bills which are not objected to by as many as ten 
members; leaving the election case and all other pending matters in 
statu quo. 

Mr. STRAIT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has a request for 
unanimous consent pending. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 21. 

Mr. BUDD. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 12 mem- 
bers only voted in the affirmative—not a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and accordingly (at 10 o'clock 
a, m.) the House adjourned. : i 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Resolution of the Legislature of Kansas, ask- 
ing that unpensioned ex-soldiers of the Union be pensioned—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 50 citizens of Washington, Kans., for early action 
on the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ARNOT: Petition of citizens of New York, asking for the 
repeal of the revenue tax on tobacco, &e.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BAGLEY: Memorial of Charles Stoughton, a citizen of the 
United States, relative to the Harlem River and other public improve- 
ments—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BEACH: Resolutions of the Legislature of the State of New 
York, in reference toa national board of health—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. BLACKBURN; Petition of Mrs. E. E. Riley, of Henry County, 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DEUSTER: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, against the importation of foreign labor under contract—to the 
Committee on Labor. { 

By Mr. EVANS: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
requesting members of that State to oppose any effort by to 
abolish the National Board of Health—to the Select Committee on the 
Fenis Health. 

, resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
sage of the bill to put General U. S. Grant on the i 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


ing the pas- 
-list—to the 


By Mr. EVERHART: Resolution of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
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opposing the abolition of the National Board of Health—to the Select 
sa mga on the Public Health. 


resolntion of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, urging the pas- 
ze of the bill to relieve General Grant—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. FORAN: Petition of John A. Seymour and 30 others, citizens 
of Parma, Cuyahoga County, Ohio, praying for the immediate enact- 
ment of suitable legislation to prevent the evils of Mormonism—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of 148 citizens of Iola, Kans., asking for 
action on the Mormon question—to the same committee. 

Mr. GUENTHER: Memorial of the ture of the State of Wis- 
consin, asking for an ipsa areas of $50,000 for experiments relating 
to the making of sorghum sugar—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, asking 
for the passage of the bill relating to the prohibition of foreign contract 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of S. S. Bacon and others, of Putnam County, 
po asking for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on 
ensions. 

By Mr. HOUSEMAN: Resolution of the Legislature of Michigan, 

the e of Government telegraph bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. B. W. JONES: Memorial of the Wisconsin Legislature, on 
imported contract labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PARKER: Resolutions of the ture of the State of New 
York, in relation to the National Board of Health—to the Select Com- 
mittee on the Public Health. 

By Mr. OSSIAN RAY: Papers relating to the claim of John Reeves— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of Richard T. Yeatman, first lieuten- 
ant Fourteenth United States Infantry, to amend military record—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Capt. James B. Sinclair, United States Army, re- 
tired, to have construed the act approved July 15, 1870, to ascertain 
amount of arrears due him under said act—to the same committee. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE: Joint resolution of the Legislature of New 
York, recommending the passage of an act to authorize the construc- 
tion of bridges, &c., for public improvement—to the Committee on Com- 
meree. 

Also joint resolutions of the Legislature of New York, recommending 
an appropriation tor the National Board of Health—to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

By Mr. A. J. WARNER: Petition of C. H. Grosvenor and others, 
citizens of Athens County, Ohio, asking legislation on the Mormon ques- 
tion—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILO WHITE: Joint resolation of the Legislature of the 
State of Minnesota, urging the enlargement of the Sault Saint Mary’s 
Canal—to the Committee on Rivers aud Harbors. 

By Mr. WHITING: Petition of citizens of Worcester County, Massa- 
chusetts, for an increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHN WINANS: Joint resolution of 
State of Wisconsin, to prevent importation of foreign 
tract—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. YAPLE: Concurrent resolution of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, relative to the Sumner postal telegraph bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


islature of the 
r under con- 


The following petitions ſor the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred 
to the Committee on Pensions: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Luther, Mich. 

By Mr. EVANS: Resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of W. M. Abbott and 63 others, of Belle Centre; 
of James A. Mayer and 61 others, of Cardington; of Lewis W. Heben- 
thal and 122 others, of Dankirk; and of Erastus Wilcox and 16 others, 


of Pharisburg, Ohio. 
By Mr. MORRILL: Memorial of the Legislature of Kansas. 
Of Mrs. Maria Turner, of Lock N. X. 


By Mr. STEVENS: port, 
By Mr. WHITING: Of citizens of ee Amherst, Northfield, &c., 
Mass, 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 3, 1885. 


The Senate met at 1 o’clock p. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. E. D. HUNTLEY, D. D. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday will be read. 
k Mr. 3 z I ask eee that the se Bod aay 
ourzal of yesterday’s proceedings r the whys dispensed 
Mr. INGALLS. I ask for the regular ord 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 8 called for. The 
reading of the Journal will be proceeded with. 


The proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings of 
Monday March 


Mr. MITCHELL (at 1 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.). I move to dis- 


eee the Journal, with a view to ask the 
to take up House pension bills favorably reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and put them on their passage at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrison in the chair). The 
Senator from Pennsylvania asks unanimous consent that the further 
reading of the Journal be d with. Is there objection ? 

Mr. INGALLS. Lask for the ar order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The reading of 
the Journal will proceed. 

Mr. DAWES (at 1 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.). Lask unanimous 
consent to call up the fortifications appropriation bill for consideration 
at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the objection of 
the Senator from Kansas to the request that the reading of the Journal 
be dispensed with still stands, and that the request of the Senator from 
est is not in order. The reading of the Journal will pro- 

. PLUMB. It is always in order to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAWES. I did not hear any objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is certainly in order for the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts to ask unanimous consent of the Senate to dispense with the 
further reading of the Journal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That was not the request that the 
Senator from Massachusetts made. Pending the reading of the Jour- 
nal the Senator from Massachusetts asked that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the fortifications bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask unanimous consent to proceed to the consider- 
ation of the fortifications bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. DoestheSenator from Massachusetts 
ask unanimous consent that the further reading of the Journal be dis- 
pensed with? 

Mr. DAWES. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will submit the question 
to the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. INGALLS. Lask for the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas objects, 
The Secretary will proceed with the reading of the Journal. 

The Secretary proceeded with the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. DAWES (at 1 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.). May I renew my 
request for unanimons consent to dispense with the further reading of 
the Journal? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks that the objection 
made by the Senator from Kansas must be considered as still operating. 

Mr. DAWES. There is always a locus pænitentiæ. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas has not 
withdrawn his objection. The Chair thinks it must be treated as 


pending. 
Mr. DAWES. I have no doubt the Senator from Kansas has already 


repented. 
Mr. HALE. It is a very interesting article that is being read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading will proceed. 
The Secretary continued and concluded the reading of the Journal. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Journal will be approved unless 
there is objection. 
CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. MILLER, of California, presented the credentials of Leland Stan- 
ford, chosen by the Legislature of California a Senator from that State 
for the term beginning March 4, 1885; which were read, and ordered to 
be filed. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in answer to a resolu- 
tion of February 20, 1885, a report of the Commissioner of Railroads 
upon the subject of the transmission of telegraphic messages by corpo- 
rations affected by the act of July 1, 1862; which was referred to the 
Committee on Railroads, and ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a letter from the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia, submitting as a partial re- 
ply to Senate resolution of June 24, 1884, sundry statements showing 
tax collections, receipts, and disbursements on account of the water de- 
partment and expenditures for streets and roads from 1875 to 1884, &c., 
and to be relieved from further action under the resolution: 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter of the Commissioner of 
the General Land Officein which it is stated that the information called 
for by Senate resolution of the 26th ultimo regarding illegal timber- 
land entries, &c., in the Humboldt land district, “ict, California, can not be 
furnished during the present session of Congress; which, with the ac- 
compan: papers, was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 
and ord: to be printed. 
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Mr. INGALLS. Is not that in connection with a response previously 
made to a resolution offered by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. HILL] ? 
aoe PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it is an- 

r matter, 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 346) authorizing the immediate pay- 
ment of the officers and employés of the Senate and of the House for 
the month of March, 1885, was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

PETITIONS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER presented a memorial of the Temper- 
ance Alliance of the District of Columbia, remonstrating against the 
passage of the bill (H. R. 7556) to regulate the manufacture and sale 
of spirituous and malt liquors in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2462) giving a military record to James vee 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the b 
was postponed indefinitely, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
- of John H. Stewart, praying an amendment of the act of Congress ap- 
proved July 28, 1866, relating to bounties, submitted an adverse report 
thereon, which wasagreed to; and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 7990) granting a pension to Joseph Sansom, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to; 
and the bills were ned indefinitely: 

A bill . R. — or the relief of George D. Guthrey; and 

A bill (H. R. 5953 ting a pension to Zenas Hamilton. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims, sub- 
mittted the following report; which was ordered to be filed: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the petition of F. Barnard 
and others, of Te: have 8 the same, and, in accordance 
with the resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1854, report as follows: 

That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of an act entitled Au act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive rtments in the Sok nga of claims and demands against the 
Government,” approved March 3, 5 

Mr. PIKE, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 199) for the relief of the heirs of Richard W. Meade, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Printing, to whom were 
recommitted the following joint resolutions, — them adversely 
und moved their indefinite postponement; Which was agreed to. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 127) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Bureau of Pano; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 128) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Geological Survey; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 129) to authorize the printing of the reports 
of the Geological Survey. 

LAND TITLES IN NEW MEXICO. 


Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the letter of the Secretary of the Interior in response to 
a resolution of the Senate calling for copies of all the papers relating 
to alleged fraudulent land entries in New Mexico, and to move that the 
usual number of this report, with the accompanying papers, be printed 
as a Senate document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

INDIAN EDUCATION. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the same committee to report 
back the letter of the Secretary of the Interior transmitting, in answer 
to a Senate resolution of the 23d instant, a report of the Commissioner 
of Education regarding the progress of Indian education and civiliza- 
tion, and to move that the usual number of that document be printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION ROUTES. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Transportation Routes to 
the Seaboard, who were by resolution of the Senate of July 6, 1884, 
authorized to sit at any place within the United States during the 
recess of Congress, by subcommittee or otherwise, to take testimony 
for the purpose of preparing statistical data relative to freights, com- 
modities, and prices, for the period from 1873 to the present time, the 
committee to report by bill or otherwise, and that the n ex- 
pense thereof, including the services of a clerk, be paid out of the ex- 
penses for ial and select committees, &c., of the contingent fund 
of the Senate,“ submitted a report; which was ordered to be printed. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MILLER, of New York (by request), introduced a bill (S. 2671) 
to extend the patent of Royal E. House for the improvements in elec- 


tro-phonetic telegraphs; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 8102) to give 
the assent of Co. to the construction of a railroad bridge by the 
East and Middle Tennesse Railroad Company over the Cumberland and 
Caney Fork Rivers; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate. 


COMMITTEE ON STEEL-PRODUCING WORKS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Last July the Senate a ted a select committee 
of five to make a series of inquiries prescri in the resolution con- 
cerning the production of steel, the manufacture of ordnance, the build- 
ing of ships, the building of guns, &c. Every one remembers how busy 
last autumn was, how many of our committee were occu in the 
Presidential campaign; nevertheless the committee met visited the 
ship-yards and foundries at Boston, the harbor at Ne establish- 
ments in New York, Philadelphia, Chester, Johnstown, h, and 
a subcommittee went to California and examined a new mine and new 
products there. We have collected for our and have in type that 
which will make avery valuable appendix of five or six hundred pages; 
but with the hurry and interruptions I have spoken of, the committee 
could not complete, as it 4 to do, its report this winter. I make, 
therefore, this report of progress, and leave it for the Senate to say what 
we shall do hereafter. I will say individually that I should like to go 
on with this work. Itis not expensive, as we have managed it eco- 
nomically, and the material before us is rich. We think we have a 
very valuable appendix so far, but we can do very much better if we 
can go on thro the ing recess. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut does 
not ask any order. 

Mr. MORGAN. From the same committee I report the following 
resolution, and ask for its present consideration: 

3 That the select committee “ to inquire as to the capacity 
of steel. ucing wor! lea’ 


- in the United States“ be continued, with leave to com- 
plete the duties assigned to them the resolutions of the and with the 
powers conferred upon them fore by the Senate, and that y report to 


the Senate at the session in December, 1888. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 


W. H. MURDOUGH. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I am free to confess that I do not know 
whether I am in order or not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will be unable to inform 
the Senator until he knows what his pi is. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to unanimous consent to take 
up the bill (H. R. 8183) to remove the political disabilities of W. H. 
urdaugh, of Virginia. 

Mc MANDERSON; I certainly do not deire to interposh any ob- 
jection to that, but I hope the Senator from Virginia will allow us to 
get through routine business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia that the morning business has not yet been con- 
cluded, while it is in order at any time to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Then I withdraw the request. I want to 
make it during the day. I trust I shall be pardoned for being mis- 
taken as we have two days here in one and I can not tell which day itis. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. MANDERSON, I desire to submit a resolution and ask that it 
may be read and now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska offers a 
resolution which will be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to me fora 
moment that I may ask the Chair to lay before the Senate a House bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 8102) to give the assent of Congress to the construc- 
tion of a railroad bridge by the East and Middle Tennessee Railroad 
Company over the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


COMMITTEE TO VISIT ALASKA. 
Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution: 


Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators be 8 by the Chair, 
to proceed to Alaska during the recess of Congress, and inquire into and inves- 
pa eai the operation of the act of May 17, 1884, * providing a civil government for 
Alaska ;" whether thesystem of government established by said act is adequate 
for the maintenance of order and the protection of the rights of persons and 
property; whether the said act is being properly executed by the officers 
pointed under the same; the condition of the natives or Indians of said Terri- 
tory; their relations to the Government of the United States, and what legisla- 
tion is required for their proper management; the condition and character of 
mines, mining claims, and mining titles; the character of land tenures, or 
sessory or other titles to lands; the present condition and value of the public 
buildings belonging tothe United States in said Territory; the manner in which 
the laws relating to customs and other laws and regulations have been and are 
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into and in the past and 
and investigate the past and present 


Pribolov Islands; the Alaska Com- 


Hi 
| 
ile 
BEE 
15 
f 
| 


ing the 
relation to said seal fisheries. 
natural resources of said Territory, the character and 
W e eee 
extended over eee 
to the development of the 
its people. committee 
the Senate at any place in the United 
States, to send for persons ee ee ay eir paean De it a clerk 


gE 
| 
HH 
à 
2 
5 


FF 
85 
E, 
i 
E 
E 
f 
i 
$ 
t 
5 


iF 
. 


j- 
a 
E 
i 
i 
| 


10 
3 
| 


of and and allowed by the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
Mr. COCKRELL. I think that had better be printed so that we can 
see it. 
Hea PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be printed and 
over. 


Pages BLAIR. I hope the unfinished business will first be laid before 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Maine is not subject to debate. The Senator from New Hampshire 
simply requests that the unfinished business be first laid before the 
Senate. The Chair is of the opinion that under the unanimous con- 
sent given, the pending order would now be the consideration of House 
pension business reported favorably on the Calendar; but if the motion 
of the Senator from Maine is agreed to, the pension bills will of course 


be displaced. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will ask that the regular order be 
informally laid aside. 

Mr. ALD I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I did not un- 
derstand whether the Senator from Maine or the Chair stated that the 
morning hour had expired. Iwas about to present a report from a 
commi 


ttee. 

C ion that the morn- 
our ogy, rules, 
TTT 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was not aware of any rule of that ap- 
plied in the Senate, and I should be very glad if the Chair would cause 

any such rule or practice to be read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair confesses that he is unable 


to find a rule that is adapted by the express mention of hours to the | and Middle 


circumstances of this day. 
Mr. HALE. If my motion carries I shall have no objection to yield- 
ing for reports to be presented and some light, formal business that will 


nee oe 
Mr. BLAIR. I supposed it to be the duty of the Chair irrespective 
of a motion to lay the unfinished business before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business which is the bill (H. R. 7718) restoring John Sny- 
der to the pension-roll. Does the Chair understand the Senator from 
Maine to move to proceed to the consideration of the bill named by him 
or to ask that the pending order be informally laid aside? 

Mr. HALE. Let it be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine asks that the 

order be laid aside informally and that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the deficiency bill. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not want to object, but I want to ask 
the Senator from Maine if he will not allow me to call up a bill that 
will not require debate, and not require one minute to pass it. 

Mr. I should like to do that. I should like to oblige the 
Senator from Virginia, but there are a dozen Senators who er the 
same request. I am under some burden of responsibility A push- 
ing this appropriation bill. [ Go ahead! 

The P. ee e Tee e ee ee The defi- 
ciency appropriation bill is before the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understood that unanimous 
consent had been given, and the order was executed by laying the bill 
before the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I had not yielded the floor, and I object 
only because I want to pass my bill, and I think the Senator from Maine 

allow me to do it. 


on the request of the Senator from Maine. No objection was made. 
The Chair then declared that unanimous consent was given and the 
Senate has proceeded to execute its order, and the appro- 
priation bill has been laid before the Senate. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. The Chair had recognized me and I still 
held the floor. 


by the Chair. 
Mr. HALE. I can solve this trouble very easily. Iam willing that 
the appropriation bill be informally laid aside that the Senator from 
Virginia may make his report. 

W. H. MURDAUGH. ee 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I want to pass a bill. I move to take up 
House bill 8183, and I desire to state that the only reason I have 
so persistent about it grows out of the fact that this man was an Army 
officer and did happen to owe what. he did not know he did owe the 
United States. ‘The committee declined to remove his disabilities on 
that account. The fact never having been communicated to him until 
last week, he has come here and his accounts, and I think he 
ought to have his political disabilities removed. 

CTCCCCVCCCCV;. basin agt ore) 
VVV - 
ties of W. H. Murdaugh, of Virginia. 

'The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in favor thereof.) 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION. 

Mr. CULLOM. In connection with report made by the Senator from 
Tien aed [Mr. ALDRICH] I ask leave to submit the following reso- 
ution: 

the 
FFF 
under tha resolution of July 6, 1884. * 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present re- 
ere of this resolution? The Chair hears none, and the resolution 
is before the Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask that it lie over. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York objects 
to its consideration, and the resolution will lie over. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator will not do that. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE IN TENNESSEE. 


Mr. VEST. I desire to make a report from the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be received if there 


58 

Mr. . Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce to re- 

6ß——w—w— of salad iets ee ee 

assent of Congress to the construction of a railroad bridge by East 
Tennessee Rai Company over the Cumberland and 

Caney Fork Rivers. 


Mr. CONGER. I ask that that bill be considered at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me we ought to go on with the ap- 
propriation bill. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the request of 
the Senator from Michigan. 

CLAIMS FOR HORSES AND OTHER FROPERTY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to have the Commit- 
tee on Claims di from Executive Document No. 101, being a 
letter from the Secretary of the transmitting a supplemental 
list of claims allowed by that Department under the act of March 3, 
1883, for horses and other lost in the military service, which 
was referred by mistake to the Committee on Claims and ought to have 
gone to the Committee on Appropriations for insertion in the deficiency 
bill. I move that the Committee on Claims be discharged from the 
farther consideration of the document and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the first or formal reading of the bill be dis- 

with, and that it be read for consideration, the amendments 
of the epee ap on Appropriations being first passed upon as they are 
in the reading. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate has heard the request of 
the Senator from Maine. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that the | and that order will be taken. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment re- 


condition of business is this: The Chair called for unanimous consent 


1885. 
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ported by the Committee on Appropriations 
‘Department of State, after line 11 of section 1, to insert: 


The amendment was 


a 
January 20, 1885, entitled “Arr act to provide for the ascertainment of —— of 
Ameri liations committed . 


July, 1801,“ and to procure said ocuments, or copies 
f, the sum of $5,000, in addition to the sum alread appr 6 
on o 


8 this amount to expended under the di 
te and to be immediately available. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, after line 28, to insert: 

For payment of a draft of T. McF. Patton, United States consul at Osaka and 
interpreter at said 


Hi Jay drawn in payment of salary of the consulate 
for the third quarter of 1884, 188 $82.88. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 33, to insert: 

To pay to Louise R. S. Wing, the widow of E. Ramsey Wing, late minister 
of the United States to . sum equal to the salary of said minister for 
six months, in addition toall legal allowances. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 37, to insert: 

To pay to Louise F. Hunt, the widow of William H. — 8 
dinary and minister plenipotentiary of the United States 
to the salary of said minister for six months, in addition to alt lega. —— 


The amendment was agreed to 
The nextamendmeat was, under the head of “ Foreign intercourse, 
after line 43, to insert: 
For tof the 
Poring er e ria rental of legation buildings in Tokio, 3 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, after line 74, to insert: 


To enable the accounting officers, without the payment of an: from 
the ~~} 1 of — 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 98, to insert: 


To enable thóa accounting officers to to 3 late tand 
of the. United States 5 8 — K 
Statutes for his tra: 


for di; 
year ending J 30, approved 
S ——— Sor the feos] — E 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the elause from line 114 to 
line 117, inclusive, as follows: 

To reimburse Thomas B. Van Buren for expenses incurred by him in the fis- 
T to the United States of three dis- 
charged naval seamen, $47. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment ma after line 117, to insert: 

To enable the State to pay the bills of expenses incurred from 
ome Be Ne gr Y Sines inclacine he WW. nice ten conan of Gn 
U; States at Colon, in earing for an American vessel, the Mary C. Comery, 
JJ) $534.50, 

The amendment was agreed 

The next amendment was under heed of“ Department,” 
in the appropriations for independent Treasury,” line 201, to 
insert 

For d tary, in addition to hi: postmaster, being for the service of 
are depos 8 Sune 30, ‘1879, $1,500. ‘ts TA a 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 205, to insert: 
For depositary, in addition to his pay as postmaster, $700, being the difference 


between the amount of salary per annum of this officer, $1,500, as 
= bind May 8, 1872, and the amount appropriated for the fiscal A raha, Bon 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Territories, to strike 
out the clause from line wads line 253, inclusive, as follows: 


of said 
said act, required to be bro t in the new 

nd provided for in a aid ete ran Bod gar ys by consent of 

parties to said new d there disposed of in like manner and 

With ice elect as ithe same had been there institu and all writs and recog- 
N ings so transferred shall be con- 


Washington Territory, shall constit 
until the Legislature shall meet and 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent that that amendment 
may be over without action at present. The Senator from Mas- 
porn Basi a [Mr. Hoax] is interested in it. 


was, under the head of | Mr. VOORHEES. I rose for the purpose 


of why the clanse is stricken ont. I ee ee ee 


nesota that it should be allowed to pass over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent that this amendment proposed by the Committee 

on Appropriations be passed over for the present. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is a report from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary of the Senate affecting the question involved in this and 
the Senator from Massachusetts is absent from the Chamber at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request? 
Tap OE SOF ee ee ee ee 


e se Ol was resunied. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations under the head of ‘‘ Engraving and 
printing,’’ to strike out lines 286 and 287, as follows: 

22. ĩð2v eae ae ne 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, after line 287, to insert: 

For —.— cape nian silver cer- 

engraving, ne er scent men ey — 

Maia aa 

The next amendment was, ‘A. line 290, to insert: 


3232. 000000 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of United States Fish 

Commission,’’ after line 299, to insert: 

For propagation of food-fishes, $12,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the Senator from Maine how this 

money is to be expended—under whose charge and direction ? 

Mr. HALE. Perhaps the Senator knows that this is all under the 
of the Fish Cotnmiasion, of which Professor Baird is the head. 

It is simply the continuation of the great work which is being done 

under that commission of propagating the different kinds of food-fish 

and distributing them throughout the country. 

Mr. MORGAN. Under the direction of Professor Baird ? 

Mr. HALE, Yes. 

The amendment was to. 

tot rece een ot Ngan The next amendment of the 

Committee on Appropriations was, in the clause making appropriations 

“for to the vessels of the United States Fish Commission,“ after 


under | the word cents, in line 310, to strike out: 


assistant to the United States Fish Commissioner authorized by the 
act of March 8, 1883 (Statutes at Large, volume 22, page 625), shall hereafter be 
d. ted as assistant commissioner. 
The amendment was 


agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the head of Miscellaneous, Treas- 
ury,’’ after line 330, to insert: 


For payments of —— — N eee porte or 
aan thereof as , be necessary, to the 8 


. 
1875, and on which judgments and awards no Sey ——— 
We rhe l pas expired, AAN 
rinay ob Bonar ya) ape oc as the money hereby 


sal bo avn Treasury po oe omita f the U United States is established, and 
e of the Un 
then only in an amount to be by him fixed, not the amount of the 
judgment or award. 

The amendment was 


agreed to. 
a next amendment was, after line 376, to insert: 
on account of expenses of collecting the revenue from cus- 
. $746. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, after line 390, to insert: 
of ill 1 
Cad yah teas ty moh & Co., on account ee me legally collected 


ternal revenue), $4,020.36. 

The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment eee after ee ee to 3 
in the of the buildings fort a 8 e ——. 
sive of personal servic forall pubile — — inder control of the Treasury ry, 
888 

Tho 3 was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 410, to insert: 


For payment to the credit of the Union Pacific Railway Company (Kansas 
division) for transportation furnished January 10, 1876, on pacar, of the ethno- 
logical exhibit of the Smithsonian Institution at the international exhibition, 
Philadelphia, 1876, $33.40. 

The amendment was agreed to. |] 

e eee e after line 434, to insert: 


ent of the expenses of the committee of the National Academy of, 
PP neurred in preparing answers to inquiries of the joint commission con- 
sidering the Government surveys, $239.90. 


The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, under the head of “National Board of 
Health,’’ after line 450, to insert: 
CCC in the National Board of 
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Mr. HALE. Let that amendment be passed over informally, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). If there 
be no objection the amendment will be passed over informally, The 
mn Seas reported from the Committee on Appropriations will 

announced: 


The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 454 to 
line 456, inclusive, as follows: 

That all laws and parts of laws authorizing the establishment of the National 
Board of Health be, and the same are hereby, repealed, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations ‘‘ for payment of the 
judgments of the Court of Claims,“ in line 542, to reduce the appropri- 
ations for the claim of Austin Messinger from $5,826 to $2,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same clause, line 544, to increase 
a Po ac for the claim of William Roeber from $2,040 to 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 552, before the name Bendel, 
to strike out R.” and insert B.;“ so as to read: 

B. Bendel & Co., $2,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 555, to insert the initial R.“ be- 
fore the name Rootes; so as to read: 

Thomas R. Rootes, $375. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 575. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the attention of the Senator from Maine for a mo- 
ment. I ask unanimous consent to insert in this paragraph: 

Edward Bradbury, $1,950. 


He has obtained, I am informed, a judgment of the Court of Claims 
for that sum, and the certificate of the court was sent to the commit- 
tee, but it was overlooked, I peed 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator informi me whether the time in which 
an appeal may be taken has expired? 

Mr. HOAR. That is by the proviso beginning in line 573: 

Provided, That none of the aforesaid judgments shall be paid until the right of 
appeal shall have expired. 

Mr ALE. There, ot en claims where jud; ha 

T. ere are a great man where judgments have 
been rendered. The rule of the VVV 
the right of appeal has expired. The proviso was put in as a matter of 
extra precaution, but the rule is not to pay any judgment until the 
time for taking an appeal has expired. ‘ 

Mr. HOAR. I was not informed on that point. I shall withdraw 
the request for the t. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 575, to insert: 


To pay Albert Grant for interest at 5 per cent. perannum on judgment of Court 
of Claims for $14,016.29, from Jenuary 17, 1870, the date o 1 transeript 
the the —.— of t of —— ha e ropriated for at the last 

pr e ju ving n approp: or e 
A ara 


Mr. JACKSON. Is that amendment open to a question of order? 
If so, I raise the question of order on it. 

. Mr. BAYARD. It is a private claim. 

Mr. JACKSON. It is a private claim, and never has been consid- 
ered by any committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
JACKSON] raises a question of order on the amendment on the ground 
that it is a private claim. 

Mr. JACKSON. It was never considered by any committee, and 
there is no recommendation from any d ent to pay it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it bea private claim, the Chair 
does not hesitate to rule the amendment out of order. 

Mr. JACKSON. It certainly is. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate Committee on Appropriations does not pro- 
pose to put any prs claims upon the bill. This item was put upon 
it, being regularly sent by the Secretary of the Treasury in a letter ac- 
companying the documents with the decision of the court, and consid- 
erations touching the case, and upon that the committee inserted the 


item. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it to pay a judgment of the Court 
of Claims? 

Mr. HALE. It is to pay a judgment of the Court of Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It being to pay a judgment of the 
Court of Claims, the Chair would hold the amendment to be in order. 

Mr. JACKSON. I will explain in what way it is to pay a judgment 
of the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HALE. It is not like the other judgments, of course. 


| 


Mr. JACKSON. No; it is not like the other judgments. The judg- 
ment was rendered for the principal in June, 1883. The claimant de- 
clined to take the principal unless he was allowed interest, and he is 
here claiming interest for thirteen years prior to the rendition of the 
judgment. The question of interest is the only question in the case. 
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No adjudication has ever been made as to that; there has been no report 
of any committee made upon it, and there has been no recommenda- 
tion of any department upon it. I think the amendment is clearly out 
of order. 

Mr. BAYARD. Independentof that, would it not be an entire vio- 
lation of the rule of the Government in respect to interest? Every 
other man with a ju ent in the Court of Claims loses his interest. 
That forms a of the hardship of all appeals from the judgment of 
the Court of Clai I have known men whose whole fortunes were 
hung up in a judgment found in the Court of Claims, and who were 
kept without interest until an appeal to the Supreme Court could be 
had, and then, when the judgment was affirmed, not a dollar of in- 
terest went with the money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. As there is no agreement as to the 
precise state of facts upon which the opinion of the present occupant of 
the chair on the question of order would depend, the Chair will sub- 
mit the question of order to the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to state the facts in rd to this case as I un- 
derstand them. In 1867 Albert Grant, the claimant, constructed a 

mblic building in Philadelphia by contract with the Government. 
Bertain extra work was required, alterations were made asthe construe- 
tion went along, for which the contractor was to be compensated by 
extra pay. After the building was completed a controversy arose as 
to the amount which should be paid the contractor for the extra work 
and it was adjudicated in the Court of Claims. The contractor claimed 
$48,000 as extra pay. 

The question arose whether he was to be paid $48,000 or $34,000. 
Testimony was taken and the court adjudicated the claim, and by its 
minutes rendered a judgment for the amount of $48,000. When the 
judgment came to be entered on the record, the judge who extended 
eR an accident took the wrong bill of items, the wrong aggregate, 
w. 4 amounted to $34,000 instead of that which amounted to $48,000, 
so that the record by mistake gave the claimant only the smaller sum, 
and thus the judgment was extended. Thereupon the claimant, find- 
ing the judgment thus erroneously entered, and needing the money 
that was evidenced by the judgment, filed according to law his tran- 
script of the record as it then stood in the Treasury Department before 
the Comptroller and obtained his $34,000. 

As to the law bearing upon the question of interest, I ask the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Delaware, for this is a very important matter 
to a man whois not likely tolive a great while, and who has had a fifteen 
years’ controversy to get his just dues adjudicated to him. I under- 
stand the state of the law to be that where a judgment has been ob- 
tained in the Court of Claims in favor of a party, he thereupon filing 
a transcript of that judgment before the ee On betomes 
entitled from that date to interest upon the ju ent. On January 
17, 1870, Mr. Grant filed a transcript of the judgment of the Court of 
Claims, and received the amount of $34,000. ereupon he applied 
to Congress for permission to go to the Court of Claims to re-examine 
its minutes and records, showing what its decision was intended to be, 
what its record should have been made. After being bandied about 
from one House of Congress to another, year after year, with a t 
many favorable reports, and sometimes the bill passing in one House 
and not in the other, in the year 1883 an act was finally passed author- 
izing the Court of Claims to reopen its judgment, and to make it as 
they originally . to make it, 848,000. 

In accordance with the provisions of that act, early in 1884, I think, 
the court proceeded to re-examine the case, found all the allegations 
of Mr. Grant to be as I have stated, and rendered a judgment nune pro 
tune for the balance, $14,000, rendering a judgment as of the date of 
the original judgment and as verging in and being a part of the origi- 
nal ju 8 

Mr. JACKSON. Will the Senator yield to me in that connection? 

Mr. BLAIR. Certainly. 

Mr. JACKSON. The Senator is mistaken about the judgment hav- 
ing been rendered nune pro tunc. L have it before me. The judgment 
was rendered just for the $14,000 in June, 1883. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not understand that to be the way, but suppos- 
ing it to have been the way of it—— 

r. JACKSON. It is the way. 

Mr. BLAIR. The judgment was rendered. All the items are in the 
report and in the papers as they were before the committees of both 
Houses of Congress, from year to year, showing that the balance was 
precisely the sum for which the second judgment was rendered. There- 
upon the Attorney-General made his ap to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, I have here the decision of the Supreme Court, and 
that I understand to be substantially to the effect that this sum of 
$14,016.29 was a part, and should have been made a part, of the orig- 
inal judgment, and should have been so recorded. That can not be 
controverted at all. So the judgment of $14,016.29 is really and truly 
a part of the original amount adjudicated to be due in the year 1869, 
and on which Albert Grant was rightfully entitled to interest from the 
time when he filed his transcript of the original record, which, erro- 
neously made, did not happen to include it, but which should have in- 
cluded it upon the minutes of the court itself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Su- 


1885. 
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sa fon New Hampshire as stating that the jugdment of $14,000 was 
Mr. BLAIR. Ihave not stated that as yet. 
int. - 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator allow the Chair 


I am coming to that 


Mr. BLAIR. Iam stating the nature of the $14,000 judgment, that 
it was to correct an error, a mistake of the court, the agent of the 
United States, in making up the record of its original finding. By an 
accident, by a mistake, the court took a list of items, amounting to 
$34,000, when its own judgment and its own minutes, its own decis- 
ion, showed that it designed to render a judgment of $48,000. After 

ears of effort in both Houses of Congress, Mr. Grant finally succeeded 
getting an act through Congress authorizing the court to correct that 
mistake, and when the mistake was corrected it was designed to be 
corrected in such a way as to give him the benefit of his original judg- 
ary at the time of the close of the original controversy; that is, 

8,000. 

Now, to proceed: At the last session, I think, but Iam not quite sure, 
3 tion to satisfy this judgment was asked for, and it was 

e. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator allow the Chair to 
inquire as to the precise facts which would control the decision of the 
Chair upon the question of order? Was the judgment rendered by the 
court for the $14,000 a balance paid to the claimant, and is this a claim 
for interest supposed to have accrued before that payment was made? 

Mr. BLAIR, The appropriation for the principal was but the 
claimant applying at the Treasury for his money, o inter- 
est as a matter of course upon the judgment as from January, 1870, 
was told by the Treasury officials that it would be unsafe for him to 
take the principal until the interest itself was in form appropriated 
for. Therefore he has allowed the principal to remain in the hands of 
the Department, and comes here asking for this formal ap- 
propriation for the amount of interest; so that no money whatever 
Arak the appropriation for the payment of this judgment, either prin- 
cipal or interest, has ever been received by the claimant. 

That is the precise fact upon the point in regard to which the Chair 
asked. The claimant now asks an appropriation sorong, in direct 
terms the interest, and expects with the appropriation of the last ses- 
sion and this appropriation for the interest, to get the entire amount 
due by reason of the mistake made by the court in 1870. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator to state that the appropriation contained in the amendment is to 
5 3 that is supposed to have acerued upon the principal of 

e debt? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, sir; upon this balance. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Chair does not hesitate to 
rule the amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to ask the Chair to state the ground of his 
decision, because undoubtedly the ruling may be right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. , The Chair holds that the claim is a 
priv: im, and being so it is out of order on this appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not myself understand how that can be the case. 
The interest is a part of the judgment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not take an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
but it results in a very injustice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of: ‘‘ District of Columbia,“ after line 584, to insert: 


Metropolitan police, contingent ex : Topay Washington Gas-Light Com- 
pany, pieg for police headquarters, May and June, 1879, $50.85. 

Executive office, contingent expenses: To pay the Public Printer for printing 
and binding three hundred copies of Report of Commissioners for 1881, $341.71. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 607, to insert: 


Assessor's office: To pay G. A. Hall the difference between salary as messen- 
ger, at $50 per month, and as clerk, at $1 per annum, from July 1, 
1882, to June 1, 1883, eleven months, he having formed the duties of clerk dur- 
ing that time, being for the service of the fi year 1883, $550, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 615, to insert: 


Furniture for new school 8 To pay J. W. Boteler & Son for furniture 
for Analostan school, being a deticiency for the fiscal year 1883, $6.50, 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 619, to insert: 


Miscellaneous expenses: To pay H. Cowling for use of carriage for Senate Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia in visiting charitable and reformatory insti- 
tutions, being for the service of the fiseal year 1883, 819.50. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 649, to insert: 

To pay F. H. Bates for services as military instructor at the High School, $300. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 653, to reduce the appropriation 
„for repairs to school buildings, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 


1884, from $364.17 to $64.17. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


same year, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
GEORGE E. SPENCER. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada. I ask that the pending order may be laid 
aside informally in order that I may call up a resolution on the Calen- 
dar which was reported from the Committee on the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate. 

Mr. PLUMB. I donot know to what the Senator refers; but would 
it not be better for us to take up such things after the passage of the 
appropriation bill rather than to do it now? 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. This will only take a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand the Sen- 
ator from Kansas to ee an objection ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not want to object, but I have a number of bills 
here that I should be glad to have taken up. 

Mr. HALE. The resolution now called for will involve no debate, I 
understand. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It will lead to no debate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada asks the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the appropriation bill may be in- 
formally laid aside in order that the Senate may proceed to the consid- 
eration of a resolution reported from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. The resolution will be 
read for information. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be allowed and paid from the contingent fund of the Sen- 
ate to Geo E. Spencer, formerly a Senator from the State of Alabama, 8 
sum of $7. being the amount actually and neassarily by him in 
maintaining his title to his seat. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Nevada to lay aside infi y the a bill 
and consider the resolution just read? The Chair hears no objection. 
The resolution is before the Senate, and the question is on agreeing 
to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply desire to say that I am opposed to the 
principle involved in the resolution. It is vicious. In my opinion 
there is no justice or equity in it. I do not desire now to consume any 
of the time of the Senate in stating further my opinion in regard to it. 

The resolution was agreed to. è 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 

e reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of War Depart- 
ment,’’ to strike out the clause from line 741 to line 751, inclusive, as 
follows: 

For payment of taxes upon lots numbered 6and7 in by uw numbered 169, Wash- 
i b. G., prior to July, 1874, including interest and cost of adver- 
sx, being for the service of the l year 1883 and prior years, $543.30 ; and 
the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby directed to proceed 
the warrantors upon the covenants in the conveyance to recover back said sum, 
in the name of the United States. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for the Quarter- 
ter’s Department,“ to strike out the clause from line 760 to 763, in- 
clusive, as follows: 

To pay to Mrs. M. L. Eddins, holder of claim of Meader and Morris for amount 
found due for Army transportation, 1881 and prior years, $42.90. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out the clause from line 764 to 
line 769, inclusive, as follows: a 

To pay William H. Farrell amount of claim allowed under incidental ex- 
poore uartermaster’s Department, and reported to Congressin House Execu- 
ve Document No. 153, page 36, Forty-eighth Congress, second session, $88.90. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 799, to increase the total amount of 


| the appropriation for the various expenses of the Quartermaster-Gen- 
| eral’s Department from $15,000 to $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 804, to insert: 

To John Finn, $2,800, being the purchase-price for mules bought from him in 
November, 1864, and payable from the appropriations for“ rtation of the 
Army and itssupplies, 1882 and prior years ” (fiscal year 1865), w. is exhausted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, to strike out the following clause from line 
812 to line 814, inclusive: 


For n improvements and construction of quarters for the non-com- 
missioned staff < of the Army, $15,079. 5 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Marca 3, 


a like amount 


Aalen Baze to tid ob et July 1 1 
The amendment was agreed to. 
i neri amendment was, in the approprickioos Sox tise: Rignal Sert- 

ice; after line 867, to insert: 

Means of transportati: namely: For one horse, 8c 
eee tion for present fiscal year was passed, $200. 
T 
next amendment was, under the head of Miscellaneous ob- 
jedan one line 912, to fate 


Pay of two and three year ynon of sxrears of pay, fo: 
too 7... rebell: which 
J Ap reg paang r. ar pin afmeet S — being 
for the service of the fiscal year 1871 and prior years, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, after line 919, to insert: 


Bounty to volunteers and their widows and legal heirs: For payment of | J 
amounts of bounty to volunteer soldiers who served in the — of the rebellion, 
apie pian heirs, w! n due 8 


the service of fiseal year 
1871 and prior years, $60,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The next amendment was, after line 926, to insert: 


Bounty under act of July 28, 1866: For TT 
bounty under the act of July 28, 1866, which may be certified to be due by the 
accounting officers of the 8 Department, being for the service of the fis- 
cal year 1880 and prior years, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 933, to insert: 


í Commutation of rations to prisòners of war and furlough : For 
payment of amounts which may be peuri sot to be due by the —— — — 
or commutation of to prisoners of war 


of the Treasury Nr 
in rebel States and soldiers on furlough, being for the service of the fiscal 
1871 and prior years, $5,000, * vent 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “Navy Department, 
after line 949, to insert: 

Harlan and Holl ‘orth Co: for the use and occu 
expenses to which js Senate e ean ae e 
houses, guns, &., from Jar 8, 1 to December 

Mr. McPHERSON. Before that amendment is voted on I should 
like to ask the Senator from Maine who has charge of the bill if there 
was an agreement between the Navy Department and the gentlemen 
whose names appear in these amendments as to the amount to be paid 
for theservice rendered. Itseems to me to bea most extraordinary thi 
that the United States must pay for three of the iron-clad monitors a sum 
equivalent to almost $200,000 for the care of those ships in ship-yards. 
I was not aware that any agreement had been reached between the 
Navy Department and these gentlemen; and certainly I was not aware 
that so large a sum had been allowed them. Can the Senator give me 
the information? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator undoubtedly knows that these ironclads 
remained in the yards of the ship-builders for several years, no appro- 
priations having been made by Congress for continuing the work upon 
them. They re Bar conspicuous places in the and of course 
were in the way of other business. The contractors had no power to 
removethem. Finding that Congress did nothing, attention was called 
to the subject, and the Secretary of the Navy was directed by a resolu- 
tion, or a clause in an appropriation act, to appoint a commission to 
consider the whole subject and report what amounts were fairly due 
the owners of these ship-yards for the use of their property during those 
years by the Government. 

The amounts inserted here by the committee are the amounts re- 
ported by that commission, not varying at all in any particular. They 
are the same amounts which were inserted last year and by the 
Senate, but thrown off in a conference between the two Houses. That 
is why they are put on this year. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Do I understand the Senator to say that a board 
of naval officers was appointed by the Secretary of the Navy to adjust 
this claim between the Navy Department and the three different firms 
named? 

Mr. HALE. Not to adjust, because that depends upon Congress giv- 
ing the money. 

Mr. McPHERSON. To recommend? 

Mr. HALE. Ves, to fix the amount. In one case at least one of the 
owners of the yards ſelt so aggrieved that he declined to take the amount 
reported and refused in any way to submit his claim to the Navy De- 
partment. It was only after much controversy and after the recom- 
mendation had been made that the others should be app for, 
that he came in and agreed to take the amount fixed upon in fall pro- 
vided it should be appropriated. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This is a matter with which I suppose I ought 
to be as familiar as the Senator from Maine, serving on the Committee 


on Naval Affairs with him, but it has entirely slipped 


from my recol- 
lection. I understand this action to have been taken under the au- 


thority of a resolution of Con the Secretary of the Navy 
to adjust the claims of these gentlemen. ill the Senator inform me 
still further, because his recollection of the matter is certainly better 
than my own, what other directions were given tothe Secretary of the 
Navy touching these ships? Were they to be removed from these dif- 
ferent navy-yards and stored somewhere, or are they there still subject 
to the same expense each year that has been laid upon them between 
the years 1877 and 1882? 

Mr. HALE. It is not a very easy matter to remove them. One of 
them is in California. One of them has been launched and taken 
around to the navy-yard at Washington for her armor and armament. 
The others are in yards on the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. McPHERSON. This bill only speaks of three, the Amphitrite, 
the Terror, and the Puritan. As to the one in California the resolu- 
tion, I believe, did not touch that ship, because it is in the navy-yard 
in California. As to the Monadnock it was held in possession of the 
Government and was in the Government yard at the time when the res- 
olution was directing the Secretary of the Navy to make the ad- 
justment. But as to the three ships named here, are they still in the 
yards of Mr. Roach, Mr. Cramp, and the Harlan & Hollingsworth Com- 

y? 

a As HALE. As I have said, two of them are in those yards. The 
Monadnock has been removed from the private yard where she was to 
the navy-yard at Mare Island in California. The other two remain, 
and work has since been done upon them by the contractors under the 
appropriation of three years ago. If appropriates as is cov- 
ered in the naval appropriation bill this as reported by the Senate 
Committee, it is expected that work „ 
e Of course while they CTT 


eting them, no charge is made 
3 have e ee ee 


e eee but the long delay of years wus so burden- 
some that the owners of the yards felt that they had a claim for rent. 
The whole matter was submitted to this commission. I will say to 
the Senator that I never heard any fault found with the amounts re- 


except by the owners of the They did com 
I do not think it is strange that Senator does not have this item 
in his mind. I did not get it y in the Naval Committee, but 


more because of my familiarity with the ap here and in the 
e reine . Otherwise I should not have had it in my 


Mr. MCPHERSON. If the Senator will bear with me a moment 
longer, it seems to me as there was no intention on the part 
of to complete these ships, and therefore I did expect that 
when the committee proposed any legislation touching them they would 

i rovide in some way that the Government should take pos- 
session of them and take them from these different ship-yard estab- 
lishments, and place them in their own nayy-yards, where, at least, 

we should not be subject to the annual expense of care and storage. 
VVVVVTPVFVVVVV tise DAAE. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Maine whether in his opinion these amendments are or are not for the 
under le of paving private claims, and if so, whether me are in order 


an i 
5 5 set ina Bens dante he years 


Mr. HALE. The committee has endeavored not to put any claims 
upon the bill. If the Senator makes a point of order upon that amend- 
ment when we reach it, and the Chair rules it out, of course it is not 
a thing that I can in any way object to, and I shall not. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I do not propose to make a point of 
order upon it, but if it be in order I do not see why the amendment in- 
renga upon by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] was not 
in order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator from Maine give a little more 
information in regard to the three vessels which are named that have 
been watched and looked after in the three separate yards? Were 
these vessels in the course of construction? Were they being buiit ? 

Mr. HALE. They had been begun by the Government under con- 
tract. When the controversy arose in the year 1877 the Secretary of 


the Navy gave directions that work should cease. After that th they 
hung there, an interrupted work, nothing 
was no expenditure of money ob tbe yom: them by 
were using up quite a portion 


e ayo upon them; there 
contractors, but they 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. Had the Government commenced to build the 3 fos in eal e 
vessels? FT there toatl tuted; and all writs and 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. zances relating to such suits and so transferred shall be 
Mr. VAN WYCK. In its own yards? as to the courts of the said new d in the same man- 


Mr. HALE. No; the Senator does not understand. The Govern- 
ment commenced them by contract in the yards of the ship-yard own- 
ers and then suspended work and left the vessels in the yards on the 
stocks, where they could not be removed, and were so occupied, using 
up portions of the yards of the ship-yard owners and contractors 
without any fault on their en They were continually beseeching the 
Government to go on and finish them and get them out of the way. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I believe we are | upon the amendments 
of the committee at present, and that they will be open to amendment 
after we get through with the list. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAwLEY in the chair). Theques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. e 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 957, to insert: 

To pay William Cramp & Sons for the use and occupation of their ship- 
by the Bein Terror, and for care and storage of the turrets, guns, &., 
July 8, 1876, to December 30, 1882, $75,790. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 963, to insert: 


fu’ C!!! ß 
paid for care and storage vessels, turrets, guns, jor use and occupa- 
tion of these several yards. r 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the appropriations for “‘ naval estab- 
lishment,” after line 996, to insert: 


For payment to the following newspapers for advertising proj ls for new 
steel ‘anus for the United States Navy, in May, 1883, namely: Bandas 
erald, Washington, $123.25; National Repub- 


„8909. i H 
sale, W aahingion $99.45 Buada 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1021, to insert: 

To pay amounts found due by the accounting officers on account of actual ex- 
penses, being for the service of the fiscal year 1883, $1,680. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1096, to insert: 

For payment to Lieut. W. H. Jaques, United States Navy, foractual and neces- 
meteor tates gue teupicy tend COPASA hy ma TSOA ie ES 
with the act of Congress approved March 3, 1853, $180. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Interior Department, 
after line 1104, to insert: 

For reconstructing Interior Department (heating apparatus), 818,819. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1107, to insert: 

To pay amount found due by the accounting officers to the Central Pacific 


Rail Company on account of contingent expenses General Land Office, be- 
ing a deficiency om account of the fiscal year 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ public lands 
service,“ in line 1124, to increase the appropriations for incidental 
expenses of the several land offices from $25,000 to $40,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1124, to insert: 

To pay amounts found dup by the accounting officers on account of contingent 
expenses of land offices, being a deficiency for the fiscal year 1883, $62.23. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1128, to insert: 

To amounts found d h 
tions 3 timber, belbi ino sme Toe eal year Toe nee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate passed over in consequence of my moment- 
ary absence an amendment proposed by the committee to strike out 
certain language on page 11. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Maine to consent to go back to that amendment now, because the Sen- 
ator from Oregon [Mr. SLATER] who knows something about it is un- 
well and desires to leave the Chamber. He does not wish to stay very 
long. Therefore I should like to go back to it now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to going back on the 
request of the Senator from Massachusetts to page 11? The Chair un- 
derstands that that amendment was over informally. If there 
be no objection the Senate will consider the proposed amendment now. 
The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. The committee report to strike out from line 237 
to line 253 in the following words: 

i And allsuits or proceedings pending in the district courts of Dakota and Wash- 
passage 


Territories at the time of the of said act, and which would, if in- 
tuted after the passage of said act, be required to be in the new dis- 


ner and with like effect as if they had issued or been taken in reference 
thereto ; and the counties of Skamaniaand insaid Washing- 
shall constitute part of the fourth thereof untilthe 


„ provide, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to tho 
amendment recommended by the committee. 
Mr. HOAR. My knowledge of this subject comes very largely from 
a communication made to me by the chief. Justice of W. 
ritory, who is a very able and excellent yer, and who is a relative 
of mine, for whose statements I am quite to vouch. Technic- 
ally this clause comes within the iple which the Committee on 
Appropriations have applied, with the assent of the Senate; it is cer- 
tainly ly over that ; but I think if the Senator from Maine will 
hear the statement which I will take but half a minute tomake he will 
be willing to retain the provision for the present. 


7 


We passed last year an act for the of Washington Ter- 
ritory, and by a mistake which was made in the House, not in the 
Senate, two of the the county of and the county of 
Skamania, were left not in any jurisdiction of any court, and the inhab- 


itants of those counties are without judicial protection unless this para- 
graph can be enacted. As we are tae 
of the justices and for the judici of the Terri! 
would seem to be no harm under the circumstances in letting this go in. 
That relates to the last clause in the paragraph. In regard to the 
other part of it I will state that these Territories, by the rapid 
of population and the filling up in certain counties, have got into a con- 
dition where for ordinary of justice the i tants in some 
counties were obliged to travel more than two hundred miles to 
justice, and that was corrected by a new judicial distribution. 
new judicial distribution has created courts which have very small busi- 
ness at first. The old courts are crowded, and the inhabitants of some 
of those counties have to travel a long distance to the courts, which are 
overcrowded with work in instead of able to go with their 
neighbors and with all the persons whose cases arise at present to courts 
in their own neighborhood. 
This paragraph merely eee. that where both parties 
may transfer a case from court under the old arrangement to the 
court under the new. Both the i 


ritory, and the of both these Territories are very earnest to 
have this done. I therefore, that the honorable Senator from 
ill without a contest. 


Maa KOENI A stand in the 
Mr. HALE. The tor from Massachusetts knows a hawk from 


that this is a e ee, It is an elaborate and well- 
devised plan ting to the judiciary of Dakota and Washington Ter- 
ritories. It has no more to do with a deficiency a riation bill 
ponding for defects in appropriations for the current 
t would have to do with an appropriation for furniture in the Senate 
Chamber. It is a clear exercise on the of the House of their un- 
doubted right, under their rules, to put legislation on an 6 
bill. I do not raise any question as to its being good legislation. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, it is a good deal less 
than what he states in one particular. It is not a well-devised scheme 
of new legislation. It is merely the correction in the first particular 
of aslight error, a slight imperfection, which works peas injustice in 
some localities in general legislation, which. passed 
year. 

Mr. HALE. It isa pure piece of legislation which should have been 
considered either by the Committee on Territories or the Committee on 
the Judiciary. e 

Mr. HOAR. It has been so considered. 

Mr. HALE. Quite likely it is wise legislation. I am bound to ac- 
cept what the Senator from Massachusetts has said; I believe I fully 
concur with him as to the need of it; but I repeat it has nothing what- 
ever to do with a deficiency appropriation bi It is for the Senate to 
settle the question, and if the Benate desires to keep this piece of leg- 
islation upon the deficiency appropriation bill I shall lose no sleep about 
it. A vote can be very readily taken and settle it at once. I do not 
care to say anything more about it. 

Mr. SLATER. I will say just a word in to this clause. In 
the act referred to in the paragraph preceding that which is p 
to be stricken out by the committee, a mistake crept in by which two 
new counties in Washi Territory were left out. The people of 
those counties are entirely without judicial process, They are notable 
to go into court in civil mattersorin criminal matters. This paragraph 
which the committee report to strike out is the only hope they have of 
being relieved from that condition. That being the case, although itis 
a pure piece of general legislation, I trust that the Senate will refuse to 
strike out the clause. It is very important to those people. Many 
crimes are being committed there for which there is no remedy and no 
means of ting them 


prosecu s 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
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amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the par- 


agraph in > 

The t was rejected. . 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate will return to line 1134. 
The Seeretary resumed the of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on A) was to strike out the clause 
from line 1171 to line 1175, inclusive, as follows: 


For payment of amount found due to McBroome and Taylor for surveying 
vate land claimsin New Mexico, being a deficiency for 1831 and prior years, 


The amendment was agreed to. p 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerks are uncertain. The bill 
has pencil marks ing out what follows line 1175. 


Mr. HALE. I called the attention of the Secretary to that. The 


next pa h is to be stricken out. A 
The P ING OFFICER. The matter proposed to be stricken 
out will be read. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out from line 1176 to line 
1210, inclusive, in the following words: A 


subseq or ofan: er 
ee e of this act; and no further ex- 
be made on account of the 
rovided. The unfinished work ofthe Tenth 
of the of the Interior, to whom 
transferred ; and the 


vision, one clerk of class 

3, who shall also be a pocen printer; one clerk of class 
copyist, at $900 per annum; and for 8 

as may be 


Ree 
55 
88822 
8 

e 

g 

3 

Ẹ 

g 

2 


or so muc 


l 
i 
3 


remain att 
this act shall be applied to the liquidation of any liabilities for 
ch Seve 3 8 eretofore and 5 

at such date; this vision not apply to any unexpen = 
the ap’ priation for 8 the report of the Tenth Census made by 
ugust 7, 1882, but such 
the passage of act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 3 é 

The next amendment was, after line 1214, to insert: 

To pay Miss Emma Dowell for clerical services rendered in the Interior De- 
partment in July, 1882, $29.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropri- 
ations for the service of the Post-Office ent for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; that it had concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate numbered 3, 4, 5, and 6 to the said bill, 
and that it further insisted on its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate to the said bill numbered 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20; that itasked 
a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and that it had appointed Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND of Illinois, Mr. WILL- 
ram S. HOLMAN of Indiana, and Mr. R. G. Horr of Michigan man- 
agers at the further conference on its part. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 

‘The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of Indian affairs,“ 
after line 1262, to insert: 

For amount due = ao E E a — 8 hentos 
beef-cattl: ‘or’ ni „ W. in process of de- 
livery under his contract dated June Zi, 1878, $5,820.20. K 

Mr. DOLPH. Ishonld like to inquire of the Senator from Maine 
having charge of this bill how this amendment comes into the bill? It 
appears on the face of the amendment to be provision for payment for 
an Indian depredation. At the last session of Co T introduced a 
bill to provide for a commission to audit such claims of citizens of Ore- 

and the adjacent Territories, and I understand that the committees 
fave uniformly reported against the payment of such claims. Ishould 
like to ask if the amount of this claim has been ascertained by the judg- 
ment of any court, or audited by any officer of the Government under 
any authority of Congress? 

Mr. HALE. Insomeof these cases it is pretty difficult to tell whether 
the transmission to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury or the 
heads of Departments makes them technically estimates. Insome cases 
the Secretary sends in terms just as muchan estimateas there is in the 
Bock of Estimates, recommends the appropriation, and it is referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and is considered by the committee 
as an estimate under the rules, and therefore not subject to the point of 


a 
g 


order. In other cases the Secretary will transmit the papers with a 
favorable recommendation, and there are variations and shades and de- 
grees about that. The committee thought that in its spirit this came 
under the head of a matter that was considered and determined upon 
favorably by the head of a Department, and so recommended it and put 
it in; but if the Senator makes a point of order and the amendment is 
ruled out, the Committee on Appropriations would consider hereafter 
that it would not be authorized to put in such a provision. 

Mr. DOLPH. I will state to the Senator that I offered and had 
printed and referred to the Committee on Appropriations an amend- 
ment to provide oneappropriation for the payment of the claims which 
had been audited and settled under the act of August 7, 1882, which 
the committee did not see fit to adopt. 

Mr. HALE. Was it transmitted by the Secretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. DOLPH. The estimate was transmitted by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, with an estimate, and I proposed to offer it in the proper 
place, but I can not find that this claim for Indian depredations was 
audited at all. I ask unanimous consent that this may be over 
until after the reading of the bill is concluded; and I will offer my amend- 
ment in connection with this to come in on this page, and meanwhile 
I will see if there is any estimate for it. 

Mr. HALE. To that I have no objection, or the Senate may strike 
out the item if it pleases. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not make any point of order, but ask that the 
amendment may be passed over to be considered in connection with 
one I shall offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed over 
if there be no objection. : 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1269, to insert: 

For amount due to the Globe Printing Company, of Saint Louis, Mo., for ad- 
vertising for proposals for Indian supplies and stock-cattle in March and April, 
1834, as per certificate of Second Comptroller, December 22, 1884, being for the 
service of the fiscal year 1884, $197.34. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1277, to insert: 

To reimburse the Creek Nation for liabilities incurred in gararing the ex- 
penses of its delegation while engaged in negotiating the treaty of 1862, so much 
of their funds erroneously used to pay expenses of takinga census in 1868, 
not exceeding the sum of $1,482, is hereby reappropriated the amount of 


t: 47 to oE the appropriation provided for taking said census carried to the sur- 
plus fund, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1287, to insert: 


To enable the accounting officers to pe see certain appropriations on the books 
of the Department, the sum of 8728.77 is hereby Teappropriated + $628.77 thereof 
to be carried to the credit of the appropriation ‘* ling treaties with Cree 
proceeds of lands.“ and $100 to “ payment to certain Creek Indians for individ 
reserves sold, and so forth,” poe amounts found due these appropriations in 
the adjustment of the accounts of W. H. Garrett, late Indian agent. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1298, to insert: 


The Sceretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
heirs of certain-Osage Indians, killed while on a hunt on Medicine ge Creek 
in 1873, the balance on hand of the sum of $5,000 appropriated act approved 
March 3, 1877, to reimburse the Osages for losses sustained, and in accordance 
with pledges by their agent,” amounting to $2,451.59, which is hereby reappro- 
priated for this purpose, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Before proceeding further with the 
bill I desire to ask unanimous consent to offer an amendment at this 
point, as I am called away foran hour or more, and can not be present 
perhaps when the committee amendments are concluded. Theamend- 
ment can now be offered by unanimous consent, I understand. 

Mr. HALE. Let us hear what it is? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read for in 
formation. 

The SECRETARY, After line 1349 it is proposed to add: 

For the completion of the estal for the statue of Liberty Enlightening the 
World, to be erected on Bedloe’s Island, in New York Harbor, $100,000, to be 


expended under the direction of the officers of the organization which has charge 
of the erection of said pedestal and statue. ` 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the Senator from 
New York offering this amendment at this stage of the proceeding? 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to its being offered now, but I must 
raise the point of order on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection to-the 
Senator from New York proposing his amendment at this time. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It is entirely useless for me to offer 
the amendment if the point of order is raised. I have talked with all 
the members of the committee and a large number of Senators, and I 
think that after a two or three minutes’ statement the amendment will 
not be objected to. I understand very well that it can not go on if the 
point of order is insisted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
to the amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I withhold the point of order until the Senator makes 
his statement. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. 


y to the 


Does the Senator from Maine object 


It has been generally supposed that 


the erection of the pedestal of this statue was a matter belonging en- 


1885. 
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ti to New York or the citizens of the State of New York. This is 
a en view of the situation. The people of France as a whole 
have made the gift of the statue, here described as the statue of Lib- 
erty Enlightening the World, to the people of the United States asa 
memorial of one hundred years of our history as a Government. That 
has been accepted by the people of the United States through an act of 
Congress. Nothing has ever been done by the State of New York or 
2 people of the city of New York officially in connection with this 


g. 

All the proceedings heretofore have been through the Congress of the 
United States. For this purpose an act of Congress was passed naming 
the place where this statue should be erected. Congress might have 
brought it here to Washington or have sent it to Philadelphia or to San 
Francisco or to any other point; but by an act of Congress it was de- 
cided that it should be erected upon a Government island in the har- 
bor of New York. I will read the resolution of Congress: 


„„ 

„ upon u of su e proportions, 

5 8 the islands belonging to the 
ork; an 


of Lil 

to be built by private subscription, 

United States in the harbor of New 

Whereas it is ; prope to provide for the care and preservation of this grand 

monument of art, and of the abiding friendship of our ancient sn Therefore, 
Be it resolved by the Senate and House Awd nited States o; 
That the ident of the United States be, an: 


itude of our people for this 5 and felicitous 


a beacon, and for the permanent care and preservation thereof as a monument 
of art and of the continued good-will of the great nation which aided us in our 
struggle for freedom, 


In pursuance of this joint resolution of the two Houses of Congress 
General Sherman was designated by the President to make a selection, 
and he made the selection of Bedloe’s Island in the harbor of New 
York, and upon that island, by voluntary subscriptions, there has been 
expended up to the present time $160,000 in laying the foundation for 
this pedestal. This amount of money has now been expended, and the 
work has been brought to a point where the pedestal is but begun. It 
is estimated that it will cost $130,000 to erect the pedestal upon this 
foundation. It is impossible by voluntary contributions or subscrip- 
tions to raise the necessary amount for the completion of this great 
work, but it is believed by citizens of the city of New York that if the 
Government will appropriate $100,000 the additional $30,000 necessary 
can be raised, and that the work can go on. A number of leading citi- 
zens of the State of New York have formed an organization for this 

, and they have been diligently at work for several years in rais- 
Te money for this purpose, and, as I have already stated, they have 
raised and expended $160,000. 

This work was entirely voluntary. We had a perfect right in New 
York, and the whole country had, to call upon the Government of the 
United States to pay the entire expense. It isa governmental affair. 
The 5 of the United States has accepted this gift from the Re- 
public of France, and it has already ordered a ship of war to go to 
France and bring out this statue. It is to be brought out in May next. 
When it arrives here, unless this money shall be granted, it will of ne- 
cessity go into store somewhere and remain there for years unless the 
Government shall appropriate this money. The people of New York 
city feel that they have done their full share and more than their full 
share in thus raising $160,000. I might goon and read the report 
which has been made by the Committee on the Library of the House, 
but it is not necessary todoso. This matter has been fully considered 
by the Committee on the Library both in the House and in the Senate, 
and they have reported a joint resolution, and they have hoped to secure 
a hearing for it in the House of Representatives and secure its passage, 
but the condition of business for the past few days has been such as to 
prevent any possibility of reaching the resolution in the House. 

There is no other parliamentary way left, with which I am at all 
cognizant, by which it may be reached except, by unanimous consent, 
putting it on this bill. I appeal to the entire Senate to withhold all 
objection and to allow this to go upon the bill. Certainly the demand 
of the people of New York that this shall be done is proper and just, 
and I think that with the law on its side it has still higher claims upon 
us than the New Orleans Exposition had for calling for another appro- 
priation of $400,000; but for one I believe that it was just and proper 
that Congress should carry that out. Now, shall we appeal to the Gov- 
ernment to give $100,000 to complete this great statue? Certainly it 
will be nothing less than a national disgrace if it shall so happen that 
after Congress has passed a law accepting this statue from the Govern- 
ment and people of France it shall fail to provide any just and proper 
place for its erection. One hundred and sixty thousand dollars has 
already been expended. The association in New York undertakes to 
raise $30,000 more, and with the $100,000 asked for here the work can 
be completed, and when completed it will be one of the greatest works 
of art in the world. The entire height, base, pedestal, and statue, will 
be over three hundred feet. 


I feel that n more is necessary to be said on my The 
chairman of the Library Committee, the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN], is present and can state, if it should be necessary, still further 
reasons in this direction. I believethat thisappeals to the proper feel- 
ings of all Senators and that there certainly can be no objection to the 
proposition. If there is any objection in the House, that will arise in 
the conference committee, and it can there be cared for. There is no 
other possible way of reaching it. 

Mr. HALE. It is not a pleasant thing to object to the appropriation 
of money for an object of this kind that appeals to good taste and to 
the imagination, and, as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] sug- 
gests, to patriotism perhaps; but there is a duty that rests upon any 
one in charge of an appropriation bill, to keep from it, if possible, by 
inyoking points of order, appropriations that have not been fully con- 
sidered by the Committee on Appropriations for subjects-matter that 
are not properly considered on appropriation bills and which ought to 
be considered by other committees. 

We are now in the last twenty-four hours of this session of Congress, 
of this entire Congress, and all the time up to now for two years has 
been at the disposal of the Committee on the Library or any other com- 
mittee properly having jurisdiction of this subject to report a bill giv- 
ing this money, to put it through the two Houses, and let the country 
make a gift of this large amount of money for the purpose indicated 
by the Senator from New York; but it is not a proper thing for a de- 
ficiency appropriation bill to be put on in these last waning hours. 
However good it may be, it is a clear case of an enterprise with- 
out any expectation of calling upon the Government, and when at last 
it drags and lags refuge is taken in a call upon the Treasury. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I appeal to the Senator to allow me 
to interrupt him at that point. 

Mr. HALE. inly. . 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Iam very certain the Senator could 
not seriously make the statement which he now makes if he had at all 
considered this measure. It was never a matter of private enterprise. 
It was neyer undertaken or projected in any way by the people of the 
State of New York. Congress, acting independently and by itself and 
without any consultation or communication with any official in New 
York, in the city or in the State, decided to accept this statue from the 
people of France, and by an act of Congress, which I have read, it de- 
cided to locate it upon Bedloe’s Island in the harbor of New York. A 
number of patriotic citizens there undertook to raise by voluntary sub- 
scription sufficient money to build a proper pedestal for it. They have 
been laboring earnestly. in that direction for two years. 

The Committee on the Library have not acted upon it at all this ses- 
sion, because it was still hoped that some large-minded philanthropist 
would come forward and pay the whole sum that-was necessary to do 
this work; but-thus far it has not been done. But this committee of 
citizens in New York has by voluntary subscriptions raised $160,000. 
There was no necessity, in my judgment, there was never any duty or 
obligation upon any committee in New York, to raise a single dollar. 
The Government of the United States having accepted this statue from 
the people of France should have provided a proper base or pedestal for 
it out of the public Treasury, but the people of New York undertook 
to doit. They have gone thus far; and now it is in such a condition 
that if this money is not granted, and if the pedestal should not be 
completed by the time the statue will arrive from France, it must nec- 
essarily go into some storehouse and lie there until the Government 
shall provide for it. > 

As to putting the amendment upon this bill, I understand full well 
that it is out of order; but if my attention had been called to it three 
or four days ago I should have taken the proper means to have made 
it in order. 

The committee in New York were operating with the committee of 
the House of Representatives. They thought they could there succeed 
and get it through. It has been reported favorably in the House. I 
have no doubt that it will pass there almost unanimously, if it can be 
reached. I have no doubt also that if the question could be brought 
up separately in this body it would receive almost a unanimous vote here, 
But my attention was only called to-day to it, and to its condition. 
There is no possible way of reaching it except the way now proposed; 
that is, by unanimous consent; and certainly if it is not done now, the 
demand will come again at the next session, and again and again until 
the Government will finally do it. Shall the people of the State of 
New York say to the people of France, ‘‘ We have accepted from you 
the most wonderful statue ever erected by the hand of man,’’ and when 
it arrives in our country, after a notice of two or three years that it is 
coming, then will Congress say, ‘‘ We will not even grant the paltry sum 
of money necessary to erect a pedestal on which to place it? 

This is to be when erected one of the wonders of the world. The 
bronze statue of the Goddess of Liberty Enlightening the World placed 
on the pedestal on Bedloe’s Island will be overthree hundred feet high. 

I trust the Chairman of the Committee on the Library will feel called 
upon to say afew words in regard to this, because he has had this mat- 
ter before him; it is no new matter to him. The amendment ought 
to have been . here in a proper way so as to have made it in 
order; and if it been so reported and had been in order, I have no 


doubt that more than three-fourths of the Senators would have gladly 
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voted for it. I appeal to the Senator from Maine who has this bill in f 
oom See 10 SA Chairman of the Library Committee, and then 
to finally withhold his objection and permit the Senate to vote upon 


the amendment. 

myself that this had been provided 

for, and I am surprised to find the condition in which this 
appropriation now is. The only point of order that can be made against 
it is that one day’s notice has not been given to the Committee on Ap- 
; but the Chair knows very well that this bill really is now 
i acted on by unanimous consent. It is only by unanimous con- 
sent thatit can be read the third timeto-day. It can not be read twice 
on the same except by unanimous consent, and the gentleman hav- 
charge of this bill must know that the only objection that can be 


We went cate es giveiveckane e ea gn a 
eee lanen MOVO paaa io dA 
the Senator from Maine would not be violating duty if he 
would allow this to pass sud silentio, if the Senator is willing. If a ma- 
jority of the Senate is not clearly in favor of it, I would not be for put- 
it on bill. ee e eee DPEN thors ee 
9 the Government States paying 
m there is not the test doubt in my mind. This is a great 
F of art, not for the city of New York, but it is an act of patriot- 
ea act of friendly feeling for agreat and powerful Republic. The 
regen na msi BAREA rear ac ele wd ORAT 


ties binding them together, and this kindly has been expressly 
emphasized and very properly emphasized pe gargs ge fend gigas the people of 
France of this beautiful work of art, and that is requested of us 


is that we find a suitable location for it. The Government of the 


And the citizens of New York have 
contributed more than one-half the expense of the foundation; and 
shall we not complete it? 

I supposed myself that this had already been provided for. There 
was no doubt abont it in the Committee on the Library. orate 
that it was the duty of the Government to do cer 
„„S Therefore 

the Senator from Maine will allow the vote to be taken by the 
Senate; and if the Senate does not by two-thirds or more vote to put it 
on, I would not ask tò put it on, but it ought to be put on now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that the 
point of order is made against the amendment ? 

Mr. HALE. After these appeals and invocations Igiveitup. Iwill 
withdraw the point of order and let the Senate vote on the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the Senator from New York. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the | for the 


for writing up back records of the United States ö at Springfield, 
IL, iena r an g 1883, and December 20, 1883. 
The amendment was 


agreed to 
The next amendment was, in line 1478, to increase the 
for fees and expenses of marshals, United States courts, from 
to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, in line 1491, to increase the — ti So 
tion for payment of district attorneys "and their assistants” 
$35,000 to $40,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1495 to 
line 1499, inclusive, as follows: 

For payment of Andrews and Thornburg on account of fees of district attor- 
neys and their assistants, „ fiscal year 1882, $2,367.05, 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, shee line 1499, to insert: 

t 
wise Demet E E EA cee een 
to E. B. Smith, ; to Andrews and eee to J. K. Porter, 
$5,000; to W. D. Davidge, $5,000; 7. 57 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, in line 1518, to increase the appropriation 
tt for fees of commissioners and justices of the peace acting as commis- 
sioners from $10,000 to $20,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, after line 1531, to insert: 

For rent of United States ao $3,616.40, 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was to iste ous the clause from line 1568 to 
line 1545, inclusive, as follows: 


To ied ot aT on account of support of prisoners United States 
courts, 1882 and prior years, $231. 


Mr. BROWN. That is a just claim, but I understand it is included in 
another item where several other claims of like character are grouped 
po nie That being the case, I have no objection to its being stricken 
out here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That claim is included in the provision in section 
2, from lines 115 to 117: 

For support of prisoners, United States courts, 1882 and prior years, $3,674.50. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
to strike out the clause. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1545, to insert: 

To pay W. W. Kerr the balance due him for services as special assistant United 
States attorney rendered in May and June, 1883, $1,612.55. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1559, after the words sum of,” to 
strike out ‘‘twothousand six hundred and fifty » and insert ‘five thou- 
sand;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

T n m the amount allowed 

TTT 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment wWas, aſter line 1566, to insert: 


PUBLIC PRINTING AND BINDING. 


For or printo and binding as follows: For the Interior 
State Department, $5,000; and for the Court of 


5,000 


ent, $50,000; 
$4,000; in all, 


Committee on Appropriations was, under the head of ‘‘ Post-Office De- | 959,000. 


partment,” after line 1369, to insert: 
Pier frog pegeri A gs Aa a a adir a 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1397 to 
line 1401, inclusive, as follows: 
To enable the accounting officers of the bape ad to settle the accounts of Sey- 


mour W. Washington, D. C., account of 
stationery for the fiscal year $302.31. Chon = 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 1418 to | ator 
line 1421, inclusive, as follows: 
A 2 8 postmaster at Richmond, Va., on account of 
5 
The next amendment was, after line 1421, to insert: 
8 n Dawson, late postmaster, Boonton, 
N. J., in connection with of ho robbed the in Boon- 
— at 15 In April 1888 pursuit of parties w post-office 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 1426, to insert: 
eee park for clerk-hire, being for the 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Department of Jus- 
tice, after line 1468, to insert: 

To pay John F. Cadwallader the sum of $462.75, being the amount due him 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 1581. 

Mr. PLUMB. I say to the Senator from Maine having this bill in 
charge that the sundry civil bill contains a provision for the expendi- 
ture of a sum of money out of the money to the Patent Of- 
fice, and I think an exception ought tobe made in this paragraph about 
the New Orleans Exposition in favor of that appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. I have on my desk an amendment covering the point 
raised by the Senator from Kansas, which I pro to offer after the 


eee ee OTADA ee en re It settle what the Sen- 
from Kansas desires. 

Jr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 


Committe on Appropriations was, after line 1581, to insert: 
SENATE. 


For splexien A ( 
For horses and wagons, $500. 
For folding documents, $1,000. 


For furniture and irs, $7,000. 
me aras eal ba veuliandions ondered by tie Bennie, Racal vook 


Te e of Equina sa and investigations ordered by the Senate for the fis- 


„ and that the four select committee now employed 
— paid out of this appropriation be paid the same com 
and 2 the sana period as is provided for the payment of session c 
ployed by the Senate. 
For elerks to rs, $6,852. 

— $27,000. 

y O. H. Hitchcock for services as messenger from 18th day of April to 
sist ol of July, 1881, 8110.07. 


on 
rks eru- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


* Thomas Lat ar E e ee e 
A pri to dist of duly, T34, 


1885. 2447 


The next amendment was, in section 2, after line 61, to insert: 


‘or Beverly Hudnell ä laborer from 15th day of May to 3lst of Interior Department: 
Jay: 1885, $145. For contingent expenses, General Land Office, 1882 and prior years, $19.50. 
‘or W. F. Brownlow for extra services in folding-room up to May 25, 1885, The amendment was agreed to. 


Ay 
For Ross Broadhead for extra sevices as clerk in folding-room from July 1, 
F WE . from Ist f August, 1884, to 30th of 
‘or for ces as messenger from 0 
November, 1881847740 = 


The next amendment was, in section 2, after line 65, to insert: 


For contin; t expenses of land offices, 1882 and prior years, ears, $35.32. 
For —— commissions of registers and ressivers, TAS and prior years, 


For A. A. Johnson for extra services as skilled laborer and acting messenger | $495.31 


1 1884, to March 4, 1885, $574.56. 
For W.B. Clark for extra extra services as laborer up to March 4, 1885, $180. 


The amendment was to. 
under the head of ‘‘House of 


The next amendment w: ta- 
tives,” in line 1650, in the making appropriations for allowance 
change the name 


for expenses incurred in contested-election cases, to 
“J McLean” to “J. H. 12 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, al line 1709, to insert: 
To pay Rider Henry and John J. Coughlin for services rendered in the Clerk's 
document-room, $242.50 esch; in all, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 1717, after the words enable 
to insert Secretary of the Senate and the;” and in line 1719, fer 
the words ‘‘ House of Representatives,” to insert Senate and; * soas 
to make the clause read: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and . 
sentatives to pay to the officers and employésof Senate and Ho use of hep 
day of March, 8 


resentatives borne on the annual and session Tape on the 3d 
one month’s extra paid 
immediate! 


t 
Kacr prs the compensation then 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out of line 1720 the words an- 
nual and ” where occur, so that the month’s pay will only apply 


to the session employés and not to the annual employés. 
Mr. HALE. pe oy yoy y A AA O map WO ae ronen 
with the reading of the bill, as I have an amendment to offer to the 


clause that will bring up this question. 

Mr. PLUMB. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, after line 1740, to insert: 

89 Willis H. Allen, assistant clerk of the Committee on Ways and Means, 

nal compensation, $400 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, in line 13, after the word 
“session,” to insert and for other items; » s0 as to read: 

Sec. 2. That for the tofa n of the claims certified to be due 
the several ting officers of the 1. Tre az 


t under ap 
hich have been exhausted or curried to the surplus Rend 


under the 6 act of June 20, 1874, and under 
ations heretofore treated as 


hich have been for tho service of the the fison! as 
w. ve un 

of the kof July 71 a0 t No. 153, 
ated as 3 


set forth in House Executive Document! 
session, and for other items, there is appropri- 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, under the head of claims 
allowed by the First Comptroller,” in the appropriations for ‘‘State 
Department, in line 17, after the word years,” to strike out: 


Except the claims numbered 104374 and 100910 in said Executive Document 
No. 153, $103.98, 


And insert: 

One thousand four a forty-seven dollars and twenty cents. 
So as to make the clause read: 

For salaries, consular service, 1882 and prior years, $1,447.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, after line 22, to insert: 


For contingent expenses of United States consulates, 1882 and prior years, $1,483, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, after line 28, to insert: 


` TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


For ‘edemplion of stampa to July 1, 1882, $487.27. 
For taxes illegally collected, ee or July 1. $8,216.83. 
1 Fob Fefunding taxes illegally col ected under the direct-tax ws, prior toJuly 


sap hte apie ae neta i ein ae acinar as ine 
For aa and expenses of collectors of internal revenue, 1882 and prior 


$12.50. 

expenses of agents and subordinate officers of internal reve- 
nue, 1882 and prior years 8141. 

‘or punishment for violation of internal revenue laws, 182 and prior years, . 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, after line 54, to insert: 

Miscellaneous objects : 
ee labor and expenses ot engraving and printing, 108 and prior yours, 


err poy to national banking associations excess of duty, prior to July 
1, 1832, $1,009.05. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


ji 


For depredations on lic timber, 1882 and prior years, $253.15. 

F. 1 publio surveys, 1882 and prior Years Sil 

For contingent expenses, ofice of surveyer-general of Louisiana, 1882 and prior 
A RE or nar eee e eee 1882 and prior 


For egg the p sind pri ite I — ri 3 

or surve; ublic an VA an fe) 

For 5, 3, aad 8 per cent d to States, prior to Biy 1, 1882, except the claim 
numbered 35251 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, after line 102, to insert: 

For fees of district attorneys, United States courts, 1882 and prior years, $700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 105 of section 2, to insert: 

For fees of clerks, United States courts, 1882 and prior years, $65.49. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 108 of section 2, to insert: 

For fees of jurors, United States courts, 1882 and prior years, $62.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 111 of section 2, to insert: 
For fees of witnesses, United States courts, 1882 and prior years, $247.55. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 114 of section 2, to insert: 

For support of prisoners, United States courts, 1882 and prior years, $3,674.50, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 117 of section 2, to insert: 

For rent of court-rooms, United States courts, 1882 and prior years, $750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 120 of section 2, to insert: 

For miscellaneous expenses United States courts, 1882 and prior years, $1,418.90, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 123 of section 2, to insert: 

For expenses of Territorial courts in Utah, 1882 and prior years, $54.50, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 126 of section 2, to insert: 

ee cabernet eens ger prior to July 1, 1882, $35. 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, after line 198 of section 2, to insert: 


Claims allowed by the First Auditor and Commissioner of Customs: For life- 
saving service, 1852 and prior years, $31.15. 
For salaries of light-house keepers, 1882 and prior years, $139.56. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 136 of section 2, to insert: 


For expenses of collecting the revenue from customs, prior to July 1, 1882, 
$25,028.04. : 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, after line 175, to insert: 
ent, . and — Sia eanes, 


terior Department: 
For at 
For contingencies of the Indian prior 
For incidental expenses, Indian service in Arizona, and prior years, $3,- 
For incidental expenses, Indian service in California, 1882 and prior years, 
bg incidental expenses, Indian service in Nevada, 1882 and prior years, 
For incidental expenses, Indian service in Oregon, 1882 and prior years, 


agents, 1882 and prior eee 
ters, 1882 and prior years, $100.5 
paches of Arizona and . KOA Pei pai 


3,905. 
For su rt of Indians of Fort Peck agency, and prior years, $211.41. 
1 a eran R 


$157.05. 
ene hing and purchase of Indian supplies, 1882 and prior years, 


For transportation of Indian supplies, 1882 and prior years, $1,062.90. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Claims allowed by the 
Third Auditor and Second Comptroller,” in section 2, after line 225, to 
insert: 
sk pay the tenth installment of the war claim of the State of Massachusetts, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Ee RE ee eae ON Stee oe San oe Sethe. N 30 eee 
S installment of the war claim of the State of 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, after line 231 of section 2, to insert: 


For payment of the twelfth installment of the war claim of the State of Peon- 
sylvania, $4,378.30. 
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The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 265 of section 2, to insert: 
For erziele expenses, Quartermaster’s Department, 1882 and prior years, 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, after line 269 of section 2, to insert: 

For transportation of the Army and its supplies, 1882 and prior years, $71,590.08, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment under the head of Claims allowed by the 
your: Suge and Second Comptroller,” in section 2, after line 351, 


ee the . of claims for difference between actual ex 
9 under the decision of the United States — 
United States vs. Graham, pp 538.36. 
The amendment was 
The next amendment was, Sete the head of Claims allowed by the 
Sixth Auditor, to strike out the clause from line 358 to line 363, in- 
clusive, of section 2, as follows: 

. by Charles Barrett with bid, under advertisement 
of February 10, 1881, — — covered into the Treasury, remitted by authority of 
the Postmaster-Gene ral dated September 30, 1884, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, after line 363 of section 2, to insert: 

ba iene po in the peon revenues, — and prior years, except the claims 
numbered 1203, 137, 74, d 138, $20,994. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 375, after the word 
75 mene to insert the following proviso: 

That the said sums herein E for and allowed under said act 

Wee reh 3, 1883, shall be paia directly to the parties named, respectively, 
in said Executive ment No. 1 

So as to make the clause . 


ree 


and mile- 
in the case 


usted under act of March 
jor years, $140, — Pr Provided: 
lowed under 8 said act appro 
March 3, 1883, shall be ge Py Hirectly to the parties respectively, ved 
Executive Document N 

The amendment was ENEN i 

The next amendment was, in section 3, after line 3, to insert: 


CLAIMS ALLOWED BY THE FIRST COMPTROLLER. 
Treasury Department: 
For vaults, safes, and locks for publie buildings, 1881 and prior years, $1,276.92. 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next e eee was, after line 9 of section 3, to insert: 
Interior Departmen 
For contingent ores office of Secretary of the Interior, 1881 and prior 
years, $12.98. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 13 of section 3, to insert: 
"Geological Survey, 1881 and prior 
For urvey. and prio: 
For surveying private claimsin 


d 
2 1881 beg prior years, $208.53, 


For contingent A aee office of survey and Iowa, 
1881 and prior years, 
For contingent expenses, office of surveyor-general of Florida, 1881 and prior 
95 cents. 


For contingent expenses, office of surveyor-general of Colorado, 1881 and prior 
years, $476.31. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 29 of section 3, to insert: 

Department of Justice: For support of prisoners, United States courts, 1881 
and prior years, 8180. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

oe next amendment was, in section 3, in the a 

tment claims allowed by the Third Auditor an 
a ok after line 59, to insert: 
For Kany transportation, 1881 and prior years, $148,536.37. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, in theappropriations for Navy 
Department claims allowed by the Fourth Auditor and the Second 
ComptroMer,’’ in line 93, after 1881,“ to strike out: 

Except the claims setforth in said Executive Document No. 55, on 
27, nning with the om No, 6071, and extending down to the 
6108, inclusive, $6,110.95. 

So as to make the aoe read: ‘ 

For pay of the Navy, prior to July 1, 1881, $21,833.68, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading of the billis concluded, 
and the PEES amendments of the Committee on Appropriations are 


disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 84, at the end of line 289 of section 2, 
is an estimate of deficiencies sent in by the Treasury ent. 
‘There is a supplemental document to House Executive Document No. 
153, which has been put in, but the committee did not have it until 
this morning. It was first sent to the Committee on Claims by mistake. 

It is Senate Executive Document No. 101, zay opon Congress, 
second session, being a letter from the Secretary transmitting a sup- 
plemental bill of claims allowed by the accounting officers of the Treas- 


ions for War 
the Second Comp- 


26 and 
No. 


try under the act of March 3, 1849, for horses lost in the service. I 


move the following amendment to cover that estimate, to come in on 
page 84 after line 289 of section 2: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay the claims allowed by the Third 
Anditor and Second Comptroller under the act of — 3, rt Ae fete 
other property Jost in the military service, as rej Senate Executive Doc- 
ument No. 101, Forty-eighth Congress, second session, N the Secretary of the 
Treasury, $10,486.35. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. There are one or two matters that I wish to propose, 
On page 64, line 1564 of section 1; after the word ‘‘law,’’ I move to 
insert for professional services in the above case. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HALE. On the next page, 65, in line 1581, at the end of the 
line I call the attention of the Senator from Kansas, as this amend- 
ment is to meet a suggestion made by him—I move, after the word 
Department, to insert: 

tot a the in the s civil a; 
Boge non 2 ees ffecting same jundry ppropriation 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. On page 39, at the end of line 940, I move to insert: 

he 
. d traveling expences of assistant F 
office expenses and contingencies, $50,000. 

Mr. McMILLAN. For what year is that? Is that a deficiency ? 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. McMILLAN. What is the item for? 

Mr. HALE. For the next fiscal year. They are cared for, under the 
appropriation now operating for the present year, until July. 

Mr. McMILLAN. There is some legislation about to take place in 
the river and harbor bill, if passed, that may affect them. 

Mr. HALE: If the Senator thinks the river and harbor bill is likely 
to go throu, 

Mr. MOMILLAN. I think certainly it will, of course. 

Mr. HALE. Then I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The 
amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. HALE. Now on page 71, line 1721, after the words 1885,” I 
move to insert, including the Capitol police.” That will make the 
item conform to the bill of last year. 

Mr. PLUMB. I wish to chest to the application of this pence of 
a month’s extra pay to the annual employés of this body; and I think 
perhaps we ought to settle that question before the amendment of the 


| Senator from Maine is voted upon, because if the motion I make shall 


prevail his amendment will require to be stricken out. I agree that if 
we pay the annual employés a month’s extra pay we ought to include 
the Capitol police; but I think we ought not to pay any of them an ex- 
tramonth’s pay. If I can have the attention of the Senator from Maine 
for a moment I will suggest to him that he withhold his amendment 
until the vote is taken on the amendment I propose in line 1720, for 
the reason that if my motion prevails his will then have to be stricken 
out as being against the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. What does the Senator pro ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I propose to strike out the words annual and” be- 
fore the word session,“ in line 1720. If the Senate strikes those 
words out, then the insertion of the words the Senator proposes will be 
3 e If they are not stricken out the Capitol police ought to 

included. 


Mr. HALE. I think the Capitol police are on the annual roll. 

Mr. PLUMB. They are. 

Mr. HALE. Then the Senator’s amendment should come first, and 
I will withdraw mine for the present. 

* 5 PLUMB, I move to strike out in line 1720 the words annual 

U 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be reported 

The SECRETARY. In line 1720, before the word session,“ it is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘‘annual and; 80 as to read: 

To enable the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to pay to the officers and emp! of the Senate and House of p- 
resentatives borne on the session rolls on the 3d day of March, 1885, one month's 
extra at the compensation then paid them by law, which sums shall be im- 
mediately available. 

Mr. PLUMB. The facts are that many of these employés render 
about four or five or six months’ service in a year. They are already 
paid a very large sum for the service they render as compared with any 
persons not in Government employment. They render good service 
unquestionably; but it seems to me to be wrong to take these people 
who are paid annual salaries of large sums and give them a month’s 
extra pay. There is some reason for giving it to a Government em- 
ployé who comes here from a distant part of the country for three 
months at a short session and five or six at a long session, who has to 
go back in the interregnum and have no pay during the time he is ab- 
sent; but to give it to people whose pay goes on all the time, to the 
Secretary of Senate whom we pay about $5,000 a year, and the 
Sergeant-at-Arms and all the officials to whom we pay large sums, 


seems to me to be a wrong application of the public money. 
I think we might as well draw the line here as anywhere. We are 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2449 


of course under certain obligations to these people 

time who render valuable services and whose relations are agreeable, 
and we may feel called upon to do this as a gracious thing; but we 
should remember that we are not taking the money out of our own 


around us all the 


pockets. We ought to have some consideration for the public Treas- 
3 ought not to be raided in this way. 

. HALE. I think the Senator from Kansas is right. The com 
mittee took the provision as the House had prepared it, and also follow- 
ing the bill of last year, which covered both the session and the annual 
employés; but I think the considerations that are presented by the 
Senator from Kansas have great force, and I do not oppose his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FRYE. Is not there a little difficulty even with that amend- 
ment if it should be adopted ? 

Mr. PLUMB. We can perfect the section further whenever the Sen- 
ate adopts the principle. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
there are some six or eight committee clerks who are not annual, and 
yet, by reason of the committees having been allowed by resolution to 
9 practically become annual. 

Mr. PLUMB. I understand that, and I think there might be some 
other modification of the section; but the principle I am striving foris 
embodied in the amendment which [have proposed. If the Senate will 
. that we can adjust the provision to the facts of the case, I think. 

. HARRISON. The p ition of the Senator from Kansas is 
very pany right. Where a clerk is paid by the year for twelve full 
months when he is certainly not engaged in general about his commit- 
tee-work more than ten months in two years, or not half the time, the 
proposition to put him on the same level with the session clerks and 
employés who come here from distant homes, ps to serve three 
months, is not just. They have the expense of coming here and the 
expense of returning home at the end of three months. There seems to 
be a very plausible reason why that class of clerks should have some 
extra com ion, especially at the short session; but the reason does 
not apply at all to those who are on the annual roll of the Senate. There 
is mo reason why clerks who are not employed more than half the time 
about their official duties should have thirteen months’ pay in the year 
given to them. The ion of the Senator from Kansas is emi- 
nently right. Last night, through the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, three of the clerks of committees who were proposed to bemade 
annual but were not madeso, were, by order of the Senate constituting 
those committees to continue during the vacation, practically made 
annual. So the clerks of those committees will be drawing $6 a day 
for every day of the vacation. I think that also ought to be guarded 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 

by the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend by inserting after line 1743 

Mr. McMILLAN. Is the amendment from the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair supposed it was. 

Mr. PLUMB. No; not from the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas offers an 
amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 72, after line 1743, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

To pay Fred C. Peck additional compensation for services rendered the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions of the House of Representatives during the present 
session of Congress, $200. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that I offer the amendment at the request 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the House, who say that their 
clerk is only a session employé and by reason of the condition of the 
work he has been obliged to do a larger amount than usual, and they 
have unanimously asked that this be inserted in this bill. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Why did not the House provide 
for it? 

Mr.PLUMB. They state in regard to that that the manner of pass- 
ing the bill over there was so mysterious that they did not succeed 
either in getting a sight at the bill nor at the Committee on Appropri- 
ations in considering it. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I offer the following amendment to 
come in after line 758 on page 32: 


To pay Albert H. Emery, of the city and State of New York, in full settlement of 
all claims, 1 or equitable, which he has in any way against the United States 
on account of the cost of, and the time spent by him, and use of all patents and 
inventions in designing and constructing the e built and erected 
by him for the United States, or otherwise in any way on account of said ma- 

ne, the sum of $200,000, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap: 


Mr. HALE. I must make the point of order, of course. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine objects and 
raises the point of order. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Under what provision of Rule XVI 


is the point of order made? 
XVI 
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Mr. SHERMAN and others. It is a private claim. 

Mr. HALE. The committee examined this matter and, while they 
had a great deal of sympathy with this case, were clearly of opinion 
that it was a private claim. I do not suppose the Senator himself will 
claim that it is otherwise. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I observe that other private claims 
have been put on this bill, and some have been put on by the commit- 
bo I called the attention of the Senator from Maine to one private 

m. 

Mr. HALE. Iam glad the Senator speaks of that, for I looked af- 
terward to the papers and found that, instead of being a claim, it was 
a regular estimate sent in by the Secretary of the Treasury asking for 
an appropriation as a part of the estimates. 

Now, I do not know of a single private claim that the committee has 
put upon this bill; but, as I said a little while ago, it is pretty difficult 
at times to draw the line exactly as to where communications from De- 
partments make a case come under what is called an estimate, and, 
therefore, bring it within our rules; and the committee may err at times 
and places in that regard, because itis hard to find just the point where 
this rule applies. 

This case was looked upon as a clear and undoubted claim. These 
pressures come every year upon the committee to put meritorious claims, 
if they are meritorious, upon the bill, and the committee strives to keep 
them off and strives in one direction. It certainly has not any partial- 
ity. Ifit has any in this case it is in favor of the claim. 

Mr. HOAR. I hope if the objection can be waived in this case, or 
if it be a question of doubt with the Senator from Maine, the doubt will 
be resolved in favor of the claim. ` 

Mr. HALE. I did not mean to intimate that there was any doubt. 
I think it is a clear case. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not sure about that. Here is one of the great 
debts and obligations of the Government to a great public benefactor, 
who has done one of the most important public services that in a civil 
way could be rendered to the country and to the age. His invention 
is of great importance. 

Mr. VOORHEES. May I inquire of the Senator from Maine whether 
it is not true that there are a number of individual payments provided 
for in this bill, as much so as this would be? Unless Iam mistaken 
there are payments provided for claimants, or whatever you please to 
call them, those who have claims against the Government. 

Mr. HALE. There are hundreds of individual matters upon this 
bill, but they are sent in by the Departments after the accounts have 
been considered and audited by the proper auditing officers, and have 
become therefore established as a debt againt the Government, and are 
transmitted by the Secretary of the Treasury under estimates for ap- 
propriations. This is nothing of that kind. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I beg pardon. This has been estimated for here- 
tofore. It has been sent here from a Department; it has been reported 
upon by a committee of this body and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations from the Committee on Claims. I never knewa claim 
to have a higher standing so far as its sources are concerned. 

Mr. HOAR. Here is an item which catches my eye now, put on by 
the committee of their own motion: 

To pay Rider Henry and John J. Coughlin for services rendered in the Clerk's 
document-room, $242.50 each ; 1, 8488. 

If that should be put on for a service rendered at the request of one 
ofthe branches of Congress, why should not compensation be made to a 
man who, at the urgent request of one of the Departments of this Gov- 
ae invented a machine which has produced such wonderful re- 
sults ? 

Mr. HALE. Matters touching employés about the two Houses of 
course do not come under the rule about estimates from the Depart- 
ments; they are never considered as coming under that rule. 

Mr. HOAR. ‘There is not an estimate in this case. 

Mr. HALE. But itis not submitted as an estimate for an appro- 

riation. : 
z Mr. PLATT. I should like to inquire of the Chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims whether this claim has ever passed the Senate, and, 
if so, how many times? 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It has passed the Senate twice’at 
least; I think three times. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; twice. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. It has been favorably reported 
twice in the House, but has never been reached in that body. 

Mr. PLATT. I saw the Senator having charge of this bill yield to 
the manifest desire of the Senate a little while ago to appropriate 
$130,000 for the purpose of erecting a pedestal for a statue of Liberty 
Enlightening the World in the harbor of New York; and I think if he 
did that, he might yield for this very just claim to be paid. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I called the attention of the Senator 
from Maine to an amendment put into the bill by the Committee on 
Appropriations on page 52. The provision of Rule XVI under which 
the amendment I offer is claimed to be subject to a point of order is 
paragraph 4: 

No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, shall be 
received to any general appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out the provis- 


2450 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH: 3, 


ions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on the face 
of the amendment. . 


Now, whether or not the amendment on page 52 is, in the 
of the rule, made “ to carry out the ions of an exi law or a 
treaty stipulation’’ we do not know. If it be, then it is subject toa 
point of order, because it does not appear upon the face of the amend- 
ment that it is made FFC 
tion. Now, what, if anything, has the Senator from Maine to say to 
that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would rather leave the 

mestion to the Senate, verte MO amendment is in order or not, 

differing opinions upon it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have been listening to hear some Senator say 
that this was in order, that it was not a private claim. 

Mr. HALE. 5 Repais Nobody doubts 
that it isa pri yah om, ade 

The PRESIDING OFF OFFICER. his is certainly 8 claim, and 
the Chair supposes under that provision of the rule it is out of order. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lofer an amendment to the bill, coming in after 
the end of the one hundred and sixty-seventh line, on the eighth page. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate take a recess from 6 to 8 

o’clock, as we shall undoubtedly be up all night. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator from Iowa not to make 
an iron rule about a recess, because if we were within five or ten min- 
utes of finishing this bill it would be of great importance to gain the 
two hours of the recess. Ithink we shall finish the bill before 6 o’cloek, 
and I the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. ISON. I withdraw the motion at present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Minois [Mr. CULLOM] will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment is to add after line 
167: 


streetadjacent to marine hospital in Lakeview, III., $264. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. McMILLAN. I desire to offer an amendment to be inserted 
after line 1633. It was submitted and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, but in the hurry of the discharge of their duties it was 
overlooked. It is recommended by the Sergeant-at-Arms, just as in the 
case of the other employés similarly situated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Alfter line 1633 of section 1 it is proposed to 
insert: 
the 


Mr. PLATT. I feel bound to say, as a member of the Committee on 
Contingent Expenses, that there are many claims of that same nature 
which the committee has been very much importuned to report favor- 
ably upon, and we have declined to do it. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This claim is in the same situation as the other 
claims of Senate employés inserted in the bill. Ido not know that 
the amendment was referred to the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate. It was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and it has the approval and indorsement of the Sergeant-at-Arms, just 
as the items embraced in the bill on pages 66 and 67 have. 

The amendment proposes to pay the amount named to one of the 
employés of the Senate who received the wages of a laborer while per- 

the duties of a clerk, and very important duties. He is de- 
tailed at the city post-office and superintends the distribution of all 
the mail for the Senate post-office. Heis an expert in that matter, and 
performs very faithful and efficient service. 

The amendment has taken the course that all the amendments in- 
serted in the bill have taken; and the Committee on Appropriations 
merely overlooked it in the hurry of the discharge of their duties. 

Mr. PLATT. This claim I understand to be one of a number that 
seem in some way or other to have been laid before the Committee on 
Appropriations, while others of like character have been laid before the 
Committee on Contingent Expenses, There are a variety of cases where 
for one reason or another a person has been put upon the laborers’ roll 
here, and was glad to be put upon it, but has been assi to the per- 
formance of the duty of a messenger, or person receiving higher pay, 
and he was very glad to dothat work. The practiceis thataftera whi 
they come VVV a 
messenger’s pay or the pay of a person of higher 

A good many of those cases ee 1 7 9 tothe attention of 


the Committee on Contingent , in the 
eee eee eee such 
a person ought to receive the salary of the office which he accepted and 
not of the office the duties of which he performed when he was undoubt- 
edly very glad to perform them. 


Mr. McMILLAN. I have not heard of any such objection made by 
regard to similar items which are in 


the Senator from Connecticut in 


this bill, although they were adopted in his presence. The services per- 
ee ee nent ae y meritorious character. 28 
W 


these services is an in to 


amendments in other instances have been passed this one should receive 
the same consideration. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
—— by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask for a division. 

There were, on a division—ayes 6, noes 25; no N voting. 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is a quorum present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum 


present. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will with- 
draw his objection unless there is something very important about it 
upon which he must insist. Here are claims of this character which 
the Senate has voted in favor of on this bill, and in this case there has 
been an omission merely through an inadvertence and an o t. 
The amendment has received the same indorsement and the same at- 
tention which the other claims inserted in the bill have received. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No quorum has voted. The Chair 
ee ape the presence of a querum first before entertaining any 

iness. 

Mr. HARRIS. I demand the yeas and nays as the shortest way of 
developing the presence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair leave to that 
there is a quorum in the Chamber, if Senators will oblige the Chair by 
voting. If there be no objection, the Chair will again put the question, 

Mr. SABIN. I trast that the objection to the amendment will be 
withdrawn. I know something of this case. I have been informed 
by the postmaster and by several membersof the Department that this 
is one of the most worthy objects which could be presented; that this 
gentleman is doing clerical work in the Department, and is working at 
least an average of eee eee He is a very effi- 
cient and experienced clerk, and has been transferred there 
laborers’ roll. 

I believe there has not been a more meritorious amendment offered 
to the bill than the one which has been offered by my I cer- 
tainly hope that in thin case this amall pittance wil not be denied by 
a discrimination this 

Mr. BROWN. My objection is—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the debate ought 
not to be entertained without the consent of the Senate. The Chair 
will hear the Senator from Georgia, if there be no objection. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask unanimous consent to say a word in y to 
the 3 from Minnesota, as he vis bana on pje side. Iob- 
ject to the amendment as a precedent think it N 
I do not care to enter into a discussion of the = 
the proceedings, bat do iat think coahs tc wuinaean the exit 
division, because it is very evident that a . of the Senats 
is opposed to this claim. I will ask the from Minnesota 
whether it would not be more appropriate that he should withdraw the 
amendment ? 

Mr. McMILLAN. If Senators insist upon taking the yeas and nays 
and opposing this claim I pose it will follow that when we come 
into the Senate with the bill Senators will move to strike out all 
claims of a similar character. 

Mr. BROWN. I have not heard of any other claim of a similar char- 
acter, 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must put an end to this 
condition of uncertainty. The debate is proceeding by unanimous con- 
sent. The last vote disclosed that no quorum was present. 

Mr. PLATT. Lask unanimous consent to say a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? The Chair hears 

and unanimous consent is given. 

Mr. PLATT. Ifclaims have been already put in the bill of the na- 
ture of the one proposed by the Senator from Minnesota, which I did 
not suppose had been done, and if they have received the sanction of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I do not propose to make a point against 
a single claim which has been overlooked. 


Mr. HALE. The Committee on A ot ton at ee e 
these subjects tou the Senate em ttle 
information, and sent for the Secretary of the Senate and the 
at-Arms. The matters which they presented, upon ther statement 
that they had been investigated and were known to be 
the committee put in. The case now presented by the 
Minnesota was not brought before the committee by the Sergeant-at- 
Arms, but he stated to meafter the bill had been reported that he would 
have done with that claim as he did with the others if his attention 
had been called to the case; that he was in favor of it. So I did not 
make any „77! a een ee Sen- 
ator from cut. 

Mr. PLATT. I withdraw my objection to the amendment. 
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Mr. HALE. Then let us take a vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the Chair 
will take another division. 

Ee AOE Sion AEDO ee on a division—ayes 23, 
noes 19. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 


Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the Taeng votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7970) making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
1 for treaty sti with various Indian tribes 
or the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other C 


its disagreement to the twen siwai 3 one hundred 
and tenth, one hundred and th, one hundred and twelfth, and 
one hundred and thirteenth amendments of the Senate to the said 
bill, and agreed to the further conference asked by the Senate on the 

votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
E. JOHN of Louisiana, Mr. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN of Indiana, 
and Mr. THOMAS RYAN of Kansas managers of the further conference 
on the part of the House. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, and 
for prior years, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to present an amendment which I reported 
from the Committee on Epidemic Diseases, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and was omitted, I think, asa mere over- 
sight by the Committee on Appropriations. But before asking action 
upon the amendment I call the attention of the Senator from Maine 
to the fact that the 3 in lines 451, 452, and 453 is 
an amendment reported y the Committee on Appropriations and was 
not acted upon when the bill was being regularly read for action upon 
the amendments of the committee. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The present occupant of the chair was 
not here at the time. 

Mr. SHERMAN. In order to expedite business I make the sugges- 
tion for the unanimous consent of the Senate that as soon as this bill is 

of we shall proceed to the consideration only of pension cases 
reported favorably, and none others, or probably that a recess be taken 
9 
Mr. HARRIS. I suggest to the Senator from Ohio that we conclude 
the appropriation bill before we try our hand as to what we shall do 
next. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I am afraid we shall be in a few minutes without 
a quorum, and then we shall have tied ourselves here, and may waste 
two or three hours. 

Mr, HALE. I hope we may finish the bill in fifteen minutes, and 
then take a recess for two hours. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is exceedingly important that we should dis- 
= of the fortification bill this evening, and I think it can be done in 

een minutes when we get through with this bill. 

Mr. HALE. Let us get through with this bill first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee has 
called the attention of the Senate to an amendment which was inform- 
ally passed over. 

The Chief Clerk will report the amendment recommended by the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

eee CLERK. After line 450, the committee reported to insert: 

Michael Conlan for services as messenger in the National Board of 
Heal July 24, 1879, to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. This man was employed as a messenger in the Na- 
tional Board of Health. Every dollar of salary that was due him for 
the time he served was paid him, but I find in the sundry civil appro- 
priation act of 1883 that there was an appropriation to pay him for the 
same services over again to the extent of two hundred and forty-eight 
dollars and some cents. I think thisamendment ought to be rejected. 
That is all I have to say about it. Iam indifferent as to what is done 
with it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HARRIS. Now I askaction upon the amendment which I sent 
to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be 

The CHIEF CLERK. at line 441, it is moved to strike out 
all down to and including the word doll, in line 450, in the fol- 
lowing words: 

ran ane the secretary of the board from April 1, 1334, to March 1, 1835, 


1, 1881, to March 31, 1885, $300. 
For For pay of of building Stine ec f 1884. to March 31, 1885, $900, 


And to insert: f 
For per diem and expenses of members of the board, including the of 
the secretary, from April 21,1884, to June 30,1585, $5,550 ; 8 
statione and Se for salaries of employés, N 


e f $ia; in all, 
Mr. HALE. 83632 from listening to it, 
it is meant to carry the ions through the remainder of the 
fiscal year, instead of in March. 
Mr. HARRIS. 3 The House appropriation 
covers the deficiency to the 31st day of March, but does not extend it 


to the end of the fiscal year. 
Mr. HALE. I do not object to that amendment. 
The amendment was to. 


Mr. HAMPTON. In section 2, after line 61, I move to insert: 


Ten thousand five hundred dollars, to refund to collected 
from them without warrant of law as in payment of 1 
laws, in accordance with the recent decision of the Court of Claims in the case 
of Joseph W. Harrison vs. the United States. 


The 1 The ee Sie, agreeing to the 
amendment pro by the Senator 

Mr. HAMPTON. Before the amendment is acted on I beg to say that 
there was pd coo i eee DATO Seg 
which I havecorrected. The printed copy reads James W. Harrison.’ 
The name is Joseph W. Harrison.“ eee eee 
ance with a letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that 

Ten thousand five hundred dollars should be torefund to persons 
money collected from them without warrant of law asin payment of dues under 


the direct tax-laws, in accordance with the recen een ee 
in the case of Joseph W. Harrison vs. the U; States. 


eee a recommendation for its favorable consideration 
by Congress and si H. M Secretary.“ 

Mr. HALE. I do not understand that this is a judgment of the Court 
of Claims, but it is a claim based upon some principle enunciated or 
established in a decision of that court. While that might entitle it to 
the consideration of the proper committee, I am very clear that it 
should go tosome other committee than the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and therefore I must make the point of order. 

Boy PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 
0 

Mr. HAMPTON. I suggest to my friend from Maine that this amend- 
ment was by the decision of the Chair referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and I thought it was simply an accident that it had 
been omitted. 

Mr. DOLPH. After line 1489 I move to insert: 

To enable the of the Treasury to settle and pay the accounts of 
Edward S. Kearny, late United States marshal for the district of from 
March 3, 134 to August 4,1854, $2,820.46, or so much thereof as shall be neces- 


wate. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Oregon if there is a reg- 
ular estimate from the Secretary of the Treasury with a recommenda- 
tion of the appropriation. 

Mr. DOLP It comes with a recommendation from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. It was introduced by the Senator from Vermont 
(Mr. EDMUNDS]. It was referred to the Senate Committee on the Ju- 
diciary and reported favorably from that committee. I take that to be 
oe jodement of of the committee that it is a proper amendment to the 


The facts are simply that the term of Mr. Kearny, the United States 
marshal for Oregon, expired on the 3d of March, 1884. He held over 
because his suecessor was not appointed until the Ist of August, 1884/ 
He earned his fees and paid money for the expenses of the courts. 
When he came to the Treasury Department to settle his accounts the 
officers there held that eee the court did not make an order on the 
3d of March appointing him they could not pay the expenses out of the 
regular appropriation. This is simply an appropriation to enable the 

to settle for his fees during the interim. : 

As I said, we have the judgment of the Committee on the J 
eat eee eee 33 Tate donee 
clause precisely similar in the bill authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to settle the accounts of Paul Strobach, late United States 
marshal for the southern district of Alabama, almost in identical lan- 
guage, which is already in the bill. It involves no ap; riation. It 
simply authorizes the adjustment of the accounts makes the ap- 
propriation to pay them when they are adjusted. It authorizes the set- 
tlement of accounts which accrued in the ordinary business, in the per- 
formance of the official duties of the marshal for the district, and the 
ede reason why he was not paid without an appropriation 8 
was that there had been a neglect of the court to enter an order on the 
3d of March that he should act as marshal. But he did hold over as he 


pappo i under the original appointment with his bondsmen, aoe eee 


the services. 

Mr. HALE. Did the Committee on the Judiciary report this as an 

sence: to the appropriation bill, sending it to the Committee on 
? 

Mr. DOLPH. They did, and it went to the Committee on Appro- 

in connection with another amendment. Both were sub- 


priations 
mitted at the same time. One of the amendments submitted by me 
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was adopted by the committee, and this amendment, I suppose, was 


accidentally omi 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GORMAN. After line 379 I move toinsert: 
f b. 
To ee Grafton ian whiven wate opi pages eronda — o7 


4, 2 
for postal funds. $2,430; and for money-order funds, 61. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. There can be no question about this amendment. 
I offered it in the Senate, and it was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, accompanied with a letter from the Postmaster-General, in 
which he states the fact of the burglary and loss at the Annapolis post- 
oflice and that the whole matter had been investigated by the Depart- 
ment. 

The act of 1882 provides for the adjustment of these claims except 
for postal funds. ‘The amount of those funds lost was $2,430. 

lis, the capital of Maryland, is, I believe, the only State cap- 
ital in the Union where provision has not been made for a post-office 
barn pe ARS temporary affair is rented, which is far from being burglar- 
proof. y gentleman who is now at Annapolis met 
with this loss, it has left him absolutely bankrupt. 

I holdin my hand a letter from the Postmaster-General, in which he 
says he has had the affair investigated, and that the amounts other 
than that for postal funds the Post- Office Department would allow, but 
under the act of 1882 he can not allow for postal funds without further 
legislation. It is a perfectly just and meritorious claim, and all the 
provisions of the rule have been complied with. 

Mr. HALE. That is the kind of claim which is continually being 
reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I must 
make the point of order against it. 

The P IDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine makes the 
point of order. The Chair holds that the point is well taken. 

Mr. MORGAN. At the last session of Congress a committee was 
raised in the Senate and another committee was raised in the House 
for the purpose of investigating the capacity of this country for pro- 
ducing iron, steel, &. The two committees, having precisely the same 
duties, during the recess of Congress acted jointly on several occasions. 
They procured, as was mentioned by the chairman of the committee 
to-day, a good deal of information of a valuable character. The House 
expiring to-morrow at 12 o’clock, it can not by resolution appoint a 
committee. That can only be done by an act of Congress. 

It has been brought to the attention of the Senate committee by 
members of the House that itis very desirable that these two commit- 
tees should be maintained in some way, so that they may continue their 

int action during the coming recess. The Senate this morning author- 

zed its committee to sit in the vacation and to proceed to complete 
this very im t work. 

The committee of the Senate to inquire into the capacity of steel-pro- 
ducing works in the United States have instructed me under the cir- 
cumstances to present an amendment and to ask that it may be placed 
upon this bill. I wish to remark before the amendment is read that 
it must be in its nature until the 1st of June a deficiency, because there 
is no money remaining appropriated now, so far as I am advised at least, 
out of which the House committee could be supplied. I ask the atten- 
tion of the Senate tothe amendment. After line 1743 I move to insert: 
. r— the House adopted July 6 1864, to im 
quire as to the ca city of steel-producing works in the United and for 
other pupone; $3,000, And said committee, with its present membership, is 


contin commission until January 1, 1888. sum shall be immedi- 
ately available. 


Mr. HARRISON. 
committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; itis to enable the House to continue its com- 
mittee. Otherwise it could not doso. 

Mr. HARRISON. Have these committees been ordered separately, 
and are they acting together? 

Mr. MORGAN. They have been appointed tely and are act- 
ing together, and without this amendment the House portion of the 
committee falls entirely, and we shall lose the benefit of their services 
and of the experience they have gained. 

I wish to make onefurtherremark. This very important matter, as 
I conceive it to be and as every Senator here will it it is, will de- 
pend for its success, and more particularly for its speedy success, upon 
the concurrence of the committees of the two Houses. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Will the Senator from Alabama allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. As I und the amendment pro- 

ses to provide for the House portion of the Joint Committee on the 
or the Committee on Rules. 
Mr. MORGAN. It is neither. It is to inquire into the steel-pro- 
ducing capacity of the United States. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. But the present House of Representa- 


Do I understand this item to relate to a House 


compose the committee have not been re-elected. I donot see how we 
can create such a committee. 5 

Mr. MORGAN. All the members who were appointed on that com- 
mittee have been re-elected to the next House. The amendment pro- 
ceeds to constitute the House part of the committee a commission. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I have no objection at all to the amend- 
ment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SABIN. After line 1430, I move to insert: 

That the of Treas d 8 
rected to 5 5 int —— eee o 
to Clement A. Lo „postmaster at Bismarck, Dak., the sum of $150, that 
being the amount expen by said Lounsberry in the payment of clerks neces- 
sarily employed in said office from April 1, 1881, to June 30, 1882, and which 
amount was disallowed in the seitlement of accounts, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. SABIN. The substance of the amendment is a bill reported 
from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, which is on the 
Calendar. It is a shortage due the Department by the postmaster at 
Bismarck, which was occasioned by extra clerk-hire during the three 
or four years when the Northern Pacific Railroad was being constructed 
and when a large and unexpected mass of post-office business accumu- 
lated in his office. The Department are insisting, of course properly, 
upon a settlement of the accounts, and are threatening unless the same 
be settled at once the arrest of the ex-postmaster. 

Mr. Lounsberry is one of the best citizens in that Territory. He is 
one of the pioneers. He was a t soldier, and he settled at Bis- 
marck during its early days. He is entirely financially incapacitated 
to meet this demand upon him. It is a thoroughly worthy and meri- 
torious allowance, and I trust there will be no question about the Sen- 
ate allowing the claim. 

Mr. HALE. I must pursue the same course in this case that I have 
pursued in others, and make the point of order upon the amendment. 

PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair must decide that the 
amendment is out of order. M 

Mr. CONGER. Before the Chair decides the amendment to be out 
of order I wish to cali the attention of the Chair to the question. This 
amount is recommended by the Postmaster-General. It was estimated 
for and recommended to Congress to be passed. It has all the indicia 
of a regular estimate for an appropriation to be made in this bill. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest to the Senator that it is not the Postmaster- 
General who has the authority by law to submit estimates, but it is the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The heads of other Departments do not 
submit estimates to Congress. All their estimates are revised by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who then submits them to Con 8 

Mr. CON GER. That may be a very good statement of fact, but it 
has nothing to do with our rule. 

Mr. WILSON. I will state that this case was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and that committee unanimously 
reported the bill which has been used for the purpose of presen: this 
amendment. The amendment is in the precise language of the bill re- 
ported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. In his com- 
munication to the House committee the Postmaster-General used thir 
language: 

account of the large regist n large 
coe originati in the several . Sees lorena eee 
no doubt that the clerical force employed by the postmaster was needed to con- 
duct the business of the office. 

He paid his money, his vouchers were presented, and, as I said, the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads reported unanimously in 
favor of the passage of a bill for his relief. 

Mr. CONGER. One of the provisions of the first paragraph of Rule 
XVI is that such an amendment shall not be in order unless the same 
be moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the Senate, 
which has been done in this case, or proposed in pursuance of am esti- 
mate of the head of some one of the Departments.“ What is a Post- 
master-General but the head of some one of the Departments ? 

Mr. HALE. But the Postmaster-General does not submit estimates 
to Congress. The Senator, I presume, is aware that all the estimates 
come from the Secretary of the Treasury. He is the revising power. 
The propositions which are sent to Congress, and come before the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, are some of them from the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral through the Secretary of the Treasury, thereby making it an esti- 
mate, or from the Secretary of the Navy through the Secretary of the 
Treasury, thereby making it an estimate, but it is never considered an 
estimate regularly made unless transmitted by the final scrutinizing 


power. 2 
Mr. CONGER. I should like to have the decision of the Chair 
whether the rule is to be construed to read: 
C = head of some one of the De- 
I supposed we had rules that were intelligible to a common under- 
standing, and I claim to have at least the ordinary understanding of 


tives dies to-morrow at 12 o’clock. Perhaps the gentlemen who now | language. 
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Mr.HALE. Has this ever been estimated for by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir; and recommended to Congress for passage. 

Mr. HALE. Where? 

Mr. CONGER. In a printed document sent to the House, which is 
to be found in Senate report No. 1024. 

Mr. HALE. I have not looked at that document, but I am informed 


by members of the committee who have considered the question that | 1883 


this item has never been estimated for. 

Mr. CONGER. I have read, I think, the proposition of the Post- 
master-General. 

Mr. HALE. There may be a letter from him. 

Mr. CONGER. It is an estimate. 

Mr. HALE. Hardly. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator undoubtedly withdraws the point he 
made about an estimate coming from the Secretary of the Treasury to 
be effective. 

Mr. HALE. No; I do not withdraw it. Ido not know what the 
course has been in the Senate, but I know the law requires that all es- 
timates shall be submitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, and that 
ev g in relation to estimates comes through that channel. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for making a statement 
from memory, I think I am not mistaken in saying that a letter from 
the head of a Department coming in while an appropriation bill is on 
its passage, long after the regular estimates are made at the beginning 
of asession of applies; and items of proposed expenditure have 
been tedly sent in by every Department. 

Mr. . The Senator ismuch older in Senatorial life than I am, 
but I know that in looking at estimates one of the questions which 
the committee considers is that the estimate must go through the re- 
vising power. The Secretary of the Treasury frequently cuts down the 
estimates of other ents. 

Mr. CONGER. In that way, according to the rule, there would be 
no such thing as an estimate of the head of some one of the Depart- 
ments“ unless the of the Treasury consented. 

The PRESIDING OFFI It is the opinion of the Chair that 
under the existing law this is not an estimate of the head of a Depart- 
ment unless it comes in accordance with law through the Secretary of 
the Treasury. The Secretary of the Treasury revises and submits these 
estimates. It is a good foundation. 

Mr. CONGER. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Michigan will wait 
until the Chair has concluded hisremark. The Chair is of opinion that 
it would be an excellent basis of a bill to pay the claim, but if a tech- 
nical objection is made that it is not an estimate in the sense of the law, 
the Chair is of opinion that the point is well taken. 

Mr. CONGER. . Unless the estimate comes through the Secretary of 
the Treasury? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes. 

Mr. CONGER. From that I appeal. I appeal from that construc- 
tion of the last part of the first clause of Rule XVI, which reads or 


Peparing ne estimate of the head of some one of the 
ts.” S 


PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? [Putting the ques- 
tion.] The noes appear to have it. The noes have it. The Senate 
decides that an estimate of the head of some one of the Departments 
is an estimate in the sense of the sixteenth rule. 

Mr. CONGER. I suppose the amendment is now regularly before 

-the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Now let us see whether the Postmaster-General has 
ever estimated for this item. I make that point of order, and I should 
like to have the Chair rule upon it. 

Mr. CONGER. I will read theletter of the Postmaster-General: 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE FIRST AssIsTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
SALARY AND ALLOWANCE Divistox, 
Washington, D. C., April 5, 1884. 
Srn: Your letter of the 24th ultimo to the Postmaster-General, inclosing Senate 
bill unsberry, postmaster at Bismarck, Dak., 


has been referred to this office. 

In reply you are informed that theclaim of Mr. Lounsberry to be for 
the sum of $750 alleged to have been expended by him for clerk- „from April 
1, 1881, to June 30, 1882, in excess of the auth allowances made by this oi A 
and from aletter to this office by Mr. Lounsberry, the amount claimed 
is itemized as follows: 


Paid to Frank D. Bolles: 


——— V ᷣV KAI I 2 —-——ů——R——R——ͤ—ͤE———2——ͤů———2—————ͤ——6— arenes 


—— ü⅛—h—ͥ— 4᷑— ͤ— — 750 


It also appears from his statement that during the year 1881 his total di- 
ture for clerk-hire was $1,150, or $450 in excess of the amount allowed by the Pe- 


* 


, or $475 more than his sllow- 
was expended for clerk-hire, or 
than the regular allowance for clerks; but out of the 
lus fund for clerks in post-offices at the close of the fiscal year ending June 


ent; and in 1882 he 
8 clerks, During t 
an excess of $609.53 more 


30, 


id $1,300 for clerk 
year 1883 $2,009, 


883, the sum of $404.13 was approved and allowed by this office. 
is marek 


post-office during the years 


The gross receipts which accrued at the B 
in question were as follows: 


On account of the large registry business, and the large amount of free busi- 
ness originating in the several Government offices located at Bismarck, there is 
no doubt that the clerical force employed by. the postmaster was needed to con- 
duct the business of the office, 


Very respectfuall: 
id X FRANK HATTON, 
First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. James F. WILSON, 


Chairman Subcommittee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. HALE. What I asked for was the estimate of the head of the 
ent. There has been nothing thus far that even under such 
a construction of the rule as the Senate has just placed upon it would let 
this claim in. The paper that has just been read is nothing but a com- 
munication from one of the subordinates of the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from Michigan allow me to read 
the law on this point? 

The PRESIDING, OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan 

ield ? 
AET CONGER.. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I read from the deficiency act of last session, 
which is now the law, page 254: 

And hereafter all estimates of appropriations and estimates of deficiencies in 
a n ad OO anil be. ASTANE to Congres Gapemh the ton: 
retary of the Treasury, and in no other manner; and the said 
first cause the same to be . classified, compiled, indexed, and printed 
under the supervision of the chief of the division of warrants, estimates, and 
appropriations of his Department, 

Mr. CONGER. That does not change the question of the construc- 
tion of the rule at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It fortifies the opinion of the Chair, 
however. 

Mr, CONGER. It adds to the opinion perhaps. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The opinion of the Chair remains as 
it stood. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that there is not even the 
estimate of the head of a Department for the amendment. If the 
Chair will look at the communication which the Senator from Michi- 
gan has just read he will see very clearly that it is not such an esti- 
mate. Does the Senator from Michigan claim that what he has read is 
the estimate of the head of a Department? 

Mr. CONGER. I claim that it is from the Post-Office ent, 
and that it is from the proper officer who has charge of this branch of 
the service. 

Mr. HALE. Buttherule of theSenate which has been invoked and 
which the Senate sustained says the head of a ent. There 
is no subordinatein the Department who can fill that bill. The amend- 
ment is clearly out of order even upon the Senator’s interpretation. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. Hatton is the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HALE. He was not at the time he wrote the letter. I do not 
think we had better have much more of this discussion, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine raises the 
point that the amendment is not the estimate of the head of a Depart- 
ment. The Chair did not ascertain the fact from the communication 
which was read. Was that from the head of a Department ? 

Mr. CONGER. It was from the then Assistant Postmaster-General, 
who is now the head of the Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair decides that the point of 
order is well taken. The estimate was not made by the head of a De- 


partment. 
Mr.CALL. After line 1633 I move to insert: 


For com to T. B. Kelcher from December 1, 1882, to February, 1833, 
as a skilled laborer and acting messenger, $250. a, 

That is a similar case to the other items which have been adopted in 
the bill. Itis acase which is well known to myself and to the Senator 
from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] on the Committee on Patents. It has 
been recommended by the t-at-Arms. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. HALE. I offer an amendment which was offered once before, 
which the committee inadvertently left out. At the end of line 907 I 
move to insert: 

For salaries and traveling expenses of the Mississippi River Commission, and 
for salaries and traveling expenses of assistant engineers under them, and for 
office expenses and contingencies, $50,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any law for it? 
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Mr. HALE. It is simply continuing the Mississippi River Commis- 


sion. 

Mr. CONGER. Why in this bill? I make the point of order that 
the amendment is not estimated for. 

Mr. HARRISON. It has been estimated for. These are regular 
officers of the United States upon regular salaries. They are officers of 
the Mississippi River Commission. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York (in his seat). Their offices ought to be 
abolished. 

Mr. HARRISON. The Senator from New York remarks sotto voce 
that the offices ought to be abolished, but until they are abolished I 
take it that their salaries ought to be paid. There can be no question, 
as the Senator from Maine will verify, that the estimates are in the 
Book of Estimates to pay the salaries of these officers, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan 
make a point of order upon the amendment? 

Mr. CONGER. It may bein the Book of Estimates, but I do not 
find it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not speak of his own 
knowledge. The Senator from Maine will inform the Chair whether 
these items are in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. HALE. I can not put my hand on the p but I have no 
doubt they are. It is a regular established branch of the Government 
that is appropriated for every year. 

Mr. HARRISON. What has that todo with the question when the 
amendment is reported from the Committee on Appropriations ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair eee the point of 
order. 

Mr. CONGER. I did not hear it stated that y amendment was 


by the Committee on t it was of- 
„ it was 
re from the committee. 
. HALE. It was by the committee. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER vo the question on agreeing to the 
amendment and declared that the noes”? a to prevail. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to say just one word. I can not under- 
stand what Congress could mean, while the law remains constituting 
certain officers with a certain fixed annual salary, if the Congress of 
the United States shall refuse to pay their salaries. It does seem to me 
that the Senate of the United States is not ready to take that action. 
Here are these gentlemen constituting the comm — Malor Harrod 
of Louisiana, Judge Taylor, and others. They have their offices and 
the expenses of rent incurred in pursuance of law; and yet the Congress 
of the United States proposes to say to that body of gentlemen, ‘* We 
shall not pay you one cent.’’ 

Mr. H aR They could recover in the Court of Claims. 

Mr. HARRISON. Undoubtedly they could. They could recover 
their salaries. It is an obligation eee by reject- 
ing this proposition. It strikes me that Senators certainly have not 
realized this proposition, or they would not be voting here to refuse to 
pay an officer who is just as much entitled to his salary as any Senator 
who sits in his seat here. It would be just as fair a proposition to strike 
out this appropriation as to leave out of an appropriation bill the provis- 
ion for the pay of Senators. 

Mr. DOLPH, I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana if it is 
customary to make an appropriation in a deficiency bill for the salaries 
of regular officers of the Government? 

Mr. HARRISON. This appropriation should not have been here; it 
should have been in the ve, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill, or in the sundry civil appropriation u bill. It has apart 
one of those bills from year to year. This amendment is 
from those acts, except that the annual amount appropria paieras a 
has been $75,000 and the Committee on A riations have reduced 
it to $50,000. It is copied literally from sundry civil appropria- 
tion act as it has passed the Senate year after year since the commission 
has been in force, except that the amount has been reduced by $25,000. 
This is not the appropriate bill, but on account of that omission it is 
entirely proper to have it inserted here, and the committee reported to 
place it 

Is it to be supposed that those gentlemen could be removed by a 
failure to make the necessary appropriation, without any notification of 
dismissal, without a repeal of the law, having established, in pursuance 
of law, an office in Saint Louis, having incurred obligations for rent, 
having civil clerks and employés, having a large amount of Govern- 
ment property in their charge which must be cared for and stored and 
put out of the way if it is not to be used? Is it to be supposed that Con- 
gress has suddenly determined that it will pay them nothing, that it 
will not pay the rent of the offices they occupy, that it will pay them 
no salaries, that it will not give them a dime to travel to places where 
their implements of work are, in order to see that they are not put out 
of the way? I am sure Senators are not in favor of such a proposition. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the retest from Maine. 

The amendment was 

Mr. VANCE. In section 2, Tine 373, I move to inerease the appro- 


tion for compensation of postmasters, readjusted under the act of 
{arch 3, 1883, from $140,498.79 to $240,498.79. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment pro) by the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. WILSON. I am very glad to know that that amendment has at 
last been able to get before the Senate. For the last hour, represent- 
ing the action of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, I have 
been trying to get such an amendment before the body, and I congratu- 
late the Senator from North Carolina upon his success. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I wish to submit a brief word of ex- 
planation. 

Under the law authorizing the salaries and payments to postmasters 
to be readjusted the Auditor has been readjusting them by States, and 
there has been heretofore a refusal to pay og Shanes the whole were 
readjusted. The appropriation in the is intended to enable the 
postmasters to be paid as fast as their claims are audited and readjusted. 
The Auditor reported that on the Ist of January there were one hun- 
dred and forty-odd thousand dollarsdue; that by the 4th of March there 
would be rhesus see readjusted cores ees and a still greater 

before Congress assembled againin December. In order to pre- 
vent those postmasters whose accounts may be properly readjusted un- 
der the law from having to wait for another a ion I to 
jagen this appropriation $240,498.79 instead of $140,498.79. 

N. The amendment should be, I think, in several di- 
Feit and in order to present it 
made by the acting 
ment offered by the Senator from North in lines 373, 374, 
a! e „40, 498.79 and inserting 78,481.23; so as to 


——ů———— 


Mr. HALE. ee eee eee eee 

as readjusted to this time? 

Mr. WILSON. It does. In a letter addressed to the President of 
the Senate, the acting Postmaster-General says, with reference to this 
very estimate: 

The total amount found due to the postmasters by adjustments completed to 


date is $178,481.23. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. That should go in of course. The 
House did not report an amount large enough. 

Mr. WILSON. That is the first amendment I desire to offer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment pro- 
ee sear res North Carolina. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON. In line 375, chant the word cents,“ I move to in- 
sert: 

For compensation of asters to be readjusted under said act during the re- 

eee ‘pres ected tor tonto dj ng 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. WILSON. I wish tostate that in the letter of the acting Post- 
master-General from which I have read he makes this statement: 


The bable P WEEE ORE AE E E 
made within the prosent fiscal year, with the present cleri cal force, may be stated 
at 


Inasmuch as this is an approximate statement, I have reduced the 
amount from $255,436 to $200,000, which will furnish an amount pos- 
ois ane, eee eee accounts that will be adjusted during 
the remainder of the present fiscal year. 

The Senator from Maine who 8 bill raises the point 
of order against the amendment. I wish to state, in the first place, 
that this is in a certain sense an estimate of the head of a Department, 
although it does not come in the form preseribed by the law read by 
the Senator from Missouri a short time since. It does not seem to me 
that it is obnoxious to the * of order, notwithstanding it does not 
conform in that respect. is in every proper sense connected with 
the business of the office for this year a deficiency. There has been no 
appropriation made for it, al under the general law these accounts 
should have been paid out of the current appropriations for the salaries 
of and then the item would have come before Congress in 
the form of an estimate for a deficiency in connection with the appro- 

riation. 
y Mr. HARRIS. I dislike to raise a question of order, but in view of 
the late hour of the day, it being the last day of Congress, I an bon 
state to the Senator from Iowa that a question of order is not debatable 
under the rule. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Iowa begs to state to the Senator 
from Tennessee that he is well advised of that, but he desired to ex- 
plain the amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I rise to a question of order, and my point of 
order is that the Senator from Iowa is out of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A point of order is not debatable. 

3 WILSON. eee eg of that, but I was proceeding, 
as IL sup 

The PRESIDING OFFICE OFFICER, R Tus Chair desired information upon 
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the amendment to decide the point of order. He is not now aware of 
— precise nature of the amendment proposed. The amendment will 


The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 375, after the word cents,“ 

it is proposed to insert: 
compensation of to der said act 

For 3 Ff. during the 

Mr. HALE. There is no estimate for it here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. WILSON. Of course I do not desire at this time, and with a 
Senate which would probably disclose the want of a quorum, to take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair, although I believe that on a 
Lamar of the question the amendment would be found to be in 


er. 

Mr. BROWN. We had to get h with the bill before 
this hour. As there is no telling how long we be detained in dis- 
cussion here 

Mr. HALE. Weare almost through. I think we can finish the bill 
in five minutes. 

Mr. BROWN. If we can get through with it soon, all right; but I 
was going to make a motion to take a recess. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I move to add to the bill the following 
paragraph: 


n ee laborers and others for services rendered, 

tion light-house at Point Concepcion, California, as follows: Employés, 

Point Concepcion light, $3,784.70; Miguel Ortego, 8480.14; Charles Ashton, $270; 

Pigeon Point light-station, $980.99: sundry small bills, $1,200.95; Martin and P. 

B. Murphy, $10,000; O. B. Shaw, $1,743.87; in all, $15,465.65, in accordance with 
of the Secretary Treasu: 


the recommen of the ry of February 21, 1883 (House 
of Representatives Executive Document No. 87, Forty-seventh Congress, second 


Mr. HALE. I raise the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. MILLER, of California. I wish to debate the point of order so 
far as to say that this is a deficiency because of the sums due for labor 
and material furnished in the construction of the light-house. The ap- 
propriations were made and the money was stolen by the Government 
officers having it in charge, and these people were never paid. The 
amount was estimated for by the Secretary of the Treasury, February 
21, 1852. The whole case is explained in Executive Document No. 87, 
Forty-seventh Congress, second session. j 

Mr. HALE. There is no estimate for this appropriation. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, This is the estimate. 

Mr. HALE. That is an old letter to the last Congress. There isno 
estimate for this 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair holds that the point of 
order is well taken, there being no estimate. 

Mr. HALE. Now I hope we shall have a vote on the bill. I know 
other Senators feel as I do. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to take not a second in order to put the con- 
ferees of the Senate on the same footing with the House conferees in 
reference to the little extra allowance made to their employés by the 
bill. In line 1717, after the word Senate, I move to strike out 
and the Clerk of the House ef Representatives;“ and in line 1719, 
after the word ‘‘Senate,’’ I move to strife out the words and House 
of Representatives.’’ That will put the conferees of the two Houses 
upon exactly the same ground in respect to this little petty appropria- 
tion. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

The PRESIDING OFFICER subsequently said: The Chair is in- 
formed by a message from the Senator from Oregon [Mr. DOLPH] that 
in the deficiency bill there is a paragraph on page 52 which was tem- 
porarily laid aside and not finally acted upon. 

Mr. HALE. That is well enough. There is no harm done. 

Mr. DAWES. II it is in the text, it is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is reported to the Chair that the 
ee that page was informally laid aside and no action was 
taken. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has not been adopted and is not in the bill, 
and the bill is passed without it. 

Mr. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed, so as to agree or disagree to the amendment. We relieve our- 
selves of all questions byacting on that motion. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the votes by which the bill was passed and ordered to a third 
reading be reconsidered for the purpose of acting on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee asks unan- 
E D N VAA Jaala O Gay Na pratin do 
to a third reading be reconsidered. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none. The deficiency appropriation bill is still in the Senate and open 
to amendment, and the amendment proposed by the Committee on Ap- 
propriations will be read. 


&c., in the construc- 


The CHIEF CLERK. On page 52, after line 1262 of section 1, the 
Committee on Appropriations propose to insert: Fe 

For amount due to Isaac G. Baker for one hundred and sixty-two head of beef- 
cattle taken by Fort Peck Indians October 14, 1878, while in process of delivery 
under his contract dated June 21, 1878, $5,820.20. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FORTIFICATIONS APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. DAWES. I ask that the pending order be informally laid 


e. . 
Mr. BLAIR. I ask that the lar order be laid before the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. e regular order will be laid before 
the Senate. The title of the bill will be read. j 
The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7718) restoring John Snyder to 


the praon -roll.” ’ 
. DAWES. Lask that that may be informally laid aside to take 
up the fortification bill. 3 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
that the regular order be laid aside informally that the Senate may 
take up the fortification bill. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CONGER. I object. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to take up the fortification bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves to take up the fortification bill. The question is on that mo- 
tion. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President l 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion to lay aside one bill to take 
up another is not debatable. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Is itamendable? If itis, I move to take up the 
river and harbor appropriation bill instead. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will put the question 
again. The question is on the motion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to lay aside the pending order and take up the fortification bill. 

The motion was to. oy 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. Mr. President—— ws 

Mr. DAWES. I suggest that we can this bill in ten minutes. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. If the Senator will permit me 
to have five minutes in exeeutive session I will consent. I move that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. aly 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can pass the fortification bill in five minutes. 
There are only three pages of it. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Pennsylvania moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was not agreed to. $ 

Mr. DAWES. Now I hope weshall proceed with the fortification bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 8279) making appropriations for fortifications and other, 
works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the fiscal year end. 

June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. H 
r. DAWES. Lask unanimous consent that the bill be read for 
amendment. $ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the bill will be read for amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 14, after the words Ord- 
nance to strike out ‘‘two of the artillery corps of the Army,” 
and after the word Navy,“ in line 15, to insert and two civilians;’’ 
so as to read: ( 

And the President of the United States shall appoint a board, of which the 

of War shall bea member and president, to be composed of two officers! 
of the Engineer two from the Ordnance Corps, two officers of the line of 
the Navy, and two civilians, which board shall examine and report at what ports 
fortifications or other defenses are most urgently — . — the character and 


kind of defenses best adapted for each, with reference ent, the utiliza- 
tion of torpedoes, mines, or other defensive appliances. — 


ed 


The amendment was to. ar, 

The next amendment was, after the word appliances,“ in line 20, 
to insert: A 

And for the and of said board in the of 
said duty the sum of 1000. to be immediately available, is — . — 


ated; and the report of said board shall 
retary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 26 to 
line 33, inclusive, im the following words: 

For the expenses of said board, and fi h plans, tests, and experiments 
may be required to enable said board to determine upon the best methods of 
ies for defensive works, and for the purchase and erection of 

ro! and composite armor in the form of sections of turrets, gun shields, 
and iron embrasures, for actual competitive tests, or any other question con- 
nected with their duties, $300,000, the same to be —— available, 


The amendment was to. 


be transmitted to Congress 3. — 


The next amendment was to strike out the clause from line 46 to line 
51, inclusive, as follows: 


For the purchase and competitive test of specimens of the various kinds of 
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machine-guns now in use, and of any others which may be presented and 
deemed worthy of consideration, but eee. N 
until tested and approved by the board in provi for; for constructing 
and testing experimental gun-carriages. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I desire to object to that amendment of the com- 
mittee, because I wish to leave the War Dopuna open to the right 
to purchase machine-guns. They are wholly constructed out of the 


appropriations in the fortification bill. They are in the estimates of | gUn 


the Treasury Department, in the reeommendations of the Board of Ord- 
nance, sanctioned by the Secretary of War, desired by all men who 
study fortifications or study the subject in any way. Now, I should 
like to ask the Senator in charge of this bill how he proposes to have 
5 gery here appropriated, $450,000, spent; at what shops, on what 

inds of guns? A 

Mr. DAWES. That is set ‘forth in what remains of this provision. 

Mr. HAWLEY. No guns are described. 

Mr. DAWES. The reason the committee proposed to strike out the 
** machine-guns’? was because they thought that ‘machin are 
generally understood to be the Gatling gun, which is no part of the arma- 
ment of a fortification; and therefore, inasmuch as this bill is confined 
simply to the preservation of the fortifications and the f erin. of 
this small sum of $450,000, we would not connect that with the manu- 
facture of the Gatling gun. The committee have no hostility to the 
Gatling gun. Even if there had been in this bill a specified sum for 
Gatling guns it would have presented a different question from whatit 
did; but under this provision as it came to us $450,000 is to be ex- 
pended, the entire sum for the Gatling guns. We have purchased Gat- 
ling guns every year, and I think we ought to keep up the purchase of 
Gatling guns. I do not know of any other. 

Mr. MILLER, of California, But yet there are others. 

Mr. HAWLEY. He is 1 aa I will educate him. 

Mr. DAWES. I do not know that it is worth while for me to talk 
any further about that. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I quite 2 475 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRISON in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. DAWES. I will call the attention of the Senator to this provis- 
ion in the fortification bill: 

For the purchase and competitive test of ens of the various kinds of ma- 
eee iy he he Se 
tested and approved by the board herein provided fox 3 

Without saying how much, how many guns, or what kind of guns, 
but any that the board may suggest, even to the extent of the entire 
appropriation, which is $450,000. 

do not know anything about guns, I am informed by the Senator 
from Connecticut, and that is true. It was unkind in him, however, 
to tell the Senate of it; but I do know this, that we have been from 
year to year appropriating a certain sum for Gatling guns. They cost 
about $1,500 apiece, and we have appropriated something like $25,000 
38 for the purchase of Gatling guns. There is no disposition 
that I know of anywhere to take the whole range of invention and ex- 
periment upon Gatling guns and appropriate $450,000 for the purchase 
of as many as may be approved by this board. 

I venture, without having any special knowledge of machine-guns, 
to state these considerations as the reasons which influenced the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, Mr. President, I wish to observe to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that when he said he was not aware of any 
other kind of machine-gun than the Gatling gun he displayed a very 
lamentable lack of common information on the subject. 

Mr. DAWES rose. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut is en- 
titled to the floor. ‘ 

Mr. DAWES. Lou are touchy about it. a 

Mr. HAWLEY. The first man touchy was the distinguished Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts. 

Mr. DAWES. I never discovered that I was touchy. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to call attention to the Book of Estimates, 
on page 159. 

Armament of seacoast fortifications, including the manufacture and conver- 
sion of heavy guns and 

When I asked the Senator kindly what was to be done with the 
$450,000, I had not in view that conversion of heavy guns and car- 

i I do not believe that it is of much practical use to take the old 
cast-iron gun and the bore, say half an inch or so, and put an 
iron or steel tube into it, and then put into it an el projectile 
two and a half times heavier than the original round-shot for which the 
gun was intended, to make the werld believe you have a good rifled 
cannon. You have not; the metals are nothomogeneous. The is 
really virtually weakened by taking out that cast-iron which is 
out from it. The shock of the explosion of the powder goes through 
that fine tube of steel. The gun is really, in my judgment, a weaker 
gun than it was before; and you do not deceive ilitary world into 
the belief that you have got rifled cannon along your shores. The 
estimate here is frank about it. 


That is from gentlemen supposed to be learned in their profession. 
They know very well that machine-guns are of the highest possible use 
in fortifications; that they cover and protect the curtains and the ditches; 


that modern engineers delight to put them in their fortifications all 
about and not only there but they put from two to ten of them 
upon their ships, various kinds of machine-guns, not alone the Gatling 
, made in my own town, to which the Senator from Massachusetts 
endeavored to add a little significance of sarcasm by saying, eight or 
ten times over, the Gatling guns’’—not the Gatling guns of 

ford alone, but the Nordenfeldt gun of Great Britain and the Gardner 
gme of Hartford, and the Hotchkiss gun made by another Connecticut 

ankee in Paris, in Berlin, and in London. 

There is a great range of them, from the ounce ball up to the 6-pound 
ball, and we have on this committee fired a 6-pound cannon from our 
shoulders, traversing the gun from right to left and elevating and de- 

and firing a 6-pound steel shot that will go two, or three, 


or four miles with considerable A 
The Senator speaks alone of the Gatling guns. I am very proud of 


the Gatling guns, but they are only a small part of those necessary. 
The Ho iss gun has its place as a most admirable and most wonder- 
fal and useful weapon. 


I do not ask to say in the bill Gatling guns.” I say ‘‘ machine- 
guns,“ and let the Ordnance Department take its choice for the differ- 
ent uses, whether a Gardner ora Gatling or a Hotchkiss, for the Hotch- 
kiss differs from the others in certain military uses and possibilities. 

The bill as it stands proposes— 

For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including the manufacture of 
heavy guns and carriages— 

It has omitted the conversion. I do not object to that— 

es, gun-loaders, fuses, powder, and implements, their trial and 


pro proof, 
and all necessary expenses incident thereto, including compensation of draughts- 
men on gun construction while employed in the Oninanes Bureau, $450,000. 


That devotes the whole of it to the armament of seacoast fortifica- 
tions, including the manufacture of heavy guns and carriages, except 
the incidentals referred to below. 

I wanted to know from the Committee on Appropriations, for it is 
an important committee, and sounds well, whether they had in view 
at all the manufacture of a single cannon of modern style and power, 
a single steel-rifled gun of six or eight or twelve or sixteen inches 
caliber, such as we have got to have, and guns that will cost from 
$25,000 to $100,000 apiece. 

I wish this appropriation were $5,000,000 and directed the establish- 
ment of a Government gun-foundry which should becomplementary toa 
dozen manufacturing establishments which would furnish the pieces of 
thesteel gun to the gun-foundry of the Government, there to be assembled 
and putin the form of a magnificent weapon, a modern magnificent rifled 
cannon. But thisis paltering with the condition of the country, which 
is virtually defenseless on the seaboard. We have not a gun that will 
penetrate the betterarmored ships, not one along the whole coast. Those 
ten and fifteen inch guns will crush vessels that can come in our hor- 
bors; but if you wish to arm harbors where eighteen to twenty foot ships 
can come you are helpless, and they are our t harbors. You are 
helpless along the entire coast. Four hun and fifty thousand dol- 
lars will not make the steam-hammer that is to build the 
cannon we ought to have now, and it will take you two years to build 
your steam-hammer—at least that. 

I think it is quite competent in this view of the condition of this 
country and its coast and the condition of modern ships for me to ask, 
independent of this question of machin what we mean when for 
this defenseless country of 57,000,000 people and abundant revenue 
$450,000 is appropriated for the manufacture of guns, and heavy guns at 
that. I would have left there a discretion, as in previous bills, limited, if 
you choose, by a separate paragraph, to apply $20,000 for the purchase of 
machine-guns; but I would have adopted very nearly the paragraph 
recommended by the Ordnance Department. I will move to amend 
these few lines before striking them out or before taking the question 
on striking out. 

For the ich ma; 
r ne ene 

Then strike out the reference to the board, because the paragraph 
providing for the board has been stricken out. I move to amend by 
striking out first, in line 46, after the word purchase,“ all down to 
and including the first word of,’’ in the next line, as follows: 

And competitive test of specimens of the various kinds. 

My object will be to follow it by striking out the words in the forty- 
ninth line, beginning with but and running down to carriages, 
in line 51; so that the paragraph would read: 

For the purchase of machine-guns now in use, and of any others which may 
be presented and deemed worthy of consideration, 

Then— x 

For the armanent of seacoast fortifications, including the manufacture of heavy 
guns and carriages, &. 

Which would it is true lump up the whole expenditure of $450,000. 
I will intrust the War Department not to spend $450,000 on machine- 
guns. I am willing to trust them with the discretion to buy a few or 
whatever they think it is better to buy. 
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My first amendment is in line 46, after the word purchase,“ to 
strike out down to and including the word guns,“ in the next line. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 

Connecticut will be reported. 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the word purchase, in line 46, it is 
proposed to strike out— 

And competitive test of specimens of the various guns. 

So as to read: 

For the purchase of machine-guns now in use, and of any others which may 
be presented and deemed worthy of consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Connecticut. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I can not quite understand what oc- 
casion there has been for the Senator’s indulgence in the tone of remark 
which has seemed to please him at this time. I wish to say that ifin 
any remark I made upon his inquiry of me what we proposed to do 
with these $450,000 when I remarked that we proposed to do what was 
specified in what remained of the paragraph there was anything that 
either was calculated to pain the Senator from Connecticut or to justify 
his retort, I am very sorry for it and withdraw it. I have to say, how- 
ever, that the remarks of the Senator do not seem to me to be called 
for or to be such as any gentleman ought to tolerate from another. 

The Senator is quite right in saying that this isa meager bill, and I 
would say myself a contemptible bill. The War Department has es- 
timated for this purpose seven or eight million dollars, and I myself 
* would be glad to vote for an appropriation of four or five millions in ac- 
cordance with an amendment that was proposed to this bill elsewhere. 
I think it is a shame that the Government of the United States ap- 

riates only this pitiful sum for this purpose, and I quite agree 

with the Senator from Connecticut in his description of the state and 
condition of the fortifications in this country. But we are within a 
few hours of the last moment of this session. We have this bill here 
before us. We know that elsewhere the temper of another body is 
such that it is impossible to go beyond this. The test has been made 
elsewhere whether we would, as becomes the nation and its necessities 
and its exigencies, make appropriations for fortifications; and that test 
has failed, and there has come simply enough to take care and preserve 
the property on hand with the addition of this $450,000. 

Under these circumstances the Committee on Appropriations thought 
it was best to get as much of this concentrated in the latter part of this 
section as possible. They did not think there was that need of any 
particular machine-gun in force as there was for other material and 
other expenditures provided for here. If I hurt the feelings of any 
one because I used the words ‘‘Gatling guns,’’ I got it from the Sen- 
ator’s colleague upon my inquiry of him. _I know there are other guns, 
the Hotchkiss gun and all manner of guns—so many of them that if I 
could have the pride of manufacturing them in the locality where I 
reside I would be glad to see any amount of money appropriated for 
the manufacture of them all and the purchase of them all. But so 
long as we can appropriate only $450,000, I do not propose for one to 
give unlimited authority to the Ordnance Department to expend the 
whole of it, if they pleased, in purchasing all kinds of machine-guns, 
wherever manufactured. 

We last year appropriated $25,000 for the purchase of machine-guns 
of the latest improvement. 

We had before us Gatling himself and his latest improvement, and 
it was for the purchase of $25,000 worth, about ten or twelve of these 
guns, that we made that appropriation last year. If it had been in 
that form, and if the Senator should make his amendmentin that form, 
not specifying any particular gun, but the latest improvement of guns, 
I would not object to it. 

If the Senate desire to put it in the power of the department without 
specification of how much of this meager sum of $450,000 shall be ex- 
pom for one thing and how much for another, the Senate will do it. 

ut in my opinion, when the estimate was made for the expenditure 
in all these ways, it was upon a scale at the Ordnance Department 
which called for an expenditure of $6,000,000 or $7,000,000; but when 
the appropriation is scaled down to this which may be properly called 
avery orp ipn 3 bill, it 3 nana in my e = it be 

not pe in the power of the Ordnance Department to it all u 

ine-guns Sy ki or anything of the kind. aay ay 

Last year we appropriated in these words, and we have adopted this 
year as nearly as we can the precise words: 

For the purchase of machine-guns of the latest improvement, $20,000. 

i For the armament of seacoast fortifications, including heavy guns and how- 
itzers for flank defense, carriages, projectiles, fuses, powder, and implements, 
their trial and proof, and all necessary expenses incident thereto, incl: com- 
nsation of feet boaters on gun-construction while employed in nance 

ureau, $400,000; and not exceeding $15,000 thereof may used for the ex- 
penses of experiments in the use of dynamite or other high explosive projectiles. 

That is the phraseology substantially which is left in this bill at this 
time. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Excepting—— 

Mr. DAWES. Excepting $25,000 for machine-guns. I do not object 
to putting that in that shape. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will not say another word if the Senator will as- 
sent to that. 


Mr. DAWES. Most certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will say nothing about the striking out of this, 
it being understood that I will offer in place of it the little paragraph 
that was in last year’s appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Iwill not object to that myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
withdraw the amendment proposed by him? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations, to strike out from line 46 
to line 51, inclusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Now, if I am permitted to do so, I will move to in- 
sert just before this the words of last year’s appropriation: 

For the purchase of machine-guns of the latest improvement, $20,000. 

In place of what has just been struck out. 

Mr. DAWES. That is satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment of 
the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in line 53, after the word ‘‘ carriages,’’ 
to strike out: 

For the purchase or manufacture of multicharge guns, and testing the same, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTOPHER PHILLIPS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table: 


Resolved, That the sum of $41 be paid to 3 Phillips out of the con- 
tingent fund of the Senate for labor performed for the Senate under employ- 
ment of Sergeant-at-Arms from November 10 to December 1, 1884. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE IN TENNESSEE. 


On motion of Mr. CONGER, and by unanimous consent, the bill (H. 
R. 8102) to give the assent of Congress to the construction of a railroad 
bridge by the East and Middle Tennessee Railroad Company over the 
Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CAMERON, of Pennsylvania. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-one minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 

RECESS. 


Mr. HAWLEY (at 7 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.). I move that 
the Senate take a recess till 9 o’clock p. m. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate took a recess until 9 
o’clock p. m. 
EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 9 o’clock p. m. and resumed its session. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7785) making appro- 
priations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the con- 
current resolution of the Senate for the printing of 9,500 additional 
copies of the treaties and conventions transmitted to the Senate by the 
President in his message of January 23, 1885. 

PEOPLE’S NATIONAL BANK, LAWRENCEBURG, IND. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Task consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 1466, being a bill to authorize the issue 
ofa ey certificate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate now proceed to the consideration of Order of Business 1466, 
being the bill (S. 2669) to authorize the Secretary of the to 
issue a duplicate certificate of deposit to the People’s National of 
Lawrenceburg, Ind. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. 


Mr. S MAN. I will say that this is like the ordinary case of 


lost bonds where the proof is clear and the Secretary of the Treasury 
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recommends it, the amount being beyond the authority of the Depart- 
ment to grant relief. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NATHAN H. DUNPHE. 
Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed to the consideration of Order of Busi- 


ness 1047, House bill 754. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate to the consideration of Order of Business 
1047, being the bill (H. R. 754) for the relief of Nathan H..Dunphe, 
of Bridgewater, in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. CONGER. I feel it my duty to ask the Senate to consider the 
river and harbor bill, as I am instructed by the Committee on Com- 
merce to do. 

Mr. HOAR. This will take but a moment 

Mr. CONGER. Ifthe Chair 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from ee e bgo Apa aiae by hin: 
be now considered. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent to be allowed to say a word 
to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent to be heard on this question. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. I rose with the design of asking unanimous consent 
that the Senate now proceed to consider all unobjected House bills 
favorably reported and upon the Calendar. That, I think, would bein 
accord with the general sentiment of the Senate, and it is very evident 
that unless some understanding of that kind is arrived at we shall have 
nothing but a maelstrom of confusion and very little accomplished. 
um Mr. McMILLAN. Lou had better confine your request to pension 


Mr. BLAIR. I would be glad to do so, but I can not without meet- 


ing obj bjection. 


2 1 re Senator from New Hampshire what is the 
LAIR. Bills that are unobjected will be those that on being 

ted to the Senate will not be objected to. 

Mr. MORGAN. What becomes of the bills that are objected to? 

Mr. HOAR. I hope my little motion will now be put. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is proceéding by unanimous 


consent. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the Chair to put the 2 

Mr. MORGAN. With that 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. The Chair tin no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say that with the understanding that the 
objection may be made at any time, I shall not object to the suggestion 
of the Senator from New Ham What I wish to understand is 
whether if an objection is made it will be treated as under Rule VIII, 
5 Senate can proceed notwithstanding an objection to con- 

er a bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is no such understanding as that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I will object. 

Mr. BLAIR. But an objection would carry a bill over. 

Mr. HOAR. I call for the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The regular order is called for. The 
Senator from Alabama o ma olgers to the proposition of the Senator from 


New Hampshire. nestion is on the motion of the Senator from 
Wasa eras that the 5 55 proceed to the consideration of the bill 
named by him. 


The motion was to; and the bill (H. R. 754) for the relief of 
Nathan H. Dunphe, of Bridgewater, in the State of Massachusetts, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the pay- 
ment to Nathan H. Dunphe of $2,400, in full com for twen 
five hogsheads of sugar which were seized in the State of Louisiana, 
the year 1863, by the military anthorities of the United States, turned 
over to the Quartermaster’s Department, and properly accounted for 
by that department. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B. DAVIS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to call up a bill that is on the Calendar 
improperly marked as a Senate bill on the Calendar, Order of Business 
1043. It is marked Senate bill 568. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky moves 
that the Senate now to the consideration of Order of Business 
1043, the title of w will be read. 

The SECRETARY A bill (S. 568) for the relief of John B. Davis. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask the chairman of the committee—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The chairman of the Committee on Claims re- 
ported the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order except by 1 55 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I want to substitute the House bill. 
Ke CAMERON, eer First get this bill up. 
WILLIAMS. I thought it was up. 

Mr CAMERON, of Wisconsin. No; the Senator from Kentucky de- 
sires to substitute a House bill for the Senate bill 568. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has not been taken u 
The motion of the Senator from Kentucky applies to the bill the ti e 
of which has been read. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 568) for the relief of John B. 

vis. 


It provides for paying to John B. Davis, late contractor on mail- 
route No. 7506, Arkansas, $10,943.16, in fall grom for 
the United States mails between Memphis, enn., and the mouth of 
White River, Arkansas, and from thence to Devall’s Bluff, in Arkansas, 
in the years 1868, 1869, and 1870. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now I ask to take up the House bill and substi- 
tute it for the Senate bill. The chairman of the Committee on Claims 
knows all about the case. I know it passed the House. 
oh the Chats oc tan batda yak 1s K 

e ir or It is su to 
committee to which it has been referred. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask that the committee be discharged. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator know whether the 
bill has been ? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the House bill and that it be 
substituted for the Senate bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Kentucky 
FFC 
tee on Claims to be discharged ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. While that bill is being looked for I ask leave to 
call up a joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Kentucky is enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Kentucky yields to me for the 
pu of asking consent to take up Senate joint resolution 135. It is 


e table now. 
5 CON GER. I object to giving to any one else if the Sena - 
not, I desire to make a motion 


tor from Kentucky is not to go on. 
to take up the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mi objects 
to the bill now before the Senate being laid aside informally to proceed 
to the matter mentioned by the Senator from Rhode Island. Senate 
bill .568 is now before the Senate. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. While the clerks are hunting vison’ i aa 
the Senate to take up House bill 1198, Order of Business 7 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho Chair will state to the Senator 
from Kentuck, that a copy of the House bill to which he refers is now 
here, but the bill itself is in of the Committee on Claims, 


having been referred to that committee by order of the Senate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I move that the committee be discharged from 
its consideration and that the bill be taken up by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of John B. Davis, be discharged 
from its further consideration. Is there objection? Chair hears 
none. The committee is discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill. It is now before the Senate. Is there objection to its present 
consideration ? 

Mr. PLATT. Let it be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro . ‘The bill will be read for information. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report? : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is a report on the Senate bill. 

Mr. PLATT. I ask that it may be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut de- 
manda that the report of the committee be read. It will be read. 

The Secretary read the penal report, submitted by Mr. Jackson 
January 21, 1885: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (8.568) for the na 
of John B. Davis, having examined the posses make the following report 
That this claim has 


oath TE 15 Sees he — 9 b; rite 8 — Const —— eg mi 
en obey He was fayo. y reported b m on 
0. 202). And at the T 


-eighth Congress the 
oue 3 on Claims reported upon it Ce 
77. are cleasty and correctly set forth in Senate Report N. 
73h tk third session of Forty-fifth Congress, wh. your committee adopt, as fol- 


abe Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill 
8. pee he soat et Joha B. Davis, having Sad the same ender Sonaiters- 
vo to 


report: 
hat in the year of 1867 John B. Davis was a contractor with the Post-Office 
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rtment for the transportation of the mails by steamers from the mouth of 


Depa: 
White River to Jackson in Arkansas. 

The mail matter for the central and western portion of the State of 
and for the northern part of Texas, was — collected and concentrated 
Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, a line of steamers to the mouth 
of the White River, and from that point by 5 tioner’s steam vessels to Devall's 
Blut, on the White River, and thence by rail to Little Rock and other points 


west. 

“ Th eschedules for arrivals and departures of the vessels were so arranged, and 
by contract with the Post-Office Department, that the mails from Memphis and 
the West reached the mouth of White River ten or twelve hours after the peti- 
tioner’s boats left that point, thus causing three or four days’ delay in the entire 
mail service of all points west of Devall’s Bluff. 

“Great 8 was made by the press and people of Arkansas and Texas on 
account of these delays. In this state of affairs a special agent of the Post-Office 
9 directed Mr. Davis to extend his service and carry all the Arkansas 

is through from Mem Le cng Re te River. This service was 


performed once each week from the Ist July, 1867, until the Sist day of the same 
month, and from the Ist A rtd bes until the 3ist March, 1868, twice each week, 
the titioner eg Le cre other steamer to enable him todo this work. 


Post-Office Department reccgutecd this service, and in the month of May, 
1868, paid Mr. Davis for the weekly service at the rate of $5,000 per annum, and 
for the semi-weekly at the rate of $10,000 per annum. 
Mr. Davis continued to carry these mails semi-weekly until the 2ist March, 
1868, but has never been paid therefor. 
In reply to a communication addressed by the committee to the Postmaster- 
General, so Ar information as to the * — of the service rendered, and the 
ostmaster-Gen- 


eral, on the 29th May, 187 ‘stated Er rat Mem- 
his shows the service to have been performed’ from the Ist April, 1868, to the 
March, 1888. 1 8 i ag'a sati: 


ovidence authorit; the performance of the same was 
to this office of reer after Jho nn 2 had elapsed within which the 3 


Die theanme officer says thet his predecessor 
agent for the service was exhausted 
Ist March. 1888. and therefore di declined fur- 


facto 
sent 


would be a reasonable compensation. 

«Since that time the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, in a letter addressed 
to the attorney for the claimant, states that ‘should the contractor be paid for 
service between Memphis and the mouth of White River at the same rate as 


was identical with that under consideration, di- 


recting that Davis should be d the sum of $10,943.16, in full ent for trans- 
ering the United States mails between Memphis, Tenn., mouth of — 
hite River, thence to Devall's Bluff, in Arkansas, in 
1868, 1869, and 1870,” 


Your committee believe that this conclusion reaches the merits of the case, 
and report the bill back to the Senate with the recommendation that it be passed. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House requested the return of the bill = 
R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 


poses. 
The PRESIDENT pro anpere laid before the Senate the following 
message from the House of Representatives; which was read: 


Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 3, 1885. 

Ordered, That the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return to the House 
the bill (H. . appropriations for the service of the Post-Office De- 
partment for the nding June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kansas make 
any motion? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is proper that the bill should go back to correct an 
error which was made in the last m accompanying the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill can not be returned except 
by an order of the Senate. 

Mr, PLUMB. I move then that the bill be returned on the request 
of the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas, 

The motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had concurred in the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 3, 4, 5, and 6 to the bill (H. R. 8138) making appro- 
priations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; that it further in- 
sisted on its ent to the amendments of the Senate to thesaid 
bill numbered 16, 17, 18, 19, sn, that it agreed to the further con- 
ference asked by the Senate on the votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that it had appointed Mr. R. W. TOWNSHEND of Illi- 
nois, Mr. WILLIAM S. HOLMAN of Indiana, and Mr. R. G. HORR of | ® 
Michigan managers at the further conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a concurrent 
resolution for the prin: of 5,000 copies of the report of Capt. M. 


A. Healy, United States Revenue Marine, upon the cruise of the revenue 


steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean in the year 1884, and its accom- 
panying documents and illustrations. 
CRUISE OF THE CORWIN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

In THe HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, March 3, 1885. 
Representatives (the Senate concurring), That th be 
rinted ro ba ys ee 8 Printing Sme 5,000 co; oe ) Cs 


ies of the ‘report of Capt. 
N. A. Healy, United States revenue marine, upon the cruise of the revenue 
steamer Corwin in the Arctic Ocean in the 1834, and its accompanying 
documents and illustrations, of which 1,000 be for the use of the Senate 
— . for the use of the House of Representatives, and 2,000 copies for the use of 
Treasury Department. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Bee: 8 I moye that the Senate take up the bill (H. R. 8280) 


priations for the preservation and continuation of certain 
pn tr on rivers and harbors, and for other p 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mi moves 
that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of House 8280. 


The motion was to; CT 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. Ne ER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be read by 

phs for amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be read by paragraphs for amendmen’ 
and that the amendments of the Committee on Commerce be conside: 
as the reading proceeds. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR I ask that the bill may be laid aside informally in 
order that the Senate may proceed to the consideration of House bill 
7718, Calendar number 1357, ing John Snyder to the pension-roll. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 


Several Senators objected. 
Mr. BLAIR. I desire to modify my request. I ask unanimous con- 


sent that this bill be laid aside informally temporarily, and that the 
Senate proceed to consider the ponese House pension bills favorably 
and upon the Calendar. 
MORGAN. I object. 
The PRESIDENT pro Objection is made. 


tempore. 

The proceeded to read the bill (H. R. 8280) appro- 
priations for the preservation and continuation of certain — À works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in line 5, 
after the word ‘‘direction,’’ to strike out and with the approval; 5 
in line 6, after the words for the,” to strike out * tion and 
continuation of such“ and insert construction, continuation, 
and preservation; in line 8, before the word public, to strike out 

ee % and in the same line, after the word designated, 
to strike out “for improvement;’’ so as to read: 


That there is hereby a; to be paid out of any m in the Treas- 
ury propriated, and to be expended under of the 
of War, for the construction, continuation, repair, an 
the pu 6!!! NAA atop ca cau ae 
The amendment was agreed to 
Mr. HARRISON. I want to ask the Senator from Michigan whether 


the amendment which has just been agreed to, striking out the words 
— not include, by its reference to the act mak- 
3 July 5, 1884, rivers and harbors that were 
that act ly for I think the used 
amg Hous bill would discriminate between objects in the 
jr tiga copie in endpaper eee DNIO Feber e weer 
other rivers and harbors designated for survey, and that by the amend. 
ment which the committee have recommended, and which the Senate 
has now agreed to, these a C 
named in the river and harbor bill referred to simpl. 55 

Mr. CON GER. I think not, and by the terms of 5 
priation made in this . proportionately to the 
amounts appropriated in bill. There was no appropriation 
eee erer eee gt since sea SER 
and — — E 
sum, to be expend: e Secretary of War for various 
that appropriation remains; but when you turn to this b 5 
money appropriated here would go to the objects there designated for 
beg oa pee ren pase ane eng tl epee acre pata 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The will proceed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was, in line 13, before the word 2 
tostrike out five“ and insert ten; and in the same line, before 
word millions,“ to strike out “five” and insert ten;“ so as to read: 
2 ee oye epee eter 

ar sal wor! „in the sums 
e ATA O A eae = 
Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 
The and nays were ordered. 
SONGER. In this bill we increased the amount of 
the appropriation. The committee considered that the appropriation . 
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of five millions to carry on works for which almost fourteen millions 
were appropriated last year—— 

Mr. MAXEY. We are all very anxious to hear the Senator from 
Michigan explain the bill, but we can not hear a word, there is such a 
noise and buzz in the galleries and on the floor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will please cease conversa- 
tion and be seated. Senators and others in the rear of the seats will 
cease coversation. There must be absolute silence in the galleries. 
There are a great number of persons present and a very slight con- 
versation among them makes a loud noise in the Chamber. The Sen- 
ator from Michigan will proceed. 

Mr. CONGER. I remarked that in the Ba i charg bill for rivers 
and harbors last year there were thirteen ion and in the neighbor- 
hood of nine hundred thousand dollars appropriated; in round num- 
bers about $14,000,000. I think I may say with the approval of all 
who carefully examined that bill during the last year that both in the 
House and in the Senate as far as the results go the examination of 
the several objects of appropriation was very full and unusually com- 
plete. On the re-examination of the bill in the Senate there were less 
at least than the usual number of appropriations made for unworthy 
objects in the usual sense of the word. 

In the examination of the bill last year by the Senate Committee on 
Commerce it was the opinion I think of all the members of that com- 
mittee that the examination of the several items of E abr degen was 
very thorough, and that the appropriations were properly made. Liable 
to some objections as all hig a cheer bills frequently are for some 
inconsiderate appropriation, mmittee on Commerce are of opin- 
ion, and I join in that opinion myself, that the appropriation made in 
last year’s river and harbor bill on the whole, saying nothing of the 
amount but the distribution of the sum total, was as judiciously and 
carefully made as in any bill that had ever passed Congress. 

Now there comes to us from the House of Representatives not an item- 
ized appropriation bill—and I regret very much that a proper itemized 
bill should not have come to the Senate—but an amount in gross by 
the terms of the bill to be apportioned to all the uncompleted works 
mentioned for appropriation in the last bill in the same proportion that 
appropriations were made for the several works in that bill except in 
the case of Galveston Harbor, Tex., where by the request of the Sena- 
tors from that State and the Representatives in the House of Represent- 
atives no appropriation was put in the bill, the gentlemen from that 
State hoping to pass a separate bill for Galveston Harbor, and there- 
fore in this bill there is a proviso that the appropriation for Galveston 
shall be as though $250,000 had been appropriated in last year’s bill, 
and another provision is that where works have been completed with 
the money appropriated during the last year sufficient to complete the 
work, the money appropriated last year for them shall remain in the 
general account to be apportioned among the remaining works. 

If it be true that the $14,000,000 appropriated last year was appro- 

iated with reasonable care and prudence in proportion to the necessi- 
tiesand merits of the different works, then the appropriation made this 
2 when apportioned pro rata to the several remaining works will also 

properly and fairly distributed. At any rate thatis the only alterna- 
tive. The bill has come to us with this appropriation of $5,000,000. 
It came here on Friday night last, was laid over until Saturday under 
the rules, was referred to the Committee on Commerce on Saturday last, 
and yesterday the Committee on Commerce devoted all the time they 
‘ spare from their duties in the Senate in the examination of the 
bill. The result of the conclusion to which the committee came, al- 
‘though I think the regret was universal in the committee that a specific 
iation for each work had not been made in the bill sent from 
the H was that no bill could now be prepared with an itemized 
statement, and that the only way to secure any appropriation whatever 
to carry on these great public works in all parts of the country during 
the ensuing year depended upon taking the House bill, amending it as 
the committee might think best, and reporting it to the Senate for its 
consideration. 

The appropriation of $5,000,000 would give a trifle over one-third of 
the appropriations of last year to the several works named in last year’s 
bill. In the smaller ry acon there would hardly be appropria- 
tion enough to warrant the continuation of work upon the improvement, 
and in other cases, large or small, the pre tions for work, the 
plant required, the distribution of the officials of the Engineer Depart- 
ment a the several works and their care would seem to absorb 
so much of it as to make it hardly worth while to stop there. Then if 
the appropriation of $5,000,000 was proper and correct in principle, or 
as near correct as any bill could be prepared, the appropriation of enough 
more to make the appropriations that were made available for the large 
and small improvements throughout the country was thought to be 
more desirable. 

I may say, Mr. President, that in the appropriations of last year the 
rule of the committee was to give from one-quarter to one-third in the 
general run of the estimates of the engineers. So in round numbers one- 
third of the estimates of the engineers for the eee K all the 
great improvements throughout the country was contributed by the bill 
of last year. By the House bill about one-third of the amount appro- 
priated last year is appropriated, ora little more than one-third. Last 


ear we appropriated $14,000,000, and this year by the House bill 

,000,000 is appropriated. The committee thought, and I think, that 
if the appropriations were reasonably right and proper in the bill of last 
year, and if the uncompleted works are apportioned in the same pro- 
portion of those appropriations, extending the total amount to $10,000,- 
000, there would be a sufficient sum to carry on with economy and with 
real benefit to the country as to each of these improvements the work 
for the ensuing year. 

It is proper that I should say to the Senate that upon inquiry at the 
Engineer Department it has been found that owing to the lateness of 
the season when the last river and harbor bill was passed there remains 
on hand for the several works for which the diture was authorized 
somewhere in the neighborhood of $9,000,000, which is as yet unex- 
pended. I think the 5th of July was the time when the last bill was 
passed, but before the bill had become a law and before the appropria- 
tions could be arranged for distribution and the work commenced upon 
them, especially in the North, the cold weather and stormy season 
commenced, and in many cases but little work was done. With some 
of the Southern appropriations, where work could be done longer in the 
season, more has been done; but there will be a great balance of appro- 
priation; and with this appropriation, whether it be $5,000,000 or $10,- 
000,000, there will be money in the hands of the Secretary of War to 
prosecute vigorously, economically, and successfully the work on those 
great improvements for which the commerce of the country is so de- 
sirous. 

Another inducement with me—I do not speak in behalf of the com- 
mittee—is that if no appropriation bill should be passed this year ex- 
cept for the expenditure of the amount remaining on hand, there will 
be no further work upon these several improvements. Perhaps there 
has been no year for the last decade where the necessities of making 
these improvements for the benefit of commerce, for cheapening trans- 
portation, for giving safety and security in harbors to the vessels which 
carry the freight of the country, were more apparent than this year. 

In addition to that there has been no time when such works could 
be carried on more economically in my opinion than during the coming 
season. All over this land, throughout all the regions where these ap- 
propriations are expended, business languishes, labor for the laboring 
man is scarce. There is no time when it would be more of a Godsend 
to the workingmen in every part of the country where these appro- 
priations will be expended, and they will gladly work for less wages 
in these hard and troublesome times than they would demand at other 
times. And I confess that I am influenced somewhat in my desire to 
have this bill passed from the consideration that it will give at least 
$10,000,000 of work scattered through every part of the country to 
those who are lacking employment and lacking bread. 

Mr. LAPHAM rose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Harris in the chair). Does tho 
Senator from Michigan yield to the Senator from New York ? 

Mr. CONGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAPHAM. I desire to know if the Senator is informed as to 
what amount of the appropriation of last year is un ed? 

Mr. CONGER. I have just made a statement of that; the Senator 
did not hear me. As we learn at a late date, within a few days, Febru- 
ary 23, from the Secretary of War or the Engineer ent, the 
amount unexpended and ready to be expended on all the public works 
of the country is about $9,000,000. 

Mr. LAPHAM. Then with this ten millions there will be nineteen 
millions appropriated. 

Mr. CONGER. That would extend until another river and harbor 
bill shall take effect, which will be probably in the usual way at the long 
session some time late in the summer of next year, giving for the two 
seasons about $19,000,000. 

Almost from the necessity of the case the appropriations for making 
these improvements throughout the great extent of our country in view 
of the great number of them carried on at the same time have been 
small, They have been too small for economic work by the Govern- 
ment on these improvements; and the peopleof the country have waited 
year after year for such improvements in the navigable rivers, for such 
harbors of refuge as should bring safety to its commerce, for the deep- 
ening of channels, for all the improvements embraced in this bill. They 
have been waiting year after year for the completion of these works, so 
that the produce of the farmer and the mechanic may be cheapened in 
its transportation and that the monopoly of the railroads may be met 
and counteracted by these great highways of the people in the trans- 
portation of their produce, 

I feel an assurance that, with the increased appropriation which the 
Senate Committee on Commerce have recommended and with the amount 
now on hand, the work of carrying on these improvements by the Sec- 
retary of War and the Engineer Department will be commenced with 
vigor, will be pushed forward with success, and that the people scattered 
as they are all through this land who desire work and desire labor will 
receive the benefit from this expenditure which results so directly in 
the improvement of the water courses and harbors of the United States. 

Now, sir, each Senator will judge for himself whether the reasons 
which I havesuggested should have any weight, and will judge whether 
this be a good year,a proper time in which a liberal appropriation 
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should be made for these works, both for the finishing of the works 
themselves and for furnishing in that act the means of living to labor 
and the wages of labor to so many thousands of not in one 
DAT but scattered through every State and every Territory of the 

I submit, sir, these su, ions for the consideration of the Senate. 
I have said already that this bill does not come to the Senate in the 
form I could have desired, I have said already that for myself I would 
much rather, if we could have had the time to have it prepared, have 
a bill as a substitute for this looking over all the reports of the engi- 
neers, studying them as carefully as we are wont to do in other years, 
with which we could come to the Senate with every single appropriation 
fortified by the reports of the engineers and sanctioned by the judg- 
ment of the committee and of the House. That can not be. Either 
this bill must, in some form, amended or otherwise, receive the sanc- 
tion of the Senate, or we shall have no additional appropriations to 
carry on these great works, which I believe are so desirable and so 
arma for the growth and welfare of the commerce of the United 

tates, 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I disagreed with the majority of the 
Committee on Commerce and was opposed to the report of any river 
and harbor bill as such at this session. I was not opposed to it because 
I am opposed to improving our rivers and harbors. I was born a Whig, 
and that was one of the early doctrines of the Whig party, and I adhere 
to-day to that early doctrine, the importance of improving our rivers 
and harbors. But, sir, I regard this bill as bad legislation, unintelli- 
gent, and unintelligible; and there is no excuse in the world for it in 
my judgment. There have been three months for the preparation of a 
river and harbor bill by a committee elsewhere, whose only business 
was to prepare a river and harbor bill, an intelligent river and harbor 
bill, and send that to the Senate. No such bill has come to the United 
States Senate; but as the ingui Senator from Michigan well 
says, within the last three days of the session a proposition comes here 
to appropriate $5,000,000 to be expended according to a river and harbor 
bill one year ago. 

Suppose only $5,000,000 are appropriated. There are from seventy- 
five to one hundred items in the river aud harbor bill referred to below 
$10,000 each; there are a dozen or twenty down to $1,000, $2,000, and 
$2,500; and if the Secretary of War is obliged to follow out the behest 
of this bill, then he is to put on these rivers and harbors from two hun- 
dred to six hundred dollars each. What important rivers they must be 
if such an amount of money can be of any commercial use! 

There are, I say, from seventy-five to one hundred items less than 
$10,000. The proposition to appropriate $10,000,000 does away in part 
with that ment; but after a consideration of two months the river 
and harbor bill reported to the House of Representatives at this session 
left out from forty-eight to fifty of the items contained in the old river 
and harbor bill. Then if the Secretary of War is obliged to follow the 
law of Congress he will be compelled to appropriate of the 810, 000, 000 
a portion to from forty-eight to fifty rivers that the River and Harbor 
Committee after two months’ consideration decided were not entitled 
to a dollar. 

I say you may look at it as you please, and there is no excuse to be 
offered to this country for making a lump sum appropriation by a river 
and harbor bill. The Senator says there are nearly $10,000,000 left of 
the old bill to-day. If so, nothing will suffer. It may be said that 
this money is necessary to vat Batt nenta in repair. That is not 
true, because in the river and ‘bor bill passed at the last session we 
put in a provision as section 4 which says: 

And for the purpose of preserving and continuing the use and navigation of 
said canals, rivers, and other public works without interruption, the 
of War, upon the application of the chief engineer in charge of said wor 
hereby authorized todraw his warrant or requisition from time to time upon the 
Seo of the Treasury to pay the actual expenses of operating and keeping 
said works in repair, which warrants or — mirs shail be paid by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

So, Mr. President, if there are works to-day that are suffering or that 
will suffer next year for want of repair and proper attention, there is a 
provision which authorizes the engineer in charge to make his demand 
upon the Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay without limit any sums of money that may be necessary to pre- 
serve the Government works and keep them inrepair. So there is not 
that excuse for this haste. 

Iam not going to weary the Senate with discussion; I am going to 
conclude with simply this proposition: It seems to me that the United 
States Senate owes to itself a duty in these premises, and itowes to this 

t country another duty in the premises, and that is to see to it when 
ve or ten millions of dollars are appropriated that every item of ap- 
e shall have received proper, judicious, careful consideration 

y some committee of the Congress of the United States. It seems to 
me that the Senate owes a duty toitself, and that duty certainly can be 
prame without stopping the functions of this great Government. 

ere no Department is to suffer, where you do not take the Army or 
the Navy or the Judiciary by the throat and tell them to stop their 
lives, where nothing can suffer, surely the Senate owes to itself the 
duty not to make into law that which has received not one single hour’s 
consideration by either the Committee on Commerce or the Committee 


on Rivers and Harbors in either branch of Congress, and can not re- 
ceive in this branch over two hours’ consideration, and did not receive 
in the House of Representatives thirty minutes of consideration. 

For these reasons, sir, I oppose any appropriation whatever. 

THANKS TO PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I desire unanimous consent at this time to offer 
a resolution, and I ask its immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harrisin the chair). The reso- 
lution will be read for information, when the Chair will ask for objec- 


tion. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate are due, and are hereby tendered, to 
the Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, A Senator from the State of 3 ae the 
over 


courteous, ee akin and able manner in which he has presided 
erations and led the duties of its President pro tempore. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the mt con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. It is before the 
Senate. , 
The resolution was agreed to unanimously. — 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for the rvation and 
continuation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce, in line 13, striking out five and 
i 1 ten. 73 

Mr. COKE. Mr. President, the bill reported from the Committee 
on Commerce is not such a bill as I would have preferred. I am not 
at all enamoréd of it, but I do believe it is better than no bill at all. 
It is not the fault of the Committee on Commerce of the Senate that a 
better bill is not before this body, that we have not here an itemized and 
specific bill. That committee has had no time to perfect such a bill. 
It is presented here as it came from the House, with amendments in 
accord with the theory of the bill, as the best the committee was able 
to do under the circumstances. 

The last river and harbor bill passed amounted, I will say, in round 
numbers, to $14,000,000. The pending bill, as reported from the Sen- 
ate committee, appropriates ten million of dollars, to be apportioned 
among the different public works in proportion to the amounts given to 
them in the last river and harbor bill. That something is necessary to 
be done, that some appropriation ought to be made, no Senator here, 
no member of either House questions. We have a system of public 
works embracing all the rivers and harbors in the country, works pro- 
gressing to-day and dependent upon the appropriation to be made at 
this session of Congress for their continuance. Not only that, but the 
Government has at all these points property or plant which it is nec- 
essary shall be protected and preserved from wasteand destruction which 
will ensue from non-use. An appropriation for this purpose is abso- 
lutely necessary. 

The House has failed to send us a specific bill making an appropria- 
tion severally for each one of these public works. The Senate Commit- 
tee had not the time and the Senate has not the time to make specific 
appropriations for each one of them, and there is no other alternative 
left us than to accept the bill before us or have nothing. We can do 
nothing else but make an appropriation as this bill makes it, in solido, 
trusting to the discretion of the Secretary of War and the Engineer De- 
partment to expend the money judiciously for the conservation of the 
great interests for which it is appropriated. 

The honorable Senator from Maine says that he opposes any river 
and harbor bill constructed in the lump as this is. Mr. President, can 
we afford to throw away the large percentage of the work already done, 
to be lost from the failure of an appropriation? Can we afford to de- 
vote to destruction and waste the Government plant and property em- 
ployed in every river and in every harbor of the United States in 
carrying on these public works? We can not. If we can not, then we 
must appropriate; and as we can not make specific appropriations, we 
must appropriate in the lump, as is done in this bill. 

Shall we cease to improve our rivers and harbors? We can not afford 
to do this. Let it be remembered that cheap transportation is the one 
thing needful in this country, and that how to break down railroad 
monopoly and secure reasonable freight rates for our products is the 
great question of the day. 

The recent debates in this and the other House of Congress, and es- 
pecially before the Commerce Committee of the House, participated in 
by the ablest men in the country in and out of Congress, and especially 
by the most distinguished expertsin railroad and other transportation, 
while showing great variety and difference of opinion in every other 
respect, all concur in ascribing to the navigable waters of the country 
a greater influence as competing factors in bringing down freight 
charges on railroads than all other agencies combined. 

Water competition is universally admitted to be the best, most reli- 
able, and most certain tor of railroad charges of any other, and 
where it exists the most desirable. This is a great fact w can not 
be controverted or ignored. The producers of this country, the people 
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ed to give too 
the re- 
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loudly invoked for relief. The cost ot 
transportation to market is burdening the producers and taxing the 
consumers almost beyond their powers of endurance, We have endeay- 
ored during this session to legislate in the interest of these people in 
the regulation of interstate commerce, but have failed to accomplish 
anything. eee ODE ge ge ere wege ceo fl 
come from opening up out our navigable waters, Is not 
this great ol ebe sa ecke eee ee 
for our people the benefits of its accomplishment? there are those 
who doubt, are not the opinions of enlightened men who entertain no 
doubt such as impose the duty upon Co: to make the effort—to 
try the experiment if they choose to so term it? There can be no ques- 
tion about this. 

It is trae, Mr. President, that the House of Representatives has sent 
us a bill that we do not prefer, that we do not like, yet it is better than 
no bill at all. It has been amended—‘five million ” stricken out and 
“ten”? inserted. can we not pass that bill? We can intrust the 
matter to the of War, to the Chief of Engineers. We abide 
by their discretion in all the riverand harbor bills we pass to a consid- 
erable extent. Why can we not trust them on this bill as we have done 
on others when we have so a stake at issue? 

There is no reason in the world why we should not pass this bill. If 
it wasa bill making specific appropriations for each public work, 
I should prefer it as you would, sir; but we can not have that. There 
is no time to such a bill. 

Mr. KENNA. Will my friend from Texas allow me to ask hima 
question ? 

Mr. COKE. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNA. I do ie understand the pan occupied by my 
friend from Texas in his statement that this is not a bill specific in its 
application to every work igo for by the last river and harbor bill 


passed by this . of the provisions of the 
Portion for the rene of every work provided for in te last bil 
prosecution of every work pro r in the last 
Mr. COKE. Certainly. 


Mr. KENNA. The oe difference, therefore, as I understand the 

situation, is that this bill appropriates ten millions and the last bill 

14,000,000 for the prosecution of identically the same 

general works on rivers and harbors; and I deny that this bili vests 

any discretion whatever e officer i in any Department of this Gov- 

ernment which was not in that same officer, in that same De- 

t, by the provisions of the last river and harbor bill. The only 

nce) is He enor bie son, DOO. the irp var erty 

a an aggregate sum of $14,000,000, n 

detail the ee works to be prosecuted under it and the expend- 

iture of the money 8 for. By this bill in a lump we appropri- 

ate $10,000,000 to led in proportion for the several works 
3 the country camer for in the last bill. 

Mr. COKE. There is no difference of opinion between the Senator 
from West Vi and myself. I su that the Senate under- 
stood that this bill appropriated in the lump, as I stated in the com- 
mencement of my remarks, for apportionmentamong the several works 
specifically appropriated for in the last river and harbor bill, and I 
stated in the. ast observation I made before the Senator from West 
Virginia rose, that we reposed, in every river and harbor bill yet 

to a certain extent, in the judgment and discretion of the en- 
and of the Secretary of War, and no more in this than in the 
others, but the same in this as in the others. 

Mr. KENNA. I oia gp exactly understand my friend before as I 
understand him now. e are not cxactly on the same line in the dis- 
arenes of this bill, and my object in interposing was not so much to 

terrupt my friend the Senator from Texas as to make understood 
4 4 5 that This bill does not invest the Secretary of War or any ofti- 
cer of this Government with any discretion whatever in the expendi- 
ture of any dollar appropriated by it. 

Mr. COKE. I take issne with the Senator from West Virginia. I 
read from the bill the following provision: 


That there is hereby appropriated, to be paid out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, and to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of War 


Mr. KENNA. If my friend will allow me to e utinue the reading 
of the same section 

Mr. COKE. I will continue the reading. 

Mr. KENNA. If you please. 

Mr. COKE. It continues: 


For the construction, continuation, repair, and preservation of the public 
works mentioned and designated in an act entitled “An act making appropri- 
ations for the preservation of certain publio workeon 


construction, s 
rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 
Mr. KENNA. And now will my friend allow me to continue the 
reading? The same section of the same bill continues: 
In proportion to the sums appropriated for such works in and by the said act, 


So that there is no discretion whatever vested in the Secretary of 

cr the samo works whose improvement 3s pi by this act 

the same works w. dae LECON Se’ Deroin tux DY AMEA det te 
C 11... E nen hoe RNE 

Mr. COKE. The Senator from West Virginia has stated simply what 

I had stated before, but now I call attention to a fact to show that the 
of War has discretion and that he exercises discretion. In 

the very bill to which the honorable Senator refers by which $14,000,000 


was app! at the last session of Congress, which the Secretary of 
War was di to there is of that appropriation now on hand 
nearly $10,000,000 unex: , because in his discretion the Secretary 
of War has chosen not to it. 


Mr. KENNA. Oh, Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me—I 
do not want to interrupt my friend 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from West V will 
not in until the Chair has an opportunity of learning whether 
the Senator from Texas yields. 

Mr. COKE. I do. 

Mr. KENNA. I certainly do not wish to interrupt my friend from 
Texas, but the statement which he submits to the Senate now of the 
amount of money on hand for the prosecution of these various works 
is a statement based upon the report of the Secretary of War of the Ist 
of July last. We all know that, and we all know that since that time 
the demands of the current fiscal year have come into requisition, and 
none of us know to-day what amount is still on hand. 

Mr. FRYE. The report was made February 23, and covered up to 
that date. 

Mr. COKE. Yes, sir; February. 

Mr. KENNA. But pardon me one moment further. If the Senator 
er eee eee report, then he omits from the calculation 

den PE the amount engaged by contracts entered into prior to 
e to last July, and, therefore, the same application 2 2 
contracts for all the great works that are being prosecuted b; 
were entered into prior to the Ist of July last, 3 every — 
applies to the consummation of those works and the satisfaction of 
those contracts up to that time, . is still on hand even 
to this very moment. 

Mr. COKE. Now I hope, Mr. President, that I shall not be inter- 
ru further. 

repeat my assertion that the Secretary of War and the Chief of 
Engineers have under this bill the same discretion that they have under 
all other river and harbor bills, and that under all river and harbor 
bills they have discretion to expend or not to expend the money, be- 
cause it is a notorious fact that they do absolutely refuse to expend 
money under appropriations made under directions like those contained 
in this bill when in their judgment the expenditure of the money 
would result in no publie good. Nothing is more common than this, 
and a volume of the Engineer’s reports can not be found which does 
not show repeated instances of it. 

I know that in my own State under a bill like this there are appro- 
priations which have lapsed repeatedly because the engineers have de- 
cided that the money ought not to be expended, that the appropriation 
was not large enough for instance to justify the expenditure of the 
money, and in that is found the reply to the argument of the hon- 
orable Senator from Maine this bill, where he says there are so 
many of these appropriations which will be whittled down so under this 
bill that it will be useless to attempt to expend them. In reply to that 
I have to say that this very discretion exercised by the Engineer De- 
partment and by the Secretary of War will prevent an expenditure of 
a dollar of those appropriations which are believed to be insufficient to 
accomplish any real So that so much of the argument of the 
honorable Senator from Maine as is directed against this bill on account 
of the smallness of some of the appropriations which will be brought 
down so low that no good can be accomplished with them fails. 

I repeat I would have preferred that each one of the public works 
appropriated for had been named in the bill, but they could not be 
named. There was no time for it; there was no time for amendment. 
We could do nothing else but bring i in a bill in the lump, in solido, and 
we have got to take that sort of a bill or have no appropriation for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors at all; and I do contend, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that the object for which this Government first commenced the 
great work of improving the rivers and harbors of this country is too 
great, too far-reaching in importance, and affects too large a proportion 
of the people of this country, to be abandoned or deferred for any light 
or transient cause, and that if we can not get the best bill that can be 
made for the purpose we ought to be willing to accept the best that 
under the circumstances can be brought before the Senate at this time, 
and such a one is the bill which has been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had non-concurred in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8255) ee. appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the year ending June 
30, 1685, and for prior years, and for other pu asked a confer- 


ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 


1885. 
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and had appointed Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. 


chusetts managers at the conference on its part. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the ac- 
ee eae House of Representatives on the deficiency appropriation 


The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Rep 


resentatives non-concurring 
Senate to the 8 lag supply defi- 
ciencies in the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1885, 
for pri conference 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House of Represent- 
atives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the presiding officer was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of Senate and Si HALE, Mr. ALLISON, 
and Mr. CocKRELL were appointed 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the 8 er of the House had sign ed the en- 
rolled bill (H. R. 7785) appropriations for the ‘samen of in- 
valid and other of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. pO eda! eee wal satay hor poy 
and continuation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for | condi 


A 


other 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, Iam always glad to su at AOT 
river and harbor bill, but I think this bill is perhaps one of the most 


that waseverpresented. Itis true we have 

i in bulk to a lumpsum and leave it in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War. I believe that would be much better than the 
bill now ted, for this bill is hampered by the river and harbor act 
of last year. If Senators will look at the act we passed last year, ten 
pages long in close print, and then look at the estimates this year, they 
will find that in many instances there has been a less sum asked for 
this year than was appropriated last year. Of course it follows that 
on dda oc eee eee 
of com do not require as much money in the 
in the past. It will be.noticed also V 
ports and harbors that were appropriated for last year are omitted this 
year in the estimates. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Vermont whether 
the point which he makes, that it might take a small sum to complete 
works which are near completion, is not provided for in the proviso, 
beginning in the sixteenth line of section 1 of the bill: 

That no more shall be thusaliotted than is sufficient for the comple- 
dic O CATA wortee ORDAS ibe peamieh MARION, 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator from Massachusetts knows that none 
of these works are ever completed. There is always room for the ex- 
penditure of a little more money. Who is to decide whether they are 
ee, The bill now before us provides that the aap 4 

be expended in exact proportion to what was appropriated for 
work in the former bill. 

There is another difficulty about the bill. Throughout the whole 
act of last year there were various provisos and conditions upon which 
the iations were made. In the present bill there are no condi- 
tions whatever. If the port or place has been barely mentioned, then 
the money may be expended there. 

Under these circumstances it seems to me that the bill is a bill that 
will work badly. Some of the places which require very littlemoney 
may get enough and perhaps too much; while others which require 
more will hardly get a pittance. In the estimates of this year there 
are many points w appropriations are asked for which are not even 
named in the bill of last year, and itought tobe supposed that the ex- 

iture of last year would diminish largely the amount required to 
appropriated this year. 

Again, the bill as now to be amended appropriates a larger 
sum than the Department have estimated would be requisite. They 
have only asked for $8,000,000, and now it is proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to increase the sum to $10,000,000, although by 
the statement of the Senator from Maine no longer ago than the 23d of 
February there was not less than $9,000,000 on hand. Last year the 
appropriation was for $14,800,000, and now, with the amount on hand 
and what is 
by $4,000,000 and over than was appropriated last year. 

Under these cireumstances I do not feel at liberty to vote for the bill. 
I think the committee should have distributed the w 


it was most needed; but under the conditions of the bill, without any 
discretion left to the Secretary of War, it must be distributed exactly 
according to the act of last year. 


had | the Senator would have no sort of 


there will be $19,000,000 to expend—a larger sum The engi 


here and that a 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Vermont has made two objections to 
James N. Burnes of Missouri, and Mr. Jou] D. Lone of Massa- the bill. 


Mr. MORRILL, I make three. 

Mr. HOAR. One is that there are many works mentioned in the act 
of last year which a small sum only will be required to complete, and 
that the allotment made under the bill may be considerably more than 
those works need. I am surprised, knowing the usual candor of my 
honorable friend, at the answer he made when I called his attention to 
the proviso in the bill which reads: 

Provided, That no more shall be thus allotted than is sufficient for the com- 
177... ͤ poenanee evrih 

PCT 
sition when be says we all know that these works are never 
Who is to determine the matter? C 
more than he thinks is to complete the work, and he can not 
spend as much as he thinks is necessary to complete it unless it is a sam 
within the limit of the appropriation for the present year. 

Mr. MORRILL. Ishould 8 
document which will show the exact amount necessary to complete any 


one of these works. 

Mr. HOAR. The t. Book of Estimates is the document. 
Mr. MORRILL. estimates are not for completion, but for con- 
tinuation in a majority of cases. 

Mr. HOAR. . The original estimate of a work 
is always an estimate which gives 

tion. Then it 
wisely and tab 
The Senator 
C Tak ap l 8 
the mo am effect of the bill is to leave the appro under existing 


3 
is the ect. sums 
for such works conditionally, the condition would Pere yg Bor 
objection to oldie atin the venta 
„„ Shor germane NaaE adiad, N “ena ae 
the condition or words the effect of which would 
over the condition of the appropriation. 

. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President, it is a matter of 22 
sonal regret to myself that I feel compelled to oppose the passage 
present river and harbor bill. It is well known to my associates on 
this floor that I have hitherto favored such bills which have been 


But with my sense of publie duty as a legislator I can never consent 
to give my vote or my voice for a measure which has received no con- 
sideration at the hands of the iate committee of this body. That 
is the condition of this bill. I do not stand here to 

of duty upon the co-ordinate branch of the for one I 
should be glad to see the rules of the Senate so amended that this body 
would never give a moment’s consid 75 
— axe did not come to this body from the other House at 
it the before the day of final adjournment. 


right of originating 

ing them through this body; or if we are to w the custom w. 

hitherto prevailed and permit the other House to originate all general 

FFF that the co- 
FFF 

so that we may give them careful consideration. 


experts, of the com- 
mittee having it in charge as does the river and harbor It requires 
an accurate knowledge of every harbor, of every important river, 
of all the canals which are under the control of the Government before 
the committee can act intelligently. — 


priations and much of the work 
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It is an open secret that the committee in the other branch of this 

ture which considered this question from the opening of the ses- 

sion in December down to last week, instead of adopting and following 
the act of last year, failed to make any appropriations for nearly 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Chair 
must remind the Senator from New York that itis not in order to refer 
to the action of the other Honse. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. It has already been referred to here 
by every speaker who has spoken. I am not reſerrin ne to me Se 
the House, but I am referring to what is known and what every one 
knows to have been the action of a certain committee having this mat- 
ter in charge. I think I may say within the parliamentary rule that 
certain persons attempting to make up a river and harbor bill left out 
of it nearly fifty distinct appropriations which were contained in the 
bill of last year, showing most conclusively that by their investigations 
and by the light which had come to them during the past year it was 
found that we did not need any bill like the bill of last year, but that 
we needed a new bill, with new provisions, with a number of 
new appropriations in it, and with a large number of the old appropri- 
ations left out of it. 

I gave my support to the bill of last year. As a member of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce I took great interest in its consideration in that 
committee, and labored long and heartily upon it. The Committee on 
Commerce of this body made many radical changes in it. The com- 
mittee struck out very much of what was generally believed to be un- 
wise appropriations, but I regret to say that in the final consideration 
of that bill by the conference committee of the two Houses very much 
of the legislation which the Committee on Commerce had stricken out 
of it was put back, and that in that shape it finally passed this body and 
became a law. 

But it needs no particulars in my judgment to condemn this bill. 
We are co in my opinion to a condition in legislation upon rivers 
and harbors which calls fora halt. The people of this country are de- 

not that the appropriations for rivers and harbors shall be 
limited to $5,000,000 or $10, 000,000 or $15,000,000 per annum, but 
they are demanding that the appropriations shall ‘be made for the great 
publio works according to the necessities of the country. 

has come about in our merchant marine within the past 

1 or twenty years. In short, within the past five years the draught 
of nearly all sea-going vessels has increased from sixteen or eighteen 
feet to twenty, twenty-two, twenty-six, twenty-eight, or even thirty feet 
of draughtof water. The result is that nearly all of our great harbors, 
or what were known as great harbors a few years ago, upon the Atlantic 
coast are now not able to admit into them the great ships of the mer- 
chant marine which come to them. At the port of New York, through 
which three-quarters of all the foreign commerce of this country 
a large number of the foreign steamers running to and from that port 
to-day are not able to pass over its bar with more than three-quarters 
of a load. If that obstruction should be removed it would reduce the 
cost of transporting every bushel of wheat and corn which is sent abroad. 
To do the work there the appropriation carried in a river and harbor 
bill should be not less than $1,000,000 per annum. To give it a pal- 
try $150,000, as it would have under this bill, would amount to noth- 
ing. It would be a waste of the money. 

I appeal to the Senator from Texas in regard to his own great port 
of Galveston, to say to this body of what value will be the $200,000 
which would go to that port under the provisions of this measure as it 
now stands if it should pass. If the Senator were to answer that ques- 
tion he could only say that it would be of no avail whatever. The 
works contemplated at Galveston require an expenditure of several 
million dollars. We have spent there a large sum already. It seems 
to be the opinion to-day and the 2 Encore of civil engineers 
that the work at Galveston Harbor has thus far been largely a mistake— 
a mistake either in plan or in construction, it matters not which. Ifany- 

thing is to be done for the great State of Texas, which is an empire in 

and certainly it should have a harbor into which the greatest 
era floating from the sea could come at all times—the appropriation 
for Galveston Harbor should not be$150,000 or $200,000, but it should 
be all the money which the engineers can wisely expendi in a fiscal year. 
Less than that is folly; less than that is wastefulness. It is a waste to 
spend only $200,000 a year upon Galveston Harbor. It would scarcely 
keep the work dees os would scarcely keep it in proper repair. 

Shall we go on in way from year to year scattering our appro- 
eee upon little rivers, many of which may be of value to their 

ocalities, many of which undoubtedly are, if not all of them, but cer- 

br themes e . simply of local importance? They are streams 
which can be used for rafting lumber. Surely that is an industry de- 
manding our consideration perhaps, but notwithstanding, the people 
of this country claim and will demand at our hands that in the distri- 
bution of the public moneys upon our rivers and harbors the great ports 
of this country shall 00000 


the ships of the present day can find ingress and 
What 1 have mid of Galveston is true of the rte eas wide are 
on at the mouth of the Saint John’s River. The Saint John’s 
er is the artery of the State of Florida. The mouth of that river 
ought to be opened so, that all the large steamers which desire to go 


there can getin. The which would come to that river 
by this bill would be of little or no avail. The 8 for that 
river should be such thatthe work can be pushed completion, 
and then the great State of Florida will be deveio . we give 
it a paltry $150,000 or $200,000 under this bill—I do not know the 
exact amount—which will scarcely keep the dredges and the machines 
of the Government going. In other words, the money will be squan- 
dered, and this appropriation will be unwisely ded. 

Whatis true of the mouth of the Saint John’s River is trueof Charles- 
ton Harbor. There we have undertaken large works, to deepen the 
water over the bar and to admit large ships to come into that port so 
as to carry the cotton grown in the adjacent country to England. The 
appropriation made under this bill, if it shall become a law, will do 
little or no good there. 

Thus I might go on and specify item afteritem. I believe alsothat 
the large sum given in this bill to the Mississippi River and to the 
Missouri River will be largely wasted. I believe that the present con- 
dition of the improvements of both those rivers calls fora halt; that it 
calls for a full consideration as to whether the money heretofore ex- 
pended has been wisely expended. 

I want to say for myself that I am for the improvement of the 
Mississippi River and its navigation; I have always voted for it; but 
I believe that no bill should pass until that matter is fully consid- 
ered by the Committee on Commerce, and until we have fully satis- 
fied ourselves in regard to the criticisms which are now being made 
throughout the length and breadth of the country upon the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River. Statements are made which require 
our careful consideration, going to show 85 very much of the work 
which has been done under these large appropriations. has proved a 
failure; that it has shown that the work de out by the commission 
and the engineers is to-day largely experimental. If it is experimental 
itcan do no harm to make it wait for another g until the money 
has been expended which is now in the hands of the Secretary of War 
for it, and that then we may carefully and 5 determine 
whether we shall continue the eee ee of the Mississippi River 
upon the present plan. It is well known to every member The Sen- 
ate that the great engineering authorities of this country and of the 
world are not in harmony upon this question; that there is a great dis- 

ite going = as to the wisdom of the present system of improving the 

ppi River. 

Now as to the Missouri River. Last year in the river and harbor 
bill we created a commission for the Missouri River, thus to a certain 
extent taking it out of the hands of the engi of the Army and out 
of the control of the Secretary of War. I am satisfied that that was 
unwise. I am satisfied that in the very near future we shall substan- 
tially abandon all improvements upon the Missouri River. I under- 
stand that at the present day—I am so told by a Senator who knows 
there is not running upon the Missouri Riverasingle through steamer, 
that what is called through trade or traffic upon it has been substan- 
tially abandoned, and that the traffic upon the river now in steam- 
boats is carried on only in stretches between some important places. 
If this be true, then certainly we ought to go slowly in | appropriating 
large sums for that river. It is undoubtedly true that in the develop- 
ment of that country to the present time the river has been of much 
value, but it seems now that it is largely supplanted by the great num- 
ber of railroads which have been built throughout that country, and 
which have shortened the distance of transportation over that hitherto 
upon the river. 

Be that as it may, I holdit to be the duty of the Senate to see to it that 
no important legislation, certainly no bill carrying $10,000,000, shall 
pass this body without having proper time for consideration in the 
Committee on Commerce to which it was committed. The bill came 
to this body on Friday last. It did not fully reach the committee, 
printed and by reference, until Monday of this week. As the Senator 
from Texas said, there was no alternative left us save to take the bill 
with a few general amendments upon it, or to abandon it for this ses- 
sion. 

But certainly the blame does not lie at our doors. The Committee 
on Commerce have been waiting for this bill for weeks and weeks, ask- 
ing in our own way when it would come to us, until finally one Sena- 
tor not a member of the committee took the liberty of introducing a 
complete river and harbor bill and sending it to the committee. But 
as this body has, I believe, in nearly all its past history waited for 
these bills to come to it from the co-ordinate branch of the Legislature, 
so we waited for this bill. It comes to us in the closing hours of this 
session. 

Two years ago when a bill came to us not in this shape, when a bill 
came to us from the House of Representatives in complete and full de- 
tail, item for item, if I remember correctly, it reached us some three or 
four days earlier in the session than this bill reached us. That bill 
went to the Committee on Commerce, and what was the result? The 
Committee on Commerce reported back to this body that it had not 
sufficient time to consider that bill, and that it would make no report 
upon it, and the bill failed. However, no great evil effects came to 
the country from the failure of that bill, That bill, like this, contained 
petty appropriations by the hundred. It did not contain proper and 
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propriated for rivers and harbors in the past ſour or five years. So with 
the other great ports of our country. 

I am not making any attack upon thesmaller ports or upon the less 
important points. They are undoubtedly necessary to their people. 
No bill probably will pass which does not carry wise and just appropri- 
ations for smaller rivers and for smaller harbors; but in making this 
distribution I hold it to be necessary for the good of the whole country 
that these appropriations should be made in such a way and in such a 
manner as to enable these great works to be prosecuted rapidly to com- 
pletion. Otherwise we are constantly losing the interest upon the money 
put into them. We get no benefit from the moneys thus expended until 
the work is substantially completed. 

Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a few moments longer 
upon this question. I hold that if this bill should fail here by the ac- 
tion of the Senate, the Senate can in no way be held responsible to the 
country for the failure of a proper river and harbor bill. I believe 
there is not a Senator upon this floor who has not had from his con- 
stituents numerous applications by commercial bodies to be heard upon 
this measure, and to be heard upon new appropriations proposed to it. 
For one I have had a large number of communications from the people 
of my State asking to be heard upon the river and harbor bill, suggest- 
ing amendments and improvements over the action of last year. I 
have said to them all, when the river and harbor bill is properly before 
the committee the committee will hear you and will decide upon the 
claim which you may propose. What is to be the answer now that I 
shall give to my constituents? That the river and harbor bill came 
into our hands forty-eight hours before the final adjournment of Con- 

and that this body, equal in power in the legislation of this 
country, yielded all its rights of amendment, all its rights of considera- 
tion in the committee, that it denied its doors and its committee-room 
to the people of this country who desired to be heard upon it, and that 
we took this bill ready-made to our hands. 

It can not be argued that if this bill shall fail the great public works 
upon our rivers and harbors will suffer for repairs or by damage by the 
storms or elements. The river and harbor act of last year in section 4, 
as read to this body a short time by the Senator from Maine, shows 
that the Secretary of War has absolute power to maintain all the pres- 
ent works in their entirety and to repair any and all damage which may 
be done to them by the elements. Therefore the argument that if we 
fail to pass this bill the public works will greatly suffer by damage, 
by decay, falls to the ground; there is absolutely nothing in it. 

I repeat that I believe it to be in the interest of the improvement of 
our great public works that this bill should fail. If I did not so believe 
I should be compelled to give it my assent, for I hold that no one of 
the great States of this Union is so much interested in the improve- 
ments of rivers and harbors as my own State, the State of New Vork. 
There is not a dollar of all the money carried in these bills to be prop- 
erly and wisely expended upon any river throughout the entire length 
and breadth of this country which does not bring an immediate profit 
tothe Stateof New York. We send our ships to every port upon the At- 
lantic coast, upon the Gulf, and upon the Pacific; we send our commerce 
and our produce to every port upon the great lakes, and whatever is 
done by Congress to improve these great water ways and these great 
8 brings profit to the commercial interests of the State of New 

ork. 

Theadvancement of theinterests of commerce has made the Erie Canal 
absolutely free. It hasdemanded, however, and has asked through its 
Legislature this winter, that Congress shall provide for the building of 
the Hennepin Canal. I believe that to be a wise recommendation to 
this body. I believe that that work should be done by the Federal 
Government. Certainly the State of New York, after having expended 
more than $60,000,000 on the Erie Canal and having made it free to 
the commerce of the country, has a right to ask that other great works 
which shall be a benefit to the whole people shall be prosecuted by the 
Federal Government. It has done this. It has asked through its Leg- 
islature for many other important works. 

Resolutions have come to me as one of the representatives of that 
State. Shall my answer be that, as Senator from the State of New 
York, I consented to the passage of a river and harbor bill without giv- 
ing it thirty minutes’ consideration in the committee, without being 
able to add any item of appropriation to it, without hearing any of the 
delegates of the great commercial bodies of the city of New York upon 
the necessity of deepening the water over the bar at the entrance of 
New York Harbor? 

Shall I give that answer to my constituents? Mr. President, I can 
not. I stand here, though I say it with great regret, opposed to this 
bill; for hitherto I have supported these bills. I have labored fora 
proper river and harbor bill at all times, and I regret that this bill did 
not come to usin time at this session of Congress in order that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce might give it careful consideration, and that every 
section and portion of our country might be heard, and properly heard 
and properly cared for. 

I believe, then, that this bill should fail for the best interests of the 
whole country. I believe it should fail for the interests of this body, 
if h we are to exercise our just right and control in the public 
legislation of this country. 


sufficient appropriations for the great works of this country and I do 
not know that its failure occasioned great loss to the works. I have 
seen no report tending to show that any great loss came to the public 
works of this country by the failure of that bill. 

Certainly the House of Representatives should have taken warning 
by that action of this body and should have sent us this bill two months 
ago. It could easily have done so. It could have sent us a bill which 
we could have considered fully and definitely; but now it comes to this, 
that another body, sitting in another portion of this Capitol, can take 
into its own hands all the appropriations for the management of this 
great Government, including every department, the Army, the Navy, 
the Post-Office, the legislative, executive, and judicial departments, and 
it can hold the bills until within twenty-four or forty-eight hours of 
the adjournment under the Constitution, and it can then bring in those 
bills here and say to us: Take them; pass them as we have made 
them, or thereshall be no bills, or you take the responsibility of forcing 
an extra session. - 

We are not sent here to legislate in any given number of days. We 
do not hold our offices for months; we hold them for years. If the 
public business of the country demands that this national Legislature 
should remain in continuous session for three hundred and sixty-five 
days in the year in order to complete properly the public business, then 
I hold it to be our duty to stay here and to give to the public business all 
our time. It is for that purpose that the States which have sent us 
here have given us our commissions. We can not excuse ourselves in 
the manner suggested by the Senator from Texas. It is no reason what- 
ever in my judgment to say that this bill must pass as it is or there 
will be no appropriation for rivers and harbors and that the great works 
of this country will go to ruin and destruction. 

I believe that it is in the interest of all the public works of this 
country, I believe it to be in the interest of Galveston Harbor, in the 
interest of the Saint John’s River, in the interest of the Mississippi 
River, of Charleston, of Baltimore, of Philadelphia, of New York, of 
Boston, of Portland, and of all the great lakes that this bill should 
fail here and now. If it does fail here, if the Senate says to the other 
branch we shall not consider a bill sent to us in this manner, then the 
House will hereafter give us time for pause and consideration, and 
when another Congress shall meet, whether it shall be in December or 
within thirty days, then I think any committee of either House hav- 
ing this matter in charge will take it up in entirely a different temper 
and spirit from that which they have exercised in preparing this meas- 
ure, and they will come to view these great works in their proper 
light, and when they make appropriations they will be made properly. 

Mr. President, can we not adopt the plan followed by our near neigh- 
bors across the border in Canada? When any great public work there 
is devised and money is appropriated for it, there is appropriated at one 
time sufficient to furnish and complete the work. If it should be dis- 
covered that it required $20,000,000 to complete any harbor in that; 
country and the engineers could use but $5,000,000 per annum, the ap- 
propriation would be for $20,000,000 to be used at the rate of $5,000,- 
000 per annum. Then the work could go with speed and with proper 
consideration for economy, and such appropriations as that would be 
in my judgment wise and economical. 

It is not the amount of money carried in this bill which forms the 
objection to it. The amount of money carried in this bill is not one- 
third of what it should be for the great harbors and rivers of this coun- 
try. The waste, the absolute waste of this measure is that it gives out 
the money in driblets to great works. It gives it out in such driblets 
that it barely maintains the work. 

We have been working at Galveston Harbor now for a number of 
years, I do not know just how many. We have increased the depth of 
water over the bar I think three inches by the last measurement. If 
we shall go on with the appropriations here to be madein this way, the 
successor of the Senator from Texas, ay his successor in the third or 
fourth generation, will be in his seat before a steamship drawing thirty 
feet of water can cross the bar at Galveston Harbor. Nothing can be 
done in this way. 

The Republic of France appropriates in round numbers $20,000,000 
for her rivers and harbors, but when she wants to make a great im- 
provement she puts down the money in an appropriation bill for the 
whole thing and orders it to be done in the shortest time possible. 
That is economy; that is wisdom; that is business. If any business 
man wanted to improve his plant, if any great railroad corporation 
wanted to improve its plant in order that it might do its business more 
profitably and cheaply, it would make its improvements at once. It 
would not make them as we are making Suae appropriations. 

I say then the time has come to call a halt in appropriations for rivers 
and harbors, and to set ourselves to work in this body and in the other 
branch of the Legislature to see if we can not revolutionize the entire 
system of making these appropriations. Let us take up the great public 
works, many of which I have mentioned and many others quite as im- 
portant which I have not mentioned, and see to it if we can not devise 
means Kd which they shall be pushed to rapid completion. For in- 
stance, if the depth of water over the bar at New York could be in- 
creased from twenty-four feet to thirty feet, it would save to the farmers 
of the West more in one year than all the money which has been ap- 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of resentati Mr. its 
Clerk, announced that the House eee 2 ee 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8279) making appropriations for forti- 
fications and other works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for 
the fiseal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other p asked a 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. JOHN HANCOCK of Texas, Mr. WILL- 
IAM H. Forney of Alabama, and Mr. WILLIAM D. WASHBURN of 
Minnesota managers at the conference on its part. 
R doe . E 1140 ae the House had passed the joint reso- 

ution to provide for prin the annual reports of the 
Smithsonian Institution. ag 

The message further announced that the House had passed a joint 

resoldzjon (H. Res. 347) to provide for the printing of additional copies 
of the report of the Committee on Mili Affairs on the investigation 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also agree that the Speaker of the House had 
signed ia can enrolled bill (H. R. 754) for the relief of Nathan H. Dunphe, 
of Bridgewater, in the State of Massachusetts; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 
FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. Lask that the message from the House in reference 
to the fortification bill be now laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair) laid before 
the Senate the action of the House of Representatives non-concurring in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8279) making appro- 
priations for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the ar- 
mament thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and agree to the conference asked by the House. 

‘The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent the presiding officer was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. CoCKRELL were appointed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER subsequently said: The Chair substi- 
tutes the Senator from Kansas, Mr. PLUMB, for the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] as a conferee upon the part of the Senate upon the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the fortification appropriation bill. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


ce on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the ee eee vad . making — — 
the ourrent 


contingent 8 s — 
for fulfilling treaty oa with various Indian tribes, for the fiscal — 
ending June 30, 1386, and . —.— met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
se as follows: 
‘That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 27, 28, 74. 

I hat the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 110,111, and agree to the same, 

‘That the House from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 113, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: 3 


That immediately upon and 5 date of the 
ans committing inst the 
son any of the following crimes, namely mur 
with intent to kill, arson, burglary 


ject therefor to the laws of such Territory relating to said crimes, and shall be 
tried therefor in the same courts and in the same manner, and shall be subject 
to the same penalties, as are al! other persons charged with the commission of 
said crimes respectively. And the said courts are hereby given jurisdiction in 
all such cases. And all such Indians committing any of the ve crimes against 
the person or property of = Indian, or other person, within the bounda- 
ries of any State of the Uni States, and within the limits of any Indian res- 
ervation, shall be sub) 3 same laws, tried in the same courts and me — 
same manner, and su to the same penalties as are all other persons com 

ting any ofthe above crimes within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United 


And the Senate agree to the same. 


THOMAS RYAN 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. VEST. As I understand the report 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator does not want to make his motion until 
after the report is concurred in. 

Mr. VEST. No, I do not want to make my motion now, but I want 
to understand the report. As I understand it the House recedes from 
all its amendments except what is known as the Oklahoma amendment. 
Is that correct ? 

Mr. DAWES. That is correct. 

Mr. VEST. There was so much talking I could not hear the read- 
ing of the report. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ison concurring in the 
of the committee of conference. 
report was concurred in. 
. DAWES. I willstate the condition of the bill at this time. On 


rt the Senate recede from its amendments num- 
ference to the Otoe and Omaha Indians, and also 
orth Carolina appropriation. The House recedes from its disa- 
8 all of the legislative matter e t the 
cane wr eee In that they agree with the Senate with an 
amendment which has been read and concurred in. There is nothing 
now open except the amendment of the Senate striking out the provis- 
ion called the Oklahoma matter, and upon that the two committees 
propose to take again the judgment of their respective bodies. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate recede from that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 112. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. Amendment No. 112 is to strike out section 10, 
as follows: 


Src. 10. That the President is hereby authorized to open 
, Seminoles, and Cherokees for the pu 


ee 


ey ceded 


. 11. 
March 1866, and July 19, 1866; and for that purpose —— or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, —— the same ime is hereby, App 

out ofany money in the Treasury not rwise appropriated ; his — ee 
under to be reported to Congress. 


Mr. DAWES. I do not wish to consume the time of the Senate a 
single moment except merely tostate this case. The proposition in the 
bill is to open negotiations with the Indians in the Indian Territory for 
the cession of this land. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the House proposition. 

Mr. DAWES. That is the House proposition. The Senate have 
stricken out that proposition. The conferees on the part of the Senate 
have been from the beginning willing to take that proposition if there 
would be annexed to it a provision to keep people off from that land 
until the negotiation is consummated. ‘To that the House conferees 
refused to agree, and the question is whether we shall open negotiations 
for that Territory under circumstances such as were described here this 
afternoon, that will invite thousands of people down there in advance 
to take ion of that land, so that when the title become ours there 
will not be left a foot of it for an honest homesteader. 

All that the conferees on the part of the Senate ask is that a provision 
shall go along with the negotiation which shall keep trespassers and ma- 
rauders and lawbreakers from the land. If the negotiation has an honest 
purpose, a purpose in an honest way to extinguish the Indian title and 
eee I can not understand why any one 

ects to keeping trespassers off it until the honest homesteader can go 
Sa take his land. I do not understand why it is that people insistupon 
the negotiation but refuse to keep the land from the while 
the negotiation isgoing on. If the House provision remains in the bill, 
when the negotiation shall have been consummated there will be five 
men already there for every one hundred and sixty acres of land. 

Mr. BROWN. Is the provision just read the House proposition? 

Mr. DAWES. The provision just read is the House proposition and 
the Senate struck it out. The Senate conferees offered to take it pro- 
vided there was added to it the provision which has passed the Senate 
twice, making trespass upon the Indian lands a misdemeanor, declaring 
that until these men can lawfully go upon this land it shall be a mis- 
demeanor for them unlawfully to enter upon it and take possession of it. 

The whole trouble has arisen from the fact that the existing law has 
only imposed a fine upon trespassers upon the Indian land, and this 
man Payne and this man Couch have gone on there with their follow- 
ers, making their followers believe that they could obtain homsteads 
there, and when the United States has taken them to Fort Smith and 
imposed the fine upon Payne and upon Couch they would take the 
poor debtor’s oath the next day, and turn around and go to Kansas ard 
in a week have another body of deluded men ready to go down there. 
They have gone with that ceremony. week after week and 
month after month, and the President in his messages has asked Con- 
gress to make ita misdemeanor. The Senate has twice passed that pro- 
posed law, and all that the conferees on the part of the Senate ask is 
that thatshall be a part of the negotiation. Yet those who claim that 
their only desire is to fairly negotiate to open this land to the honest 
settler refuse to give the honest settler a chance, and I cannot under- 
stand how it is. 

Mr. VEST. Suppose the conferees on the of the Senate succeed 
in striking out the provision which was in the bill by the House 
of Representatives, what is the condition then of this Oklahoma ques- 
tion? It is exactly in the condition it has been in for the last five years, 
subjected annually to these raids on the of these lawless and des- 
perate men. What do we propose eee 


he give us any remedy? Does he stop these lawless raids? 
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Mr. DAWES. I will state to the Senator that we propose the remedy, 
but those who want this provision of the House refuse to take the 
remedy along with it. 

Mr. VEST. I have never from the beginning of this discussion six 
years ago failed to declare that those people had no right to go into 
that territory. I offered the first resolution which was offered in the 
Senate which is now embodied in the bill reported by the Senator from 
Massachusetts and for which I voted, declaring that these raids were 
unlawful, in violation of the statutes and in violation of the treaties 
made with the Indians. 

Mr. DAWES. I understand the Senator to take that position. I 
have no complaint to make of the Senator’s position, but I do not un- 
derstand why those who insist upon the negotiation without the rem- 
edy say that all they want is to give the honest homesteader a chance. 
He would have no chance. 

Mr. VEST. I hold that it is wise statesmanship to take the best you 
can get. We can not force the House of Representatives, and I am not 
here to argue that question. We can not force them, it seems, to give 
up this provision. They adhere to it; and now the alternative is pre- 
sented to us to let this thing stay asit is or to attempt apartial remedy 
when we can not achieve a complete one. Couch and his men, who now 
lead this desperate invasion into that Territory, assert that there is no 
Indian title to the land. We assert upon the contrary that there is one. 
The provision of the House of Representatives says that there is an In- 
dian title, and says we shall treat these Indians fairly and purchase 
whatever right they may have. Is there nothing in that? For the 
life of me I can not understand how the provision of the House invites 
them to go into that Territory. 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. INGALLS] stood here to-day and told 
us that 20,000 armed men were hovering upon the border of Oklahoma 
ready to go in upon the 5th of March, and yet we are to do nothing. 
When we say to those people there is an Indian title, when the Con- 
gress of the United States says by the House provision you must wait 
until we have negotiated with the Indians and purchased their title, 
how is it possible that we invite immigration? Does anybody suppose 
that if we do nothing those men will stay out of that Territory? Do 
we not know, did not the Senator from Kansas himself declare on this 
floor that unless we passed the provision of the House, those people are 
ready and are claiming that the new administration would protect them 
in this lawless invasion of the territory of Oklahoma? 

Mr. Presidant, if we recede from the amendment we simply assert 
what is the law, and if those people then go in they go in over the 
United States Army. After all, it is not the lawof Congress, it is the 
armed force of the country that must keep them out. They propose 
to go. They propose to resist this Army. They were ready during 
the past winter to resist it and nothing drove them out except famine. 
If General Hatch had risked an engagement he would have found that 
those men would have willingly gone into battle with his troops, but 
the unusual inclemency and rigor of the winter, unparalleled before 
in that latitude, and the want of provisions drove those people out. 
Now we are told, as we have been told for six years, Let this thing 
alone; let these people go; can not we still keep the Army there; can 
not we fully rely on the Army?“ 

All I propose is to start in the right direction by extinguishing the 
Indian title. I am in favor of using as much force as any Senator on 
this floor in order to preserve the peace and see that the laws of the 
United States are respected and enforced; but I say if you can not get 
the full remedy, take all that is possible; and unless we take the rem- 
edy the House proposes we get nothing. 

Mr. MAXEY. I can not see why it is that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, who is the Senator in charge of the Indian 
appropriation bill, should object so strenuously to the action of the 
House proposed to be stricken out by the Senate. It is conceded by 
him, it is conceded by all, that this country, which formerly belonged 
to the Creeks, the Cherokees, and Seminoles, and which is assigned and 
specified in the clause inserted in the bill by the House, is unnecessary 
for the Indians and ought to be used for homestead purposes. The Sen- 
oe cee ae ES eee that; the Senator from Missouri states 

t. 

Now, why should this provision be stricken out? Whatever title, if 
there be any left in the Cherok: the Creeks, and the Seminoles, the 
poraa proposes that the Uni States shall acquire by a fair and 

wful treaty. The Senator from Massachusetts does not object to that, 
he says, but he thinks the provision should go further and embrace a 
clause laying a heavy penalty upon those who enter into that country. 
That is his objection to it. If the Senate does not recede and this par- 
pig b stricken out what becomes of his proposed amendment? As 
the tor from Missouri has well said, you leave things in the exact 
condition they have been in forthe last six years, and which has caused 
such great disturbance. 

But has not the Government of the United States the power now to 
get those people out? It has been proven conclusively during the 
present session of Congress that this Territory is not subject at public 
or peiye sale to entry for homestead or any other purpose. It is con- 

that it is unlawful for any one to enter upon or attempt to occupy 
That is conceded everywhere. If it be unlawful now 


that country. 


for that to be done, it is the duty of the President, in the faithful ex- 
ecution of the Jaws, to keep all persons out. That he has done, and the 
strong arm of this Government properly exercised can continue to do 
that. In the meantime here is a lawful measure not to deprive the 
Indians, if they have any right, of that right by a lawless method, but 
a fair and honorable proposition to invest the President of the United 
States with the lawful power to enter into negotiation to acquire what- 
ever title those Indians may have. 

In my judgment the provision of the House is a proposition in the 
interest of peace; it is a proposition in the interest of the Indians. It 
is a proposition which, carried into operation, will produce the very 
effect which the Senator from Massachusetts says he desires to produce; 
it will open up this vast country te settlement by honest, upright, 
hard-working people who seek homes. 

It is idle for any man to close his eyes and say that that great country 
unoccupied by a human being should be kept for all time to come in 
that situation when there are so many laboring, toiling, poor men anx- 
ious to secure a home for themselves, their wives, and their children. It 
should be done, and it is in the book of fate that it shall be done. and 
if done let it be done lawfully. The House have so provided. The pro- 
vision of the House is a wise provision. 

But the Senator from Massachusetts has changed front on this Indian 
bill since the other day. When some of us wanted to have depreda- 
tions committed by these Indians paid for he insisted that it should 
not be done. He said that was legislation on an appropriation bill 
and a violation of the rule of the Senate. Now he comes forward and 
proposes legislation upon this same appropriation bill, just as in the 
same bill he proposed legislation pointing out a new mode and method 
for settling for those depredations, still insisting when the other side 
wanted legislation that that was a violation of the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. President, it would be a wise thing to do as proposed by the 
House, and for one, detesting lawlessness in every shape and form, hav- 
ing no sympathy with these boomers in any sense of the word, having 
no sympathy with lawlessness in any sense of the word, I say here is a 
lawful method pointed out fora peaceable settlement of this difficulty, 
and in the mean time the power of the Government is ample to protect 
that country. The Senator from Kansas himself stated that there was 
not a single head of stock in all that Oklahoma country * to 
a white man, and the charge that this country was sought to eld 
up and kept for the Western cattle-men is untrue in fact, for there are 
no cattle there and no cattle-men there. 

The Secretary of the Interior states that no contract has ever been 
made for that country. That is a matter of official note. So these 
stories designed and intended; o enable men by the strong arm to go in 
there and unlawfully hold that country are not true. The Government 
has had the power to keep them out. The Government has exercised 
that power and exercised it wisely. Take your 20,000 men in buck- 
ram—at least I presume those to be so who are talking abont going in 
there on a raid in forty-eight hours—and I venture to say that the Pres- 
ident of the United States will keep off those men. If this measure is 

as it was desi to be passed a peaceful and lawful acquisition 
of the entire title of those Indians will be obtained by the President 
of the United States. Then the country will be opened out for home- 
stead purposes and be in a thriving, a prosperous, and a habitable con- 
dition, occupied by men who have acquired their homes by honest and 
lawful obedience to the law and by the exercise of honest industry. 

Mr. President, I hope the Senate will recede from that. We have 
heard a great deal said about the course of the House, and many eriti- 
cisms have been made upon it here. What is this? Here is a propo- 
sition, a lawful proposition, and the attempt is to drive the House of 
Representatives into doing that which they tell you they will not do. 
Can you drive them any more than they can drive you? No. You 
ought to put something more in the provision, it is said; that is all. You 
want to increase, in other words, the penalty which now exists by law. 
There is a penalty now. The act forbidden is unlawful now. You 
want to increase the penalty, because you assume that which is not true, 
that the Government has not both the will and the power to protect 
that country. It has both the will and the power. It has done it hith- 
erto successfully, and it will do it again. Adopt this, and the title of 
the Indians is extinguished honestly and lawfully for a sufficient con- 
sideration paid them from the Government, and then the country will 
be opened to homesteads, and the great object, which the Senator from 
Massachusetts says he desires, that these lands shall be secured to citi- 
zens for homestead purposes, is accomplished. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate 
to the motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that the Sen- 
ate recede from its amendment? 

Mr. DAWES. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the Chair state the question again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that the Senate recede from its 
amendment to the Indian appropriation bill. 

The red proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). 


On this question I am 
paired with my colleague [Mr. MCPHERSON ]. 
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Mr. SAWYER (when his name was called). I am paired on this vote 
with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULSBURY]. If he were here, 
I should vote nay.“ 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
33, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Bayard, Cullom, Jonas, Pugh, 
Brown, Fair, Jones of Nevada, Vance, 
Butler, G: Kenna, Van Wyck, 

, George, Lamar, Vest, 
g G 9 Mahone, Walker, 
Cameron of Pa., —— . —.— 8 W 
n, 
Coke, mi Miller of Cal., 
* J „ Plumb, 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Dolph, McMillan, Platt, 
Allison, Fry: Miller of N. Y., Ransom, 
Blair, Harrie, Mitchell, Riddleberger, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Morgan, Sabin, 

Hawley, Morrill, Sherman, 
7 Hoar, Palmer, Wilson, 
Dawes, Pike, 
ABSENT—16. 
Beck, Groome 
Bowen, ls à è 5 Sewell, k 
Edmunds, Ingalls, Pendleton, 4 
Farley, Jones of Florida, Saulsbury, Voorhees, 
So the motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 347) to provide for the printing of ‘ad- 
ditional copies of the report of the Committee on Mili Affairs on 
the investigation of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. 
R. 100) authorizing the printing of certain naval and military reports. 

The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 342) to au- 
thorize the printing of 400,000 copies of the annual report of the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture for the year 1885. 


THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL: 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for the preservation 
and continuation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. CONGER. I have but one or two remarks to make in reply to 
the statements which were made first by the Senator from Vermont 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Michigan to yield. 

Mr. CONGER. I should have been through with my few remarks 
if 3 Senators would stop talking, and when I saya few words I shall 

ield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will until gen- 
tlemen resume their seats in the rear of the bar of the te and Sen- 
ators resume their proper seats and cease loud conversation. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I should like very well, if time would 
permit and the patience of the Senate would allow it, to discuss still 
further some of the propositions which have been made by the Senator 
from Vermont and the Senator from New York; but the Senator from 
New York did so happily put his opposition to this bill into an argu- 
ment in its favor, in every sentence he uttered showing the necessity of 
an increase of the amount of the appropriation in this bill, that I was 
thankful to him with humble reverence for having done better and made 
a more forcible and effective speech in favor of my bill in the desperate 

with which he opposed it than I could do it. So much for the 
Senator from New York. 

With the Senator from Vermont I have another question to settle. 
The father of the Senate, the man to whom I look with upturned eyes, 
when he is ing, and to whom I bow with reverence when he is 
sitting, the embodiment of truth, the perfection of all comity and fair- 
dealing, tells the Senate that the estimates for river and harbor appro- 
priations this year are only $8,000,000. He is not here, or else I should 
say some pleasant things in regard to him. Ihave in my hand the 
Book of Estimates submitted to Congress on the Ist of December, and 
here are the items of the river and harbor bill that were then estimated 


gin 
making the total estimates ſor these very works, rivers and harbors, for 
this year’s bill, over 840, 000, 000 instead of $8,000,000. 

I enter into no controversy with the Senator from Vermont. I know 
he must have inadvertently and unadvisedly made this statement, that 
in his zeal to attack this bill and to belittle it he found somewhere in 
the Book of Estimates, at the end ofsome calculation, the figures $8,000,- 
000, and he thought they applied to rivers and harbors. I do not be- 
lieve he would misrepresent by one cent’s worth the amount of any 


estimate or of any appropriation. I believe it would be impossible for 
him knowingly or willfully to do anything of that kind, but it is none 
the less due that I should say to the Senate that here [exhibiting] is 
the Book of Estimates, and if they will look on the one hundred and 
sixty-ninth page they will find the footing of the estimates for river 
and harbor appropriations necessary for this year, and they amount to 
over $34,000,000. 

Now, sir, I shall not detain the Senate by further remarks. I should 
like to have an expression of the sentiment of the Senate. I should 
like to know it as early as possible, that I, too, may take my rest as 
the others do. If the Senate decline to take further consideration of 
this bill, if they are ready to tell the country that all these great im- 
provements shall languish, shall die, I want to know it. If the Senate 
are ready to-night or at any other time to say that these works which 
have done more to extend population and immigration and improve- 
ment and to build up our country clear through from the Atlantic to 
the Rocky Mountains than all other means put together, I want to 
know it. inning with our Atlantic harbors and threading up the 
streams and the rivers and the lakes far up even to the Yellowstone 
and to the foot-hills of the Rocky Mountains this system has proceeded ; 
and on the other side there are the improvements of the Columbia an: 
the Snake which make the means of communication between the Pa- 
cific and the interior portions of the Atlantic slope, thus becoming for 
a year or for ten years or for fifty years the means of unheard progress 
and comfort and growth and prosperity to the people and of cheapness 
of transportation and the means of immigration into the vast unsettled 
regions which yet demand assistance. 

The Senate of course can do it if they choose. I have noother interest 
in it than the rest of the Senate. I thank God that around the State 
in which I live are the deep waters of the greatlakes. From the center 
outward of the two peninsulas of Michigan there are distances to be 
traversed by land of but one hundred miles, or forty miles, or twenty 
miles, or ten miles, or five miles to reach the borders of these lakes, 
and we haye communication by short railroads and by great lakes by 
which we can go out from our beautiful State into all the surrounding 
world with our products cheaper than similar products can be brought 
from the interior States of the West. And yet we need constant im- 
provement, and we have the expense of the transportation of our prod- 
ucts reduced one-half by the very bills which have been passed from 
year to year, and the prosperity which we have received is beginning 
to be felt in all the Southern States in the regions where there are no 
railroads. Such rivers as the Tennessee and the Cumberland and the 
Warrior and all those streams that glide through the interior parts of 
those States, as well as the great water courses, are gradually being 
opened up, until produce and coal and iron, which are found in abun- 
dance in Georgia and Alabama and on these minor streams, the Ten- 
nessee and the Cumberland and other rivers, can now be transported 
to market and have a value where ten years ago the coal-mines them- 
selves were utterly worthless, because the black diamonds slept in the 
hills and there was no way of transporting them to market. 

But, sir, I do not design to dwell upon this subject. Isay now, once 
for all, all that Idesireto say. By the orderof the Committee on Com- 
merce I have reported the bill to the Senate. By their action, whether 
wise or unwise, such amendments have been proposed to the bill as 
that committee thought proper; and every member of the committee 
has been for years conversant with every single appropriation that has 
been heretofore made, and has read the great text-books of the en- 
gineers page by page, report by report, not only of the principal en- 
gineers in charge, but of every oneof their assistants. Members of the 
committee know all these and have read them as a child would read 
his hornbook. They are not ignorant of these works. 

The Senator from New York could draw with his pencil on paper, so 
often has he looked over these reports and so often has he studied them, 
a plan of all these improvements, and, if his memory served him, he 
could put down the amounts appropriated each year and the improve- 
ments made each year. He talks about little streams. Sir, the Missis- 
sippi River in its grand, magnificent flow is the result of the million 
little rills and creeks and rivers and streams that flow from all that 
great empire of the Mississippi Valley. They unite and form the mag- 
nificent Father of Waters. So with commerce: commencing in the 
little rills, flowing into larger streams of commerce, it swells and grows 
in its progress to the markets of the world until it becomes the grand, 
magnificent commerce of the United States of America, unequaled in 
all the broad world; for there is no internal and coastwise commerce of 
any nation on the globe, fed as it is by the little streams from the coun- 
ties and the States of this Union, that compares in grandeur and mag- 
nificence and benefit to the people at large with the commerce of our 
country. 

We can smother it, but we can not dam up the big streams; we can 
not by words, even by the speeches of the Senator from New York, pow- 
erful as his are and gigantic as his lungs are, split off the rocks. 
To make Hell Gate navigable takes time; it takes blasting of rocks; it 


takes penetrating into the cavernous recesses of Hallet’s Point to blow 
away those obstructions; and the Senator is impatient that we can not 
remove these rocks in a year; he is impatient that we can not make 
appropriations enough to deepen the bar at the lower entrance of New 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2469 


York Harbor to thirty or thirty-two feet ina year. Wecommenced it 
for him; we gave him liberal appropriations for it. 

I do not like to say that it was mean in him to talk as he has spoken 
about this bill. I would say of myself, without fear of contradiction, 
that because Hallet’s Point has not appropriation enough in this bill, 
and because the outer harbor and. the bar at Sandy Hook do not have 
appropriation enough in this bill, I oppose it, if I opposed it as he does; 
but I will not say it of the Senator from New York. I believe he is 
moved by higher motives than I dare ascribe tomyself. It is the good 
of the whole country, the grandeur of the great streams of commerce 
and great rivers to be improved, that are the cause of the unconcern 
with which he looks on the humble, feeble things in this way which 
contribute to the great whole. It is that which makes him oppose this 

il] 


Now, Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON rose. ‘ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michigan yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not asked the Senator to yield. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Iowa is one of those men to whom 
I am compelled to yield, because he is chairman of the Committee on 
ee § ane I want a thing or two in the appropriation bills 
sometimes. ughter.] 

Mr. A Tine. I am very much obliged to the Senator. I wish 
to make a report from the Senate conferees on House bill 8256, being 
the sundry civil appropriation bill. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OEFICER. Does the Senator submit a report 
from a conference committee? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, sir. I submit the report of the committee of 
conference on the sundry civil bill, House bill 8256, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the opori a as follows: 


The committee of conference o e votes of the House on the 
amendments of the Senate to the pill of of the House making ap; 88 
for sundry civil of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, having met, n to recommend and 
e * — Boome as — 


Seer 8, PEE ne 5 iert Tos 170, 


—. Ae 8 

5 5 28 09, gka 2 TT, T9, B0, 8, 8,8 
AN 183, 134" 135, 1285 144. 
i a i at N 19,18 8 17, es 1 2 21 87, 188, 189, 


Sh sind nasce te te 


That the 5 recede from Le to the amendment of the Senate 
to the same with an ame t as follows: 8 


numbered 3, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
roposed insert 8891, 288.04; and strike out from said amendment the 
words bv ee. to” and insert in lieu thereof" being the amountof said awards 


— the House recede "o its ment to the amendment of the Senate 
. the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum p proposed inae rt 88,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

‘That the House recede from its its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and to the th an amendment as suoni: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert ** $4,000: eee 


pees to the sam 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and agree to the same Ta an amendment as Maese: In lieu of 


agree to the sam: 
3 to the amendment of the Senate 
to pid oan with an amendment as follows: In lieuof 
to roof, $6,400; aud annual repairs to Treasury building, 
rs to roo! ; and ann re 
» and the Senate ‘othe aa f 


numbered 74, and Sea to the same w th an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the aae Ee S 810,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 
ouse recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
agen 75, and agree to the same with an amendment as speed In lieu of 
insert AIAN; and the Senate agree to the sam 

— ie mand recede from its disagreement to the ‘amendment oft the Senate 
oor per to the same with an amendment as fo! In lieu of 
the sum proposed inse e 7 and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the recede from its disagreement to the amendment ofthe Senate 
numbered 88, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert $40,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the E ouse recede from its ‘disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 90, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert $580,000; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d lisagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 91, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert 822,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
ee 93, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

and Senate agree to the same. 

That hat the ouse recede from its di ent to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 100 and 101, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
In lieuof the sums proposed insert“ $145,500; ” and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 107, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum pro insert "$2, and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ts disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 108, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of dhe sum proposed insert 8127, 78.82; and the Senate agree to the same, 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 109, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum „ ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 110, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro ceca necra, and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House reced ts disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 


numbered 2 and agree 3 same with an amendment ns follows: Strike out 


in 1 10 and 11, page 32 of the bill, the word annually; “ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 119, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu s 
the sum ee insert $17,500; ™ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
gas ely 15, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the su proposed insert 82,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 129, and agree to the same w ith an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert. $220,000; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its eee to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 130, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert 270.000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate 
numbered 146, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert $20,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 150, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of | 
the sum pro insert 820,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 157, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert 81,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 158, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert ‘'$2,000;"’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 162, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro posed insert 849,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 165, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the su m proposed insert ''$95,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That t the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 178, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert ‘' $12,500; "' and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
hey es 179, and cares, tothe same withan amendmentas follows: Boca lieu of 


sum pro 000“ and the Senate agree to the sam 
nat the puse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 180, and agree to the same with an ö uawas In lieu of 


sum — . and the Senate agree e same. 

Thatthe House recede from its disagreement to 8 8 of the Senate 
numbered 192, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro insert Aasaa ront Ti and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the F ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sonate 
numbered 212, and agree | to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum insert $835,000; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 215, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the sum pi insert * $2,250,000; "’ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ts disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 218 to. to 229, inclusive, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the amended pongan a proceed insert the following: “ For 
and binding for parimenti, —.— ng and debates, $1,2 


for the State 
Mben Scie DLEE 08 oi which 200 0 for the N sof the 
-General’s ce or a H 
nt, $329,400 (of which sum ee oh pene 


library 
for the the Interior Dean 
rebinding tract-books for the General 


50; for the Pee te 


ment of one-half = the sum hereby appro; riated shall be urih thereof ma in the two 
fi . than one-fourth be ex- 


last quarters of the fiscal year, except that in addi- 
either of said last quarters the unexpended of allot- 
ments for preceding quarter may be expended ;” and the Senate agree to the 


ane mae NA a E — 
de 131, i ia i 10, 4.1 a 55 106, 173, 193, 194, 195, 190, 197, and 198 the Senait 


W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE HALE, 
JAMES B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of "the Senate. 
SAM. J. RANDAL 
WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 
THOMAS RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. ALLISON. As this is an important bill perhaps I should state 
briefly the amendments di to. 

It will be observed by looking at the bill that all the amendments 
of the Senate relating to public buildings have been di to with 
three or four minor exceptions, those being the buildings in Alaska, 
and one or two merely verbal amendments ts with reference to other pub- 
lic buildings. $ 

There is also a ne with reference to the survey of the Mexi- 
can boundary, and a disagreement with reference to the several propo- 


sitions in the bill looking to the sale of property belonging to the Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I ask the Senator from Iowa whether the 
conferees on the part of the Senate disagreed to the provisions of the 
House bill in relation to public buildings? 

Mr. ALLISON. Unfortunately the bill is in such shape by the votes 
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of the Senate that all the House provisions are beyond the control and 
direction of a committee of conference. Every provision I believe with 
reference to public buildings inserted in the billoriginally by the House 
of Representatives was agreed to by the Senate; and I might add by 
way of suggestion to the Senator from Vermont that most of the amend- 
ments on this subject were put on in the Senate over the judgment of. 
the Committee on Appropriations as originally rted in the bill. 
With the exception of public buildings most of the other matters in 
dispute have been either compromised or adjusted. I could go into 
detail on several amendments, but I will not occupy the time of the 
Senate in doing so, though I shall be glad to answer any question that 
ee suggested by any Senator in reference to any amendment to the 


The PRESIDING-OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS). 
to the report of the committee of conference? 

‘The report was concurred in. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate further insist on the amend- 
ments left undisposed of by the conference report and ask a further 
conference with the House. 

The motion was to. 

By unanimousconsent the Presiding Officer was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, 
and Mr. Beck were appointed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the following en- 
rolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tem- 


L bill (H. R. 8102) to give the assent of Congress to the construction 
of a railroad bridge by the East and Middle Tennessee Railroad Com- 
pany over the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers; 

A bill (H. R. 8183) to remove the political disabilities of W. H. Mur- 
daugh, of Virginia; and 
A bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of John B. Davis. 

BIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for the preservation 
and continuation of certain public workson rivers and harbors, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido not know whether the Senator from Michigan 
has concluded his remarks or not. 

Mr. CONGER. I said, sir, that the estimates were $34,000,000 in- 
stead of $8,000,000. I have the record to show ib. I mean the esti- 
mates of the engineers who by the law of Congress are required to re- 
port to Congress the ly expend In each fisen yar on cach of te 
the law, can be profitably expended in each fiscal year on 
uncompleted works mentioned. When these go to the 
the Treasury, who is not su to know of these hills he 

ves a lump estimate for rivers and harbors. His lump estimate is 

000,000. The of War and the board of engineers, on whom 

we rely in regard to the river and harbor bill, eee I pre- 
e eee the Senator from Ver- 
mont. That is all I have to say. 

Mr.CULLOM. Mr. President, I shall not undertake to detain the 
Senate by a general discussion of this subject at any great but 
I desire to say that I have been unable to see any substan reason 
ere e ge And it does seem to me that appropri- 
ating millions of dollars and spreading the money over places which 
have been surveyed and examined years ago is not the proper manner 
of legislation in disposing of such large sums of money collected from 
the people by taxation. I have been impressed since I have been in 
the Senate with the fact that every year the Congress of the United 
States is becoming less and less careful in the manner of appropriating 
money. There seems to me to be less disposition to deliberate, to con- 
sider and discriminate carefully in the consideration of such bills than 
Sopro DROL BEUA TOCE NTN eultor atige eg teal DMIR I be- 
lieve it is true that this is the first time, for many years at least, that 
the Senate of the United States has been willing to come forward, or 
has shown any disposition to come forward, and pass a river and har- 
bor bill appropriating five or ten million dollarsin the lump, to be dis- 
tributed on the basis of a pro rata distribution based upon a bill pre- 
viously 

So far as I am concerned, while I am for rivers and harbors, while I 
believe and have always believed that it was important to the com- 
merce and business interests of this country that the rivers and the 
lakes and the canals and the harbors surrounding and distributed 
through this country should all be cared for and improved, yet I do 
not believe that we ought to adopt the plan which has been suggested 
by this bill. 

2 sir, there is another thing. Even though the last river and 
harbor bill did not appropriate a sufficient amount of money to care 
for and keep in a state of repair all the rivers and harbors and canals, 
yet if Senators will refer to the law that we passed a year they 
will observe that there is a provision in that law which 8 
retary of War absolute authority to any extent that may be necessary 


Will the Senate agree 
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to expend whatever may be required in keeping in repair the rivers and 
harbors and canals that are mentioned in the law then I am 
of the opinion that the Senate has not had its attention called to the 
fourth section of the Jaw that we passed one yen“ ago, and I desire to 
read it for the information of the Senate: 

Sec. 4. That no tolls or operating charges whatsoever shall be levied or col- 
lected upon any vesel or vessels, dredges, or other passing water-craft th: — 
any canal or other work for the improvement of navigation belonging to 
United States; and for the purpose pat naples and continuing the use —— 
ae of said canals, rivers, and other public works without interruption, 

he Secretary of War, upon the application of the chief engineer in charge of said 
pant is hereby authorized to draw his warrant or requisition from time to 
time upon the Secretary of the Ty to pay the actual expenses of operating 
and keeping said works in repair, 


That provision of law gives the Secretary of War absolute power with- 
out stint, without limit as to amount, with nothing upon which to base 
his action under this section except the report of the engineer. I sa; 
that for every single piece of work that is mentioned in the law of 1884 
the Secretary of War can draw upon the Treasury of the United States 
for whatever amount of money is needed for the purpose of keeping the 
rivers, canals, and harbors, the public works mentioned in that law, in 
absolute and perfect repair. If thatis true and that is the letter of the 
law, I submit to the honorable Senator from Michigan and to every 
other Senator on this floor whether so far as relates to the question of 
keeping in repair these works, which have been the burden of the argu- 
ment of gentlemen in favor of this bill, there is any occasion for its 
passage at all, because I say under section 4 of the law we passed last 
year the Secretary of War has a right to draw from the Treasury mill- 
ions of dollars, if he chooses to do so, where the engineers say the money 
is needed, in order to keep those public works in repair. 

Then I insist that so far es that argument goes there is no necessity 
for this new bill which has been brought in here, the House 
of Representatives, approp: $5,000,000, and doubled by the com- 
mittee of the Senate, makin 10,000, 000, ' placing it in the hands of 
the Secretary of War to be distributed. pro rata under the law of last 

ear. So far ás concerns the repair and preservation of the works, there 

eee Be ee AD at all, not one single iota of need for it, as I 


aers CONGER. Will the Senator yield to me to answer ? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to the Senator answering now. 
Mr. CONGER. Section 4 of last year’s act provides: 

That no tolls or ee charges whatsoever shall be 1 antond gollected upon 


any vessel or vessels, dredges, or other — 
other work for the improvement of navigation belonging to Tha Unisex Staten 


No toll collected— 


and for the purpose of preserving and continuing the use and navigation of said 

N and other public works without accel ors the Secretary of War, 

1 0 oppina of the chief engineer in charge of said works, 6 
draw his warrant or requisition from time to time upon the Secre- 

tary of the ö pay 


What ?— 
the actual expenses of operating and keeping said works in repair. 


Who operates a lake, who operates a river? Canals are 
locks, It is only such kind of works as are operated 8 
ployed on them that this provision applies to. 
Mr. CULLOM. This provision of the law provides that all the pub- 
lic works shall be kept in preservation by the Secretary of War, or he 
has the right to do it under this law. 


Mr. CONGER. ‘‘Said works,“ not all works. 
Mr. CULLOM. The law says—— 
Mr. CONGER. Said public works.” That is, canals 
Mr. CULLOM. 
And for th of i d inuing the 
2 for 8 — r A atone nuing use and navigation of 


What does that mean? That means any other public works that are 
mentioned in the law of 1884. 

Mr. CONGER. Works that are operated. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not care whether a public work is upon the 
coast or upon Lake Michigan, whether it is a canal or the Mississippi 
River improvement, if it is a public work mentioned in the law of 
1884, and if it needs preservation, if it needs repair, the eae prey a 
War has a right to draw his warrant upon the „and the 
retary of the Treasury is authorized and directed by law to pay it; and 
the Secretary of War is authorized under that statute to spend twice as 
much as is proposed by the liberal Committve on Commerce of the Sen- 
ate when they come into the Senate, after a half-hour’s consideration 
of the bill, and report a measure doubling up what the other branch 
sends over to us to be appropriated. 

Sir, I insist that there is no occasion for any bill being passed at all 
this year so far as the preservation of the public works is concerned, 
and the burden of the speech of the Senator from Michigan who brings 
this bill in here is that unless we appropriate $10,000,000—not five, 
but ten millions—the public works of this country are going to wreck 


and. ruin. 

Now, sir, while I am in favor of harbors and their improvement and 
enlargement where necessary, while I desire to see the Mississippi 
River improved and cleared out so far as its navigation is 80 
that steamboats upon that river can run with safety, while I am in 
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favor of the improvement of whatever harbors there may be upon the 
lakes or the coast, yet I am not willing as one Senator, however much 
my own State may be interested in the subject, to come in here and 
support this sort of omnibus bill appropriating $10,000,000 withoutany 
consideration whatever from the Senate committee or from anybody 
else so far as the Senate knows. 

I say, sir, it is an unheard of thing for a Senate committee to bring in 
a bill of this kind with scarcely a moment's consideration of it, and then 
double up the amount the other branch of Congress has sent to us. 
Not only that; but other Senators have referred to another feature in 
co on with this subject. This bill, as I have said, and as every 
other member who has talked about it has said, appropriates money 
based upon the law of 1884. In other words, the harbors, the canals, 
the rivers on which money was to be spent by the law of 1884, where the 
works are not completed, are to get their pro rata share of the $10,000,- 
000 proposed to be appropriated by this bill. Another committee of 
this Congress which has sat and investigated this subject for three 
months we are told—or at least I find that statement in the RECORD— 
after deliberate investigation, after months of investigation, after read- 
ing and rereading perhaps the reports of the engineers and of the Secre- 
tary of War upon this question, concluded that there was no propriety in 
appropriating for a portion of the places that are specified in the law of 
1884. I find a list in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD upon this subject 
of a river and harbor bill, and it is to be read in connection with the 
remarks made by a distinguished member of Congress of the United 
States, who said: 

I submit to the House a list of the forty-three public works to which I refer. 


any more moneys spent upon them at all; and yet under this bill, if 
we pass it, those different places as well as others get their pro rata of 
Se ae we AF9 Anding: DNS: to. Shem F0 BRS DO This is 
the $ 


Portland, Mo... $30,000 
Scituate, Mass. 10, 
Block Island, R. I 15, 
Black Rock, Conn... 20, 
Oak Orchard, N. 5, 

la, Fila. 55, 
Cedar Keys, Fla. Ce 


as 


Ice-harbor, at Belle Ri 
Pensauk 
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Here are forty-three works where, under the law of 1884, we are to 
go on making expenditures of money after a committee of Congress have 

vestigated the subject until they have become thoroughly satisfied, 
and they say that in all those places there should be no more money 
spent; and yet in our liberality we comein here with a bill of $10,000,- 
000 and we propose to give them the money, to place the money in the 
hands of the Secretary of War, as one Senator has stated, without qual- 
ification and making it obligatory upon him to spend the money in these 
places, and yet after thorough investigation it is decided by an honor- 
able committee that has the subject in charge in the Congress of the 
United States that no one of them ought to have a single dollar this 


year. 

Is that the way to legislate the le's money out of their pockets? 
Ought we not to take our stand say and declare to the country 
that we will not make these t appropriations of five or ten million 


dollars without knowing for what the money is to be spent, and whether 
in the interest of the public it ought to be spent at the places where it 
is to be spent? y 


I repeat again that I am in favor of appropriations for rivers and 
harbors and canals, and all the water-way improvements of the country 
where the National Government rightfully under the Constitution 
ought to take hold of them and make the improvements necessary. I 
believe for one, as the honorable Senator from Texas [Mr. Coxe], I 
think, stated to-night, that it was one of the most potent means of con- 
trolling the question of transportation in this country, cheapening trans- 
portation in the interest of the great mass of the people of the country 
who are to be fed, and who have to buy the goods and products of the 
producers of the land. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to draw 
his attention to the proviso at the end of the clause? 

Provided, Thatno more shall be thus allotted than is sufficient for the com- 
pletion of said works under the present estimates. 

I want to know of him if he understands that by this provision any 
of these works can get any more mi is n to complete 
them. None of these old works that are not embraced in the present 
estimates can get a dollar. : 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand thatifa work is completed according 
to the original estimates and the original design, the Secretary of War 
can not any more money there; but if a committee or the Con- 
gress of the United States should determine that the enterprise was not 
one that ought to be prosecuted further and the people’s money spent 
in improving it further, the Secretary of War has no discretion in the 
premises, but he must go on and complete the work whether it ought 
to be done or not—even though in the judgment of the standing com- 
mittee of the Congress of the United States it should stop—unless we 
succeed in passing a law to stop it. That is the trouble about this bill. 
We start in here upon the idea that the law we passed last year was 
perfect, that it was right in all its provisions and particulars, and that 
we ought to follow it up and make whatever appropriations are neces- 
sary to carry out the original design inconnection with each one of the 
places named, while the fact is that it is the duty of the Congress of 
the United States to examine actually every one of these places, these 
harbors or canals or rivers or whatever they may be, and see whether 
it is the duty of Congress to make any further appropriation or not. 
We do not do it for the sake of getting rid of work. I do not say that 
with any reference to our honorable committee in the Senate, because 
they have had no opportunity of considering this bill, I know very well, 
as the bill only came to them yesterday or the day before, and they 
could do but one of two things: one was to report the bill as they have 
done, perhaps without adding to it another $5,000,000, and the other. 
was to report what I think they ought to have done, that they had not 
had time to consider such a bill as ought to be passed and therefore re- 
= against any river and harbor bill during the present session of 

That would be my idea of it; but the honorable committee 
have done what they thought was best, I have no doubt, and I have 
no fault to find with them, but I do not agree with them. 

But I say, Mr. President, that it seems to me the time has come, 
and I know of no better time than this very year 1885, at the close of 
this short session of Congress, for the Senate of the United States to 
say) and say unqualifiedly, that we will not pass a river and harbor 

appropriating $10,000,000 unless we are given time to investigate 
every item of it and see whether what we are doing is right or wrong; 
but if it over, and if that provision that I read were not in the 
law and the works had to stand still, if you please, for six or eight or 
ten months, until the next session of Congress, we would still be acting 
wisely, and dee eee r the fact. that we were not in a condi- 
tion to determine this great question in the twenty-four hours left us, 
and that we insisted upon what every man in this nation, in my opinion, 
should insist upon, that no such bill as this ought to pass appropri- 
ating this much money unless we had more knowledge of what we were 
doing in reference to it. 

The Senator from Michigan insists that there are $34,000,000 estimated 
for appropriations for rivers and harbors and canals, &c. The Senator 
from Vermont insists as I understand it—and I think he is correct about 
it—that while the estimates of the engineers scattered over these places, 
including little rivers and rivulets and harbors and lakes and canals, 
figure up $34,000,000, yet the Secretary of War, as I understand, only 
comes in here with estimates for $8,000,000. Is that so or not? 

Mr. MORRILL. Let meread tothe Senator the estimate. It seems 
that sometimes gentlemen who undertake to explain the estimates 
have not read the book. I understand the statement was made that 
the estimates for this year were $34,000,000. If the Senator who said 
that had looked at the heading and the notes he would have found this: 

The following statement is not furnished as a part of the “annual estimates 
for the public service required by the act of March e eng nonce page 370), 
to be furnished by the Secretary of War to the ry of the Treasury, but is 
inserted as a convenient and customary summary of items taken from the an- 
nual report of the Chief of Engineers for the year 1884, showing, under the pro- 
visions of the act of Con; approved March 2, 1867 (14 Statutes, page 421), ** the 
amount that can be p ly expended in the next fiscal year on each of the 
uncompleted works menti 


For the amount that can be profitably expended in the next fiscal 
year the only submits as his estimate for this year $8,000,000. 
Mr. CULLOM. Now what is the situation? In the face of the es- 
timate of the Secretary of the Treasury we come in here and propose to 
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give $10,000,000 in a lump without investigation, when the Secretary 
only recommends $8,000,000, and in the of the fact, too, as has 
been stated, and I suppose correctly, that we have nearly $10,000,000 
of the old appropriation under the law of 1884 on hand. That is the 
situation. 

I submit whether, under this state of facts, we should rush headlong 
and make an appropriation of this sort without the investigation or con- 
sideration which I think it demands. I should like to see every dollar 
appropriated, I repeat, for every river, harbor, and canal, either inland, 
or on the lakes, or on the seashore, that is necessary to the public in- 
terest. I repeat that I am in favor of improving the rivers and I am 
in favor of improving the harbors on the lakes and on the seacoast, and 
I am in favor of digging canals wherever they may be necessary in the 
interest of the commerce of this country. I assert that the water ways 
of the country are, after all, the main reliance upon which the people 
of this country must depend in regulating the commerce of the country. 

The Senate has had something to do this winter upon the question 
of regulating inland commerce. It was my privilege to bring in a bill 
here from the Committee on Railroads forthat purpose. That bill went 
through the Senate of the United States after amendment, and I had 
hoped up to this hour almost that we might secure some legislation upon 
that subject which would secure some sort of control of the railroad 
transportation of the country. I suppose, however, that any bill upon 
that subject is going to fail for the present session. While that kind 
of legislation is, in my judgment, important in the interest of the peo- 
ple of the country, yet itis of as much importance that the water ways, 
the rivers, lakes, and canals of the country should be improved as well, 
because after all they are the regulators of the railroad companies of 
the country. The statistics show that during the period when we have 
lake transportation for instance from the West to the East, the rate of 
freights is very much cheaper than during the winter season when the 
Jakes are closed with ice. I wish to give a brief statement upon that 
subject. 

The gentleman who has been referred to frequently this winter in 
the discussions upon the subject of interstate commerce—I refer to 
Albert Fink, who is the great railroad man of the country; I do not 
mean as the owner, but who perhaps knows as much about the control 
88 management of railroads oy wad man in the nation—testifies 

t water transportation after all is great regulator of the price of 
freights upon railroads. Let us see what the statistics show. The 
Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard has been at work 
during the past vacation a part of the time and during the present ses- 
sion of Congress collecting statistics upon this subject, a portion of 
which was submitted by the chairman of that committee this afternoon. 
In looking over those statistics I find that the average rate charged for 
wheat per bushel by the water routes from Chicago to New York for 
the period from May to December during the year 1883 was 9 cents; 
the average all-rail charge for the same period was 15 cents. The aver- 
age all-rail charge for the period from January to April, which is dur- 
ing the winter months, and November and December, 1883, was 18 
cents, The rate was 9 cents by water and 15 by all rail during the 
open season and 18 cents by all rail during the winter season of the 
year. In 1876 the averages were, respectively, 15.6 by water, while 
they were 25.8 by rail from January to April, and 18 cents from April 
to December. : 

These statistics show the importance to our people of improving the 
water ways of the country as a means of commerce, or, in 
other words, regulating between the East and the West on the rail- 
roads the freight rates of our corn and wheat, our products and manu- 
factures coming this way, and the and other articles which are 
manufactured in the East and rted to the West. So, no man 
can say that as a matter of fact the improvement of the water ways of 
the country is of no importance to the le of this country. 

I insist that we ought to do everything that can be done in the direc- 
tion of the improvement of the water ways and the harbors of the coun- 
try, but I am not willing to fold myarms and vote for a bill appropri- 
ating $10,000,000 when, by the very testimony before the Senate, a por- 
tion of the money will be spent where it is not needed, and when, under 
the law which we passed last year, the Secretary of War has absolute 
power already to preserve the public works of the country from now on 
for all time so far as I know, or until that law is repealed. 

Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate any longer. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to lay the pending amendment on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. : 


PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, within eleven hours the Forty- 
eighth Congress will terminate. There are upon the Calendar of the 
Senate a little over one hundred private pension bills. 

T desire in this connection, while not strictly pertaining to the sub- 
ject under consideration by the Senate, but with a view to making a 
motion, to give a report of the condition of the pension business of the 
Senate during this Congress. 

The whole number of pension cases introduced d the Forty- 
eighth Congress was 1,294. Of these 571 were Senate bills, 611 were 
House bills, and 112 were petitions. There were 587 cases reported 
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favorably—139 Senate bills, 439 House bills, and 9 petitions. There 
were reported adversely 410 cases—267 Senate bills, 104 House bills, 
and 39 petitions. The total number of reports amounts to 997—on 
Senate bills, 406; on House bills, 543; and on petitions, 48. During 
the Forty-sixth Congress the whole number of reports was 674, as com- 
pared with 997 during this Congress. In the Forty-seventh Congress 
the whole number of reports was 479. There are still undi of 
pending in the Committee on Pensions 165 Senate bills, 68 House bills, 
and 64 petitions—in all, 297. Of these 927 pending claims, there is 
evidence before that committee in only 50 of them. 

Ishould state that since these figures were made, five or six addi- 
tional reports have been submitted to the Senate, so that there have been 
more than 1,000 reports made from that committee. Of the 1,000 cases 
reported a little over one hundred remain undi of, and I think it 
is due to the claimants, it is due to the Senate, it is due to the House 
of Representatives, where these bills were considered, for every one of 
them is a House bill, that we now proceed to the consideration of those 
bills. Therefore, I move that the Senate now to the consid- 
oan of the bill (H. R. 7718) restoring John Snyder to the pension- 


ro 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do I understand the Senator to ask to ꝓroceed 
to the consideration of ſavorably reported House bills? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to proceed to the consideration of this 
one particular bill; but if the Senate will consent I shall be very glad 
to go on with the favorably reported House bills in their order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. INGALLS in the chair). The Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania moves that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of the bill indicated by him. 

Mr. CONGER. If that motion is carried will it set aside the con- 
sideration of the river and harbor bill ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I desire to say 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is not open to debate. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask permission to make a remark. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan asks per- 
mission to make an observation on the pending question, which is not 
debatable? Is there objection? 

Mr. MITCHELL. If I may have an opportunity to reply, I shall 
have no objection; otherwise I must object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair can not make any bargains. 
Does the Senator from Pennsylvania object? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not disposed to object under the circum- 


stances. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. nip ogre I have eer eon = ri as anxious as any 
one can ‘or of the ion bi ve offered repeat- 
edly, if consent coud be elven, that the river and harbor bill should be 
set aside informally in order to take up the pension bills. The Senate 
has declined to do that. I have since learned from one of the clerks at 
the desk that all the House pension bills favorably reported have been 
enrolled on the supposition that they would not be amended; so that the 
hurry there was to pass those bills that they might be enrolled is re- 
moved, and I think we can go on with the river and harbor bill and 
dispose of it one way or the other. 

Mr. FRYE. But at the present rate of speed we shall not get through 
with the bill until next March. 

Sand CONGER. We can vote on the bill, I suppose, one way or the 
other. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not know about that. 

Mr. CONGER. In order that these pension bills may be disposed of 
I will agree to do what I have offered to do heretofore at anytime. If 
the Senate will consent to set aside the river and harbor bill informally 
and take up House pension bills favorably reported and proceed with 
their consideration, I shall make no objection. I myself have offered 
toa the bill be laid aside informally and that the House pension bills 

taken up. 

Mr. MITCHELL. In view of the statement made by the Senator 
from Michigan, I will now ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of House pension bills reported favorably, 
laying aside the pending bill informally. 

SIGNAL REGULATIONS AT SEA. 


Mr. VEST. Iask unanimous consent to make a statement. I be- 
lieve 1$ is the first time I have ever asked to make a statement out of 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the Senator 
from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. VEST. Ideem it a public duty to ask the Senate, without refer- 
ence to any other bill that is pending, to consider a bill reported from 
the Committee on Commerce, passed unanimously by the House, which 
places the ocean signal service of the United States in accord with that 
of the other maritime nations of the world. The State Department has 
particularly requested the passage of the bill. If it is not passed to- 
night, the result will be that the signals of our ships u; the ocean 

ill be isolated and not in accord with those of other time nations. 


j 12 vicinity of the bark, 
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It is in the interest of property and life. The bill has been standing 
back this entire session and part of the Jast session; I have never been 
able to get it up. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I shall have no objection to the consideration of 
the bill towhich the Senator refers, but after that is disposed of, I think 
if we can go on with the pension bills, all of us can get some favors of 
that kind and do everything that ought to be done. 

Perra VEST. Iask the Senate to consider the bill to which I have 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Missouriasks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate may now consider the bill (H. R. 5692) 
to rip dip Revised International Regulations for Preventing Collis- 
ions at 

Mr. CONGER. Setting aside the river and harbor bill informally. 

Mr. FRYE. Unanimous consent does that. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and the bill is be- 
fore the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. $ 

Mr. SEWELL, I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to 
the fact that I have an important amendment to offer to the bill, one 
which I submitted tothe Senator from Missouri some time ago. The 
bill leaves out an important provision which I desire to correct by of- 
fering a substitute for the second section. The amendment requires 
that sailing vessels shall give notice of their approach to a steamer or 
other vessel at night by the flash of a torch. That is a very important 
provision, owing to the fact that sailing vessels can not very well signal 
at night under international regulations. The regulations are made 
more with a view practically to steam service. I will read for the in- 
formation of the Senate the syllabus of an important case decided by 
the Supreme Court lately, where a Norwegian bark was run down by 
the steamer Belgenland: 


This reasoning, however, will not app! 
sel knew that their side lights were appi 
steamer were invisible to them. The 


to the bark; those on board that ves- 
ble to the steamer, because those of the 
knew also that the steamer had not the 
because the bark carried no masthead 


he appearance of the steamer's masthead light alone was notice to them of 

the necessity of giving some warning by rocket, fog-horn, or 2 light of the 

(five Silanes, Sae, i LAN TUDAN TT p . 
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Under thes e een tiis nation to wh tn owner of tn 

n ve app! for recognize, as a rule of reasonable pre- 

caution for safety at — r — — action should be taken by the sailing vessel 


to notiſy an approaching 
ace statutes of this or pep er jon enforce fine and penalty on their own vessels 
the precaution which safe the American statute did not create 


anew and an 5 C mer hyena 
quires one or mies A veneers way or holditscourse; but it enforees 
a precaution which experience has shown to be requisite to avoid collision at 


the American statute is not enforceable upon foreign 

—— ts penalties can not be enforced against them, 28 Ge 

1 — — of ye United States submits that his con- 

ed shall be construed by those rules which 
8 


I submit that as a decision of the Supreme Court, showing the abso- 
Iute necessity to navigation on the high seas of the provision. 
Therefore I offer as a substitute for the second section the following: 


Src. 2. That nothing in this act shall be construed to repeal any of the 

ions of section 4234 of the Revised Statutes requiring all sail-vessels on ap- 
proach of any steam-vessel during the night-time to show a lighted torch m 
the point or quarter to which steam-vessel shall be approaching, and 

all other laws or of Jaws inconsistent with the fo: Revised Inter- 
national Rulesand Regulations for the navigation of all and ves- 
sels of the United States upon the high seas and in all coast waters of the United 
States are hereby repealed, except as to the navigation of such vessels within 
the harbors, lakes, and inland waters of the United States; and that this act shall 
take effect and be in force from and after the Ist day of September, A. D. 1884. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ing to the 
amendment by the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. SEWELL]. 
Mr. The object of the bill reported by the Committee on 


Commerce is to do away with the very evil—for it is an evil—which is 
embodied in that amendment. At present we have a service 
upon the ocean which is confined to the United States alone. If the 
amendment should be adopted, it simply preserves a section of the Re- 
vised Statutes which provides for a signal which no other nation has. 
What the bill seeks to bring about is uniformity, and I can not better 
explain that than by reading a very brief communication from the Sec- 
retary of State: 
On the 3d of October last a note was received 
L. S. Sackville West, Her Britannic Majesty's min 
that the in ional reventing collisions at — 


9 Ex for} = = 
eee of the world except this 
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this Department from Hon. 
r at this capital, announc- 


ican req 
observed by the ships of all other ats to conform t 
miwn r that the in: n are entirel 
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with = Male dela; we pom pores oie hee ons 8 gur statute into conformity 
with 5 lor preventing collisions at sea. 


A ms of the note from the British minister is annexed. 


Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the — from Missouri that that 

T 
Mr. VEST. No, it does not; it is not dhe ed to apply to it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I have some knowledge of the torchlight signal, 
having spent several years at sea, and I know what it is. 

Mr. VEST. The very object is that the vessels of the United States 
shall not have signal-lights different from those of other nations. Ido 
not pretend to have any maritime knowledge such as the Senator from 
New Jersey has, but suppose that an American vessel has its torchlight, 
and a Norwegian or a French ship is approaching, they will not know 
the meaning of the torchlight. 

Mr. SEWELL. They will know that a torchlight is there, and that 
it indicates that there is something on the ocean. 

Mr. VEST. They will know by the international signal code which 
we are attempting to adopt in this country. Here we are running un- 
der signals peculiar to ourselves. The very object which the State De- 
partment has in view is to havea system of signals known to the whole 
maritime world. Now the Senator from New Jersey wants to put in 
a provision for a torchlight which is found in a section of the Revised 
Statutes and is found nowhere else. The result would be that an Amer- 
ican ship would have a torchlight; a foreign pilot does not know what 
that means; he does not know any such si, 

Mr. SEWELL. The torchlight certainly doesnot indicate anything 
except that there is an obstruction on the water; that there is a vessel 
approaching. It does not indicate what the other regulations are pro- 
vided for. There can be no objection to the amendment. It will not 
hurt the bill. 

Mr. VEST. We can not pass the bill into a law if it is amended 
here now. 

Mr. SEWELL. There is no reason why the Senator from Missouri 
could not ask for a committee of conference with the other House. 

Mr. VEST. That would be equivalent to the loss of the bill. I 
shall abandon it if it is amended. The provisions of the bill i 
the lights which are to be carried both by steamships and by sailing- 
vessels, This article covers any case: 

ART. 6. A sag ship nag whe way or being towed shall 3 Arcee — 2 
as are provided by article steamship under way, ex on of 
the white light, which she shall never . i 

These lights are known to the whole maritime world. The bill is 
recommended by the State Department after conference with the Brit- 
ish minister and the authorities of other maritime nations. The only 
question presented to Congress is whether we shall have a system of 
siginals peculiar to ourselves, or whether we shall have thesignal-lights 
which are known to all other nations, the meaning of which is evident 
tothem. Ifthe bill.is amended now, that is the end of the bill; it 
can not become a law at this Congress. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the Senator from New Jersey. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FORTIFICATION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. DAWES submitted the following report: 


erer votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the appropria~ 
fortifications and other of defe 


rar og 2 8.18 efense and for the armament thereof, 

for fiscal year en une 30, 1886, and for other purposes, having met, after 

fall and tren biar Saians have ve agreed to ren recommend to their 
ve Houses as follows : 


the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


eee. 
That the House recede ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the said amendment insert the following: And for the necessary an: 
expenses of the said board and for the compensation of two civilians at 
day while so employed TTT sum of $40, 
immediately Fear yey A 8 3 the report of said board 
shall be tranemitted to ingress by — ot Wart and the Senate agree 


NN to the amendment of the House 
numbered 5, and agree to the same rer In lieu of 


the 3 out by said 3 insert the following: For the con- 
struction o 5 wa nomee, for the ee ee 
8 gun and the same ſor; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

H. L. DAWES, 

F. M. Sena 

P. B. PL 

Managers on ener of the Senate. 
JOHN HAN! 


COCK, 
WILLIAM H. FORNEY, 
W. D. WASHBURN 
Managers on the part of the House. 
e was concu n. 
Th rred i 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I wish to move, or I shall ask unanimous consent, 
if there is a ing order, to take up a bill. I shall not beable to be 


here after 9 o’clock, and my chances are getting very bad. Ihave been 
ge ing for a long time. 
RESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the condi- 
22 0 of business is somewhat complicated. The river and harbor bill 
ha been laid aside, the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. MITCHELL] 
a to proceed to the consideration of a pension bill. 


That was 
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laid aside informally, at the request of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 


Vest], to take up the bill which has just been passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Inow stand where the Senator from Missouri stood. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I should be very glad to yield to the Senator from 
Connecticut, but I fear if that is done other Senators will desire to have 
the floor and there was a sort of understanding that we should go on 
with pension bills, get through with them, and then be liberal to each 
other. So far as I am concerned, I should be glad, after the pension 
business is disposed of, that the names of Senators should be called in 
alphabetical order, and that each Senator should have the right to ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration ofa bill, and in that way we can 
clear the Calendar very rapidly of those measures which be sree 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This debate can only p: by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Lask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the pension bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is not necessary. The Senator 
has already moved to proceed to the consideration of the first pension 
bill on the Calendar. Does the Senator desire an agreement to take up 
all the pension bills? 

Mr. MITCHELL. Yes; I ask that the Senate proceed now to the 
consideration of all House pension bills favorably rted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now to the consideration of 
pension bills from the House favorably reported by the Senate Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Laying aside the pending measure informally. 

Mr. MAXEY. Am I in order in saying a word on that request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the Senator 


from Texas will 
Mr. MAXEY. I only wish to say that I belong to two committees 
which have very important bills i I am very willing that the 


than we have had on account of pension bills during the t ses- 
sion. All I want is to secure the consideration of other bills 
which are important and t to be passed. - 

Mr. HARRIS. Ifthe ee a teg eee moment—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HARRIS. - I am quite satisfied that if we get the pension bills 
favorably reported out of the way we shall accomplish a good deal 
more than by scrambling along in an attempt to get other measures up 
while the pension bills have not been considered. 

Mr. MAXEY. I agree with that, and I have so stated. 

Mr. HARRIS, I hope the Senate will proceed to the consideration 
of pension bills favorably reported. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I trust so; I think we can get through with them 
in an hour. 

Mr. HAMPTON. TheSenator from Pennsylvania was kind enough 
to say that he would waive his request for a moment until I called up 
a bill, but I think the plan he suggests is so much the best that I shall 


not avail myself of his hoping that when we get through with 
the pension bills we may dispose of some of the other House bills which 
are on the Calendar. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I am very much obliged to the Senator. I hope 
that we shall now proceed to the consideration of the first pension bill 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. JACKSON. Has it been agreed that the pension cases shall be 
taken up? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that unani- 
mous consent has been asked and given by the Senate that the House 
pension bills favorably reported and now upon the Calendar shall be con- 


sidered. 
Mr. CONGER. The river and harbor bill being informally laid 
aside. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the understanding, that the | ce Pe, 


river and harbor bill be informally laid aside. 
MARY ALLEN. 


Mr. JACKSON. I will ask then to take up House bill 2100. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let them be taken up in their regular order. 

Mr. JACKSON. But this is a bill which will be passed over under 
the order to consider bills favorably reported, and I wish to make an 
explanation in reference to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. Let that bill be taken up first. 

Mr. JACKSON. The bill stands upon the Calendar as adversely re- 
ported. Since the adverse report was made it has been called to my 
attention by one of the Senators from Kansas, and he has shown me 
evidence of the fact which removes the ground on which it was ad- 
versely That ground was that the militia regiment of which 
the husband of the claimant was a member was not called out and in 
the service of the United States at the time the disability was con- 
tracted; but it is evident that that was a mistake; and instead of re- 
committing the bill I ask that it be taken up and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris in the chair). The Chief 
Clerk will report the bill referred to. 
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The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. 2100) granting a pension to 
Mary Allen, and, by unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension- roll the name of Mary Allen, widow of John Allen, late a 
e in Company H, Seventy-second Regiment Missouri Enrolled 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Did the Chair understand the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee to say that the bill had passed and stood on a mo- 
tion to reconsider? 

Mr. JACKSON. No, sir; it stands on an adverse report; but facts 
which have since come to my knowledge show that the report ought 
not to have been adverse and that the bill should be passed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment; ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN SNYDER. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pension bills on the Calendar 
favorably reported will now be considered in their order, under the 
unanimous agreement of the Senate. 

The bill (H. R. 7718) restoring John Snyder to the pension-roll was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to restore to the 
pow ral the name of John Snyder, formerly of Company I, One 

undred and twenty-ninth Regiment of Indiana Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARION D. EGBERT. 


The bill (H. R. 2975) granting a ion to Marion D. Egbert was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Marion D. Egbert, late of Company K, Eighty- 
sixth iment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CALVIN L. KNICK. 


The bill (H. R. 1866) grenting a pension to Calvin L. Knick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
on-roll the name of Calvin L. Knick, late a private in Company 

One hundred and forty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordezed to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTIAN BAUMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 6357) granting a to Christian Bauman was 
considered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Christian Bauman, late a private in Company 
A, haa Pn sae Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. F. M. NORTON. 


The bill (H. R. 8189) granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the nameof Mrs. F. M. Norton, widow of James H. Norton, 
deceased, late a private in Company G, Eighty-sixth Regiment New 
York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered fo 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

r JAMES STOCKTON. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask consent to make a short statement, and then 
to ask action on a bill which is on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Missouri will proceed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. [I call the attention of the Senate to the bill (H. 
R. 2377) granting a pension to James Stockton, which was some time 
rted adversely by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Jackson} 
on the ground that Mr. Stockton was not acting under orders of United 
States officers. There is no question on earth about the disability and 
his being entitled to a pension. He was pursuing a bushwhacker when 
his horse was shot, and his arm which was hurt has since been ampu- 
tated. There is no question about that. We have since discovered 
evidence showing that the force under which he was was acting 
under the authority of United States officers. I ask that the bill be 
taken up and passed. 

Mr. JACKSON. That evidence has been shown since the adverse re- 
port was made, and it stands as does the Mary Allen case. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in mittee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2377) eee eee James 
Stockton. It proposes to place the name of James Stockton, formerly 
of 2 D, Thirty-first Regiment Missouri State Militia, on the 

mM- 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALEXANDER WEIDE. 


The bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Alexander Weide was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


1885. 
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pension-roll the name of Alexander Weide, late captain of Company 
C, Third West Virginia Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
` THOMAS JEFFRIES, 
The bill (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Thomas Jeffries was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Thomas Jeffries, late a privatein Company C, of 
the One hundred and twenty-sixth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES MILK. 


The bill (H. R. 5309) for the relief of Charles Milk was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Charles Milk, late a member of Company B, One hundred 
and fifty-second Regiment of Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LINA J. STEARNS. 

The bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to Lina J. Stearns was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pne 
sion-roll the name of Lina J. S. widow of Oliver F. Stearns, 

a private in Company F, Sixteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY MILKEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5378) granting a pension to Henry Milkey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Henry Milkey, late a private in Company I, 
One hundred and eighty-seventh Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FERDINAND HERCHER. 


The bill (H. R. 8048) to increase the pension of Ferdinand Hercher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension of Ferdinand Hercher, late a hospital steward in the United 
States Army, to $24 per month, in lieu of the pension now allowed 
him. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

OCTAVIA A. NEWHALL. 


The bill (H. R. 5330) granting a pension to Octavia A. Newhall was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Octavia A. Newhall, widow of Everett New- 
hall, late a private in the Fifth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, 
Company F. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ROSANNA RILEY. 


The bill (H. R. 7810) granting a pension to Rosanna Riley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place the name 
of Rosanna Riley on the pension-roll at $18 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET FLAHERTY. 
The bill (H. R. 7853) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion - roll, at the rate of $8 per month, the name of Margaret Flaherty, 
ndent stepmother of Bartlett Flaherty, late a private in Company 
F, Third Maine Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE W. BEAN. 


The bill (H. R. 1710) granting a pension to George W. Bean was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George W. Bean, late a private in Capt. P. W. 
Connover’s company of Utah militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM W. THOMAS. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the indulgence of the Senate, as I can be absent 
only a few minutes from a con committee, to take up two bills 
which I may not have any other opportunity to ask to have taken up. 
If they give rise to any debate I shall not press their consideration. 
The first is House bill 691, which has been reported favorably by the 
Finance Committee. 

Mr. JACKSON. Is that a favorable report? 
ee Yes; it is a unanimous report in favor of the passage 


By unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of William 
W. Thomas was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to William W. Thomas, of Port- 
land, Me., $309, being the amount of coupons of United States bonds 
lost by him, and now unpaid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLERK OF COURT OF ALABAMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7034) to increase the salary of the clerk 
of the Court of Alabama Claims. I wish to say that while the billap- 

to be adversely reported, it has been reconsidered, and it now 
stands on the Calendar as a favorable report, I understand. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the salary of the clerk 
ef the Court of Commissioners of Alabama Claims shall hereafter be at 
the rate of $4,300 per annum. 

Mr. JACKSON. I should like to inquire what salary the clerk is 
now receiving. 

Mr. FRYE. Two thousand five hundred dollars; but the court is to 
last only about nine months more, and for four months it only had two 
judges, and there is an enormous amount of work todo. The claim- 
ants pay the salary themselves, and nine-tenths of them ask that the 
salary of the clerk shall be increased as proposed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAPT. VINCENT PHELPS. 


Mr. PLUMB. Lask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Capt, 
Vincent Phelps. 

Mr. MITCHELL. How many more members of the Committee on 
Appropriations will come in with special requests? 

Mr. PLUMB. This is the pension bill about which I spoke to the 
Senator. He will not object. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Is it not one of those to be reached? 

Mr. PLUMB. No; it will not be reached under the order in which 
the Senate is proceeding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not debatable except 
by unanimous consent. Is there obj to the consideration of the 
bill indicated by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUME]? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to place on the pension-roll 
the name Vincent Phelps, late a captain and assistant quartermaster in 
the United States Army. 

Mr. PLUMB. I will state that, while the bill appears on the Cal- 
endar as having been reported adversely, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Witson] who reported it assures me that since it was reported testi- 
mony has been laid before him which removes the objection there was 
to it, and that if that testimony had been before the committee at the 
time the report was made the bill would have been reported favorably. 

Mr. WILSON. The statement of the Senator from Kansas is cor- 
rect. Ifthe testimony which has come to my notice since the report 
was prepared and presented to the Senate had been before us at that 
time I should have reported the bill favorably. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF A. J. GUTHRIE. 


Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of two 
little bills which have been reported favorably by the Committee on 
Claims. There is less than $500 in each of them, and I am afraid I 
shall not have much chance to be in the Senate again before final ad- 
journment. The first is the bill (H. R. 2154) for the benefit of the 
legal tives of A. J. Guthrie, deceased. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. We have proceeded now only ten minutes under 
the order of the Senate, and I do not think we can get through with 
the pension bills if we go on in this way. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kentucky ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I am not disposed to object to the application of 
the Senator, because he is on the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. BECK. It will not take five minutes, and I am obliged to be 
out on the business of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. MITCHELL. Very well. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to the legal representatives of A. J. Guthrie, deceased, of 
Louisville, Ky., $302.20, for services rendered and money advanced in 


taking care of property of the United States. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN TAYLOR & SON. 


Mr. BECK. Lask unanimous consent for the consideration of another 
little bill, which appropriates only a little over $100; House bill 1198. 
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By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1198) for the relief of John Taylor 


& Son. It directs the of the to pay to John Tay- 
lor & Son $149.50, as full compensation for lumber used by the United 
States Army, as appears from evidence on file in the Third Auditor’s 
Office, Treasury Department. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
2 third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
J. H. HAMMOND. 


Mr. MAXEY. TheSenator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON] feels 
an interest in a bill unanimously reported from the Military Commit- 
tee, not a dozen lines long, and on account of his sickness he has re- 
quested me to ask unanimous consent for its consideration. Itis a 
Pennsylvania case. I ask unanimous consent to consider the bill (H. 
R. 1327) for the relief of J. H. Hammond. ; 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to J. H. Hammond, of Philadelphia, $2,000, in full for the loss of 
the barge William T. Anderson while in the military service of the 
United States by charter, as fully appears by papers now on file in the 
office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JONATHAN ©. HARRISON, _ 


Mr. MITCHELL, I hope that the Senate will now proceed to dis- 
pose of the remaining pension bills on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the order of the Senate. The 
Nps oman bills will be laid before the Senate in their order on the 

ar. 

The bill (H. R. 5998) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 
Harrison was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $30 per month, the name of Jon- 
athan C. Harrison, late a private in Company B, Fifty-second Ohio 
Volunteers, A 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SARAH PARRY. ? 


The bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Sarah Parry was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. Itp to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sarah Parry, widow of Thomas Parry, late a 
private in Company F, Thirtieth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 
The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHINESE INDEMNITY FUND. 


Mr. PENDLETON. Lask unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 1004. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ` There is not a Senator here whom I should like 
more to oblige than the Senator from Ohio if it were possible for me to 
do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. MITCHELL. I must object. 

Mr. PENDLETON. I hope the Senator will not insist on his ob- 
jection. The bill will not lead to much discussion, I am certain. It 
is a very short bill and it ought to be passed. i 

Mr. MITCHELL. Iwill yield with the understanding that we shall 
then with the pension bills. 

Mr. PENDLETON. If the Senator has only a certain number of 
pension bills that he wishes to haye passed at this time, I shall not press 
my request. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not desire to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the bill 
by title, and the Chair will then ask if there is objection to its consid- 


eration. 
“A bill (H. R. 1004) relative to the Chinese in- 
demnity fund.“ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. That bill must lead to di ion, it seems tome. If 
it does not lead to discussion I shall not object; but I must reserve 
the right to oes 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to proceeding to the 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. Can I not reserve the right to object if the bill leads 
to discussion, and then call for the regular order? 

Mr. FRYE. It will not lead to discussion. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the President to cause the 
residue of the indemnity received from China, which is now in the cus- 
tody of the Secretary of State and known and designated in the accounts 


and reports of the Department of State as the Chinese indemnity fund, 
to be converted into coin, and provides that $583,400.90 shall be re- 
turned to the Chinese Government, and the balance of the fund, if any, 
be covered into the Treasury of the United States, and the Secretary of 


State is to pay from the fund to the executors of Charles E. Hill $130,000 
upon receipt of a release in full for all claims upon China for the use 
and loss of the steamer Keorgeor in or about the year 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


ANNIE E. BAILEY. 


Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will report the next 
House pension bill. 

The bill (H. R. 1235) granting a pension to Annie E. Bailey was an- 
nounced as next in order, and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 5 
to place on the pension: roll the name of Annie E. Bailey, widow of First 
Lieut. William C. Bailey, of Company B, Fourth Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. IDA P. BELCHER. 


The bill (H. R. 7836) for the relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of Ida P. Belcher, widow of the late Capt. Edwin Belcher, of Com- 
pany E, Seventy-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB LAFFERTY. 


The bill (H. R. 5148) granting a pension to Jacob Lafferty was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John Lafferty, a private soldier in the late 
war of the States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DAVENPORT AND ROCK ISLAND STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Pennsylvania to yield to me 
for one moment that I may ask the Senate to pass a bill which has 
passed the House unanimously and has received a unanimous report 
from the Senate Committee on Military Affairs. I think it will take 
but a moment. It is House bill 445, Order of Business 1257. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 445) to empower the of 
War to permit the establishment, under certain conditions, of a horse- 
railway upon and over the island of Rock Island, and the bridges 
erected by the United States connecting the cities of Davenport and 
Rock Island therewith. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TERRTITORIAL SUPREME COURT APPEALS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask that the Senate take up for consideration 
House bill 6220, reported favorably from the Committee on the Judi- . 
ciary. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6220) regulating appeals from the 
supreme court of the District of Columbia and the supreme courts of 
the several Territories. It provides that no appeal or writ of error shall 
hereafter be allowed from any judgmentordecreein any suit at law or 
in equity in the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or in the 
supreme court of any of the Territories of the United States, unless 
the matter in dispute, exclusive of costs, shall exceed thesum of $5,000. 
But this shall not apply to any case wherein is involved the validity of 
any patent or copyright, or in which is drawn in question the validity 
of a treaty or statute of, or an anthority exercised under, the United 
States; but in all such cases an appeal or writ of error may be brought 
without regard to the sum or value in dispute. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HEIRS OF LANGLEY B. CULLEY. 


Mr. GROOME. Mr. President 

Mr. CONGER. I now ask in behalf of the poor soldiers that they 
may have a chance. We have gone around once. I will not make the 
request though until the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GROOME], who 
is sick, has a chance. 

Mr. GROOME. I ask the Senate at this time to proceed to consider 
8 (H. R. 1615) ſor the relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. 
Culley. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the of the 
to pay to the heirs of the late Langley B. Culley, a naval constructor 
in the Navy, $2,300, in payment for all services now due the heirs of 
Culley from the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. f 
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AMOS M’DOWELL. 

Mr. CONGER. Now I hope we shall go on with the pension bills. 

Mr. MITCHELL and Mr. HAWLEY. Regular order. 
en PRESIDING OFFICER. The next House pension bill will be 

The bill (H. R. 7572) granting a pension to Amos McDowell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Amos McDowell, late a member of the Forty- 
sixth Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. LUCRETIA G. RIPLEY. 

The bill (H. R. 3556) granting a ion to Mrs. Lucretia G. Ripley 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to on 
the pension-roll the name of Lucretia G. Ripley, widow of Edward F. 
Ripley, deceased, who enlisted as a private in Company H, Eighteenth 
Regiment of Connecticut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. LYDIA S. HUGGINS. 

The bill (H. R. 838) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia S. Huggins 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
res ang Lydia 8. Huggins, mother of Rufus A. Huggins, on the 
pension-ro) 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELLEN EDMISTON. 


The bill (H. R. 4605) granting a pension to Ellen Edmiston was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
e an the name of Ellen Edmiston, widow of Elias Edmiston, 

of Company A, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID SEARS. 


The bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to David Sears was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of David Sears, late a private in Company D, Eighty- 
first New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES DYE. 

The bill (H. R. 8229) to grant a pension to James Dye was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James Dye, late an assistant surgeon in the serv- 
ice of the United States, of the Twenty-first Regiment of Missouri Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH KALER. 

The bill (H. R. 7169) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kaler was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
SS the name of Elizabeth Kaler, foster-mother of George W. 

er, late a private in Company E, Eighty-seventh Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CREET H. DOUGHERTY. 
The bill (H. R. 383) granting a pension to Creet H. Dougherty was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Creet H. Dougherty, late of Company E, Tenth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 
e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

The bill (H. R. 5509) for the benefit of soldiers and sailors who have 
lost an arm at the shoulder-joint was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to increase the pensions of all soldiers and sailors 
of the United States who have had an arm taken off at the shoulder- 
joint, caused by injuries received in the service of their country while 
in the line of duty, and who are now receiving pensions, to the same 
amount that the law now gives to soldiers and sailors who have lost a 
leg at the hip-joint. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE HELTON. 

The bill (H. R. 8069) granting a pension to Catharine Helton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Catharine Helton, dependent mother of Calvin 

elton, late of Company I, Twenty- Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SYLVESTER GREENOUGH. 

The bill (H. R. 7434) granting a pension to Sylvester Greenough was 
i as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sylvester Greenough, a soldier of the Mexi- 
can war, Black Hawk war, and Florida war, and late a private in Com- 
y E, Thirty-seventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry (Gray 

Beard Regiment), at the rate of $12 per month. : 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CLARK G. MAINE. 


The bill (H. R. 7000) for the relief of Clark G. Maine was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Clark G. Maine, late a private in Battery E, First 
New York Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMANDA ALLEN. 

The bill (H. R. 7938) granting a pension 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
pension-roll the name of Amanda Allen, mother of Charles F. Allen, 
late of Company B, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment New York 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD W. BARNES. 

The bill (H. R. 7502) granting a pension to Richard W. Barnes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Richard W. Barnes, late a private in Company A, Eighth Regi- 
ment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension-roll, at $30 per month 
in lieu of the pension now paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

L. W. PITTS. 

The bill (H. R. 7803) granting a pension to L. W. Pitts was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of L. W. Pitts, late of Company B, Third Regiment 
Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID N. BRYAN. 


The bill (H. R. 4216) granting a pension to David N. Bryan was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of David N. Bryan, late a private in Company D, 
Seventy-eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRISON MITCHELL. 

The bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of Harrison Mitchell, late of 
Company K, Forty-eighth Indiana Volunteers, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALBERT HARPER. 

The bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Albert was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Albert Harper, late of Company G, Ninth New 
York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third readiug, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN BOYLE. 

The bill (H. R. 389) grantinga pension to John Boyle was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposesto place on the pension-roll 
the name of John Boyle, late a private in the Tenth Battery Indiana 
State Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. H. H. COLEMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 6982) granting a pension to W. H. H. Coleman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

msion-roll the name of W. H. H. Coleman, late a private of Company 

Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Corps. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH TYLER. 
The bill (H. R. 4055) granting a pension to Sarah Tyler was consid- 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to the name of 
Sarah Tyler, dependent mother of William Tyler, deceased, late of 
on the pension- 


Sea a ee Indiana Volunteer 
The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 


a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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ESTHER HUDSON. 


The bill (H. R. 2645) granting a to Esther Hudson, mother 
of William H. Hudson, deceased, of Com G, Twenty-sixth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered toa 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AUGUSTUS JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 5191) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
Jones was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension now allowed to Augustus Jones, a soldier of the war 
of 1812, from $8 to $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY BIEDERBICK. 
The bill (H. R. 7933) ganung a pension to Henry Biederbick was 
considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It to place on the 
-roll the name of Henry Biederbick, late a hospital steward in 
the United States Army, and one of the survivors of the late Greely 
arpento to Lady Franklin Bay. 
bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH RAIBLE. 


The bill (H. R. 3947) granting a pension to Joseph Raible was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the le. It proposes toplace on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Joseph Raible, of Indiana, who lost an arm above 
the elbow, during the war, while firing a salute, at the city of Indian- 
apolis, under the direction of the quartermaster- of Indiana, 
and to pay him $30 per month, in lieu of all other pensions now paid 
him. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATHANIEL JOHNSON COFFIN. 


The bill (H. R. 4393) for the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Cof- 
fin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to in- 
crease the pension now granted to Nathaniel Johnson Coffin, late first 
lieutenant of Company K, Thirteenth New Hampshire Volunteer In- 
fantry, in the late war of the rebellion, to $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. KINMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 7177) granting a pension to William H. Kinman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
sion-roll the name of William H. Kinman, formerly of Company F, 
Thirty-fourth Ohio Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN O. GARDNER. 


The bill (H. R. 7178) granting an increase of pension to John O. Gard- 
ner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to in- 
crease the pension of John O, Gardner, formerly of Company A, Ninth 
Maine Volunteers, to $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL M’ALPIN, 


The bill (H. R. 7503) for the relief of Daniel McAlpin was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to remove the 
of desertion against Daniel McAlpin, Sixteenth United States Infantry, 
war of 1812, and directs the Secretary of the Interior to place his name 
on the ion-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH M’INTOSH. 

The bill (H. R. 2085) granting a pension to Joseph McIntosh was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
on-roll the name of Joseph McIntosh, late of the Thirty-ninth 

inois Volunteers. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHANCEY d. DARRAH. 


The bill (H. R. 8187) granting a pension to Chancey G. Darrah was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Chancey G. Darrah, late of Company E, Six- 
teenth iment New York Volunteers. 

The was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN SPARER. 

The bill (H. R. 7340) granting a pension to John Sparr was consid- 

ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 


sion-roll the name of John Sparr, of Batavia, N. Y., late of Company C, 
Third 1 New York Cavalry. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HARLAN JACKSON. 
The bill (H. R. 4458) granting a on to Harlan Jackson was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Harlan Jackson, late of Company L, Sixth 
eee Kansas Militia. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDISON M. COPEN. 


The bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief of Addison M. Copen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
ere the name of Addison M. Copen, late of Company I, Third 

nited States D in the Mexican war. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA 0. ZEIGLER. 


The bill (H. R. 4878) granting a pension to Emma O. Zeigler was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
on-roll the name of Emma O. Zeigler, widow of W. A. Zeigler, 
ate captain of Company —, First Regiment West Virginia Infantry 
Veteran Volunteers. i 
The bill: was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GRIGSBY FOSTER. 


The bill (H. R. 5740) for the relief of Grigsby Foster was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Grigsby Foster, late a private in Company E, Seventh 
Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, now a resident of Lucas, 
Lucas County, Iowa. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH CONNOR. 

The bill (H. R. 411) granting a pension to Elizabeth Connor was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Elizabeth Connor, widow of William Connor, de- 
8 late a private in Capt. Paterson Bain’s company in the war of 

2 : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
NELLY ROBERTS. 


The bill (H. R, 1142) granting a pension to Nelly Roberts was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Nelly Roberts, d ent mother of Fred Sawyer, 
alias Bond, Jate a private in Company G, First United States Colored 


Troops. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROSE DOUGHERTY. 


The bill (H. R. 6173) for the relief of Rose Dougherty was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Rose Dougherty, widow of John Dougherty, late o 
Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH W. CREIGHTON, 


The bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of Elizabeth W. Creighton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place the 
name of Elizabeth W. Creighton, widow of J. Blakeley Creighton, late 
a rear-admiral, on the pension-roll at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDWARD WILCOX. 

The bill (H. R. 6775) granting a pension to Edward Wilcox was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Edward Wilcox, an imbecile son of Leonard 
Wilcox, late of Company A, Twenty-first ment Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay his legally appointed conservator, for his 
use and benefit, a pension of $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOSHUA F. JUSTICE. 


The bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to Joshua F. Justice was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Joshua F. Justice, late a private in Company 
H, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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NATHANIEL POND, JE. 


The bill (H. R. 4668) for the relief of Nathaniel Pond, jr., was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Nathaniel Pond, jr., now of Faribault, Minn., 

rmerly a private soldier in Capt. James Gray’s company of Vermont 
militia in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ELIZABETH A. RANDALL. 

The bill (H. R. 1587) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Ran- 
dall, widow of Capt. Fernando Randall, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name 
of Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall, widow of Capt. Fernando Randall, late 
captain of Company G, Seventh Regiment of Vermont Veteran Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RICHARD DILLON. 


The bill (H. R. 2457) granting a pension to Richard Dillon was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Richard Dillon, late a private in Company B of 
the One hundred and first Regiment of New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. PIKE. 


The bill (H. R. 3340) granting a ion to James M. Pike was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James M. Pike, late second corporal of Company 
C, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS M. M’CHESNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 7863) granting a pension to Thomas M. McChesney 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs that the name 
of Thomas M. McChesney, of the township of Cranbury, in the county 
of Middlesex, New Jersey, shall be placed upon the list of invalid pen- 
sioners, as though he had been ly mustered into the service as 
an enlisted man in Company M, Ninth New Jersey Volunteers. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN F. CHASE. 


The bill (H. R. 6904) for the relief of John F. Chase was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of John F. formerly a member of Company B, Eight- 
eenth Regiment New York State Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE O. BUCK. 


The bill (H. R. 5146) granting a pension to Jesse C. Buck was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Jesse C. Buck, late a private in the Third Penn- 
sylvania Heavy Artillery, One hundred and fifty-second Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM D. FARNSWORTH. 

The bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place the 
name of William D. Farnsworth, dependent father of Edward Farns- 
worth, late of Company E, Twentieth Indiana Volunteers, on the pen- 
sion-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM STANSBERRY. 


The bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of William Stansberry was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of William Stansberry, late of Company A, Third West Virginia Cav- 
alry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTIAN ARNDT. 


The bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of Christian Arndt was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Chris- 
tian Amas, late of Company H, Ninth Minnesota Infantry, on the pen- 
sion-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES L. ALDEN. 


The bill (H. R. 6960) for the relief of Charles L. Alden was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 


Charles L. Alden, of err C, Second Minnesota Infantry, on the 
pension-roll, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SEBERT TONEY. 

The bill (H. R. 7447) granting a pension to Sebert Toney was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
n-roll the name of Sebert Toney, late a private in Company B, 
irty-seventh Iowa Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MES. LUCY PARR. 

The bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy Parr was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the e. It proposes to place the name 
of Lucy Parr, widow of Samuel B. Parr, late of Company I, Fourth 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, on the -roll, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ROYAL. 

The bill (H. R. 5304) for the relief of Mary Royal was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Mary 
Royal, widow of William Royal, deceased, late a private in Company 
I, i aa Regiment of Indiana Volunteer Infantry, on the pen- 
sion-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FREDERICK HUTTEN. 

The bill (H. R. 7170) for the relief of Frederick Hutten was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Frederick Hutten, formerly of Company K, Thir- 
teenth Regiment Indiana State Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JUDSON BOSTWICK. 

The bill (H. R. 7334) granting a pension to Judson Bostwick was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to on the 
pension-roll the name of Judson Bostwick, of Arcade, N. Y., late of 
Company F, Fifth Regiment New York Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PATRICK MURPHY. 

The bill (H. R. 7047) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Patrick Murphy, late a private in the Second 
Independent Battery, Ohio Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PARDON H. MOREY. 

The bill (H. R. 7728) for the relief of Pardon H. Morey was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to allow to Pardon H. 
Morey, of Chautauqua, e Na County, New York, late a private 
in the Seventh Company, First Battalion New York Sharpshoo a 
pona for single inguinal hernia, in addition to that now received 

m. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEMUEL J. BENNETT. 

The bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension to Lemuel J. Bennett was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lemuel J. Bennett, late of Company —, 
First Illinois Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RACHAEL A. QUEEN. 

The bill (H. R. 8132) to restore to the pension-roll the name of 
Rachael A. Queen, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to restore to the pension-roll the name of Rachael A. Queen, 
dependent sister of Jonathan Queen, late of Company F, Fifth Cali- 
fornia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABRAHAM COVER. 

_ The bill (H. R. 4021) granting a pension to Abraham Cover wascon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Abraham Cover, late first lientenant of Com- 
pany M, Sixth Regiment Illinois Cavalry. Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANNA BECK. 
The bill (H. R. 5728) granting a pension to Anna Beck was consid- 


Anna Beck, widow of August Beck, late of Company F, Seventh New 
York Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JANE D. BRENT. 
The bill (H. R. 7248) to increase the pension of Jane D. Brent was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
ion of Jane D. Brent, widow of Thomas L. Brent, late captain of 
F Fourth Regiment Artillery of the regular Army of the 
United States, to a rating of $50 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EDWARD KRAEMER. 


The bill (H. R. 1873) for the relief of Edward Kraemer was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pension 
of Edward Kraemer, formerly a member of Company F, Twelfth Regi- 
ment Illinois State Volunteers, to $24 per mon 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN M. MILTON. 

The bill (S. 2668) granting a pension to John M. Milton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of John M. Milton, dependent father of Charles 
A. Milton, late a private in Company B, Second Regiment New Hamp- 
shire Volunteers, and at the time of his death a medical cadet. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY A. GRENNON. 


The bill (H. R. 3735) granting a pension to Mary A. Grennon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary A. Grennon, widow of William H. Gren- 
non, late of Company M, Fourteenth New Vork Heavy Artillery, at the 
rate of 816 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHILDREN OF F. F. KISLINGBURY. 


The bill (H. R. 7618) granting a pension to Harry H. G. Kislingbury, 
Walter F. Kislingbury, Wheeler Schofield Kislingbury, and Douglas 
E. L. . respectively, children of the late Frederick F. Kis- 
lingbury, a lieutenant in the Eleventh Regiment United States In- 
fantry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 

lace on the pension-roll the names of the minor children of the late 

ieut. Frederick F. Kislingbury, Eleventh United States Infantry, and 
to pay to each of them a pension at the rateof $10 per month, and until 
they severally attain the age of 21 years. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ° 

JACOB FUNKHOUSER. 


The bill (H. R. 2872) granting a pension to Jacob Funkhouser was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
8 the name of Jacob Funkhouser, of the county of Preston, 

est Virginia, a private soldier of the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RACHEL NICKELL. 


The bill (H. R. 603) granting a pension to Rachel Nickell was con- 
sidered as in Committeeof the Whole. It to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Rachel Nickell, widow of Asbury Nickell, late of 
Company I, Forty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. : 

MATILDA CODY. 


The bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Matilda Cody was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Matilda Cody, widow of John Cody. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY J. DICKSON. 

The bill (H. R. 8237) granting a pension to Mary J. Dickson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It p to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary J. Dickson, dependent sister of Sylvester R. 
Dickson, late a private in Company A, Eighty-third Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDIE L. MOORE. 

The bill (H. R. 8155) granting a n to Addie L. Moore was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Addie L. Moore, widow of Camillus A. Moore, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of 


MARCH 3, 


late a private in Company E, Seventy-fourth Regiment Dlinois Volun- 
teers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH SANSOM. 

The bill (H. R. 7990) granting a pension to Joseph Sansom was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to the name 
of Joseph Sansom, late of Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment Ken- 
tucky Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COL. HENRY J. HUNT. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 78) to provide for the retirement of Col. Henry J. Hunt. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the President to nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
and place Col. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Henry J. Hunt on the retired-list 
as a major-general, with the rank, pay, and emoluments of a major- 
of the United States Army on the retired-list, to date from 
ber 14, 1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hoar in the chair). The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the preamble. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not care about the preamble except that a 
change would send the bill back to the House. The preamble is true, 
thongh abi op 

preamble was agreed to. i ; 

Mr. INGALLS. I ask unanimous consent that House bill 8236, Or- 
der of Business 1435, which was under debate last evening, may be 
now considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate consent to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8236) relating to sales for 
taxes in the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has been read, and the ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendments proposed by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. Several amendments proposed in the Senate, 
the Chair understands, have been agreed to. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move in accordance with a suggestion made by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] who objected last night, to 
strike out in line 5, before the word “‘ levied,” the words or assess- 
ments; so as to read: 

‘That hereafter sales of real estate, after advertisement as required by law, by 
the collector of taxes for the ‘District of Columbia, for taxes levied by the com- 
en of said District, or by other lawful authority, shall entitle the pur- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. Is there any other place where the words or assess- 
ments’? occur? 

Mr. INGALLS. No, there is no other place. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. INGALLS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and ask for a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the presiding officer was authorized to appoint 
the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Harris, Mr. ALD- 
RICH, and Mr. INGALLS were appointed. 


APPEALS IN HABEAS CORPUS CASES. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to take up the bill (H. 
R. 5691) amending section 754 of the Revised Statutes. The bill allows 
an appeal in habeas corpus cases to the Supreme Court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of the bill named by him. Is 
there objection ? 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to say that I see almost every Senator 


here—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Michigan may pro- 
ceed by unanimous consent, there being no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. If the bill is taken up I suppose I may proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question of taking up the bill by 
unanimous consent is not debatable, but the Chair will hear the Sena- 
tor from Michigan if there be no objection. 

Mr. CONGER. I see Senators all around the floor with their hands 
full of bills and with more vigor and energy than I have ever seen here- 
tofore in the Chamber, in the four saat hive been a member of the 
Senate, in getting bills through. stand here as the representative 
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of the Committee on Commerce with a bill which should be disposed 
of one way or the other, and I am not responsible for the manner, I 
wish to make a proposition, and if the Senate will accede to it, very well. 
If it can be agreed that at a quarter past 3 the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill shall be resumed without farther interruption 
until the Senate disposes of it in some way, I shall yield toany Senators 
who want to pass their little bills, subject to conference reports; and I 
vu agree also that the time occupied by conference reports may be 
out. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask unanimous con- 


sent. 

Mr: CONGER. I will say half past 3. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the Senator from Michigan makes the request 
a little more sweeping than he intends. He does not mean to propose 
that the river and harbor bill shall remain before the Senate and dis- 
place all other business, appropriation bills and reports of committees 
of conference and things of that kind, but he simply desires that the 
consideration of the bill shall be resumed or continued at that time, 
subject to the n interruptions, 

Mr. CONGER. I do not claim that the Senate shall make any par- 
ticular disposition of the bill, but that it shall be resumed and not be 
displaced again by these appeals for unanimous consent, subject to re- 
ports of conference committees always. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there unanimous consent to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McMILLAN] to take up the 
bill named by him? 

Mr. CONGER. t the understanding which I proposed one which 
mef Senate ado; 

Mr. MILLE oe New York. I do not see how the Senate can make 
any agreement of that kind. The Senator from Michigan can call up 
his bill at any time he sees fit. All the business being done is being 
done by unanimous consent. The Senator can call up his bill at any 
time he sees fit. Why not wait until he decides to call it up? 

Mr. CONGER. We may as well have an understanding now, and 
then I should feel better satisfied. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. Some measure we desire to pass may 
be pending at that time. There is no object in giving unanimous con- 
sent now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will ask unanimous consent 
for the request of the Senator from Minnesota to take up the bill named 
by him, after which the Chair will recognize the Senator from Michigan. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5691) amending section 764 of the 
Revised Statutes. It proposes to amend section 764 of the Revised 
Statutes so as to read: 

From the final decision of such circuit court an appeal may be taken to the 
Supreme Court in the cases described in the preceding section. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


` MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. McMILLAN. The other bill towhich I referred was House bill 
6760, in which the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations is in- 
terested. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair promised to recognize the | 


Senator from Michigan [Mr. CONGER]. 

Mr. CONGER. I will yield on the supposition that the Senate will 
accede to my request. 

Mr. McMILLAN. This House bill will take but a short time. 

Mr. CONGER. I yield once more to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I object to this manner of farming out the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There has been no farming outof the 
floor. The Chair recognized the Senator from Michigan, who was in 
charge of the matter which was before the Senate and which has been 
laid aside by these formal applications. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Senator from New York has had several 
opportunities 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is not debatable. The 
Senator from Minnesota asks “unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Order of Business 1329, being the bill (H. 
R. 6760) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Rock Island, III., and Davenport, Iowa, and to establish it as 
a post-route. 

There being no objection, 120 Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is an amendment proposed by 
the Committee on Commerce inserting an additional section. 

Mr. McMILLAN. I shall ask the Senate to non-concur in that, as 
the provisions contained in the proposed section I find are embraced in 
section 8 of the last river and harbor act. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection the reading 
of the amendment will be dispensed with. The committee withdraw 
the amendment, the Chair understands. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from Minnesota whether that is 
a bill for a bridge across a Government reservation? 
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| tract, express or N 


Mr. McMILLAN. No, sir; it is across the Mississippi River at Rock 
gar Or railroad bridge. 
It is entirely separate from the Government reser- 


The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


STATE NATIONAL BANE OF BOSTON. 


Mr. JACKSON. I ask the Senate to take up House bill 2263, Order 
of Business 1068. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 2263) for the relief of the State 
National Bank of Boston, Mass. It refers to the Court of Claims the 
claim of the State National Bank of Boston for the sum of $100,000, in 
gold, deposited by the bank in the subtreasury of the United States at 
Boston, February 28, 1867. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DR. THOMAS J. JONES. 


Mr. MAXEY. Task unanimous consent to call up House bill 6533, 
order of Business 1425, unanimously reported by the Committee on 
Military Affairs without amendment. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

to consider the bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of Dr. Thomas 
J. Jones. It direets the of the Treasury to pay to Dr. Thomas 
J. Jones, of Warren County, Kentucky, $300, for medical services ren- 
dered the Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers during 
the months of October, November, and December, 1861. 

The bill was re to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DR. JOHN B. READ. 


Mr. PUGH. Iask the Senate to take up House joint resolution 170, 
Order of Business 542. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama asks unan- 
imous consent to call up a joint resolution the title of which will be 
read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A joint resolution (H. Res. 170) in relation to 
the claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the United States for the 
alleged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and 
by him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or arrange- 
ment made b between him and the War Department, and for which no 
com tion has been made. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. Let the joint resolution be read for 
information. 

Mr. PUGH. The facts are stated in the report. The joint resolu- 
tion commits the Government to nothing. It was unanimously re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be read for 
information. 

The Chief Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to organize a board of o of not less than three in number, select- 
ing the same from the ordnance and artillery arms of the United States service. 
who shall examine all the facts relative to the said claim of Dr. J. B. Read, and 
ascertain whether the United States have made any use of any invention of the 
said Read in projectiles; whether the same, if so used, were used under any con- 
r he consented to the use of said projectiles by 
the confederate Perse cerita hot . — the United States, and 4 | is inven- 
tion was used by the United States; to what extent, if any, his invention was 
so used, and whether such use was valuable to the United States, and if so, what 
sum, if’ any, under the circumstances of the use, the United States ought in jus- 
tice to pay for the same; and that such board do make their report thereon with 
all convenient to the Secretary of War, to be by him transmitted to Con- 
gress, for its action in the premises; and that such 8 be accompanied by a 
statement of all the = submitted to and considered by them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
joint resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. I have objected on two or three occasions against the 
consideration of this measure. Since that time I have examined the 
papers in regard to it, and as I find it is proposed to refer the claim to 
a board for examination and for report to Congress, I have no further 
big Pa} to the passage of the resolution. 

HARRISON. There is an amendment proposed by the Com- 
8155 on Military Affairs, I think. 

Mr. PUGH. There is no amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is this a House resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a House resolution. 

Mr. HAMPTON. The amendment referred to is embodied in the 
text of the resolution. 

Mr. HARRISON. I move then to amend after the words United 
States —I have not the House resolution before me 

Mr. HAMPTON. At line 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the amendment which was proposed to the Senate print of the 
resolution is incorporated in the House resolution now before the Senate. 

Mr. HARRISON. So I understand, but I desire to move an amend- 
ment. Not having the Senate print of the resolution before me I am 
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* icate the place except by reading the clause. I see here 
e words: 
ETCCCCCCCTCTCCTCTCTCTCTCTCCTCTVTTTVTCTTTCTCCTWWW 
The Secretary will notice that clause. After the words United 
States, I move to insert: 

Or otherwise gave aid and comfort to the rebellion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana moves an 
amendment, which will be read: 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 2, line 12, afterthe word States,” it is 
proposed to insert: 

Or otherwise gave aid and comfort to the rebellion, 

So as to read: 


Whether he consented to the use of said projectiles — Pape confederate gov- 
e PANOT he, SS eee ee and comfort to the 


Mr. HAMPTON. I was about to say to my friend from Indiana that 
if an amendment is put upon this resolution now it will insure its de- 
feat. We, after full discussion in the Military Committee, and I think 
on the ion of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Locan], the chair- 
man of the committee, put in these words: 

Whether he consented to the use of said projectiles against the United States. 


After this amendment in committee, and after this resolution has 
come to us having the other branch of with this amend- 
ment, I submit to the Senator from Indiana that an amendment now will 
defeat the whole measure. I think that it is so guarded that when the 
report is made to Congress there is no possibility of the Government 
being implicated in any improper expense. I trust he will not press 
the amendment. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President 
Will the Senator allow me to make a statement? 


origin in a patent that 
was granted by this Government in 1856, and it grows out of a contract 
with the Government of the United States by which he surrendered his 
tent for experiment by the Government of the United States until it 
me satisfied that it would be of value. It was left to an Army 
board which was created by the Secretary of War to ascertain whether 
the invention was a success and what its value would be to the Gov- 
ernment. It is the first instance in history where an inventor has sur- 
rendered to the Government a patent to experiment with until it became 
satisfied of its use and the value of the use. This claim is founded on 
a contract with the Government where there has been ho compensa- 
tion. The Read shell was used by the confederate government during 
the war. He never has received one dollar’s com from this 
Government or the confederate government. Itis a great discovery, 
and all the projectiles now in use by the Government of the United 
States are founded upon the discovery of Dr. Read. 

This resolution creates a board of Army officers in pursuance of the 
terms of the contract, eee eee ae 
the creation of the board. It is required by the contract he made with 
the Government, and the only power this board has is to ascertain the 
facts, report them to Congress, and let Congress act upon the facts. It 
commits the Government to nothing on earth. It is harmless at any 
rate. I know this old gentleman well. He is a man of high charac- 
ter, a man of science and education. He is now over 75 years of age, 
and if this resolution fails to pass now the feeling of disappointment 
will go with him to the grave. 

Mr. HARRISON. It seems to me that as this was to be submitted 
to a board, and Congress was to acton the report of the board, the sco; 
of the inquiry should be and that we should know not only 
whether this gentleman consented to the use of his projectile by the 
confederate government against the United States, but what hisattitude 
was toward the Government of the United States during the war. As 
this question is yet to come before bey e her as that point can be 
discussed at that time and investigated by committee if necessary, 
I withdraw the amendment at the solicitation of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. MILLER]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PUGH. There is a Senate resolution which has become the 
House resolution, and I simply ask for the indefinite postponement of 
the Senate resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The House resolution has not yet 


passed. 

Mr. PUGH. It is Senate resolution No. 67. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PUGH. Now, I move that the joint resolution (S. R. 67) in 
relation to the claim made by Dr. John B. Read against the United 
States for the alleged use of projectiles claimed as the invention of said 
Read, and by him alleged to have been used pursuant to a contract or 
arrangement made between him and the War t, and for 
which no compensation has been made, be postponed indefinitely, 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOHN P. PETERSON. 


Mr. PIKE. I desire to call up and have disposed of House bill No. 
6270, Order of Business 1290. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill R. 
6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to John P. Peterson, 
late a private of the Capitol police, of $237.60, being the 20 cent. 
additional compensation allowed him under joint resolution giving ad- 
ditional compensation to certain employés in the civil service of the 
Government at Washington, approved February 28, 1867. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. DAVIS. 


Mr. PIKE. I offer the following order: 


Ordered, That the vote of the Senate of January 7, 1885, transmitting the elaim 
of William H. Davis, together with all papers, vouchers, and connected 
therewith, to the Court of Claims under E 
of the Revised nited States, for 


The order was agreed to. 
PAY OF PASSED ASSISTANT ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES NAVY. 


Mr. MAHONE. I ask that the Senate proceed now to the consid- 
eration of House bill No. 1401, Order of Business 766. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill (H. R. 1401) to amend section 1556 of the 

Revised Statutes, giving longevity-pay to certain officers of the Navy. 
It provides that assistant engineers of the Navy shall receive 
during the third five years after the date from which they take rank as 
passed (first) assistants, when at sea, $2,450; on shore duty, $2,250; 
on leave or waiting orders, $1,900; during and after the fourth five 
= from such date, when at sea, $2,700; on shore duty, $2,350; on 
eave or waiting orders, $1,950. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CITIZENS OF MARION COUNTY, TENNESSEE. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent of the Senate to proceed at 
this time to the consideration of House bill No. 4684, Calendar No. 
1423. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4684) for the relief of certain citi- 
zens of Marion County, Tennessee. By its terms the claims of certain 
citizens of Marion County, Tennessee, for quartermaster’s stores and 
commissary supplies — to have been taken from them by United 
States troops during the late war, and known as claims filed before the 
Jasper board, so called, arereferred to the Quartermaster-General of 
the Army, who is to have full jurisdiction to examine and consider the 
claims, and make rt thereon to Congress as in cases provided for in 
the second and third sections of the act to restrict the jurisdiction of 
the Court of Claims, &c., approved July 4, 1864. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask that the Senate disagree to the amendment. 
It is not material. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. It will be read, of course. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 7, after the word referred.“ it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘ to;’’ so as to read: 

And they are hereby referred to the Quartermaster-General, &. 

The amendment was rejected, 

Mr. HAWLEY. What committee is this from? I do not recall it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I did not recall the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have’ the Senator in charge of the 
bill make a statement in regard to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] 

the bill from the Committee on Military Affairs. If the Sen- 
ator from Oregon will look to the bill he will see that it simply refers 
the claim to the Quartermaster-General, and he is only authorized to 
report to rape. AT whatever he may find to be the merit or want of 
merit in the claim. 

Mr. DOLPH. Ido not know what this is. We do not have these 
bills in hand when they are jumped upon us in this way before we 
know what the order of business is. We do not always hear it. I ask 
to have the bill read again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to know who these certain citizens ” 
of Tennessee are and what the Jasper board ” is. Not having been 


„ or seen the report, I do not know anything about 
e bill. 


Mr. HARRIS. The report of the committee is No. 1519. 


I have it 
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in my hand. The Jasper board” is evidently a military board or- 
ganized by the general commanding for the purpose of investigating 
these claims, which did investigate them and report upon them. The 
only effect of this bill is to remove the statute of limitations and allow 
the Quartermaster-General to investigate them, and when he has inves- 
tigated them to report to Congress the result of the investigation. 

Mr. DOLPH. I should like to have the report read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. HAMPTON 
February 27, 1885: 

The Committee on 1 to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4684) 
“for the relief of certain citizens of rion County, Tennessee,” have consid- 
= — same, and beg leave to report the bill back to the Senate, recommend - 


passage, 
n the seventh line of the printed bill the word to" has been accidentally 
omitted, and the proper correction is made by the committee, 


9 is the report from the Committee on War Claims of the 
ANE Representatives, which is made a part of this report, as explanatory 
o case, 


[House Report No. 230, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.1492) for 
82888 certain awards in favor of parties therein named, submit the fol- 
owing report: 
225 Sa E E TAE PANOR E TONTAS AE O fer gros 
this bill, obtained from the War eee filed in cone — Maj. Gen. 
George H. Thomas, commanding the Department of the Cumberland, on the 8th 
day of February, 1864, issued the following order, viz: 

{Special Field Orders No, 329—Extract. ] 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE CUMBERLAND, 
A A 4 > 0 by December 8 1863. 


A board of commissioners, consisting of the following-named officers and eit- 
izens, is hereby appointed for the purpose of adjusting the claims of the citizens 
of Marion County, Tennessee, against the United States Government for dam- 
ages done their property in the occupation of said county by the United States 

roops. 
Detail for the board.— Brig. Gen. James B. Steedman, U.S. V.; Colonel Post, 
Fitty-ninth Illinois Volunteers * Lieut, Col. I. P. Kerr, Seventh Illinois Volun- 


teers; William Pryor, esq.; A. Kelly, esq. 
bre assistant adjutant-general of Brigadier-General Steedman will act as re- 
corder, 


The board will commence at Jasper, Tenn,, December 10, at 9 a. m., or as soon 
thereafter as practicable. 

By command of Major-General Thomas. 

WM. M. MICHAEL, A. A. G. 

‘This order was issued in pursuance of the 41 of the Government 
nizing individuals who were public enemies by laws of war by reason of thelr 
residence as friendly to the Government, for the purpose of encouraging a sen- 
timent of loyalty to the Federal Government within the insurrectionary terri- 


tory. 
Before any proceedings were had under the order, except the receipt of claims 
for adjudication, a supplementary order was issued, as follows: 


[Special Field Orders No. 81.—Extract,] 
HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE CUMBERLAND, 
Chattanooga, March 21, 1864, 
XI. The Sowing named officers and citizens are relieved from further ny 


as members of the ‘i: 
from these uarters : Missouri Infantry ; 


the beard of claims 
headquarters: Maj. E. A. Griffin, 
Cahill, Nineteenth Michi 
By command of Major- 
W. D. WHIPPLE, 

Assistant Adjutant-General, 

The docket of cases heard by and before this board, and the awards made 
therein, now on file in the War Department, shows that there was filed with 
such board for hearing four hundred and seventy-three claims. 

The hearing before the board commenced March 1864, and seems to have 
been concluded April 18,1864; and there was awarded for e sari stores 
and commissary supplies to the several persons who could prove their loyalty 
and the taking and use of the stores. 

The committee do not regard the payment of these awards as a question sub- 
mitted to their decision upon the original facts on which the awa: 


It eee, in addition, the Governmeht afterward furnished tribunals to 
hear th t claims. These claimants, 1 on the awards 
this board, have not prosecuted their claims elsewhere, and statutes of 

have run inst But the committee prefer to stand u the 
awards made, as an adication of a court created by authority of the Govern- 
ment to hear and adjudicate claims of individuals against it, and to hold such 
5 not formally disapproved by the authority convening the court as 


A small number of these claimants have been paid by special actsof Congress, 
the exact number the committee are unable to say. The ings of the Jas- 
per board” are now in the hands of the Quarte eneral, and it seems to 
your ee that an investigation by the Q r-General is a matter 
of necessity before intelligent action can be had upon these claims. The com- 
mittee therefore report a substitute for the bill, conferring authority upon the 
Quartermaster-General to inv te these claims and to report the result, with 
his recommendation thereon, to Congress for its action in the premises, 

We annex hereto a letter from General W. S. RoskckAxs, addressed to the 
committee, in reference to these claims. 

APRIL 7, 1882. 


Respectfully referred to the Committee on War Claims, 
When the campaign of Chattanooga was planned the vital question of sub- 
sisting the army until the Tennessee River and the railroad could be opened 


was fully considered, and it was decreed necessary to look to Sequatchie Valley 
for such supplies as it could furnish—beef in small quantities and corn and grain 


were è „to furnish the trains hauling supplies of ons. 
In fact, the movement of these trains was a supreme ex and added that 
Wheeler's and Forrest's raid across the country to Sh to destroy our 


railway communication in October, made it necessary to send our cavalry up 
the Sequatchie Valley to follow the enemy across to McMinnville. They, of 
course, su on the country, and had no time to make accounts of much 
that they took. 

The commission ordered by General Thomas to make account and report on 
claims for supplies so taken is what I should have ordered had I remained in 
command. I should have made it as soon asthe railway and river were opasa: 
My reasons for it would have been those above mentioned, and the fact tho 
Marion County people were by me considered as ana — 33 


The bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. DOLPH. I do not like to vote for a bill of this magnitude, con- 
taining so many claims and involving so large an amount, at so late a 
day in the session, without an opportunity to examine it as it ought 
tobe i and without discussion. I fear we are opening a door 
that will prove troublesome hereafter, making a precedent that we shall 
not want to abide by. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to say to the Senator from Oregon that he need 
have no apprehension of a precedent like this, for I repeat and I un- 
dertake to say that no Senator on this floor can read this bill and doubt 
the fact that all that it does is to authorize the Quartermaster-General 
to investigate and report to Congress, and when his report comes the 
Senator from Oregon and every other Senator can determine for him- 
self whether there be merit or want of merit in the facts so reported. 

Mr. DOLPH. That may be, but that is all we did under the act of 
July 4, 1864, and if this is a class of claims excluded. by that act we 
ought not now at this late day to enlarge the scope of it to let in Woy 
hundred claims from the State of Tennessee. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Oregon relies on the statute of 
limitations alone. Iam willing to abide the vote of the Senate. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOSEPH F, WILSON. 


Mr. PLUMB. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the House bill 7522. It is a bill that passed both 
Houses of Congress at the last session, but was not signed by the Pres- 
ident simply through mistake. It has passed the House unanimously 
at this session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of Joseph F. 
Wilson be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides for the issue to Joseph F. 
Wilson, of Peoria, III., or his legal representatives or assigns, of a num- 
ber of warrants equal to eighty acres, in tracts not less than the subdi- 
visions provided for in the United States land Jaws, to be located by 
Wilson, or his legal representatives or assigns, on any of the unoccupied 
and unappropriated public lands of the United States subject to pre- 
emption or homestead settlement, in lieu of the west half of the north- 
east quarter of section 19, in township 35 north, of range 5 west, situate 
in Porter County, Indiana, which tract was entered by and patented to 
Josiah Smith, of Macon County, Missouri, under and by virtue of the 
provisions of the acts of Congress approved June 8, 1872, and March 3, 
1873, relating to additional homesteads, and by Josiah Smith, after his 
entry, sold and conveyed to Wilson, and of the title to and possession 
of which Wilson was divested and di by the judgment and 
decree of the circuit court of the United States for the district of Indiana, 
at the November term, 1880, by reason of a prior disposal of or a prior 
equitable title in and to the tract, as the court held and decided, to or 
in persons other than Josiah Smith. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SILVER COINAGE NEGOTIATIONS. 


Mr. ALDRICH. . I ask the Senator to take up the joint resolution 
(S. R. 135) requesting the President to enter into negotiations with 
foreign powers to secure an agreement for the free coinage of silver. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. CONGER. Will the Senator tell us what the object is? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The resolution itself states better than I can. 
is very short. 

Mr. CONGER. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be again read. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, &c., That the President of the United States is hereby requested to 
enter into negotiations with the states of the Latin Union, and such other forei 
powers as he shall deem advisable, with the purpose of 5 such treaties 
with them as shall bind the nations agreeing thercto to open their respectiv 


e 
mints to the free coinage cf silver with full legal-tender power, at such uniform 
ratio to gold as shall bè agreed upon. - 


Tt 


The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendmen: 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, an 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
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Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the report of the 


committee of conference on the di ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7970) making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other p 

The m also announced that the House had passed the joint res- 
olution (S. K. 122) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan twelve 
hospital tents and outfits to the American Society of the Red Cross for 
use in New Orleans. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolutions; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: : 

* A bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending vies 30, 
1886, and for other purposes; 

Joint resolution l. Res. 342) to authorize the printing of 310,000 
copies of the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the 
year 1885; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 100) authorizing the printing of certain naval 
and military reports; and z 

Joint resolution (S. R. 114) to provide for printing the annual re- 
ports of the Smithsonian Institution. 

JOSEPH W. PARISH. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask leave to call up Order of Business 1275, being 
the bill (S. 2366) for the relief of Joseph W. Parish. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

to consider the bill. It provides for the payment to Joseph 

. Parish, late of Peoria, III., of $58,341.85, being the balance of 
money laid ont and expended by him in the purchase of 17,232 tons 
of ice for the use and at the request of the Government of the United 
States, which were not afterward called for or taken by the Govern- 
ment, but were wholly lost to Parish. 

Mr. HARRISON. From what committee does that bill come? 

Mr. CULLOM. From the Committee on Claims, reported by the 
honorable Senator now in the chair [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. PLATT. Is there a report? 

Mr. CULLOM. There is a written report. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator offered to yield tome. I should like 
to pass a resolution for printing—a matter of current business. 

Mr. CULLOM. This bill will be disposed of ina moment. I will 
state to the Senator from Connecticut that the Senator from Massachu- 


setts, who is a member of the Committee on Claims, made a written 
| 


report, which is on file. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is it a House bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. HARRISON. What then is the object of passing it here now ? 
Mr. PLATT. I understood that the order was to take up House 


Mr. HOAR. I think this is a House bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope there will be no objection to this bill. This 
man has been absolutely on the point of starvation trying to get the 
little sum that is due him. 

Mr. HARRISON. Is this a Senate bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it is. 

Mr. HARRISON. Then if it is, I object, because certainly there is 
no use at 3 o’clock in the morning of taking up a Senate bill here. 

Mr. CONGER. I must insist on the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam quite confident this is a House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill at the desk and on the files 
is a Senate bill, and the report shows it to be a Senate bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. That was my understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I have charge of the bill. I hope the Senator from 
IIlinois will withdraw it. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator who reported the bill asks me to 
withdraw it, I shall do so. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a very plain case, and two minutes’ statement 
would satisfy the Senate, but I do not see why we should take two 
minutes for a Senate bill now. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know nearly as much about the case as the 
Senator from Massachusetts does, but I have been informed by the 
chairman of the Committee on Claims of the House that if we would 
take it up and pass it here, he thought he could get it through the 
House, and I feel that it is my duty to do everything I can to secure 
that end, because of my actual knowledge of the condition of the man 
and his family who is trying to get this little money. I hope the bill 
will be now. 

Mr. HARRISON. If it is subject to objection I enter an objection, 
because it certainly is past belief that this bill can be got through the 
House in the condition of business there. : 

Mr. CONGER. Now I demand the regular order. 


Marcu 3, 
Mr. HOAR. I 


hope the Senator from IIlinois will not persist in urg- 
ing this bill. . 


Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw it with the understanding that if a ċor- 
ig, rainy Dene should come over from the House I may be allowed to 
it action. 
Mr ISON and others. Of course there will be no objection 
to that. 


Mr. CULLOM. Now will the Senator from Michigan allow me to 
introduce a resolution? 

Mr. CONGER. I do feel that I have yielded fifteen minutes more 
than was asked of me, and I must insist on the consideration of the 
river and harbor bill. I had agreed to yield to the Senator from Con- 
necticut about a matter of printing which ought to be passed. 

Mr. CULLOM. But I wish to offer a resolution. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I ask to take up Order of Business 
No. 1337, being the bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of Sarah E. Web- 
ster, administratrix. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one bill now before the 
Senate. 

Mr. MILLER, of New York. I understood that was withdrawn. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the Parish bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But the bill has been taken up and 
is before the Senate. The Senator can move to lay it on the table or 
to me it until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I that the bill be laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It can be restored to the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. That will do. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be restored to the Cal- 
endar. 


ISAAC A. VERPLANK, DECEASED. 


| Mr. MILLER, of New York. Mr. President 
Mr. CONGER. The bill of which I have ery: eee laid 
aside for the passage of pension bills only. All other bills have 
come in by a kind of understanding that at half past 3 we should 
resume the consideration of the river and harbor bill. If there is any 
faith in agreements, I want to go on with that bill now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator has a right to call for 
the regular order. 
Mr. HOAR. I should like to appeal to the Senator from Michigan 
in regard to one matter of justice. The Senator from New York I 
think rose about the first, when I was in the chair, of the gentlemen who 
were recognized, but other gentlemen applied one after the other. I 
hope the Senator will allow him to make his motion. If he does, I 
shall feel relieved. It will not take two minutes, I understand, to dis- 
| pose of his bill. 
Mr. MILLER, of New York. I want House bill 4679 acted on. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York asks 
upanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of Sarah E. Webster, administratrix. 
Is there objection to the present consideration of this bill? 

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of Sarah 
E. Webster, administratrix, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for the payment to Sarah E. Webster, of Buffalo, 
N. Y., administratrix of Isaac A. Verplank, deceased, late a judge of 
the superior court of Buffalo, of the sum of money which was assessed 
as the income tax and was collected from and paid by Isaac A. Verplank 
to the Government of the United States, upon his salary as a judge of 
the superior court of Buffalo, N. V., such tax having been declared un- 

constitutional by the Supreme Court. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
| a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
C. A. CILLEY. 


Mr. VANCE. I ask the consent of the Senate to call up 
Mr. CONGER. Now I claim the right to go on with the river and 
harbor bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
nas the floor to state his proposition. 
Mr. VANCE. I ask unanimous consent to call up House bill No. 
| 4856, Order of Business 1084. f 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Carolina 
asks unanimous consent that Order of Business 1084, being the bill (H. 
R. 4856) granting a pension to Bvt. Col. C. A. Cilley, of North Carolina, 
be now considered. Is there objection? 

Mr. CONGER. Is it an adverse report? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An adverse report. 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; there is an adverse report. 

Mr. CONGER. Then I object to taking up the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. It was an adverse report, because in the opinion of the 
committee the Commissioner of Pensions could grant the pension, but 
afterward on going down tosee whether that could be done he i 
i refusing to grant it. There is no sort of question about the propriety 
of the ion. 

Mr. VANCE. The committee expressly say that they report ad- 
versely without prejudice to the bill, because they think relief ought 
to be granted at the Department. 
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Mr. FRYE. The committee thought he ought to have arrears. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 8 

proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place the ao of C. A 

Cilley, of North Carolina, late a major and assistant adjutan 
of United States volunteers and brevet colonel of United States volun- 
teers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INVESTIGATION OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Printing 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If the Senator from Michigan wishes 
to call for the regular order, the Chair will him. 

Mr. CON GER. I promised to let the Senator from Connecticut make 
his report, and then I shall call for the regular order. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us have until 4 o’clock for general business. 

Mr. CONGER. Oh, no; I cannot. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Committee on Printing instruct me to recom- 
mend concurrence with the House in the passage of House joint reso- 
lution No. 367. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


proceeded to consider the joint resolution (H. Res. 367) providing for 
the printing of additional copies of the report of ine, mmittee on 
Military Affairs on the investigation of the National Home for Disabled 


Soldiers. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The allotment of copies is quite disproportionate, 
butitis hardly worth while to send the resolution back with an amend- 
ment now. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. B. CORNELL AND OTHERS. 


Mr, MILLER, of California. The Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1172) for the relief of J. B. Cornell and 
others, have instructed me to report, in accordance with the resolution 
of the Senate of February 7, 1884, that they have referred this bill to 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act entitled An act 
to afford assistance and relief to and the Executive Departments 
in the investigation of claims and demands against the Government,“ 
approved March 3, 1883. 

The report was ordered to be filed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. CONGER. Now, I call for the consideration of the bill which 
was laid aside informally. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan calls for 
the consideration of the r order, the title of which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. “A bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for 
the preservation and continuation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other 

‘The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Committee on Commerce, in section 1, line 13, before the word 
million,“ to strike out five“ and insert “ten, ’ increasing the total 

spprop! riation from $5,000,000 to $10,000,000. The Chair understands 
e Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] has moved to lay the amend- 
ment on the table: ‘The question is on the motion to lay on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. I thought there was a motion to lay the bill on the 
table, which motion was lost. 

Mr. FRYE. I moved to lay the amendment on the table. A vote 
was taken and I did not question the vote. I made the motion for the 
purpose of stopping further discussion at that time. The question is 
now on the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question, then, a the expla- 
nation, ison ing to the amendment of the Committee on Commerce 
to strike out five and insert ten; so as to read ‘‘$10,000,000.” 

A division was called for. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

5 and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 

Mr. PENDLETON (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. JONES}; otherwise I should vote nay.“ 

Mr. PLATT (wien his name was called). On this amendment and 
on ew bill I am paired with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAM- 
DEN 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
27, nays 18; as follows: 


5 É YEAS—27. 
Beck, Dolph, Jones of Nevada, Pugh, 
Blair. Gibson, Kenna, Sabin, 
Butler, Hampton, Lamar, Sawyer, 
Call, Hawley, ae Vance, 
Chace, Hoar, Miller of Cal., Vest, 
Coke, Jackson, Morgan, Walker. 
Conger, Jonas, Palmer, 


NAYS—18. 
Bayard, Frye, Manderson well 
Cameron of Wis., Harris, Miller of N. Y., Van Wyck, 
Colquitt, Harrison. ilson. 
Cullom. Ingalls, Morrill, 
Edmunds, pham, Plumb, 
ABSENT—31. 
Aldrich, here po of Florida, 22 2 
n, y rger, 
Bowen, Garland, McMillan, Saulsbury, ` 
Brown, rge, McPherson, Sherman, 
n, Gorman, Maxey, Slater, 
Cameron of Pa., Groome, Pendleton, Vorhees, 
U. Hale, Pike, Williams. 
Dawes, Hill, Platt, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The nextamendment of the 
Committee on Commerce was to insert as section 2: 


Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to 
cause examinations or suryeys, or both, 5 —— of cost of improvements 


Big Rapids of Saint John’s River, Maine. 
Harbor at Wellfleet, Mass. 


Taunton River, usetts. 
Vineyard Haven, Mass. 
North River, in Salem, between Essex and North Bridges, Mass. 
Duck Island Harbor, with a view to a harbor of refuge, Connecticut. 
Susquehanna River between Owego and Binghamton, N. Y. 
enone between Jamaica Bay and Rockaway Inlet, Queens County, New 
ork. 
Harbor at Waddington, N 
Mouth of the Patchogue River, New York. 
Pond River, Kentucky, 


The Secretary of War is directed to report to th e next whether or not 
the Government dry-dock at the Louisville and Portland „Kentucky, is 
eee fort Co piyas rposes of commerce, and what alterations, if any, are neces- 

„and the of making the same. 


rm Creek, — with a view to changing {ts course. 


The west channel of the Saginaw River opposite West Bay City, Mich., from 
the point where it intersects with the channel of said river heretofore excavated 
by . and extending southerly on the weet side of ss middle 
groun 

Little River, Louisiana, 

Bayou Rouge, Louisiana. 

Harbor at asky, Ohio, with a view toa nel from the north 


chan 
end of Cedar Point to the east end of the existing nel in front of the city. 

Punta Rasa Harbor, Florida. 

Kennebec River, from Augusta to Richmond, Me. 

Biddle Point, at Mackinac Harbor, Michigan, with a view to a breakwater, 

Pigeon River. Michigan. 

Osage River, Missouri, from its mouth to Osceola. 

Kaskaskia River, Illinois, from New Athens to mouth. 

Islias isco Bay. A survey is directed to be made 
regardless of the fact of existing obstruction by the construction and maintenance 
of — — across the channel Sr said creek by the Protrero and Bay View Rail- 
road Company. 

Harbor of San Luis Obispo, Cal. 


During the reading of the amendment, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Where is the item about Binghamton, N. Y. 
The SECRETARY. In section 2, line 16. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Isee. 

Susquehanna River between Owego and N N. T. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The of the amendment is 
not yet completed. After it is read debate will be in order. 


— 


The reading of the amendment was concluded. 
Mr. CONG In line 39 the word ‘‘ Rasa should be Rassoe;"? 
so as to read: 


Punta Rassoe Harbor, Florida. 


The PRESIDENT pro temporc. That correction will be made. 

Mr. HOAR. I move toamend the amendment by inserting between 
the eighth and ninth lines the words: 

Harbor at Duxbury, Mass. 

Mr. FRYE. I understood the Senator in charge of the bill to ask 
that the committee amendments should first be acted on. 

Mr. HOAR. This is an amendment to a committee amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. So it is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. This is assented to by the chairman of the committee, 
who was going to move it himself. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to offer an amendment in line7 of this section, 
after the word Maine, to insert: 

Harbor at Bath, Me. 

Mr. CONGER. There is no objection to that. 
The amendment to the amendment was to. 
Mr. DOLPH. I desire to offer an amendment also. After line 51 


of the proposed section 2, I move to insert: 
Vancouver Harbor, Washington Territory. 


The amendment to the amendment was 
Mr. SAWYER. 


posed section 2: 


Chippewa Harbor, in the State of Wisconsin, at and below Eau Claire, witha 


I offer an amendment to add as “the end of the pro- 
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view of ascertaining if the 2 is changing, or the hanks giving wey $0 
necessary to remedy the 


the injury of navigation, and, if so, what is 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Wisconsin what he pro- 
ee by this plan of a survey? 

Mr. SAWY TTT 
8 e navigation. We want to ascertain that. That is 


n ALLISON. I think the engineer in that distriet could ascer- 
9 easily, without making special provision here. 

i aoe They say they want a permission of law in order 
to do that. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I do 5 

The amendment to the am t was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAIR. ee eee eee Re psd 
at the end of line 8 of the proposed section 2: 

ryt hap eee ba H., from the sea to the wharves. 
bor of refuge s s Portsmouth, N. H., with a view to its improvement as a har- 

innipiseogee Lake at the point called The Wiers, N. H. 

E AE cae ee ea 

Mr.SEWELL. I move, as an amendment to the proposed section 2, 
for surveys, to add after line 51: 


For survey to determine cost of r Barnegat and Tuckerton Bays, 
New Jersey, by a channel six feet in depth. 


The amendment to the amendment was to. 
Mr. MAHONE. After line 22 I move to 3 
Nansemond River, Virginia. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Lam directed by the Committee on the Improve- 
ment of the Mississippi River and its tributaries to a few amend- 
ments to this bill, but I presume it is only section 2 which we are now 
considering. One is—— 

Mr. CONGER. Does it relate to a survey? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. No; to actual business. 

Mr. CONGER. That would come under section 3. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is no survey; it has been established a long 
while. 

Mr. CONGER, If it is not for a survey it ought not to be in this 
section. 

Mr. 88 eee eee 

The P 1D ee Senator from Nebraska proposes 
an amendment, whi 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert: 

— in e 


— Sh ſor the — ae * Faber or near Eastport, 
site 2 eai uyi which sum shall be expended under the ‘of tho 


Mr. CONGER. That is not proper in this section. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Is not this section 2? 

Mr. CONGER. This section is = surveys entirely. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I beg I will j it wherever the 
Senator suggests. It comes from “the Committee on the 
River Improvement, and is therefore not subject to a poak pt ot order. | 55n 

Mr. CONGER. It ought not to come in this section. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I withdraw it for the present. 

Mr. CONGER. This section is only directing the Secretary of War 
to cause examinations and surveys to be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
withdraw his amendment ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I withdraw it. 

Mr. CONGER. I offer an amendment to come in between lines 43 
and 44 of section 2: 
1 a channel connecting Traverse Bay and Torch Lake, near Eastport, 


The amendment to the amendment was agen to. 
The PRESIDENT t e Aho on section as amended. 
tempore. e question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce as amended. 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the state of the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and section 2 is under consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. Has the reading of the bill been completed? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Not yet. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not like to all for a separate vote on all 
these propositions, but the Chief Clerk read one of the amendments o 
the committee about the Susquehanna River, I think, somewhere near 
the neighborhood of Binghamton, N. V., and I felt curious to know 
Cees me: t was for a survey of the Susquehanna River between 

Binghamton. It would seem to be idle. In high water 
. raft logs up there. I hardly know what the object is. 
INGER. Section 2 and section 3 are amendments taken from 
an N and harbor bill which was laid aside, but which the 
House had upon ſor surveys and examination. 

Mr. VAN CK. Then this committee know nothing about it ex- 

cept what the other committee told them? 


f this bill is $10,000,000, to be appo 


Mr. CONGER. I do not know the object of making such an inquiry 


as that, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I was seeking to find out what the committee 
did know. I trust now the Senator will consent that that item be 
stricken out. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no interest in it in the world. The New 
York members wish it in. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Isuggest—the Senator not eae it—that 
the New York members must have intended t as a CT ioka. 
[Laughter.] No, I do not wantto press for a separate vote on a 
matter of that kind. 

Mr. CONGER. If the Senator moves to strike out that item I shall 
make no objection. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I move to strike it out. There is no reason for 
r S9 ERED A anata pan cea 


Ine PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
to amend the amendment by striking out in lines 16 and 17 of section 
2 the words: 

Susquehanna River between Owego and Binghamton, N. Y. 


A division was called for on the amendment, and the ayes were 2. 
Mr. CONGER. I withdraw the call for a division. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator from Michigan de- 
mand the division? 

Mr. CONGER. I simply wish no further count. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Did the Senator from Michigan de- 
mand the division? 

Mr. CONGER. re pee soe eee ae 

O denier eee e. Then the Chair can not allow the 


suppose i oan y a but I expressed 
Mr. CONGER. t was a ut 
my own 8 a further count. 


opinion 
Mr. HOAR. I withdraw the call for a division. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Did the Senator from Massachusetts 
call for the division? 


The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of the 
Committee on Sanit was to insert as section 3 the following: 


Sec, 3. That surveys, and contingencies, and for incidental 
ion, for 


$100,000 : That agaian shall be made of any harbors or rivers until 
the Chief of shall have directed a preliminary exami 
same by the engineer in e istrict, or an engineer detailed for 


War the mre meal ot agree — or convenience 
1 reports of the local sewn 


„ — surveys shall e 
are hereby ordered to ODE pi printed when so mad 

Mr. VAN are If it be in order now I would move my aay 
ment. 

Mr. FRYE. No; your amendment ought to go on the first section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska to the amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. The proposed amendment to the amendment is 
to insert: 

FFF ed, orso much thereof as 


money in the jury not 
ated, for the improvement of the M ri River at or near 
Nebraska A 


hich said sum shall be expended under the direction of silo 
ar. 

Mr. CONGER. There is an tion in this bill and there was 
a large appropriation in the last bill ill forthe different pointson the Mis- 
souri River where the river commission desired that improvements 
should be made. They have the full power, as the Senator will see by 
looking at the river and harbor bill of last year, to direct at what points 
the improvements shall be made, and if I remember aright Eastport is 
one of the places in the last bill; and therefore as the appropriation in 
rtioned to the same places as were 
named in last year’s bill, I think he will find that the provision in the 
last law covers the case. If that is so, there is no necessity for the 

amendment. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. I think the Senate will understand one thing 


right there in connection with that. It will illustrate a point which 
was made some time ago in the discussion of this matter, that there is 
a great deal of ingenuity about this bill. It is true, as the Senator 
says, that the last river and harbor bill appropriated $800,000 to be 
expended on the Missouri River from it mouth to Sioux City, a distance 
of a little over eight hundred miles. That bill provided for the creation 
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ol a river commission for the Missouri River, and under the authority 
of the law the commission have met, and they have determined how 
i be , and the commission, I will say to the 
ams peaa that all moneys subject to their 
ition shall be expended commencing at Kansas City 
toward the mouth of the river. Kansas City is about three 
hi and eighty miles from the mouth of the river, while from the 
mouth of the river to Sioux City is a distance of eight hundred miles. 
So the river commission have resolved that whatever money they have 
to shall be expended commencing three hundred and eighty 
miles from the mouth and proceeding toward the mouth, leaving over 
four hundred miles, a wide river, a river, that has always 
required attention from the Government, with no sort of care and pro- 
tection on the part of the Government. 

This bill provides a pro rata amount of last 2 appropriation, it 
is true, but suppose this bill gives $700,000 for the Missouri River, 
which would be the pro rata, it goes into the hands of the river com- 
mission, and they this money from Kansas City toward the 
mouth of the river; and I ask my friend if there will be a dollar for 
four hundred miles of the river between Sioux City and Kansas City. 
This illustrates the ent made a little while ago that there are 
sporty panne. Ao ODS AS DAU age ge piares poriada. 

that do not need any further protection. There may be other places 
that ought to be t forward in this connection, but my’attention 
is called to this because I am interested in it. 

Mr. CONGER. I think I am not mistaken. 
harbor bill is this provision: 

Improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City, Iowa, — — 

rs herein cre- 


harbors on said river as in the judgment of the board of enginee: 
ated will benefit commerce and navigation, $500,000. 


Then it provides for the commission, a board of engineers to be cre- 
rar tesla Sahin mesic ae AO T OPORE. Noin eT 
of Engineers of the Army and two from civil life; and it then continues: 


That the said 


In the last river and 


be necessary, and shall and submit, through the Chief 
of the neer Corps to the Secretary of War,to be by him transmitted to Con- 
gress at begi. of the regular session in December of each year, a full 
and detailed report of all their proceedings and actions, and of all such plans 
and systems of work as may now be devised and in progress and carried out by 
them, and of all such additional plans and systems of works as may be devised 
and matured by them, with full and detailed estimates of the cost thereof, and 
statements of all expenditures made by them. 


The commission have charge of the river far above Eastport, and the 
commission have full power to expend the money on harbors or for im- 
eee of the river at any point they deem I should 

islike very much to take away a part of the power of the commission. 
It will have about $900,000 for that river if the bill passes as proposed. 
The bill under which the commission were created provides that they 
shall expend the money not only for the improvement of the river but 
for such harbors upon it as require improvement. I think it is very 
full upon that point. I hope the Senator will withdraw his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VAN WICK. The Senator will see how full it is when I read 
to him what the commission created by the act has done. It has the 
whole power of expending money on the river and saying how the 
work shall be done. The Senator will see my point if he will give me 
his attention fora moment. I read from the report of the Missouri 
River Commission under date of December 9, 1884. After explaining 
how this money is to be expended and how the work shall be done, the 
commission say: f 

Holding these views, the commission have determined to concentrate their 
means and to apply them where there is the best promise of obtaining substan- 

benefits to the general commerce of the United States, at the — — prac- 


tial 
ticable date, and before the entire completion of the improvement. Evidently 
useful results can be most quickly obtained by improving the lower end of the 


river. providing an outlet to the Mississippi. Engineering necessities uire 
that the work should down stream. The initial point must, therefore, 
be at some distance above the mouth. The commission have selected Kansas 


City, three hundred and eighty-six miles above the mouth, because it is the first 

t commercial center to be met with in proceeding upstream. They 
would have preferred an initial point at a less distance from the mouth than 
three hundred and eighty-six. miles, but believing that no very great benefit 
would be conferred upon the commerce of the United States before the improve- 
ment shall extend from the mouth to Kansas City, they have allowed the fol- 
lowing considerations to control, namely, that it was desirable to begin the work 
near a good base of supplies, and that some detached work had already been 
done here under previous appropriations which could be utilized as part of a 
general scheme of improvement. 


My friend will see that while they have control of this river and the 
control of the money, they have actually resolved to commence work 
upon the river at a point three hundred and eighty-six miles from its 
mouth and then work toward its mouth. t 

Mr. CONGER. The bill allows them outside of the work generally 
on the river to improve particular harbors like this at Eastport. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They have this money for improving the river 
between the mouth and Sioux City; that is the appropriation, and they 
have a right to use that appropriation for improving the river and the 
harbors upon it. There is another appropriation for the rocks at Sioux 


City. Between Kansas City and Sioux City, four hundred miles, there 
is no provision available. 

Mr. CONGER. The law gives them $500,000 to expend on the river 
and improving such harbors as require improvement on the whole length 
of the river. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely; but they say that their purpose is, and 
they have so resolved, that they will expend that money by commenc- 
ing three hundred and eighty-six miles from the mouth of the Missouri. 
That is the difficulty about the matter; and here weare to-day. These 
harbors may be washed away and commerce ruined. We use the term 
commerce“ in a Pickwickian sense principally in connection with 
this bill. It is not like the Susquehanna, that the Senator insisted upon. 
It is the other extreme. The Susquehanna is too dry and the Missouri 
is too wet; that is the trouble; and yet they must all be provided for 
in the same way. It seems the Missouri is a wet stream. That is the 
trouble. There is too much water there. We do not complain much 
of that about Washington, it is true, but on the Missouri do com- 
plain of too much water. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. CONGER. I object to anybody being allowed to come in and 
interfere with this bill at t. Iam tired of watching. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT in the chair), The Scena- 
tor from Nebraska has the floor. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I desire to show further from this report that 
what I say is correct. 5 

Mr. CON GER. Iwill admit it all; I will admit everything you say. 
Mr. VAN WICK. Well, then, I will explain. They propose to ex- 
pend the whole sum appropriated between Kansus City and the mouth 
ol the river. It is true, as the Senator says, that the act of last year pro- 
vided for improving Missouri River from its mouth to Sioux City, Iowa, 
including such harbors on said river as in the judgment of the board of 
engineers herein created will benefit commerce and navigation, 8500, 000. 

Iread the argument of the commission and their action in establish- 
ing the commencement of the work at Kansas City. They sayy Ei 

The larger portion of the appropriation for the portion of the river below Sioux 
~ has been allotted to the 


river, applying all the means placed at their disposal, as as possible, to 
land and building up new banks as this becomes 
anf Rep ana ra of the channel. * 


pi 
Now I want to call the attention of the Senator from Michigan to the 
fact that there is only one exception between Kansas City and Sioux 
City. They intend to spend money on the portion from Kansas City 
to Sioux City, and they make only one exception. fy 
The report continues: 3 
It was found, however, that at Saint J h, Mo., a cut-off was threatened, 
which, if made, would have a ing and injurious effect upon the stream, 
and that moreover there was a considerable amount of work there in place, ex- 


ecuted under former — 2 be — which, if left to itself, would be lost. These 
two circumstances combined seemed to justify making an exception in this case. 


Now mark, they have examined the whole river, and they conclude 
to spend the money from Kansas City to the mouth of the river, and) 
then they make an exception at Saint Jo. 


These two circumstances combined seemed to justify 


an 
in this ease to the rules established, and it was acco: determined 


to complete the revetment of the banks in this vicinity. One or the other cir- 
ecumstance alone occurs elsewhere, but does not, in the judgment of the com- 
mission, justify a departure from the systematic plan proposed, 

There is the plan. They have charge undoubtedly of this river, as 
the House and the Senate have so said, but they have in advance pro- 
claimed how they will expend the money, and there is no provision 
anywhere for improving this river at Eastport where the Government 
has been protecting the harbor for years; there is no provision for pro- 
tecting the river at Omaha where the Government has been protecting 
it for years; and instead of using the money appropriated for the eight 
33 miles of river, this entire amount is to be used at the point I 

ve desi k : 

What more need be said? If I have satisfied the brethren and they 
see the importance of this amendment, I am satisfied. Now I will say 
to my friend that the commerce of some of the rivers named in these 
bills is a myth. There are logs that float down the Susquehanna in 
high water. We have logs that float down the Missouri in high water, 
and we float other things besides logs; but I would say to my friends 


.from the Susquehanna region that this matter of commerce on the rivers 


named in these bills is a myth. p 

I say to the Senator from Michigan that I think not a single steam- 
boat has dared invade the waters of the Missouri during the last year. 
Look! a river like that, a little larger than the Mississippi, and yet 
its commerce is so shamefully neglected that not a single steamer pad- 
dies its way up and down that stream in a year! Look at the position 
we are left in. Beyond the Missouri River this Committee on Com- 
merce can give no heed. The river needs aid; but it will not receive 
it at the hands of this commission, and the effect, I say to the Senator, 
will be the same upon the Mississippi River. After the Mississippi 
River Commission spend a few million dollars more, you will hear 
nothing of a steamboat coming up the Mississippi River; they will 
manage to impede the commerce. 
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ak pg ened Will the Senator from Nebraska yield to me a mo- 
ment 

Mr. VAN WYCK. For a moment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would not in the slightest degree depreciate the 
value of hisspeech, but I beg leave to suggest that this Hall is to be put 
thoroughly in order, swept, many chairs brought in, the gallery swept, 
and various ents that I need not discuss made, before 9 o'clock. 
The attendants tell me they will need two hours or two hours and a 
half to put the place in order for a becoming appearance. 

Mr. VAN CK. Ido not propose to interfere with them. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not suppose the Senator from Nebraska in- 
tends to speak until 7 o'clock. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I donot know what the a ents might be 
about his speech. It is merely my duty as a member of the committee 
on arrangements for the inauguration ceremonies to make the sugges- 
tion. That is all. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had to the sixteenth amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for 
the service of. the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other p , further insisted upon its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 17, 18, 19, and 
20, asked a further conference with the Senate on*the di ing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. R. W. TowNSHEND 
of Illinois, Mr. WILLIAMS. HOLMAN of Indiana, and Mr. R. G. Horr 
of Michigan managers at the further conference on its part. 

Mr. VAN WYCK rose. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska de- 
sire to 2 
Mr. VAN WYCK. If the Senator from Michigan can suggest to me 
a way in which we can get some relief on the Upper Missouri beyond 
the point fixed by the river commission, I shall be content, but I have 
reports here from the ineers of the Army 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senator from Nebraska will sus- 
pend for a moment the Chair will lay before the Senate a message from 
the House of Representatives. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
action of the House of Representatives agreeing to thesixteenth amend- 
ment of the Senate, and disagreeing to the amendments numbered 17, 
18, 19, and 20, to the Post-Office appropriation bill, and asking fora 
further conference. 

Mr. PLUMB. The only remaining ground of n between 
the two Houses on the Post-Office appropriation bill is upon the pro- 
vision inserted by the House in the bill providing for a special stamp 
for the immediate delivery of letters in cities of a certain size. This 
was rejected by the Senate Committee on Appropriations, in the first 
instance, on account of its being legislation, and also on account of 
some doubt as to the propriety of it as an original proposition. 

The House has insisted on it somewhat strenuously, and by a vote 
just taken has still declined to agree to the Senate amendment striking 
it out. There is some necessity, I am told, for cleaning out this cham- 
ber before 7 o’clock, which will interrupt legislative proceedings some- 
what, and after consultation with the conferees on this bill I feel con- 
strained to make a motion that the Senate recede from its amendments 
striking out these provisions in the Post-Office bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 17, 18, 19, and 20. 

Mr. MORRILL. May I inquire of the Senator from Kansas whether 
the House has accepted what has been sometimes called the subsidy 
provision of the bill? 

Mr. PLUMB. The House has accepted that amendment at last by 
a vote a few moments ago. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Kansas to recede from the amendments 17, 18, 19, and 
20, disagreed to by the House. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for the preserva- 
tion and continuation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin. I have an amendment I desire to 

pose to this bill, and I will ask my friend from Nebraska to with- 
draw his amendment so as to enable me to propose my amendment in 
order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I suppose my amendment is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
withdraw his amendment ? 

Mr. VAN WICK. No,sir. I very much dislike that we should be 
left entirely to the mercy of the elements on the Missouri River when 
it is the duty of the Government to protect us there certainly as much 
as from Kansas City to the mouth of the river. What may be the re- 
sult of the labor of this commission is extremely doubtful. It is be- 
coming very doubtful as to any good results from the Mississippi River 


ä — — —— — — — 


Commission except the expenditure of millions of dollars without very 
tt oe ah ie hile these Arm ting 
ear very Mu t while these y engineers are experimen 
with theories on a small reach of the river the rest of that river and the 
inhabitants along its banks and their property will be subject to devas- 
tation by its ravages. Commerce, as I say, is being injured by the fact 
that there is no protection to the river except at a certain locality, and 
these men are possessed of the idea that by artificial banks built upon 
the margin of these streams they will restrain them within certain 
limits. That is the theory these men have, and we are paying millions 
of dollars to experiment, and these gentlemen are expending the money 
within a small limit that they may test their theory. They even pro- 
pose to-day to test the effect of their experiment after they have for 
years been spending millions of dollars, and now, forsooth, they desire 
to take every dollar of the appropriation and put it within a few miles 

on the river to test an experiment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will theSenator from Nebraska allow me to inter- 
rupt him? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. It is very late at night, or rather early in the morn- 
ing, and I can not speak in a very loud voice, but I will try to make 
the Senator from Nebraska and the Senate understand me. The state- 
ment I desire to make to the Senator from Nebraska is that I think he 
is mistaken in supposing that the Mississippi River Commission is 
building or has built any very considerable amount of levees on the 
Mississippi River of late years. The few levees that are there were 
built in the main by the people who live in the delta. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Will the Senator tell us where they have been 
spending the large amount of money we have appropriated for the Mis- 
sissippi River? 

Mr. GEORGE. U believe if the Senator would see—and he has plenty 
of time now to do it—the reports of the Mississippi River Commission, 
he would find out all about that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I ask the Senator if it is not the fact that the 
Mississippi River Commission are insisting upon spending the 
within small spaces for the purpose of testing the . 
ment? Is that not the fact? 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not know about that. This bill requires them 
to spend all the money granted under it at two points, Plum Point and 
Lake Providence reaches. Ido not know whether that is important 
or not. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. They are asking now to test this experiment. 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator allow me to get a resolution passed? 

Mr. CON GER. I object to the introduction of a resolution? 

Mr. DAWES. I am sure the Senator will not object to it after a 
statement. 

Mr. CONGER. There will be time enough for that after we dispose 
of this bill. I presume after the Senator from Nebraska has done, the 
Senate will dispose of the bill by a vote one way or the other. I have 
yielded all night long, and now I throw the responsibility upon the 
Senate. I intend to perform my duty by insisting that no other busi- 
ness shall be done until the Senate by a vote throw overboard this bill 


or adopt it. 
I have been necessarily absent from the Senate all 


Mr. DAWES. 
the evening. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator can waita few minutes. Ihave waited 
seven hours continuously. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. VAN WICK. The commission say in their report: 

The duties prescribed to the commission by the same act were— 

To superintend and direct such improvement of said river, and to carry into 
execution sucii plans for the improvement of the navigation of said river from 
its mouth to rts headwaters as may now be devised and in progress, and to 
continue and complete such surveys as may now be in progress, and to make 
such additional surveys, examinations,and investigations, topographical, hy- 
drographical,and bydrometrical, and to consider, devise, and mature such ad- 
ditional plan or plans, and all such estimates as may be deemed ne and 
best, to obtain and maintain a channel and depth of water in said river nt 
for the purposes of commerce and navigation [and], under the direction and 
with the approval of the Secretary of War, superintend, control, and expend for 
the purpose of this act all phe ave or unexpended balances heretofore 
made for the improvement of said river,and which may hereafter be made for 
said river, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

There is no question as to what these commissions are endeavoring 
to do upon the Missouri River and upon the Mississippi River. What 
I ask is that a great portion of the Missouri River shall not be left 
powerless, These men are claiming the right and are exercising it to 
spend this money for the purpose of testing an experiment. That ex- 
periment is by levees, by banks to hold the river in check, and that 
they have never been able ſo do. 

Now I will ask the Senator from Mississippi a question. He sa: 
that many levees have not been built by the Mississippi River Com 
sion. i . 

Mr. GEORG I said recently. À 

Mr. VAN ‘WYCK. I was speaking about what the Mississippi 
River Commission had done. I did not say recently.“ 

Mr. GEORGE. I did. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The gentleman is very careful to speak that word 


1885. 


in a whisper. It was not understood. If they have not done it, it is 
because their money gave out; it was only then that the word re- 
cently” applies. When they had the money to spend they spent it in 
the way I have stated. 

Mr. GEORGE. There was very little money granted to the Missis- 
sippi River last year, only about $1,300,000. 

Mr, VAN WYCK. Certainly not; we were reforming last year. 
Last year was the year of reform. Before that they had abundance. 

Mr. GEORGE. I have never seen the abundance. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. My friend evidently knows what the Mississippi 
River Commission have spent. He knows that for many years the peo- 
ple in that section have spent money in building levees, their own peo- 
ple, the communities have spent it. I will ask the Senator roughly 
how much has probably been expended for the purpose of building 
levees on the Mississippi River? 

Mr. GEORGE. By whom? 

Mr. VAN WICK. Everybody outside of the Mississippi River Com- 


mission. 

Mr. GEORGE I do not know. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Millions? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; several. 

Mr. VAN WICK. The people have spent several millions and the 
Government hasspent several millions. Do the levees protect that coun- 


try or the river? 
Mr. GEORGE. But sometimes they break. 
Mr. VAN WYCK. isely; they break. That is the point. Now 


I ask my friend how often do they break? 

Mr. GEORGE. They break whenever the water gets strong enough. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Just as I say, the trouble with the Western rivers 
is that they have too much water, and when the water comes it gets 
over that country and floods the Mississippi, and from the earliest days 
you have been trying to dam it out. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is there much damming done down that way? 

Mr, VAN WYCK. I think likely. The Senator from Wisconsin 
LMr. SAWYER] was en in the lumber business. He knows. I 
will e e amendment which he makes to me sotto voce. He says 
we have been trying to dam it in for years. 

Mr. GEORGE. At this hour I do not it as exactly fair for 
the Senator from Nebraska to attack the levee system of the Missis- 
sippi River. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I only attack the levee system because I am 
speaking of the system of this commission. That is their system, the 
levee I ask my friend if that is not what they are proposing 
to do to-day, to apply the levee system? Is not that the proposition of 
this Mississippi River Commission? 

Mr. GEORGE. The bill, as I understand it, proposes to take the 

work on the Mississippi River out of the hands of the commission and 

ve it to the Secretary of War. That is the way I look at this bill. 

commission are to have no duties, as I understand, after this bill 

is except to draw their salaries. That is the plain meaning of 

this bill as I understand it. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Nebraska to the reading of the bill on that subject. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ihave not time to read the bill just now. I will 
accept the gentleman’s statement, if he says it is true. 

Mr. GEORGE. I say it is true. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not so understand it. The commissions are 
continued in full force, both the Missouri River and the Mississippi 
River Commissions. We have been getting on the Missouri what they 
have been enjoying on the Mississippi for some years—spending money 
and doing no good. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator let me read him part of this bill, 
so as to inform him on that very point? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. On page 2 of the bill I call the Senator's attention 
to the second provision, which reads: 

And provided further, That any money which shall be allotted under this act 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River below Cairo, except so much thereof 
as it shall be necessary to expend in 8 the works in on other 
portions of the river from waste and injury, shall be expended in the continua- 
tion and completion of the works on the Plum Point and Lake Providence 
reaches of the river now in progress of improvement, as established by the com- 

5 
Mr. VAN WYCK. Precisely; as established by the commission.“ 
Mr. GEORGE. Let me read further. It continues: 


To the end that the proposed improvement of said two reaches of the river 
on which works are 5 be completed at an early day, and the 
plan of said commission for the improvement of the navigation of the river fully 
tested; and the money thus allatted S ey act for the improvement of the Mis- 
sissi River shall be expended by the Secretary of War and in accordance 
with plans approved by him. 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Certainly. That does not establish what my 


friend sa 
Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to know what the Mississippi River 
Commission is to do in reference to spending the money granted by this 


bill? 
Mr. VAN WYCK. It leaves the commission in full blast. 
Mr. GEORGE. To draw their salaries? 
Mz. VAN WYCK. No; the Secretary of War has what he always 
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had, control over them. He has had control of them always. Their 
plans have been subject to his approval always. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to ask the Senator one question. What is 
left for the commission to do when the work has to be done under the 
direction of the Secretary of War and according to plans formed by 
him? 


Mr. VAN WYCK. Under plans approved by him. My friend 
certainly understands the use of the language which is set forth so 
plainly. This Mississippi River Commission has always been subject 
to the control of the Secretary of War, as the Missouri River Commis- 
sion has. 

Mr. VEST. We have had that same provision in the river and har- 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes; and yet my friend from Mississippi says 
the Mississippi River Commission is substantially abolished. 

Mr. BU Except to draw their salaries. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Except to draw their salaries. I am surprised 
that the Senator, with his usual sagacity and acumen, should have made 
the mistake to suppose that the improvement of the river was to be 
taken from this commission when it is placed there more firmly than 
before. There is where I find the word tested.“ 

Mr. GEORGE. One of the remarkable virtues and beauties of this 
bill is that it undertakes to test the plans of the Mississippi River Com- 
mission by having the work done not by them, but by the Secretary 
of War, and not according to their plans, but according to the plans of 
the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The gentleman will see, if he will examine, that 
this bill is drawn precisely as all other river and harbor bills. They 
are all under the control of the Secretary of War, to be expended by him, 
5 money to be drawn through him and the plans to be approved by 

im. 5 : 

Mr. GEORGE. Now, let us see about that. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. This bill shows clearly; it provides as my friend 
read: 

And further, That any money which shall be allotted under this act 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River w Cairo, except so much 
thereof as it shall be necessary to expend in preventing the works in progress 
on other portions of the river from waste an ii bet Sang be expended in the 
continuation and completion of the works on the Plum Point and Lake Provi- 
dence es of ver— - 3 

Confining the expenditure of money to these points— 
now in progress of improvement. as established by the commission, to the end 
that the proposed improvement of said two reaches of the river on which works 


are in p: shall be completed at an early day, and the plan of said commis- 
sion for the improvement of the navigation of the river fully tested. 


That is all. That is where I started some time ago, and I would have 
been further on it if the gentleman had not interrupted me by endeav- 
oring to show that the commission were substantially wiped out, when 
they are in greater force and power. All this money is to be expended 
at those two points in order to test the correctness of the plan of im- 
provement of the Mississippi River Commission. - 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to correct 
an error into which he fell in supposing this bill is a copy of previous 
bills on that subject? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It may notbe acopy, but it is in the same spirit. 

Mr. GEORGE. I call the Senator’s attention to the paragraph on 
page 146, section 1, chapter 229 of the acts of the last session of Con- 
gress, in which he will find these words: 

River from the head of the to „ 

„55 : "preservation of the harbors of New 5 e Nate — 
. emphis, Hickman, and Columbus, the deflection of the 
waters of Red River from the Atchafalaya, and keeping open a na le chan- 
nel through the mouth of the Red River into the Mississippi River: Continuin; 
improvement, $1,350,000; which sum, together with the sums herein a) — 
ated ſor the Mississippi River from the Des Moines Rapids to the mouth of the 
Ohio, shall be ex; ed under the direction of the Secretary of War, in accord- 
ance with the plans, specifications, estimatcs, and recommendations of the Mis- 
sissippi River Commission. 

That is the way the last bill read. This bill provides that this ex- 
penditure shall be made according to the plans of the Secretary of War. 
By the last bill it was obligatory that the work should be done in 
accordance with the plans, specifications, and estimates of the Missis- 
sippi River Commission.’’ By the present bill the work is to be done 
according to plans approved by the Secretary of War. He is not obliged 
to follow the plans of the Mississippi River Commission. He may adopt 
the plans of any other person, provided only he approves them. The 
Mississippi River Commission having no power to do the work, and 
their plans not being obligatory on the Secretary of War, there is noth- 
ing left for them to do under this bill but to draw their salaries, 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Not the plans of the Secretary of War, but it ex- 
pressly provides that it shall be according to the plans of the commis-- 
sion. Thatis the point I was making, that the Mississippi River Com- 
mission have been expending money and producing practically no re- 
sults. 

Mr. CONGER. May I ask the Senator from Nebraska whether he 
is willing to have a vote on the amendment and let the bill either be 

or rejected ? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Ina few moments. 

Mr. CONGER. Will he not now? He has spoken an hour. 
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the country to know that every Senator here desires to vote, and the 
Senator from Nebraska, without talking to his amendment at all, occu- 
pies the time until it is too late to pass the bill. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Oh, no. x 

Mr. CONGER. Iam ready to move to lay the bill on the table or 
to do anything to stop the waste of time which might be occupied with 
some useful legislation. The whole Senate is anxious for a vote, and 
the Senator from Nebraska comes in here just at the last end and by 
talking—without talking even to his own amendment, talking against 
time, which he has a right to do to defeat this bill—consumes time. 
All I desire is that the Senate and the country, from the remarks I 
make, shall see why I have not been able to press this bill to a vote. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. What shall Ido now? I should like the people 
to know also that there are four hundred miles of the Missouri River left 
out in the cold, and, at certain seasons of the year, out in the wet; four 
hundred miles that do not receive the fatherly care of this Government 
or of this Committee on Commerce; and I have a right to show that. 
This Government has neglected the river bank at East) until farms 
have been carried into the river—that is of no moment, I suppose—until 
hundreds of people like my friends in Mississippi have been driven from 
their homes; all they had on earth has been swept away by the rav- 
ages of that stream, and by the aid of their neighbors and friends they 
have received su although they were not looked after so carefully 
as they would if an application had been made to the Government of 
the United States to furnish them with rations. That has never been 
done, although they suffered to an alarming extent, and that river has 
been left until its channel is ruined, and at this time, by reason of its 
having been left so, its course has and it has shot across a point 
of the country in a bend so that it devastates that country. . 

I do not A oa my amendment on the ground of the necessity of the 

ple on the banks of the river, though I might properly do so. Evi- 

tly the channel of that portion of the river is to be ruined, and here 
are reports after establishing that fact. Year after year from 
1877 to 1884 the pint ee ent nas beei e, We ere, Sela 
ee e ee ions meager it is true, but they have protect - 
xi of the river and keep it there, and protect the people living along 
its banks. I desire that the country should know that here money is 
to be expended in great sums, and when it is expended it goes to forty- 
three points where it is not called for, and many other points are left 
without receiving a dollar. 

I only speak of what the Mississippi River Commission has been do- 
ing incidentally. I wanted to tell the Senate and the country that on 
the Missouri we desire not to be left to the tender mercies of a commis- 
sion that wants to spend a million of dollars to test experiments and find 
out the correctness of theories, for that is all that has been done. My 
friend from Michigan will never live long enough, his children never 
will be old enough to gee the Mississippi River protected in its chan- 
nels by the scheme and project of the Mississippi River Commission. 
You will spend millions of dollars unless they are checked, enough to 
build a railroad on either bank of the Missouri and Mississippi Rivers 
from Sioux City to New Orleans, and you will have nothing then ex- 
cept the levees erected on the banks. You can build from Sioux City 
to New Orleans a railroad, you can build from Sioux City to the Atlan- 
tic a railroad, and you will then not have spent as much as the Missis- 
sippi River Commission will spend if they are allowed to go on testing 
their experimentsand drawing million upon million from the Treasury 
of the United States. 

I want the country to understand that men are not to be put down 
in this way by mere matterof trifling. Give, the House says, $5,000,000 
ina sum without any regard to where it shall go, make surveys 
on the Susquehanna River between Owego and Binghamton, and then 
without any particular explanation as to where the money is to 3 go, or 
what the necessity, $5,000,000 more is added by the Senate. e are 
asked to appropriate $10,000,000 without knowing where it is to go, to 
put it into the hands of men to experiment and carry out their theories 
when nine-tenths of the people living in the Mississippi Valley know that 
— Ser of that river and its waters never can be held within 

un 

My friend from Michigan will see the significance of these last re- 
marks, I think I have established the facts sufficiently, and I am 
willing to take a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Before the Senator takes his seat I should like to 
make a correction of an error into which the Senator has fallen. 

It is very well understood down there by all persons who study and 
give thought to this question that the levee system can be made very 
perfect and protect the country. : 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Why have you not done it in the last fifty 

rs? 

Mr. GEORGE. We have not had the money. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The Chair 
er remind Senators that they should address the Chair and not each 


er. 
Mr. GEORGE. That is the reason we have not done it. 
Mr. VAN WICK. Have not had the money! I think I have heard 


the gentleman and others from those States stand up in the Senate and 
say that those people in their municipalities, in their counties, and in 
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their States had extraordinary advantages in raising money to build 
levees on the banks of the Mississippi. : a 

Mr. GEORGE. I never heard that statement made. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Yes, sir; that statement has been made in this 
Chamber, that they had done all they could and more than they should 
have done; and that now the only thing left was after they had ex- 
hausted their resources and built levees that did not stand till the next 
spring tide came, to make another levy on the t Treasury of the 
United States. That is the kind of levy desi I say to my friend 
that I want the people of this country to understand that is the kind 
of levies that are sought upon the Treasury, Five million in gross, 
says the House, and the Senate adds five million more—a small mat- 
ter; and yet you can not hear about paying an honest claim of $100 to 
some poor fellow. . 

If you proposed to make reservoirs at the head of the Missouri River 
and the Mississippi, I could understand it; I think there would be some- 
thing practicalin that case. The troublenow is from too much water, 
and the reservoirs are to hold it, aid damming it there would bea good 
deal better than damming it in the channel when you really have no 
channel. There will be a deeper damnation if this committee goes on 
expending $10,000,000, not seeming to know, and 5 not caring, 
where it is to be expended; and Isay to my friend he will not live long 
enough, nor I, to see the result, but you let us proceed in the same 
course which has been going on since the creation of the Mississippi 
River Commission, and generations to come after us will rise up and 
not call us blessed. 

No, sir; I prefer, as far as I may be able, to remove just a little of 
these curses in advance, and I desire the le to know just what is 
being done with these eight millions of faites You want certainly 
to keep open the water ways. We are in favor of that; wedesire todo 
that, and that is the only possible excuse for the expenditure of this 
large amount of money, that it keeps open the water ways, and they 
are there as a standing menace to the aggressions, to the greed, to the 
extortion of railway corporations. If those waters are itisa warn- 
ing to the corporations that are sapping what little of the substance 
and prosperity of the people is left after the ravages of the rivers have 
overcome them. But if we only had nerve and courage we could get 
rid of this extortion a good deal easier than by spending these millions 
of dollars. We could build a railroad from Sioux City to New Orleans, 
as I have said, or could build a railroad from Sioux City to the Atlantic 
and have something to show for the money. You have not for what 
you bury in the Mississippi River; you have not to-day except as you 
protected the poor dwellers along the banks down there, and that you 
va ae propose to do any more. That is the principal benefit that has 

n done. 

Now, Mr. President, I think I have said enough even to satisfy the 
Senator from Michigan, and I should like to have a vote on my amend- 
ment. It is important. I do not want the gentleman to say that there 
is no report from the Engineer Department. Here it is: 

Mr. CONGER. Read it. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam afraid I shall not have time to read it all 
on this amendment, but I have another amendment. I have satisfied 
the Senator that this measure has been recommended from 1877 to 1884, 
recommended by every engineer officer who has been there spending 
money. I have the maps here. The Senate may be willing to see the 
maps. The maps show the course of this river and the necessity of this 
expenditure. Here they are, and if this does not satisfy the Senate 
then I may be under the necessity of reading these reports on another 
amendment, but I trust not. 

I now ask for a vote on this amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEY in the chair). The 
pending question ison the amendment offered by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Of course at this hour, now about 5 o’clock in the 
morning, and after the Senate has been in session about ten hours, I can 
not go into a defense of the levee system which has been so vigorously 
attacked by the Senator from Nebraska. Besides, it would be wholly 
unn to do so. 

I merely rose for the purpose of saying that according to my reading 
of the history of the Mississippi River it has been demonstrated to the 
reasonable satisfaction of every man who has given the subject atten- 
tion that the levee system has proved a success, and that the water of 
that river can be easily kept within its banks if they are properly leveed. 

In addition to that, the history of the river has shown that where 
the levees are on both sides the effect has been universally to deepen 
the channel of the river and to lower the flood-line, thereby improving 
greatly the navigation of the river and giving security from overflow 
to the adjacent country. That is all I will say now. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada. It seems to me apparent that any further 
discussion of this bill would be a mere waste of time, and I move to 
lay the bill on the table. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Nevada to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
tate and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 

e roll. 
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Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). T am. paired with Sis NAYS. 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. CAMDEN]. If he were here, Ishould | Aldrich, Dawes, Jackson, Sabin, 
221 Beck, . Jones of Nevada, Sewell.’ 
a ue, WALKER, M [Mr. G J, I understand, i Call’ Gives’ Reit Vesi 
aep “al ARLAND], is k c $ 
with the Benata fren Vernoni [Mr. Epmuwps]. If my col- | Ster — Morgan, es 
e were here, he would vote nay.”’ Colquit! Pike, ` 
The roll-call was concluded. Conger, Hawley, 
Mr. EDMUNDS (after having voted in the affirmative). The Sen- ABSENT—34. 
3 re ao Tie Gane habe mies pany eee me of a 8 with | Allison, Farley, Lamar, Ransom, 
colleague ARLAND] w forgotten. allows | Blair, Garland, n, dleberger, 
me to vote if it is necessary to make a quorum, but for the present I — comes ar —— 
withdraw F league would vote | Camden, Hale, Maxey, Slater, 
differently from what I would vote. I beg to withdraw my vote. Cameron of Pa., au, —.— of Cal, 9 cel 
Mr. NA. My colleague [Mr. CAMDEN] ispaired with theSen- | Zockrell, on Y a on a Slams. 
ese oam Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If my colleague were here, he | Fair, Jones of Florida, Platt, 
would vote ‘‘nay. amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Obio [Mr. | - 2 s9 
e I believe the Senator from Ohio would vote yea. I COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION ROUTES. 
ask the Senator from Indiana [Mr. HARRISON]. Mr.CULLOM. I ask the Senator from Michigan to yield for the in- 
Mr. HARRISON. I think the Senator from Missouri may be free to | troduction of a resolution. 
vote. The Senator from Ohio would vote against the bill, I think. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection ? 
Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Ohio would vote yea“ and | Mr. CONGER. Let the resolution be read. 
I should vote nay upon this question. | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read for in- 
Mr. CALL. My colleague [Mr. Joxxs] is detained from the Senate | formation. 
by illness, but is paired. If he were here, he would vote nay.” The resolution of Mr. CuLLom was read, as follows: 
The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 31; as follows: tered fos the Committee on ‘Transportation Routes to the Seaboard be 
: au lo sit d the recess of Congress, by a subcommittee or otherwise, 
YEAS—17. „ | to employ rund wih. ihe auras authority given te committee 
Allison, Harris, Miller of N. V., Van Wick, under resolution of July 5, 1884, 
S — 8 The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the consideration 
Frye, Jones of Nevada, Plumb, of the resolution? 
' Lapham, Sewell; Mr. PLUMB. I do not know that I object, but I should like to have 
NAYS—3L. | the Senator from Illinois state what the purpose of the expedition is. 
Aldrich, Conger, Jonas, Pike, | Mr. CULLOM. Iwill state it. The Senator may remember that 
Bayard, Dawes, Kenna, Fugh, during the last session of Congress the Committee on Transportation 
an? — Eb 8 Routes to the Seaboard was given liberty to sit during the vacation and 
Call, Gibson, Mahone, Vance, to make investigation so as to bring the report known as the Windom 
Pirenoa Hampina; —— Bhd report from 1873 down to the present time. As every Senator knows, 
Colquitt, Fanka Palmer’ 8 last year, after Congress adjourned. was not a period in which men could 
ABSENT—28. n TTT 
very e time spen e 
Dones, — 1 Radeberger chairman of the committee, the honorable Senator from — Leland 
Butler. Garland, M Saulsbury, ` [Mr. ALDRICH], to-day made a considerable preliminary report, which, 
88 rr Sere Heen Cal — I think, when it is Borate willbe found tocontain avery great amount 
Cockrel... a AT Pendleton, Voorhees, of useful information. There has been very little money indeed spent 
Edmunds, lugalls, Platt. 5 Williams. so far in making the investigation, and I hope there will not be very 
So the motion was not agreed to. much spent, but still, for the purpose of completing the report, the 
committee ask that this liberty be given. 
SIOUX INDIAN LANDS IN DAKOTA. Mr. PLUMB. The Windom report was and is a very good docu- 
Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Michigan consents to the offering | ment, but I had no idea it was a serial. I judge from the statement 
of a resolution, which I send to the desk. of the Senator from Illinois that it is to run in numbers through com- 


Mr. CONGER. I do not object to the offering of a resolution of in- | ing time. Of course, if it is to be continued for this year, next year 
quiry we shall have another number added and so on. 
Mr. DAWES. I ask that it may be acted upon at this time. I do not question that perhaps some investigation migh Ne bs 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, | undertaken in regard to the very interesting sore whi 
as follows: mentioned, but there is a confusion of jurisdiction, it seems to me. This 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to inform the Senate | Whole subject was debated in the Senate somewhat exhaustively by the 
what, if any, changes have been made in the boundary lines of the reservation | Senator from Illinois in a speech which he made on theinterstate-com- 
Tee ee . occupancy e ge bow zota, | merce bill which bears his name, of which he need not be ashamed at 
8 e een of said a Toia, ena pande how all, and which the Senate. That bill came from the Committee 
which said reservation has been and still is by 8 on Railroads, the Committee on Railroads had sufficient jurisdic- 


d Indians have been consulted in respect to Dnsented to, any 1 5 i ; f x : : 
3 N 8 wah sonita ed all citlece GE ARAE A tion of this subject to report the bill which after ample discussion 


Department concerning the same. passed the Senate, it seems to me that we do not want to get another 
committee into that 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. Mr. CULLOM. I think if the Senator should examine the bulk of 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- | information, testimony, and statistics we have already gathered, he 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for the construc- would find that they are very valuable, and if we had had that d 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain aie public works on rivers and | this session of Congress we should have been much more culightonel 
harbors, and for other purposes. on the subject of interstate commerce or its regulation than we were. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the amend- I do not apprehend that there will be any conflict of jurisdiction of 
ment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAN Wyck]. committees or anything of that sort; but when completed this will be 
Mr. VAN WYCK. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. a work which every Senator and the people of this country will be very 
The yeas and nays were ordered. glad to receive, I think. 
Mr. RIS. t is the amendment? Let it be read. Mr. PLUMB. That still does not meet the objection I make, which 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. is that this subject has been committed by the recent action of the Senate 


The CHIEF CLERK. At the end of section 3 it is proposed to add: | to another committee. I do not know what is going to become of the 


That the sum of Eoo be; and is hereby, a, appropriated, a or so much z s> mash Crerestes * on See en in this matter. a committee oo tis laid 
may be necessary, of any money in otherwise approp on the or are they to carry on a sim investigation in same 
Hee Ger, mich zald gum shall be expended ander the ditio ot the | field, with the power to report, &c.? If I may be permitted to do so, I 
Secretary of War. that if the committee of which the Senator from Illinois is amem- 
The question being taken by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 8, nays | ber have this useful information they might endow the Committee on 
34; as follows: Railroads with it, and we might therefore get all this very important 
= ae in 9 — bil hich we passed, simil 
merce w we ora ar one, un- 
— 8 pentane, Mitchell. 15 Van Wyck. doubtedly will be before us at the next Congress. Apparently that bill 
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can not now become alaw. Atoncethe question will arisein the Com- 
mittee on Railroads, which has given this subject investigation and 
has made its report and submitted it on the floor of the Senate, shall 
that committee be ignored, and is the Committee on Transportation 
Routes to the Seaboard to take up that subject at the nextsession? It 
seems to me that this subject, as interesting as it is, as far-reaching as it 
is, and as proper forinvestigation as it is, ought to be committed to one 
committee, and that the committee once having had jurisdiction of it 
should retain it. 

Mr. CULLOM. It has. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not see the force of having one committee to in- 
vestigate the subject and another committee to consider and report a 


bill upon it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I have no doubt that the Senator from Kansas 
finds this a very interesting theme for discussion on the river and har- 


bor bill, and I think his speech will apply about as well to the one as 
the other. The Windom rt, to which he has alluded, contains cer- 
tain very valuable statistics in regard to 7 — 5 and rates of freight down 
to the year 1873. A great many things have happened since 1873, and 
in considering the question of interstate commerce it is very important, 
in my opinion, that all those statistics should be continued down to the 
present time. The space between 1873 and 1885 should be covered by 
the statistics in to the rates of freight and prices and receipts 
and shipments, so as to show the growth of the internal commerce of 
the country and to show the-decrease or in whichever it may be, 
of tho rates of freight from all the principal and from all the internal 
points. 

The investigation so far continued has been entirely in regard to 
cereals, in which the State the Senator from Kansas represents has as 
large an interest as any State in the Union. If I had time to have the 
preliminary report read, which I presented to the Senate this morning, 
the Senator would find, I have no doubt, many very interesting facts 
in reference to the receipts and shipments of grain at various points in 
his own State, and the local and through rates of freight to other points 
contained in that report. 

This matter has never been committed to the Committee on Rail- 
roads. It has never been under the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
Railroads. The investigation has been continued under the order of 
the Senate by the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. It has never been in the charge or care of any other commit- 
tee. There is no intention, I am sure the i of the Committee 
on Railroads knows, to trespass upon any of the rights or prerogatives 
of that committee. 

It is a very interesting and important investigation, and if the Sen- 
ate sees fit to put it in charge of the Committee on Railroads I am sure 
no member of the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board would find fault; but it is an investigation which should be con- 
tinued and concluded by some one. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have the honor of being a member of the Commit- 
tee on Rai and I am sure thatcommittee is not feeling at all jeal- 
ous of the work of the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Sea- 
board. I hope the committee which now has charge of the subject 
will continue its investigation to the end. 

Mr. PLUMB. Since I made the ion it has occurred to me 
that we might at least pacify the Committee on Railroads by giving 
them a similar junket. 

Mr. CULLOM. They are not asking it. 

Mr. PLUMB. A plaster of that kind goes a good ways. I presume 
some of the other committees, the Committee on Commerce, which deals 
with this question in part, as well as the Committee on Railroads and 
the Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard, could partake 
of the same medicine. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no junketing in it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I do not mean that offensively; but it all amounts to 
a certain degree of traveling. 

Mr. CULLOM. Possibly not. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. [will ask the Senator from Rhode Island whether 
all the information he desires is not to be found in the census reports ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not by any means. If it were there it would not 
be asked to have the investigation ordered. I am very sorry to say that 
no part of it is in the census reports. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution proposed by the Senator from Illinois. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate resumes the consideration 
of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I trust that the Senator having charge of the pending 
bill, having due regard to all the circumstances which are so evident, 
will permit me ee forward a few remaining pension bills for action 
by the Senate at this time. I wish to say thatabout two-thirds of the 
contested cases of widows of officers of high rank which have been con- 
sidered by the committee at this session have already been passed by the 
Senate, and that all which have been brought to attention of the 


Senate have been passed. Those which remain being of the same char- 


aeter, it seems to me just that they should be disposed of by the Sen- 
ate. Some of them have been pending for nearly two years. These 
ladies have of course felt a very great anxiety in regard to the fate of their 
bills, and since the others have passed into law by the action of the Sen- 
ate, of course they must feel a sense of injustice unless their cases are 
disposed of in like manner. - 

Mr. CONGER. I must insist on the regular order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator will not insist on the regular order, 
for it is very evident the time consumed will be wasted, and this is 
really a very important matter. I have taken pains to see those mem- 
bers of the committee who have opposed the of these bills, or 
at least some of them, and they say that they must take the action of 
the Senate as equivalent to an instruction to the committee, and there 
is no danger of any opposition in the way of discussion. Nothing is 
necessary to be done but to call up the bills and take the action of the 
Senate upon them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan insists 
on the regular order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Senator from Michigan to give me ten min- 


utes. 

Mr. CONGER. T haye yielded to the Senator all this night long. 

Mr. BLAIR. I the Senator’s on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan insists 
upon the regular order. Does the Senator from New Hampshire ask 
for unanimous consent? f 

Mr. BLAIR. I move to lay the pending bill with its amendments 
on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. That was the last motion. 

Mr. BLAIR. There has been action since then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A question has been taken since that 
motion was made on the amendment offered by the Senator from Ne- 
braska. The motion is in order. [Putting the question.] The ‘‘noes’’ 
appear to have it. 

Mr. DOLPH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the demand seconded ? 

Mr. BLAIR. Itis not worth while, I suppose, to have a wrangle 
over the matter. 

Mr. DOLPH. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for the yeas and nays is 
withdrawn. The motion to lay the bill on the table is lost. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Michigan must know that time is 
going to waste, and that by objecting to my cg operas do a little act 
of justice, which would not take ten minutes, he does not hurry his bill 
any. I ask him once more to allow the pending order to be laid aside 
informally until thesé few pension matters can be acted upon by the 
Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. I can not yield to that. The Senate has refused time 
and again to lay the bill on the table. A majority of the Senate has 
shown a disposition to act upon the bill in some way or other, and I 
should be unfaithful to the trust which is commi to me if I allow 
the time to pass on so, in case I can prevent it. I can prevent these 
things, and I must insist on the regular order. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator should be consistent then. He permitted 
a resolution to come in which occupied more time than it would have 
taken to pass the bills which I am pressing upon the attention of the 


Senate. 

Mr. CONGER. The Senator from Illinois said the resolution he de- 
sired to offer would take but one moment and would pass without op- 
position. 

Mr. BLAIR. Precisely; and I say these bills will pass without op- 


tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator from Michigan insists on 
the regular order. 

Mr. BLAIR. I see that he does. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole, and open to amendment. 

Mr. MORRILL. I have an amendment to offer. In section 1, line 
16, after the word act, I move to insert the words and subject to 
any conditions therein contained;’’ so as to read: 

Sh i i 
ively, In propartion to the sua appropriated for ouch works in and by (ho said 
act, and subject to any conditions therein contained. 

Mr. CONGER. I have no objection to that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That appears to be an amendment to 
the text of the bill. The Senate has not yet acted upon the amend- 
ments offered by the committee. 

Mr. MORRILL. The Senator in charge of the bill does not object 
to it. I think it is obviously needed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. The Senator in charge of the bill accepts the amendment. The 
question recurs on the adoption of the third section proposed as part of 
the amendments offered by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HOAR. _I rise to ask a question for the convenience of the Sen- 
ate, whether any reason exists why we should not now take a recess 
until 9 o’clock. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it will be safer to wait for a few moments 
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until something is learned from the other House about the disposition 
of business there. That information has been sent for. It is manifest 
that a recess must be taken at some time before 12 o’clock, when the 
inauguration which is supposed to be impen is to occur, but the 
precise time is one of those things which Sauk to be pretty carefully 
considered. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the and enrolli 
derstand what is going to happen as well as any one 

Mr. PLUMB. That information has been sent for, and will be here 
in a few minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair thinks the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations will give the earliest possible information 
on that point. He has been conversed with several times. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Committee on Commerce 
to insert section 3. 

The amendment was 

The PRESIDING OFFICER This concludes the amendments of 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Mis- 
ree River Improvement to report another amendment to the bill 


clerks can un- 


p for an appropriation of $50,000 at Omaha. Omaha ison the 
Missouri River, I will state for the benefit of Senators who do not seem 
to know very much about the phy of that part of the country. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
his amendment in form? 

Mr. VAN WYCK. It is in the same form precisely as my former 
amendment reported from the same committee, except that I insert 
Omaha. While the clerks are preparing the amendment I will say that 
I was just a little surprised at the vote of gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber. I remember a few years ago our friends had a great 
deal of horror of water in the Mississippi River. 


E ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
= enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


N bill (H (H. R. 445) to empower the Secretary of War to permit the 
9 under certain conditions, of a horse- railway upon and 
over the island of Rock Island, and the bridges erected by the United 
States connecting the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith; 

A bill (H. R. 1198) for the relief of John Taylor & Son; 

A bill 5 R. fend ting a pension to Annie E. Bailey; 


ill the Senator from Nebraska put 


A bill (H. R. 1327) for the relief of John H. Hammond; 
A bill (H. R. 1901) for the relief of Harrison Mitchell, late of Com- 
poy Ki Forty-eighth Indiana Volunteers; 


H. R. rac granting a pension to Joseph McIntosh; 

A bill (H. R. 4055 ing a pension to Sarah Tyler; 

A bill (H. R. — rantings pension to Jacob Lafferty; 

A bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Sarah P. 

A bill (l. R. 5998) granting an inerease of pension to Jonathan C. 
Harrison; 

A bill (H. R. 7803) granting a pension to L. W. Pitts; 

A bill (H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Capt. Vincent Phelps; 

A bill (H. R. 7938) granting a pension to Amanda Allen; and 

A bill (H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Albert Harper. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments numbered 1 and 29 of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8179) ' mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and: judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 20. 1886, and for other purposes,“ hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have been ‘unable to ATLISON, 

ALL 


F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
W. S. HOLMAN, 

J. G. CANNON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate further insist upon its 
amendments and ask for a further conference with the House, 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Senator from Iowa please state what the 
difference is about? 

Mr. ALLISON. There are two amendments, I will state to the Sen- 
ate, one only beigg material, the other being a summing up of the 
total of several items of appropriations. The amendment relates to the 
compensation of the clerks of Senators. 

Mr. HARRIS. All of the other amendments have been agreed to 
in the bill? 

2 53 Every other amendment has been agreed upon in 

e bi 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Hawirv). The Senator from 
Iowa moves that the Senate further insist upon its amendments 1 and 
29, and ask for a further conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes thereon. 

The motion was agreed to, 


By unanimous consent, the presiding officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAWEs, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


PROPOSED RECESS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Iowa 
what he thinks of the 8 of the Senate taking a recess, and if a 
8 from when to w. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will state that the legislative appropriation bill 
is of course undecided; the sundry civil bill is now pending in the 
House of Representatives and under consideration there with reference 
to the disagreeing yotes between the two Houses. The naval appro- 
priation bill is pending in the House of Representatives on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses. It will be absolutely necessary for 
the naval bill and the sundry civil bill to be put in conference again 
before a recess is possible, unless both bills are to fail. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for the 88 
tion and continuation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and 


for other 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. VAX Wyck], whieh 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to section 1: 

as the sum of $50,000 be, and is hereby, 3 or so much thereof as 

y be n „out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 

Aoi. for the improvement of the Missouri Riverator near Omaha, Nebr., which 
said sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I do not desire to repeat the argument I made a 
little while ago in regard to my former amendment, but Omaha is de- 
cidedly as important as the other point named. Omaha is on the Mis- 
souri River. It is one of the termini of the Union Pacific Railroad. 
Opposite to Omaha is Council Bluffs, and between is the Missouri 
River. The channel and the current of the river atthat point have for 

ears needed protection from the General Government. At no time 
ka the Government in its beneficence and liberality given sufficient to 
accomplish what ought to be done at that point, and the citizens of 
Omaha, like the citizens of Mississippi, have been under the necessity 
of contributing out of their surplus large sums of money for the pur- 
pose of keeping the river in check and control. 

It follows as a necessary consequence if the bill is passed in its present 
form that Omaha will receive neither care nor attention from the Gen- 
eral Government. I do not believe that even in the haste of passing 
this bill Senators desire to leave a strip of country four hundred miles 
in length along the Missouri River without any sort of care or protec- 
tion on the part of the General Government. It does not seem possi- 
ble. If that is to be the result, then this bill is wrong, and every Sen- 
ator ought to admit it to be wrong, to reach the points sought to be 
reached by the bill in this blind way, the money to be divided pro rata 
among points provided for heretofore, when some of the points provided 

| for heretofore are necessarily cut off by the action of the Missouri River 
Commission, which controls this matter. Itis an injustice to that part 
of the channel; and I trust that the Senator having charge of the bill 
will excuse meif I feel it my duty to resist the appropriation of $10,000,- 
000 when I know that four hundred miles of this river which has here- 
tofore been protected by the Government will be left without any sort 
of protection or expenditure of money. 

Whatever may be the distribution under any river and harbor bill 
there ought at least to be protection given at the points which need 
protection. That should be done. There is enough money expended 
in places where there is no necessity for an expenditure, but where 
there is actual necessity, as there has been for years at both of these 
points, they should not be left unprotected under the operation of the 
bill and the action of the Missouri River Commission. 

My friend will see the point as to why I should resist the measure as 
it-stands. It affects the State of Iowa as much as it affects the State 
of Nebraska. The 3 at Eastport, where the eng were made, 
was in the State of I understand, and Omaha is the place now 
suggested as the point which needs protection, and which it will not 
get under the bill unless myamendmentis adopted. With $10,000,000 
appropriated under the bill the people living at those two points will 
have to protect themselves in order to preserve the channel of the river. 
I can not for a moment conceive why the Senator in charge of the bill 
should object to my proposition. If he will look at the reports on this 
matter he will see the necessity of the proposed expenditure, and he 
will see that it can not be reached except by the adoption of the amend- 
ment which I have proposed. 

It certainly seems a little strange that our brethren living along the 
Mississippi River, who are always ready and willing and anxious and 


— to be benefited. Had not the Government been carrying on this 
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work for ten or a dozen years the question might be different; but it is 


no new matter. 

I have made these to Senators because I supposed they 
did not exactly understand the locality there and the necessity of this 
work. That it is necessary can not be disputed by the Government it- 
self, and when $10,000,000 ay seperated certainly a small sum should 
be raion to points where is an absolute necessity for the ex- 
penditure. f 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment — 7 pong by the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. VAN CK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Pavia io and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
e roll. 

Mr. PLUMB (when his name was called). I am paired on all ques- 
tions relating to this bill with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST]. 
If he were present, I should vote yea.“ 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, EDMUNDS. I am authorized by my friend from Arkansas [Mr. 
GARLAND] to vote whenever it is to make a quorum, and I 
feel that it is necessary now. I vote nay.” 

The result was announeed—yeas 10, nays 29; as follows: 


YEAS—10., 
Butler, Geo Mitchell, Van Wyck. 
, 5 Morrill, 
Cameron of Wis., Miller of N. Y., Sabin, 
NAYS—29. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Pike, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Jackson, Pugh. 
Beck, Frye, Jonesof Nevada, Sawyer, 
Blair, Gi Kenna, Vance, 
Chace, Ham Lamar, Walker. 
Coke, H MeMillan, 
Colquitt, Harrison, Miller of Cal., 
nger, Hawley, Morgan, 
ABSENT—37. 
Allison, Garland, McPherson, Sewell, 
Bowen, Gorman, Mahone, . 
Brown, Groome, Maxey, Slater, 
Camden, Hale, Palmer, Vest, 
Sao E Ingalls, Pa Win 
re: 
Cullom, ’ Jonas, Plumb, Wilson. 
Dawes, Jones of Florida, „ 
Fair, Lapham, Riddleberger, 
Farley, Logan, ’ 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PLUMB. I suppose the Senator from Michigan who has the bill 
pees irodatna ff sorter peal gae, ea A the Senate at 
this quite inconvenient hour, and that he must have undoubtedly the 
impression that it will become a law. While I should regard that as 
a calamity of no mean proportions, I have no p of detaining the 
Senate for any great 1 of time, and do not do so at all with any 
view of impeding the of the bill, because there is plenty of time 
yet I observe by the movement of the clock, and there is not much of 
anything to do in order to get through with the business in time to 
avoid an extra session. 

But it is just possible that, in the effort to pass this bill, that which 
we are now ing to avoid and ier which we are subjecting ourselves 
to a greatdeal of discomfort may come about. A little discussion now 
will not I think contribute either to that event or in any manner to 
the defeat of the bill, because I think a majority of the Senate are de- 
termined upon its passage; but the proportions of the bill and its terms 
are of that striking character which I think ought to have some com- 
ment. 

Ever since I have had any familiarity with the river and harbor bills 
which have annually passed Congress, with the knowledge I have had 
of the manner in which the money has been spent, or rather misspent, 
and of the very meager results which have been obtained from that ex- 
penditure, I have felt that if there were any portion of the public moneys 
that were any worse in their expenditure and in the results obtained 
than another, it was in this matter of moneys that we ap for 
the rivers harbors of the country. This is because there are cer- 
tairly some very vital errors in the entire system. 

In the first place, the money is spent by persons who are not civil en- 
gineers. We educate at West Point mili and when a 
young man has graduated from the academy, for all the purposes for 
which an engineer is required, for the expenditure of large sums of 
money annually appropriated, he is called an engineer ready-made, and 
is assigned to duty upon some work of improvement of rivers or har- 
bors, or both. It must be apparent to even the casual observer that for 
all practical purposes a large number of the young men who graduate 
at West Point as engineers can not be so except in name. Hundreds 
and thousands of men uate from the law schools of this country 
who are not lawyers never become such; and a man would be a 


rather poor client who would select any one as an attorney for the sim- 
ple reason that that person had been graduated from a law school. Yet 
the United States Government commits from day to day and from 
month to month and year to year, as it has done for many years past, 
the erection of the public improvements of the character which are 


provided for in the river and harbor bills, and the improvements of 
rivers and harbors, and the consequent expenditure of large sums of 
money, to these men upon the theory that they are not only engineers 
but civil by eers, when in the majority of cases they are neither for 


any practical purpose. nie 

In addition to that they lack the incentive to effort which always 
more or less characterizes men upon whose effort must depend their 
livelihood, because these are men who have before them that statutory 
promotion which is independent of any merit on their part, and therefore 
that inducement which leads to great human effort, which is the foun- 
dation of genius as applied to all the affairs of life, is absolutely and 


unqualifiedly lacking. I am not denying that there are many 
eminent men among these engineers, and that they are up to ordi- 
ee eee and as to 
what may be ordinarily termed capacity; but I am spea of them 


as a class, and of the fact that we commit to them as a class this great 
responsibility, practically without any kind of consideration as to their 
ial qualification for the work which they are to do. 

In the next place, the system of appropriation has always been vie- 
ious. Instead of appropriating for important works sufficient money to 
carry them on as as they can be economically constructed or the 
im ents made, a small sum of money is given. In fact, in the 
large majority of the cases in which appropriations are made the very 

of the appropriation constitutes the a for making 
the appropriation, because when you come to consider a bill which ap- 
propriates from $10,000,000 to $20,000,000, any one proposing to take so 
small a sum, so few ounces of the loaf as $10,000 or even $20,000, is 
rarely refused. It is almost impossible to say ‘‘nay,’’ while so much 
is going, to one who is willing to take so small a share and keep his 


peace. 

The result is that these bills are what are termed log-rolling bills. 
Conscientiously or unconscientiously, they embrace su 
porters the men and only the men whose immediate section of the 
country receive some alleged or supposed benefit on account of the ex- 
penditure. Therefore the bill ceases to bea national bill ora national 
appropriation in any sense or to be viewed from a national standpoint, 
but is considered chiefly with reference to the local advantage to be de- 
rived from it. 

I have in mind a harbor on Lake Erie which needs improvement, and 
which has needed improvement for the past twenty-five years. Some 
fifteen years ago an estimate was made by the engineer officer in charge 
that $100,000 would construct jetties or parallel walls, extending out- 
ward into the lake from the shore to an extent which would enable the 
small creek which comes down from the hills to plow out a channel 
and keep that channel open. Considerable commerce has grown up at 
that point. It is a meritorious place so far as the necessities of the sit- 
uation are concerned and the business to be done there. For the last 
ten years or more an appropriation varying from $10,000 to $20,000 
annually has been made and spent at that particular place, and still 
$100,000 is yet required in order to complete the ori improvement. 

Substantially nothing has resulted from all the expenditure of that 
money, and why? That harbor is on the south shore of Lake Erie. 
In the winter-time the storms from the north cast into the mouth of 
the creek which forms the opening of the harbor sand and débris, gen- 
erally filling it up in such a wayas to make it almost if not quite im- 
passable to the schooners which bring there during the summer iron 
ore from the Lake Superior country, and carry back the coal from Penn- 
sylvania. So in the spring, when the weather will permit of the com- 
mencement of work, the first duty of the engineer is to dredge out the sand, 
gravel, mud, drift-wood, and so on, which has been cast into the har- 
bor during the winter-time. That work takes up from one-third to one- 
half of the appropriation. It is a work which has to be done early in 
the season in comparatively inclement weather, because it must precede 
the doing of any business at that harbor. 

In addition to that, as the walls have been advanced very slowly into 
the lake by reason of the insufficiency of the appropriations, they are 
left in a ragged and unprotected condition each fall. The storms which 
bring the débris into the harbor of which I have spoken also break 
down the walls and destroy a large portion of the work done the pre- 
ceding year. So there must be undertaken a very considerable system 
of repair in order to put the whole even in the condition in which it 
was left the fall before, and by the time those two things have been 
done the major portion of the money has been expended, the season is 
gone, and the next year sees a repetition of the same thing, and the 
next year, and soon. That could be made a very interesting sketch by 
one who had an eye to the comic side of that sort of performance, but 
to me it looks like a criminal waste of money. That I . and 
believe to be true, not only of one improvement, but of hundreds of im- 
provements for which we annually vote money. 

I wish that were all, or that even it were the chief objection to ap- 
Pes res ere forrivers and harbors as we make them; but unfortunately 

tis not. Last year we witnessed the extraordinary spectacle of the 
city of Galveston, in the State of Texas, deliberately petitioning Con- 
gress not to make any appropriation in the river and harbor bill for the 
continuation of the improvement at that great harbor. I say great 
harbor. I do not speak of it as great because of its size, or the depth 
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of water, or the shelter which naturally exists there for shipping, but 


I speak of it as a t harbor because it is the nearest point upon tide 
water for the products of four great and important States. It is the 
point at which the products of those great States would encounter the 
world’s commerce, and in which those products would be loaded into 
the bottoms that were to carry them to the foreign market which they 
are constantly seeking, if that harbor were properly improved, and if 
it did give facilities equal to the.capital which is engaged in commerce 
upon its banks, and which is there actively, industriously, energetic- 
ally, and wisely engaged in seeking to extend into that great interior 
portion of the country the instrumentalities which will enable the grain 
of that great section to be brought there for foreign shipment and for 
consumption. 

That, as I said, was an extraordinary spectacle. The ery Give!“ 
“í Give ! ” had at last found a surfeit. Galveston wanted no more of it, 
and why? Because Galveston had realized that every year, notwith- 
standing ample and large appropriations had been made for every year 
for a se yang’ of the century, the harbor of Galveston had not been im- 
proved, and that if anything it had grown worse under the manipulation 
of the Army engineers. So Galveston was constrained to cry out for a 
halt, and toask and beseech Congress to make no more appropriations 
to be expended as the former ones had been, and to humbly petition 
Congress to adopt some other method of improvement if that harbor 
was to be preserved to the commerce of the Gulf of Mexico and the 
States which lie back of it. 

It has been stated in a most cogent report made by the Committee 
on Commerce of this body at the last session, the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. COKE] being the organ of the committee for the purpose of mak- 
ing the report, that all the millions of dollars which have been spent at 
Galveston might just as well have been dumped into the sand of the 
Gulf of Mexico and covered up or otherwise destroyed as to have been 
spent there as we have been doing. 

It is more than insinuated that the condition of things existing at 
Galveston exist at more than one port upon the Atlantic, and that ap- 
ade are sought for by those who represent these localities not 
with any very abiding faith that they will result in anything good, but 
because, the system having been adopted, they are afraid to let go, and 
are living along and seeking after appropriations in the hope that some 
time something better will come of it than has yet resulted from the 
expenditure which has been made. 

Now, these things being true, not being denied, being apparent and 
patent to every one, it seems to me that it is time that we call a halt 
in regard to this class of expenditures. We ought to be able to adopt 
some plan whereby the money will not only be well spent but improve- 
ments and repairs at harbors be made final, or at all events that the 
improvements sought, the depth of water to be gained, the essential 
thing to be obtained as the result of the expenditure, shall be had, leav- 
ing nothing but the ordinary current work of repairs to be appropriated 
for in the annual appropriation bill. 

So far we have not reached anything that is desirable. So far we 
have practically nothing to show for all the millions of money which 
we have spent. There is nota harbor on all our 6,000 miles of coast 
which is sensibly improved to-day as the result of all the expenditure 
that has been made. There is not one at which there is not the same 
urgent cry and demand for more money coming from the reports of the 
engineers having the work in charge, the cry being just as loud and 
just as deep and just as urgent as it has been year after year for the 
past ten or fifteen years, or ever since the particular improvement was 
undertaken. 

This work is carried on substantially without system. Each engi- 
neer is a law unto himself. He buyssuch i , such appliances, 
such buildings as he thinks are necessary, and there is nowhere lodged 
in the Engineer Department of the Government or elsewhere any au- 
thentic knowledge of the amount of property of that kind-which the 
Government to-day owns as the result of the appropriations thus made 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors. 

It was not long since the chief engineer of a work was called on fora 
report as to the amount of property and the kind of property pertaining 
to these improvements in the possession of the Government, and he re- 
plied that he was totally unable to tell. As I said before, the engineer 
revolves in his own sphere; he is practically subject to no control. He 
lets his own contracts; he determines as to whether contracts shall be 
let to the advantage of .the Government or whether the work shall be 
done by the day. Under the operation of this system there has grown 
up a network of contractors extending from Alaska to Nova Scotia, 
having influence in politics, having influence in every direction, and 
who are found to be powerful enough to constrain the Congress to do 
that which the Congress knows to be unwise in the way of the expendi- 
ture of public money. 

Mr. President, I do not object to the amount of money contained in 
this bill. I have never objected to any river and harbor bill because 
it contained ten, fifteen, or twenty millions, more or less. Given the 
necessity for the money; given the ability and the willingness to ex- 
pend it properly for the of securing the results which are 
sought, and I am willing to make this bill $50,000,000 each year; but 
I would rather vote $50,000,000 to obtain results than I would vote 


$5,000,000 or $10,000,000 to be cast away, the larger portion of it, as 
the result, I believe, of the present system of expenditure. 

Why should we not select ten, twenty, fifty, or one hundred even, 
of the more important objects of expenditure, of the more important 
harbors upon our extended coast, of the more important rivers that 
traverse the country, and limit the expenditure to those until the im- 
provements are completed, and spend as much money every single year 
as could be spent with economy in the direction of the completion of 
the particular improvements? 

Mr. President, then, instead of having, as it is said now, millions and 
millions of dollars’ worth of boats, derricks, and machinery of different 
kinds, and all the variegated plans that the ingenuity of these men 
with money without judgment has enabled them to get together, rot- 
ting and rusting upon more than 10,000 miles, yea, 20,000 miles, of 
ocean and lake coast and river border, we should have a compact plant, 
that could be moved from place to place as circumstances required, and 
the annual loss of which would not go up into the millions as it does 
now. 

I think it is a confession of legislative incompetency to grapple with 
a subject of this kind, that Congress goes on year after year doing the 
idle, the vain, and the wicked thing that it does do. 

But if the ordinary river and harbor bill is a confession of incompe- 
tency, what shall I say about this bill, a bill that contains no items of 
expenditure, that iguores everything which has been done heretofore, 
that proceeds upon the hypothesis that everything that was done last 
year was done illy and badly and so as to bring no results; and there- 
fore that there is absolutely a sum required for each one of the items 
of expenditures of last year the present year. 

We all know how this bantling came to be begotten. We know 
that after a struggle to satisfy the rapacious and hungry maws of all 
who clamored for some of the pork the banquet was found too small; 
there was not enough to go round. It was not within the sum of hu- 
man ingenuity with all the millions in the Treasury to so adjust it as 
to satisfy the inordinate and extortionate demands of those who cried 
„give“ and who wanted this money, not because of the public char- 
acter of the work to be done, but because there was in it the element 
of local benefit; and thus in an effort to compromise among these con- 
tending factions, after giving away all pretense of any public concern 
or of any public object to be obtained in the bill, in this vain effort to 
satisfy everybody all being put upon one platform, the original bill had 
to be abandoned; and this monstrosity was sent to us with the state- 
ment accompanying it that it was expected the Senate would raise it. 
And then to avoid that same contention and scramble which had char- 
acterized the. consideration of the original bill this was to be thrust 
upon the country by means of a committee of conference in the last 
hours of this session of Congress. 

I had strong hopes that the Senate would not consent to such a piece 
of legislation. I felt as though I might from this vanta d prop- 
erly characterize the action of other people elsewhere, but I do believe 
that I shall not doso without also characterizing this body, which seems 
to have given itself up to this same scramble, to this determination that 
there shall be a perpetuation of the old abuses, and that there shall be 
no reform in this method of expenditure of the public money. 

I had it in mind to move some amendment, thinking possibly that 
in doing that I could make the bill better; but there are some expendi- 
tures in the West of a kind that can hardly wait that oughtto be made, 
and yet I do not care to commit myself to anything, either to this bill 
as a work of art or to its plan or to any plan of any kind heretofore in 
use for this p On the public grounds of the Fort Leavenworth 
military reservation there has been going on for years a great destruc- 
tion of most valuable property by the ravages of the Missouri River. 
No attention has been paid to them, There have been found enough 
who would band themselves together to pass bills of this sort without 

iving any attention to a needed public improvement or to any sensi- 
le method of treating a great emergency. 

Not only that, but at and near the second city of the State of Mis- 
souri, which unfortunately is also the commercial entrepôt for the State 
of Kansas, private property amounting to millions is daily threatened 
with destruction because of the fact that the men who have had charge. 
of the improvement of that river, the money voted, as money has been 
voted for other places in these river and harbor bills, have loitered and 
lingered and magnified their office and dallied, as is their wont, year 
after year, doing nothing. 

Three years ago when we made an appropriation for the Missouri 


River the engineer to whom that money was committed ed to 
purchase with it plant, and absolutely absorbed nearly every dollar of 
the $100,000 appropriated for that river in the purchase of p One 


would have supposed that with the millions which had already gone 
into that turbid stream there would have been somewhere some ade- 
quate plant; but no, the first opportunity was availed of to buy more, 
more boats, more machinery, more of the appliances to be 
useful, and when they were purchased there was no money left for the 
improvement of the river, and for two years that plant thus p 

rotted and rusted away. It was the old story of a dollar for the dress 
and $10 for the trimming; millions for plant and not a cent for im- 
provement. 
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That, I am satisfied, is not a solitary case; and while that h¢ jeen 
going on this great river has been carrying away from its bank: Daca 
erty to the amount of millions in value, and the people have ber t- 
ing and hoping and e Rome some time this cireumlocutuon sys- 
tem would bring them a relief that has been often promised only to 
have the promise broken. 

Mr. President, it would be a wise thing if Congress should refuse to 
pass this bill or any other such bill at this session, that it should then 
determine upon some plan whereby we may know what we need to do, 
and adapt the appliances necessary for the performance of the work; 
but so long as we go on appropriating money upon the basis on which 
we do appropriate it, giving every year millions of dollars to be thus 
sunk, thus wasted, we shall continue to do it, and nothing but a halt, 
nothing but a thorough investigation and overturning of the present 
system (which can only come when there is a halt) will ever bring us 
any nearer either to harbors or a fair, an honest, a decent administration 
of the public money. 

I know I am talking to minds that are made up, and that this bill is 
ordained to go through and, I fear, becomea law, and thus next year, 
and probably the succeeding year, we shall be confronted with the same 
condition of things; and yet, Mr. President, I do not feel as though I 
could the duty that devolves upon me as one of those persons 
to whom is committed the responsibility of that portion of legislation 
which attaches to the Senate unless I did express my judgment, honest 
and as I believe not at all mistaken, in regard to the vite that inheres 
in this bill and all similar bills for the alleged improvement of rivers 
and harbors. 

Mr. CONGER. Mr. President, I apologize to the Senator from Kan- 
sas for the wonderful effect he has been able to produce. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HAWLEy in the chair). 
Senator from Michigan will do better. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CONGER. To most of us it was only a tiresome and nettling 
kind of a speech, but I suppose very likely to those who sympathize 
with his effort to talk against time and kill this bill by loud voice and 
loud talk it was soothing. It did not entice me to respond because I 
did not agree with the Senator. 

Mr, President, the Senator has reported several appropriation bills, 
more or less, and some, I think, at this session, and come in with 
conference reports here toward the latter end of the time, proposed 
them as conference reports in the discharge of his duty upon the order 
of the Senate, and pressed them to a vote and to a conclusion one way 
or the other in the regular order of business so that Senators might say 
whether they desired the of a bill by concurrence in a confer- 
ence report. I wantto knowif I had stood here last night and yester- 
day when he was presenting those reports and had talked and talked 
and talked till God was ashamed of me and the Senate scorned me, and 
had thus prevented the passage of appropriation bills necessary to carry 
on this Government, what would the Senator have thought of me? 

Senators here desire to vote on this bill one way or the other, I do 
not knowhow. ‘They have refusedon three several occasions by a yea- 
and-nay vote to lay this bill upon the table and dispose of it in that 
way. They wanted au vote. Just as fast as me roach a vote the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska, himself a power, himself able to resist the whole 
Senate, ay, the whole universe, in his talk, must needs be backed up 
by the Senator from Kansas to talk against time. 

noticed that the Senator from Nebraska was compelled to leave the 
Chamber just at the moment the Senator from Kansas took the floor 
and talked until his return. Now I do not complain of that. The 
rules of the Senate permit this talking. I know of no rule that can 
prevent me talking until 12 o’clock to-day and defeating the passage 
of every conference report and every bill, even if the Senator from Kan- 
sas reported them himself. But does that give me and does that give 
the other Senators who desire to vote upon a bill, to vote one way or 
the other, somein favor of its passage and some opposed to it—does that 
give us any fair chance as Senators, an equal chance in legislation, or 
any opportunity to satisfy our constituents that we have tried to do ac- 
cording to our judgment what we think they desire. 

If there is any one thing that in my judgment is not bold and is not 
courageous, it is to take advantage of the absence of law and of power 
to compel forward the business of the Senate, to defeat brother Sena- 
tors and deprive them of the opportunity of expressing their will, and 
by talking against time to prevent a vote for or against a measure. But 
the Senator has the right to do it. We have no rule that will compel 
the immediate consideration and vote upon any proposition. 

But I pass that subject. The Senator from Kansas talks modestly, 
as if he sup this bill could be passed. He knows that it can not 
be passed. He knows that he has the power to stand here and prevent 
Senators from voting upon this bill, and it is a mockery to tell us that 
we can pass the bill. I do not complain of this. It is the method and 
the manner that I complain of. 

Mr. President, I am not surprised at this result. I have been told 
by those who gee to know that the great improvement in trans- 
portation by 
of our lakes and of our rivers that permita vessel carrying coal or iron 
or lumber to be loaded down to fifteen and sixteen feet wherea few years 
ago it could only carry eightor ten or twelve feet draught at the most 
is interfering with rai so much that they are alarmed atthecom- 
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petition which this great and grand system of improvements of water 
courses and river and lake navigation makes su against rail- 
roads. 

I do not know how they exert their influence; I do not know what 
measures they are taking to stop these grand improvements for the com- 
mon people of thecountry; Ido not know who their agents are—I have 
not been told; I do not know what kind of influences are thrown out 
and around to prevent the grand system of internal improvements from 
going forward and blessing the country as they have, but I was warned 
not only last year but this year that a combined effort would be made 
by someof the railroad monopolies to break down this system of com- 
peting water-line improvements. I think the work is going on. 

A little bird whispers in my ear that the powers are moving—how, 
by what means, through whose energies I am utterly unable to say or 
even to conjecture. But the time has come now when this system of 
improvements for the people of the country against the monopolies of 
the country is having its effect in the Senate and in Congress. How 
long it will last, whether another year we can have an appropriation, 
whether these improvements shall continue to bless the people and 
cheapen transportation I can not tell. In my humble judgment the 
great conflict has commenced and is being carried on between the tre- 
mendous monopolies of the United States and the people’s right of way 
over the water courses, God's highway on the land. 

Somebody influences the opposition to these bills, somebody is to be 
hurt by the passage of these bills, somebody under one pretense or 
another urges the influence throughout the country, which yon see in 
the newspapers and which you hear in conversation, urging that the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors is a failure in this land, that it is all 
so badly managed, all so inefficient, there is so much waste, that the 
system had better be abandoned. 

Thad hoped we might come to a vote upon this bill; I had hoped even 
the bare chance of sending it back to the House for concurrence in the 
amendment might have been given toits friends, who are a majority of 
the Senate; but that seems not to be possible. I desire, however, the 
friends of this measure, as far as they feel disposed to do so, to stand by 
the bill in the interest not of monopolies but of the great improvements 
of the people of the United States, until it shall become evident who 
seeks to destroy it, so that the people in their own boats and on their 
own highways, free from toll to the capital of the nation, may discern 
who it is refuses to improve their highways and refuses to give them 
additional means of cheap transportation. 

Why, sir, every eye is looking day by day to see what Congress will 
do, and whether all the legislation of this land is to be for the power- 
ful and the wealthy and the corporations, or whether the rivers and the 
hays and the lakes and the harbors that give refuge to the poor sailor 
in the storm shall be improved and give greater facility of transporta- 
tion, and give greater security in the tempest and in the storm. 

But we are not to be permitted tohave a vote. The great majority of 
the Senate are desirous to vote upon this question. I tell these Senators 
you are not to be permitted to have a vote. The debate is not for in- 
formation, not to make amendments, not to improve the bill, but you 
are not to be permitted to vote upon it, and talking is the easiest way 
to prevent a vote. 

Mr. PLUMB obtained the floor. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me to make a report? 

Mr. PLUMB. Ves, sir. 


DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I present the conference report on the deficiency appro- 


priation bill. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 8255) making appropriations to 
supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, 
and for prior years,and for other nb Sasa having met, after full and free con- 
a have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 9, 15, 16, 21, 28, 38, 39, 
42, 45, 50, 63, 67, 69, 74, 76, 77, 79, 80, 84, 85, 87, 89, 180, 198, and 199, 

That the House recede from its d ent to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2,3, 4,5, 6,7, 10, 11, 12. 13, 17, 19, 20, 23, 24, 26, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 
36, 37, 40, 41, 43, 44, 46, 47, 48, 49, 55, 56, 57, , 60, 61, 62, G4, 65, 66, 68, 70, 71, 72, 73, 75, 78, 

, 82, 83, 86, „ 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108 
109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 121, 123, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 136, 
137, 138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 144, 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 154, 155, 156, 157, 
158, 159, 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 178, 174. 175, 176, 177, 178, 
179, 181, 182, 183, 184, 186, 187, 188, 189, 190,191, 192, 193, 194,195, 196,197, and 200; and 
agree to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 14, and agree to the*same with an amendment as follows: After the 
word depositary,“ where it occurs in said amendment, insert the words At 
Tucson, Arizona; and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro) insert “ $15,000 ;” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from itsdisagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
said amendment insert the following : 

“The Attorney-General of the United States is uired to investigate the 
ts and awards . rae the United States g under an act of Con- 
entitled ‘An act to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin eee 
n the State of Wisconsin,“ March 3, 1875, and to report to Congress 
its next session whether the ity of the United States therefor is established, 
and what amount is justly due thereon,” 
And the Senate agree to the same, 
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That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named insert ** $25,000; "? and the Senate 


to the same. 

That the House recede from its di ment to „ the Senate 
numbered 51, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert after 
the word certified the following: during the current fiscal year; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its d ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 52, and agree to the same wi ith an amendment as follows: Insert after 
the word "certified ” the following: during the current fiscal year; and the 


Senate agree to the same. 
That the Sone os from aa ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 53, and than amendment as follows: Insert after 
during the current fiscal year; and the 


to the sa: 
the word certified . th a the f following : 
Senate agree to the same. 
‘That the House reeede from its ment to the amendmentof the Senate 
ihe word “eertiied the fol same with anamendmentas follows: Insert after 
5 "the 5 “during the current fiscal year ;” and the 


That thes How House 88 from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered from 115 to 119 ees bb and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu of the ee ph insert the Pierna 

“To ware the Secretary of the 3 the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
y to the o and employes of their rn goths Houses borne 
5 and session rolls on the 3d day of March, including the Capi- 
— ponon i one month's extra pay at the compensation then paid them by law, 

shall be immediately available.’ 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 120, and agree to the same withan amendment as follows: After said 
amendment insert as a new ph the following 

“ For one page in the 33 0 under 8 of the House of Decem- 
ber 3, 1884, from March 4 WTV 


And the 5 5 — agree to the sam: 

That the House recede from its t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 122, and agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
the sum p. . the following: “ five thousand dollars; said sum to be 

yable on the draft of the chairman of said committee in sums not exceeding 

1,000 at an ag Spo time; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 185, and agree — “ye sune with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
— posed insert the following: including all such claims usted 
NE 14, 1885, 174423 ; and the Senate 


to the same, 
eo ENE HALE, 
LISON, 
N. COCK REI. 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


JAMES. N. BURNES, 
JOHN D. LONG, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. HALE. I move that the report be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The te, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for the construc- 
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 

and for other purposes. 

Mr. PLUMB. At the close of nearly two days’ consideration of the 
river and harbor bill, without having said a word or made a motion or 
done anything at all except to vote upon the various motions on which 
the yeas and nays were taken, I made a speech of thirty minutes. The 
Senator from Michigan, who was so anxious to pass this bill, started in 
with a speech, I think, of about two hours in length, and he replied to 
me, in what I can not but consider as complimentary to the effort I 
made, in a speech of about the same length as mine. 

I would be willing to leave, on that mere statement, the facts to the 
judgment of the Senate as to which had been the best friend of the river 
and harbor bill. But J desire to go further and say that when, in com- 
mencing my remarks, I disclaimed any intention of doing anything that 
should unnecessarily detain the Senate from the consideration of this 
bill I said exactly the truth. I had no intention of talking against it 
to consume time, and I did not know but that the Senator from Mich- 
igan was expecting that it would pass and become a law, because I could 
not attribute to any other feeling than that his effort to have it passed. 

I shall not now, or at any other time, I hope, bandy epithets with 
the Senator from Michigan or any other Senator. I did not think he 
would do himself the injustice—because he would not be unjust toany 
one else to repeat in this Chamber the idle and unfounded rumors that 
from time to time have been uttered about influences which affect the 
action of men on this floor. I think as he reflects on that he will be 
less and less satisfied with what he has said, either as a matter of court- 
esy toa brother Senator or as a matter of what is due to a body of which 
he is a very important and prominent member. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HAWLEY. There is some executive business that ought to be 
transacted, as I am advised. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The motion was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The doors will be closed; and, pur- 
suant to the order of the Senate, the Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the 
Senate wing of the Capitol of all persons not entitled to admission 
thereto. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of executive business; and 
after eer? minutes spent in executive session, the doors were re- 
open 


XVI——157 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House further insisted upon its disagreement 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. K. 8230) making ap- 

propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, 7 — for other p asked a further conference with the Sen- 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 

inted Mr. SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. WALDO 
Ho UTCHINS of New York, and Mr. J. D. Lone of Massachusetts man- 
agers at the further conference on its part. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The the follo also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill HR R. 200) granting a pension to Thomas Jeffries; 

A bill (H. R. 55 granting a pension to John Boyle; 

A bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of William W. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 1004) relative to the Chinese indemnity fund; 

A bill (H. R. 1615) ſor the relief of the heirs of Langley B. Culley; 

A bill (H. R. 1710) granting a pension to George W. Bean; 

A bill (H. R. 1866 granting a pension to Calvin L. Knick; 

A bill (H. R. 2100) granting a ion to Mary Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 2154) for the benefit of the legal representatives of A. 
J. Guthrie; 

A bill (H. R. 2377) granting a pension to James Stockton; 

A bill (H. R. 2150 granting a pension to Esther Hudson, mother of 
William H. Hudson, deceased, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Company É, One hundred and 
ninety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2975 granting a pension to Marion D. Egbert; 

R. 3947 ting a pension to Joseph Raible; 

. R. 4393) for the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; 
. R. 4605) granting a pension to Ellen Edmiston; 

. R. 5086) for the relief of Elizabeth W. Creighton; 

. R. 5191) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 


. R. 5309) for the relief of Charles Milk; 

A bill (H. R. 5330 granting a pension to Octavia A. Newhall; 

H. R. 5378) granting a m to Henry Milkey; 

H. R. 5692) to adopt the Revised International Regulations 
ting Collisions at Sea; 

N R. 6173) for the relief of Rose Dougherty; 

H. R. 6220 appeals from the supreme court of the 
Columbia and the supreme courts of the several Territories; 
R. 6357) granting a pension to Christian Bauman; 
granting a pension to W. H. H. Coleman; 
for the belle of Clark G. Maine; 
to increase the salary of the clerk of the Court of 


granting a pension to Elizabeth Kaler; 
granting a pension to Sylvester Greenough; 
granting a pension to Sebert * 
granting a pension to Alexander Weide; 
granting a pension to Richard W. Barnes; 
for the relief of Daniel McAlpin; 
granting a pension to Amos cDowell; 
restoring John Snyder to the pension-roll; 
ting a pension to Rosanna Riley; 
or the relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher; 
. 7853) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty; 
. 7933) granting a pension to Henry Biederbick; 
R. 8048) to increase the pension of Ferdinand Hercher; 
. 8082) granting a pension to Lina J. Stearns; 

R. 8189) granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton; 

R. 8279) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and for thearmament thereof, for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 122) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan 
twelve hospital tents and outfits to the American Society of the Red 
Cross for use in New Orleans, 

ERNEST H. WARDWELL. | 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask the Senate to take up House bill 3236. 

Mr. DOLPH. I object. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Hamp- 
TON] was very earnest in his appeal at one time this evening to havea 
little bill passed which is not a pension bill but in the nature of one, 
being for the benefit of a Federal soldier. It will take only a moment 
to pass it, and I wish the Senate would consent to let the bill pass. 

Mr. DOLPH. I have been here all night. I should like to have 
made a speech upon the bill that is regularly under consideration, but 
I have not opened my mouth, hoping to get a vote. If the Senator from 
South Carolina has a bill that he desires to call up and it will not in- 
terfere with the bill under consideration, I shall be glad to give way; 
but if the Senator from Mehtaske hike saty interest ini 14, after what has 
transpired to-night, I shall not consent. 
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Mr. VAN WYCK. I would not either if I were you. 

Mr. HARRISON. Ido not want to say an g myself on this bill, 
but as it is known to the Senator from South the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] desires to be heard on it when it is taken 
I hate sent to the cominitte-room to se if he is there, as I promised 

0 

Thy PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CAMERON, of Wisconsin, in the 
chair). Is there objection to the request of the Senator from South Car- 
The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the 
bill (H. R. 3236) for the relief of Ernest H. Wardwell. 

Mr. HARRISON. Lask that the report in that case made by the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON] may be read. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask for the reading of the House report. 

Mr. HARRISON. If the Senator is willing to wait until the Sen- 
ator 5 [Mr. CocKRELL] comes in, I shall not take any 
part in thi 

Mr. HAMPTON. ‘The Senator from Missouri is coming in now. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the ing of the report. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Hae eee South Carolina 
the House report? 


Mr. HAMPTON. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Will he send it to the desk ? 
ay COCKRELL. I would prefer that the Senator’s own report be 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Chief 
Clerk that there is no Senate report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Chair has not got it, I can send it to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate now, in view of the attempt to 
pass this bill, to pay attention to the report made by the Senator from 
South Carolina, which states the facts and the record in this case. The 
report is not very long. 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. HAMP- 
TON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, April 16, 1884. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I ask that the reading of that report may be dis- 
pensed with, for I find the bill will lead to opposition and I am not dis- 

to take up the time of the Senatein adi ion which I suppose 
will cause the defeat of the bill. But before doingso I wish to say that 
the report which was being read was made in April last, at the last ses- 
sion, an adverse report, before papers were referred to the committee 
which changed my mind, and when they were recommitted changed the 
opinion of the committee who authorized and directed me to make favor- 
able report. This man, while technically not entitled to pay, I believe 
by all the rules of justice and right is entitled to it; and I think if the 
function of the Senate is to sit as a court of equity to do justice in such 
matters, the bill ought to pass, I withdraw the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be returned to the Cal- 
endar if there be no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the of the com- 
mittee of conference on the one bint votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8255) making appropria- 
tions to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1885, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ALLISON. I desire to state that information from the House 
indicates that it will be impossible for perhaps an hour and a half, or at 
least an hour, to have returned to the Senate the sundry civil appropri- 
ation bill, which is the only appropriation bill now in conference, ex- 
cept the navy bill, which will probably be disposed of shortly. I there- 
fore ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. What about the legislative bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. The legislative bill will take no further time. I 
ask unanimous consent now that the Senate may be considered in ses- 
sion only for the purpose of appointing committees of conference. 

Mr. CONGER. I object to unanimous consent being granted, and 
demand the regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Michigan demands 
the order, which is the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, we came to the understan: before 
we went into executive session that three or four pension bills about 
which we had arrived at a substantial agreement should be passed, in 
analogy to the action of the Senate on other like bills. There are but 
four of them which should be taken up and di of. I ask that 
that may be done now. I have watched and waited a long time, and 
I think it is perhaps due to me that these bills should now be disposed 
of. They are very short. It will not take over five minutes to dis- 

of them. 

The PRESIDENT pro t The Chair begs leave to state to Sen- 
ators that the doors of the Senate will be open, and of course the Sen- 
ate will have to go on with business; but the only time to put the 
Senate Chamber in order for the inauguration of the President of the 
United States is between now and the time when the Senate will begin 
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again its regular session, within an hourand a half. The Chairthinks 
it is his duty to call the attention of Senators to that fact. The Sen- 
ate Chamber must of course be put in order; but having said that the 
Chair of course will make no motion or order. 

Mr. BLAIR. Allow me until 8 o’clock and I will trouble the Sen- 
ate no more with these bills. I only ask five minutes. 

The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that pension bills be considered for five min- 


utes. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire one more effort to have a vote on the pend- 
ing bill. It has been said by gentlemen who oppose it that as far as 
they are concerned they will make dilatory talk no longer, and I desire 


a vote. 

The Chair will appreciate how I feel about this. For ten or twelve 
long hours I have stood at my post seeking to perform my duty, hav- 
ing reported this bill from a respectable committee of this House, how- 
ever poor a service they may have done in that business, yielding con- 
tinually for all pension bills, so there is not a single unobjected pension 
bill on the Calendar, and I have yielded from time to time to every 
demand on the assurance of my friends, at least, that we would come to 
a vote before giving this up. I ask a vote. I do not think there will 
be a division on this bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that if we undertake to vote on this bill 
or any other bill that is controverted it will be disclosed by the vote 
that there is no quorum. If the Senator will yield to me I will vent- 
ure to make a motion that the Senate take a recess until half past 9. 

Mr. CONGER. I will consent to lay the bill 2 not to 
lose its order, for two p one to allow the r from 
Iowa to make the motion he wishes to make, and another to allow the 
Senator from New Hampshire to get through his pension bills. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. If there be no objection the river 
and harbor bill will be temporarily laid aside, to be the regular order 
on call. 

FRANCES M’NEIL POTTER. 


i Mr. BLAIR. Iask to take up Calendar number 1016, being House 
ill 4822. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear what the case is before we 


consent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘“‘A bill (H. R. 4822) for the relief of Frances 
McNeil Potter.“ 

Mr. BLAIR. It is an increase of pension from $20 to $30 a month. 
It is the case of a lady now old. She has been pensioned at the rato 
of $20. She lost her son in the late war, and was the daughter of a 
very distinguished officer in the war of 1812, She is quite old and 
feeble, and this is an increase of $10 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill is reported adversely, and I hope the 
Resear wil Ros niet on. taking Op thost acres Taparia. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is one of cases which were controverted by 
some members; but the Senate committee have substantially agreed to 
make no further contest, but take the action of the Senate as an in- 
struction on this and three other like cases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The action of the Senate when there is no quorum 
means nothing, and I do hope the Senator will not press this bill with 
so much pertinacity. If he does I am compelled to stop the transac- 
tion of any business until there is a quorum. The Senate is not com- 
petent to do business unless there is a quorum, and if the Senator in- 
sists upon taking up these adverse cases I shall ask for a call of the 
Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is now 8 o'clock, and the Chair 
begs again to appeal to Senators to consent that business be suspended, 
except for the purpose of appointing conferees, in order that the Cham- 
ber may be put in order for the ceremonies the Senate has ordered to 
take place here. It is advisable, if it is to be done, that it should be 
done now. 

DISCOVERY OF THE HUDSON BIVER. 


Mr. HAWLEY. On the 28th day of February the Senator from Del- 
aware [Mr. BAYARD] presented the petition of Gideon J. Tucker, an 
honorable citizen of New York, calling attention to certain alleged in- 
accurate statements in a book with which the Senate is very familiar: 
The Public Domain: its history, with statistics. Public Land Com- 
mission; Committee on Codification. Prepared by Thomas Donaldson, 
of the commission and committee. * * * Prepared in pursuance 
of a joint resolution of Co: approved August 7, 1882. Washing- 
ton: Government Printing 1884.“ 

The letter from Mr. Tucker was read in the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on the Library. Some of his remarks and criticisms 
were exceedingly severe. The gentleman, Mr. Donaldson, who pre- 
pared that book under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
sends to me for presentation to the Senate and the Library Com- 
mittee, with Mr. Tucker’s letter, his brief and courteous response. I 
will not ask that it be read; I vouch for its being courteous and proper 
in every respect from a gentleman. I ask that this, with my statement, 
be inserted in the RECORD, and that the letter of Mr. Donaldson be 


then referred to the Committee on the Library. 


1885. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2499 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection it will be | of the 


so ordered. 
The letter is as follows: 
Wasurrcron, D. C., March 3, 1885. 
Dean SR: Answering the ition-of correction of Mr. Gideon J. Tucker, a 
citizen of New York, refi to your committee by the Senate 28. 
1885, in relation to alleged errors in the work known asthe Public Domain, com- 
piled by myself, 1 have the honor to say that corrections of error in this work 
ensure. M 92 has before been called to 2 & Savonos 


and the rage to co to show in part why so many over- 
ng aoa duplicate grants were made. It relates to colonization by Dutch as 


as 
42 will be found under title New York—colonization,” in detail, the 


On 
main of her colonization. This and other similar statements were 


to show how title was obtained to the lands of the Colonies Forren prad States) 
some of w. transferred their western to the United States, which 
ns now form a — 14 portion of t george Domain. 


The historical data it was in should be y stated, 
55, with the aao of of ‘O'Callahghan’s —— 
Society, and several 


The authorities cited on 
of New York, the publications of the New York Historical 


others, were used for —— and the alleged erroneous pee obtained from 

some ofthem. The limits of this paper prevent discussion of historical matters, 

neither would it be profitable or of interest to the integrity of the publication. 
‘oe corrections shall be made in the next edition on 30, so as to conform 
ate gy doen al grt Br ope go One rego 

0 w ew Yor 

. — Island for $24 from the Indians instead of obtaining license to settle 

from King James I, are Du! m who purchased land, and not Dutchmen who 

3 on English land, or received favors from an English King. 


t THOMAS DONALDSON. 
Hon. Jonx 5 
United States Senate, Chairman Committee on the Library. 


Mr. HAWLEY. I may add in passing just a word. Part of the con- 
troversy referred, if I recollect aright, to the alleged discovery of the 
Hudson River by Hendrick Hudson. A latehistory of Albany, by Mr. 
Weise, discloses the fact, I believe not fully announced before, that one 
Giovanni Verazzano, an Italian, under the patronage of the Dutch gov- 
ernment, discovered the Hudson River some time before the famous 
Hendrick Hudson, in the year 1524. I wish to say that this letter is 
presented by me after consultation with the Senator from Delaware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The paper will be printed in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


SUSPENSION OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. ALLISON (at 8 o’clock a. m., on Wednesday, March 4). I ask 
unanimous consent that no further business be done until half past 9 
o'clock, but that the Senate in the mean time be considered in session 
for the purpose of appointing conferees only. 

Mr. BLAIR. I object. There may be a quorum between now and 

half past 9. [‘‘Oh, no!’’] 
`~ Mr. COCKRELL. There will be no business done by the Senate 
even if there is a quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro If there be no objection it will be 
understood that there will be no other business done but receiving re- 

rts of conference committees until half past 9 o'clock, and that the 
Renate is to be considered in session for that purpose and for no other. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is ordered accordingly. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


At 8 o’clock and 45 minutes a. m. a message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
vernment for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 
poses, insisted on its disagreement to the Senate amendments undis- 
posed of by the former conference, and to certain amendments, 
ying the bill, to the sixty-sixth amendment of the Senate to 
oer DOL Ar to the further conference e eee ee 
e votes of the two Houses thereo: appointed Mr. 
SAMUEL J. RANDALL of Pennsylvania, Mr. WILLIAM H. Forney of 
Alabama, and Mr. THOMAS RYAN of Kansas managers at the further 
conference on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of 
the House of Representatives on the sundry civil appropriation bill; 
which was read, as follows: 

In THRE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 3, 1885. 


votes of the two Houses thereon. 
uad Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Forney, and Mr. RYAN be the managers on 
the part of the House. 


Mr. ALLISON. Imovethat the Senate disagree to the amendments 
by the House of Representatives to the sixty-sixth amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill, and agree to the conference asked by the 


House of Representatives thereon. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senate agree to the motion 


from Iowa? cea ee The ayes ” 
have it, and the motion is: 

By unanimous consent, te President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
HALE, and Mr. BECK were appointed. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE submitted the report of the conferees on the naval appro- 
priation bill, which was read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that action on this 
report does not come under the agreement of the Senate. It will lie on 
che table for the present, to be called up bereafter. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CL its 
Clerk, announced that the House had concurred in the twenty-ninth 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8179) making appropria- 
tions for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
and that it had concurred in the first amendment of the Senate to said 
bill with an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of the 


te. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the first amendment of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other ; which was, in lieu of 
the sum oe by the Senate, to insert $344, 113.10.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The sor geo from Missouri moves 


that the Senate concurin the amendment by the House of 
tatives as stated in the message. 3 is on agreeing 
to the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


At 9 o’clock and 10 minutes a. m. a message from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 55 Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, announced that the House had 
disagreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8236) 
relating to sales for taxes in the District of Columbia, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. JOHN F. FOLLETT of Ohio, Mr. 
WILLIAM L. Witson of West Virginia, and Mr. Lovis E. McComas 
of Maryland managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S, 
2668) granting a pension to John M. Milton. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the fo nip dt enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President 


reece H. H. 633) granting a pension to Mm Lydia 8. Huggins; 
A bill (H. . 4456) grantinga pension to Bt. Col. ©. K. Gl 
) granting a pension to Bvt. Col. C. A. Cilley, of 


A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Matilda 
A bill fl. R- 7907) granting a pension to Matilda Co 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE (at 10 o’clock and 5 minutes a. m.). I call the con- 
ference report on the naval appropriation bill and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the conference com- 
mittee will be laid before the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ng votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate a the bill of the House 8239, making 
otra for — be — service for the fiscal year ending June 30, — 90 fe for 


The m 


; and 
n. 


ving r and free conference naso recom- 
eni bed So romanien m oma m piema o 
. from its amendments numbered 63.13, 14, 15, —. 30, hed 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
„ 9,11 16,21, Ee 24,27,29, many py ETE 

That the 8 the amendment of the Senate 
numbered to the same with au amendment aafo follows: Atthe end 


ofs said eee 


consti ch other adviso h deem necessary 
8 ＋ 8 N 
d the agree to the same, 
P. B. BLUMB, ` 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
WALDO HUTOHINS, 
SAML. J. RANDALL, 
JNO. D. LONG, 
aadis on thé part of tha Hones: 
Mr. HALE. I move that the report be concurred in. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
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Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had the follow- 
ing enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were pon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 78) to provive for theretirement of Col. Henry J. Hunt 
as a major-general in the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 383) granting a pension to Creet H. Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 411) granting a pension to Elizabeth Conner; 

A bill (H. R. 552) granting a pension to Lemuel J. Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 603) granting a pension to Rachel Nickell; 

A bill (H. R. son granting a pension to Nelly Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 1401) to amend section 1556 of the Revised Statutes, 
giving longevity-pay to certain officers of the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 1587) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Ran- 
dall, widow of Capt. Fernando Randall; 

A bill (H. R. 1873) for the relief of Edward Kraemer; 

A Da H. R. 2263) for the relief of the State National Bank of Bos- 
ton, Mass; 

A bill (H. R. 2457) granting a pension to Richard Dillon; 

A bill (H. R. 3340) granting a pension to James M. Pike; 

A bill (H. R. 3556) granting a pension to Mrs, Lucretia G. Ripley; 

A bill (H. R. 3735) granting a pension to Mary A. Grennon; 


A bill (H. R. 4021) granting a pension to Abraham Cover; 
A bill (H. R. 4216) granting a pension to David N. Bryan; 
A bill (H. R. 4458) granting a pension to Harlan Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 4668) for the relief of Nathaniel Pond, jr.; 
Ms bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of Sarah E. Webster, administra- 
U 
A bill (H. R. 4878) granting a pension to Emma O. Zeigler; 
A bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to Joshua F. Justice; 
A bill (H. R. 5146 ting a ion to Jesse C. Buck; 
A bill (H. R. 5304) for the reliefof Mary Royal; 
A bill (f. R. 5509) for the benefit of soldiers and sailors who have 
Jost an arm at the shoulder joint; 
A bill (H. R. 5691) amending section 764 of the Revised Statutes; 
A bill (H. R. 5728) granting a pension to Anna Beck; 
A bill (H. R. 5740) for the relief of Grigsby Foster; 
A bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson; 
A bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Jones; 
A bill (H. R. 6775) granting a pension to Edward Wilcox; 
A bill (H. R. 6904) for the relief of John F. Chase; 
A bill (H. R. 6960) for the relief of Charles L. Alden; 
A bill (H. R. 7047 granting a pension to Patrick Murphy; 
A bill (H. R. 7170) for the relief of Frederick Hutton; 
A bill (H. R. 7177) granting a pension to William H. Kinman; 
A bill (H. R. 7178) granting an increase of pension to John O. Gard- 
$ ; 
A bill (H. R. 7248) to increase the pension of James D. Brent; 
A bill f. R. 2510 granting a pension to Judson Bostwick; 
A bill (H. R. 7340) granting a pension to John Sparr; 
A bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; 


A bill (H. R. 7618) granting a pension to Harry H.G. Kislingbury, Wal- 
ter F. Kislingbury, Wheeler Schofield Kislingbury, and Douglas E. L. 
Kislingbury, respectively, children of the late Frederick F. Kisling- 
bury, a lieutenant in the Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 7728) for the relief Pardon H. Morey; 

A bill (H. R. 7863) granting a pension to Thomas M. McChesney; 

A bill (H. R. 7938) granting a pension to Amanda Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 700} granting a pension to Joseph Sansom; 

A bill (H. R. 7992) for the relief of Christian Arndt; 

A bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of William Stansberry; 

A bill (H. R. 8069) granting a pension to Catherine Helton; 

A bill (H. R. 8091) granting a pension to David Sears; 

A bill (H. R. 8136) for the relief of Addison M. Copen; 

A bill (H. R. 8132) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Rachael 
A. Queen; 

A bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 


PU bill (H. R. 8142 ting a pension to Mrs. Lucy Parr; 

A bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth; 

A bill (i R. 8155) granting a pension to Addie L. Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, exeou- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8187) granting a pension to Chancey G. Darrah; 

A bill (H. R. 8229) granting a ion to James Dye; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) in relation to the claim made by Dr. 
John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of projec- 
tiles claimed as the invention of said Read, and by him alleged to have 
been used pursuant toa contract or arrangement made between him and 
the War Department, and for which no compensation has been made. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. CONGER. What is the ob ee order of business ? 
Mr. FRYE. The river and harbor bill. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. COCKRELL in the chair). The reg- | the 


ular order is the bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for the preserva- 
tion and continuation of certain public works on rivers aud harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill be consid- 
ered, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan asks the 
unanimons consent of the Senate that the bill the title of which has 
been named be taken up and passed. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill just read by 
its title be taken up and by unanimous consent considered as read the 
third time and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Michigan asks 
unanimous consent that the bill the title of which has just been read 
shall be taken up and considered as read the third time and passed. 

Mr. PLATT. I raise the point of order that the bill can not be 

in that way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. CONGER. I have not heard the point of order stated. 

Mr. PLATT. The bill can not be passed in that way. 

Mr. CONGER. Iheard the Senator make a point of order, but I could 
not hear what it was so as to answer. 

CHRISTOPHER PHILLIPS. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I move to take up the resolution I 
offered yesterday recommending the payment of a sum of money to 
Christopher Phillips for services. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama asks unan- 
imous consent that a resolution, which will be read for information, be 
taken from the table and considered. 

The Chief Clerk read the following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. MORGAN: : 

t 
AAAA e EE r E oa eee 
ment of the Sergeant-at-Arms from November 10 to December 1, 1884. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. CONGER. Let the river and harbor bill be informally laid aside 
that this may be considcred, not to lose its place in the order of business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Unanimous consent is asked, Is there 
objection to the present consideration of this resolution? The Chair 
hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate 


the business pending when the active business of the Senate was sus- 


pended by unanimous consent. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Cuter CLEnK. A bill (H. R. 8280) making appropriations for 
the preservation and continuation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is still in Committee of 
the Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. CONGER. Now ask for a vote on the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifno further amendment be pro- 
posed the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PLUMB. I movethat the bill do lie on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask consent that the bill be informally laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the bill be informally laid aside subject to call. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. CONGER. Not with this motion pending. 

Mr. PLUMB, I withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas asks leave 
to withdraw his motion to lay on the table. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. The Senator from Massachusetts asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be informally laid aside. 

Mr. CONGER. For what purpose? 

Mr. HOAR. Because there is an obvious impropriety in attempting 
to take up time with it now. 

Mr. CONGER. One Senator is responsible. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the bill being 
informally laid aside? 

Mr. CONGER. I know of no other business to occupy the attention 
of the Senate, and I should like a vote on the bill. The Senate has 
been waiting during the whole of the last twenty-four hours for an op- 
portunity to have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concutring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PLUMB. I renew the motion that the bill do lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kansas moves that 
the bill lie on the table. 

Mr. CONGER. On that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The Kerr and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
10 
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Mr. COLQUITT (when hie pa pee was called). Iam paired withthe | Mr. CONGER. I desire the Senator to state what amendments the 


Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pu 

Mr. COCKRELL (when Papo was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN]. Not knowing how he would vote 
if he were present, I shall not vote. 

The roll-call having been concluded, the result was announced—yeas 
28, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—22. 
Allison, Dawes, Hoar, Pike, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Ingalls, Platt, 
Blair, Fair, McPherson, Plumb, 
Brown, rye, Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Cameron of Pa. Hale Miller of N. V., Sewell, 
Cameron of Wis., Harrison, Mitchell, Vart Wyck, 
Cullom, Hill, Morrill, Ison, 
NAYS—21. 
Beck, Dolph, Maxey, Vest, 
Butler, Garland, Miller of Cal., Walker, 
mden, George, Palmer, Williams. 
Gorman, Sabin, 
Coke, Jackson, Slater, 
Conger, Jonas, Vance, 
ABSENT—27. 
Aldrich, Groome, Lamar, Pugh, 
ta Lowa, Riddlebe 
* rger, 
Cockrell, Hawley. k McMillan, Sawyer, 
uitt, Jonesof Florida, Mahone, Sherman, 
-Fariey, Jones of Nevada, Mo Voorhees, 
Gibson, Kenna, P eton, 


So the motion to lay the bill on the table was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the reports of the com- 
mittees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 8239) meN propriations for the naval service for 


the fiscal year June 30, 1886. and for other purposes; and 
A bill GK. R. appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
sr the Government year ending June 30, 1886, and for 


5 that the House had passed the bill (S. 
723) for the relief of Eugene B. Rail and others. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A AA TE EAE shah ths OR Gin Sones E 
the fo! enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were there- 


by the President pro 
1 bf (8. 2568 2668) granting a denen to John M. Milton; 
A N (H. R. 4684) for 


Tennessee; 
A bill (H. b to Amanda Allen; and 
Joint resolution 7) to pore for printing additional 
copies of the S en Military Panis on LADIES 
tion of national homes for disabled volunteer soldiers. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


z EME: ALLISON. From the conference committee on the sundry civil 
riation bill I make a report. 
Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses on 
amendments of the Senate to the Government for the feel year ending June 8 

ci of the the fiscal June 30, 

having met, aving met, after fall aud conference have 
mmend to ve Houses as follows: 
Senate recede from its — — numbered 12, 49, 59, 136, 142, 195, 


achas the House recede frost its disagreemen V 
umpered 6, 18. 14, 1 7 1 0 ee 25, 26, 27, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 
42, 6,47 48,0 lr s $, BA, 85, 56,57, 6L, 62, 6, 124, 183, 140, 166, "173, 199, 194, 196,197, 


bet the 3 8 from its disa ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and Ba the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed 1 and the Senate agree to the same 

That the Senate recede from its V 


665, same, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of A Senate 


numbered 131, and to the same 

of said amendment words to be used for an savanos course of instruction 
for naval officers,” and in lieu of the sum proposed insert $8,000; ” and strike 
out also, after the word “ Sonara; the following: “ Por Ee of one clerk to offi- 
‘gor in charge of building, $1, 000; in all, 512,000; and the Senate agree to the 


en pat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 141, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: og lieu of 
the sum proposed insert "$200,000; ” and the Senate to the same. 
= B. ALLISON, 


, Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr ALLISON. I move that the Senate agree to the report. 


relief of certain citizens of Marion. 


Senate yield in regard to public buildings. 

Mr. ALLISON, None whatever. All the public buildings inserted 
by the Senate, I will say to the Senator, except the Washington city 

office, are retained in the bill. 

Mr. CONGER: And as they were? 

Mr. ALLISON. As they were inserted by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
report. 

The report was concurred in. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the Honse of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8236) relating to sales for 
taxes in the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 8239) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 
poses; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


' DISTRICT TAX SALES. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I present the conference report on House bill 8236. 
The Chief Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disa; ing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate w the bill (H. R. 8236) entitled “An act relating 
to sales for taxes in the District of Col ambia” having met, after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 1. 

That tbe House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, substituting for the words stricken out by the Senate the words 
“and the affidavit hereinafter required,” and agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the follo wing words: 


further, 1 That where the commissioners are ayer ar that any lot is 
2 — actual homestead ep 5 the owner and that it comprises the principal portion 
a sum in full payment of the same, not less than 

sree 9 7 of the lot.” 


And insert the following: 
„That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to affect pend- 
ing suits.“ And the Senate agree to the same. 
W. ALDRICH, 


Foun INGALLS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
LOUIS E. McCOMAS, 
JOHN F. FOLLETT, 
W. L. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. MORGAN. I call for the reading of amendment No. 1, to which 
the House more oe 
The PRESIDING- OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). The 
Senator from Alabama calls for the reading of amendment No. 1. The 
Secretary will read the amendment. 
The Cuter CLERK. In line 3, after the word ‘í taxes,” the Senate 
struck out the wo “or sesessmients 2> eee 
That hereaſter sales of real 


of the District, 40. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island is that the Senate concur in the report of the conference 
committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if I understand that, the agreement 
between the conferees of the House and the Senate keeps in the words 
in respect of special assessments. I object to the concurrence of the 
Senate in the amendment proposed by the conference committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not able to hear what the Senator says. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senate please be in . 
and cease conversation? The Senator from verses can not be heard. 

Mr. MORGAN. The pointI make is this: The Senate struck out 
so much of the bill as included special assessments,“ and I under- 
stand that thereportof the committee of conference restores those words 
to the bill. If that be the fact, Iam opposed to concurring in the report. 
I do not know that I need to amplify the reasons; the Senate under- 
stands the reasons. It was somewhat discussed last night and I sup- 
posed it was thoroughly understood. I hope that the Senate will not 
concur in restoring the words stricken out by the Senate from the bill. 

The PRESIDING. OFFICER. The amendment will be read again 
for a better understanding of the point. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 3, after the word takes, the Senate 
struck out the words or assessments.“ 

Mr. MORGAN. Do J understand that the House refuses to strike 
out those words? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. The words are retained in the bill? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. MORGAN. Then I hope the Senate will not adopt the report, 
but that we shall further insist upon that amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Senate con- 
cur in the report of the committee of conference? 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for a separate vote on the first amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that that vote 
can not be taken, but it must be taken on the motion to concur. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I hope the Senate will not concur in the re- 


rt. 

* ALDRICH. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment is more important than any other 
part of the bill. 

Mr. CONGER. That bill was passed this morning by the Senate with 
the express understanding that the words or assessments“ should be 
stricken out, and they were stricken out in the Senate, and then a con- 
ference was ordered on the part of the Senate, and the conference cem- 
mittee left the Senate and went into conference and agreed to restore 
the very words without the striking out of which the bill could not 
have passed the Senate to-day. It could not have been called up. It 
‘was only by consent and agreement that those words should be stricken 
out that the bill was enabled to be called up and acted upon. Now I 
dak tbs Senate bos Tenisa 10 costeuh in the coperk, Soe T pay 1b tx CONNY 
to the understanding and agreement and instruction to the conference 
committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was not present in the Senate at the time this 
bill was taken up and passed, and know nothing of any understanding 
in to this amendment. I was placed upon the conference com- 
mittee, and found that the House would not agree to this amendment, 
and the Senate conferees were obliged to yield. The chairman of the 
Committee on the District Ang eee ed the bill up, and iste ae 
was such understan appointing the conferees he probably is 
ware I know of no such understanding. I will say further, in 
reply to the Senator from Michigan, that the bill is right and that it 
ee without those words. The bill might as well fail as 

with —.— words left out. 

. BAYARD. I think it much better that the billshould fail than 
that it should pass without avery fall und ing of its provisions. 
It affects the property of a great number of very poor ga and how- 
ever desirable it may be to collect taxes it is not collect them 
at the cost of injustice. I hope the will not be concurred in. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All the amendments offered by the Senator from 
Delaware [Mr. BAYARD] are retained in the bill; all the amendments 
offered by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS], the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], and all the other amendments affording ad- 
ditional protection and guards to tax-payers are retained in the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill in the shape in which it is now presented 


to the Senate is ly a deeree of forfeiture of the lands of some poor 
people in the city of Washington for the purpose of speculators. When 
this bill was called by the Senate last t objection was made to its 


being taken up. Thereupon Senators concerned on both sides agreed 
to take it up on the rer Soe that these words were to 
be stricken out of the b 

This bill has been in the Senate for several days. Amend- 
ments were offered and adopted by the Senate of an important character. 
When the bill was called up again for its final I had the honor 
of objecting to its being taken up out of its order for consideration. 
So the chairman of the Committee on the District of Columbia, in 
of the bill, hada conference with other Senators on this subject, and we 

that these words should be stricken out of the bill; and under 
that condition this bill was taken up and put on its passage without 
further objection, and a committee of conference was immediately asked 
by the Senator who moved the bill. That is a somewhat novel pro- 
ceeding; at the same time I think it is entirely legitimate; but the action 
of the Senate on the motion of the chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia in striking out these words should have been consid- 
ered and received by this committee of conference as an instruction that 
they should insist that these words should go out. This bill would 
never have passed the Senate with those words in it. The body of the 
Senate, I am quite satisfied, would have resisted the passage of a meas- 
ure ec would have taken from these people their homes, 

OORHEES. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? 

~ Mr. GEORGE. We can not hear a word the Senator from Alabama is 
saying. Itis a very important question, and I should like to hear him. 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. VOORHEES, I ask that the matter under consideration be laid 
aside informally for the purpose of taking up a bill which has just | Sena 
reached here from the House on a subject that the Senate has also 

a bill upon; but this is the only way in which to reach a con- 


clusion. It is in regard to a lost certificate of deposit for one of the passed 


banks in Indiana, and is a matter in which the Finance Committee has 
been consulted and on which the House has acted. It is a bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a duplicate certificate of 
arpon to the People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind. 
ALDRICH. In view of the evident intention to the dis- 
cussion upon the conference report, I will consent thatit shall lay aside 


and will not ask any action, disclaiming at the same time any under- 
standing or agreement, so far as I was concerned and which came within 
my knowledge, that this amendment was to be yielded to in committee 
or elsewhere. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the suggestion of the Senator from 
Rhode Island to that the conference report submitted by him lie 
on the table? The Chair hears no objection, and such will be the order. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President’ pro tempore. 

PEOPLE’S NATIONAL BANK OF LAWRENCEBURG, IND. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I now ask 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 7706) to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a duplicate certificate of 
deposit to the People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I renew my request for the consideration of the 
bill just received. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana nye 
VOORHEES] asks the Senate to take up a bill on the table, the 
which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill (H. R. 7706) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue a duplicate certificate of deposit to the 
People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind.” 

By unanimous consent, the bill was —— twice, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CON GER. I can not hear a word of the bill. Will the Sena- 
tor state briefly what the bill is? 

Mr. VOORHEES. It is a bill to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue a duplicate for a lost certificate of deposit to one of 
the banks in Indiana. 

Mr. CONGER. All right. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 


pro tempore: 

5275 bill (H. R. 6760) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Rock Island, Ills., and Davenport, Iowa, and 
to establish it as a 5 and 

A bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for 
prior years, and for other purposes. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. GROOME, it was 


Be phew kin 8 Fike il of rte eee har 9 of as Sen- 
papers in suppo corporate North Capt ig —— Gien- 
wood Cemetery Horse road Company, subject to the rules of the Senate. 


RETIRED GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 


A message from the House of aod, plato ging oy Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the bill 2 2530) to au- 
thorize an additional appointment on the retired- list of the Army. 

Mr. INGALLS. I that the bill just received from the House of 
Representatives may be read at length. 

The PRESIDIN! G OFFICER (Mr. GARLAND in the chair). 
Senator from Kansas asks that the bill just received from the 
Representatives be read at len 
tary will read the bill at len 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Be it enacted, &c., That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, 


authorized, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint on the 
retired-list of the Army of the United States, from those who have been 
Generals commandin: :.. tng rte nerals-in-Chief of said 
rank and full of such General or General-in- 
y pow allowed b 

acco: ly. 


The 
ouse of 
If there. be no objection, the Secre- 


Army, one person with the 
ad as the case may be; and the total num 
said retired-list shall , on such appointment, 
[Arce on the floor and in the galleries. ] 
GALLS. Mr. President, the nation knows who that one 
a means. Iask unanimous consent that the reference of this 
3 a committee be waived and that it now be considered by the 


Several SENATORS. It is a Senate bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a Senate bill, and the House has 
it without amendment. No further action, in the opinion of 
the Chair, is necessary. [Applause in the galleries. ] 
NOTIFICATION TO PRESIDENT. 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I offer the following resolution and 
ask for its present 
That a committee of two anions of 


the Senate be nted to join 


ives to wait 


Resolved, 
such committee as may be appointed by the House of Represen 
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upon the President of the United States and inform him that Congress, having 


finished its is now ready to close its session by adjournment, 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the committee on the part of the Senate; and Mr. MORRILL 
and Mr. HARRIS were appointed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had a resolution that a 
committee of three members be appointed on the part of the House, to 
join such committee as may be appointed by the Senate, to wait upon 
the President of the United States and inform him that Congress, hav- 
ing finished its business, is now ready to close its session by adjourn- 
ment,“ and that Mr. WILLIAM M. SPRINGER of Illinois, Mr. S. S. 
Cox of New York, and Mr. T. B. REED of Maine were appointed the 
committee on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (S. 2530) to ‘authorize an additional appoint- 
ment on the retired-list; and itwas thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore. 

[The announcement of the signature of the President pro tem was 
seita with ECE abbas OA the Sook Aha ia the Ballali] 


JOINT COMMISSION ON SIGNAL SERVICE, ETC. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
suance of the authority conferred by the sundry civil appropriation act 
in one of its clauses, that he appoints Senator MORGAN, of Alabama, 
to fill a vacancy in the joint commission, consisting of three Senators 
and three Representatives, to consider the present organization of the 
Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and Geodetic Survey, and the 
Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the enrolled 
bill (S. 723) for the relief of Eugene B. Rail and others; and it was 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had this 
day approved and signed the following acts and joint resolutions: 

An act (S. 66) providing for allotment of lands in severalty to the In- 
dians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of Oregon, 
and granting prena therefor, and for other purposes; 

An act (S. 84) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain 
the amounts due to citizens of the United States for supplies furnished 
to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minnesota subsequent to June 1, 
1861, and prior bag the massacre of August, 1862, and providing for the 

yment thereof; 

An act (S. cae granting increase of pension to Elijah W. Penny; 

S. 723) for the relief of Eugene B. Rail and others; 
S. 1113) granting a pension to Anne E. Manchester; 
S. 1612) granting a pension to Bryson R. McCartney; 
S. 1633) granting a pension to James Bond; 
Sua granting a pension to the widow and children of the 
itney; 
. 1811) granting a pension to Anne T. Dicks; 
. 1836) granting an increase of pension to Sarah Hague; 
. 1877) granting increase of pension to John Hall; 
. 1911) for the relief of Duncan L. Clinch, of the State of 
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. 2125) granting a pension to Sarah Jane Prince; 

. 2153) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Brockett; 

. 2245) granting a pension to William N. Morris; 

. 2262 ee pension to Sedate P. Martin; 

. 2268) for the relief of Robert J. Ballort; 

. 2279) granting a pension to Lewis L. Canady; 

. 2302) granting a pension to John Lowe; 

. 2316) granting a pension to Mrs. Cordelia Brainerd Thomas; 
0 granting a pension to Sarah A. White; 


— — —— 
n 


mn 
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. 2437) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Gordon; 

. 2443) granting an increase of pension to Polly Young; 

s 3530) granting a pension to Robert Sheridan; 

. 2530) to authorize an additional appointment on the re- 
the Army; 

. 2546) granting a pension to Charlotte C. B. Hatch; 

. 2607) granting a pension to Mary B. Holmes; 

. 2619) granting an increase of pension to Martha Hughes; 
2620) granting a pension to Thomas H. Boaz; 


TARRA 


mn 


TZ 


SRRRERBERRRREBEREE 


rePabbebbeebebber 


92 


The Chair will announce, in pur- | rank. 


A bill (S. 2668) granting a pension to John M. Milton; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 100) authorizing the printing of certain naval 
and military reports; 

Joint resolution (S, R. 114) to provide for printing the annual re- 
ports of the Smithsonian Institution; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 122) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan 
twelve hospital tents and outfits to the American Society of the Red 
Cross for use in New Orleans. 

GENERAL ULYSSES S. GRANT. 


Am in writing was received from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
essage in writing from the President, which will be read: 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
To the honorable GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 

President pro tempore of the Senate of the United States: 

Sim: The in ication, al han executi k 

Tyak ie eee oe, g commun: n, although an ve message, may 
7 CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 

WASHINGTON, March 3, 1885, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
To the Senate of the United States : 

Inominate Ulysses 8. Grant, formerly commanding the armies of the United 
States, to be General on the retired-list of the Army, with the full pay of such 


CHESTER A. ARTHUR. 


m 


The accompanying communication 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, : 
Washington, March 3, 1885. 


8 applause on the floor and in the galleries, ] 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Manifestations of applause are en- 
tirely irregular. The Chair asks unanimous consent that this nomina- 
tion be now considered with open doors. Is there objection? The 
Chair hearsnone. Thequestionis: Will the Senate advise and consent 
to this appointment? The Senators in the affirmative will say ay.“ 
e response was unanimously in the affirmative. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The ‘‘ayes’’ have it unanimously. 
[Great applause on the floor and in the galleries. ] 

Mr. CONGER. I move that the President be notified of the action 
of the Senate on that last nomination. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be entered if there 
be no objection. — 
NOTIFICATION TO THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. MORRILL and Mr. Harris, of the joint committee who were ap- 
pointed to wait upon the President of the United States and inform 
him that Congress was ready to adjourn, appeared at the bar of the 
Senate, and, 

Mr. MORRILL said: Mr. President, the joint committee appointed 
to notify the President of the United States that the Senate House 
of Representatives were about toclose their business by a final adjourn- 
ment have performed that duty, and have been informed by the Presi- 
dent that he has no further communication to make. 


SWEARING IN OF VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Vice-President-elect (Hon. Thomas A. Hendricks, of Indiana) 
entered the Chamber, accompanied by Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. RANSOM, 
and Mr. HAWLEY, members of the committee of arrangements for the 
inauguration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators, the Chair has the pleasure 
to announce that the Vice-President of the United States elect is in the 
Senate Chamber, and, if agreeable to him, the Chair will administer to 
him the oath of office. 

Thereupon Mr. HENDRICKS took and subscribed the oath prescribed 
by law, and was conducted to a seat at the right of the President pro 


e PRESIDENT pro tem Senators, we now close another epoch 
in the course of the Republic under the Constitution. The brief period 
of our national existence has, by the exertion of the co-ordinated forces 
of national and State systems, brought the experiment of free social 
and political government to an established and secure triumph. 

I think I may safely say for us all that we believe that the long years 
to come in the future of the Republic will more and more increase the 
peace, liberty, order, and security of all the people of our country. 

But perhaps it may not be improper for me to say that, in view of 
our recent experience, it may be doubted whether Con can con- 
gratulate itself on being the best example of a legislative body con- 
ducting its business with that deliberate and timely diligence which is 
the inseparable handmaid of wisdom and justice, as well in the mak- 
ing asin the administration of laws. It is I think an evil of 
and growing proportions that measures of the greatest importance, re- 
quiring much time for proper examination and discussion in detail, are 
brought to our consideration so late that it is not possible to deal with 
them intelligently, and which we are tempted (overtempted I fear) to 
enact into laws in the hope that fortune rather than time, study, and 
reflection will take care that the Republic suffer no detriment. 


The Chair has heard with deep sensibility of the resolution you have 
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kindly adopted concerning the administration of his duties, and he begs 
to express sincerely his gratitude for it. If, in the course of the execu- 
tion of his duties, he has (as he sometimes may have done) wounded 
the feelings of any Senator or officer of the Senate, he can truly say 
that he has not intentionally given offense to any one; and in closing 
this session of the Senate he assures every Senator, whether retiring or 
continuing in publie duty, that he wishes for him every friendly good 
wish, and hopes that he may long enjoy all the happiness that can be 
realized by citizen or Senator. 
He now declares the Senate adjourned without day. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 3, 1885. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Joun S. LINDSAY, D. D. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, is it in order at this time, before 
the Journal is read, to move to take a recess? If so, I desire to make 
a motion to take a recess until 10 o’clock to-night. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] 
moves that the House take @ recess until 10 o’clock to-night. The 
Chair desires to state that, owing to the fact that the House was in 
almost continuous session from 11 o’clock yesterday until 4 o’clock 
this morning, the Journal is not completed. 

A MEMBER. How soon will it be completed? 

Tue SPEAKER. In about two hours, the Chair is informed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the reading of the Jour- 
nal be di with for the present. 

The SP. If there be no objection, the reading of the Journal 
will be dispensed with until it is prepared. 

There was no objection. _ 

Mr. SPRINGER. I move to suspend the rules and adopt an amend- 
Seay PAE Tree uae DVR, Nee enn ares mt Yond Sr pee tade 

Mr. VALENTINE. I ask that my motion be put to the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Pending a motion to suspend the rules there is 
but one motion—to adjourn—in order. 

The SPEAKER. But the motion to the rules is objected 
to because the gentleman from Nebraska insists on the regular order, 
which is the motion to take a recess. 

Mr. VALENTINE. I insist upon that Mr. S 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, as soon as the reading of che Jour- 
nal is dispensed with is not a motion to suspend the rules in order? 

Mr. VALENTINE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
SPRINGER] is out of order. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. In the first place, a contested- 
election case is pen 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then the Chair holds that this is the pending 

question ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so holds. The House decided on yes- 
terday to consider the case, and the question was stated to the House 
in the form provided by the rules, that is by the reading aloud at the 
Clerk’s desk of the resolution reported from the Committee on Elec- 
tions. Pending that question the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VAL- 
ENTINE] moves that the House takea recess. Now, evenif the motion 
to take a recess were not pending, a motion to suspend the rules could 
not be entertained at this time if the regular order were insisted upon. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The regular order being the contested-election 
ease. 

Mr. VALENTINE. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is before the House; but pend- 
ing that, a motion to take a recess and a motion to adjourn are in order 
under the rules. 

Mr. LEWIS. But can there not be a motion to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The difficulty is that there is a motion pending 
before the House; and that, a motion to suspend the rules can 
not be made if objected to. It can be done by unanimous consent, and 
the Chair has, upon two or three occasions, gentlemen con- 
nected with appropriation bills to ask for unanimous consent to sus- 
ont the rules and the unanimous consent has been granted. [Cries 

AT S order !”] 
r. HEWITT, of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 
e 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I desire to i alag whether, under the 
new rule ag an hour each day i imm after the reading of 
the Journal for the consideration of bills pagers there are not ten or 


mee objections, that hour does not take precedence over the unfinished 
usiness. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks a contested-election case, being 
a matter of the highest privilege under the Constitution, is in order at 
all times, unless by unanimous consent, after the House has once de- 


termined to proceed with its consideration and after the question has 
been stated to the House, as was done in this case yesterday. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Does the Chair place that decision upon the 
ground that the election case is unfinished business? 

The SPEAKER. Unfinished business, and also a privileged matter 
of the highest character, except reports from committees of conference. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Does either of these take precedence of the 
positive rule of the House that immediately after the reading of the 
Journal there shall be an hour set apart for the consideration of bills 
to which not more than ten members object ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is a matter of the - 
est privilege, and, if insisted upon, it must be ed as entitled to 
the floor. That has been the universal practice of the House. When 
the House has once engaged in the consideration of the contested-elec- 
tion case, it has gone on with it day after day immediately after the 
reading of the Journal. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Is that the case as against the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. Against everything except reports from conference 
committees, which under another rule of the House are in order at all 
times except when the Journal is being read, when the roll is being 
called, and when the House is dividing. The regular order is insisted 


upon. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to inquire whether by unanimous consent 
a resolution could be introduced spate to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent anything can be done. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. O’FERRALL. I object. = 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
Soe Seating Dad ͤĩVöv apa Seed o See bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker si 

A bill Pa as R. 449) to provide for the eee sale of lots in 
Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 652) for the relief of Brannin, Summers & Co.; 

A bill H R. 4089) to empower the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to examins the claim of and providing for the payment of 
Outerbridge Horsey, assignee; 

A bill (S. 2577) to authorize the printing of the eulogies delivered in 
Congress upon the late Henry B. Anthony; and 

A bill (S. 2666) to provide for the printing of the report and proceed- 
ings of the commission to provide suitable ceremonies. for the dedica- 
tion of the Washington Monument. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed to by the House 
to the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations forsundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year June 30, 1886, and for 
other purposes, agreed to the conference asked by the House on thedisa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses, and had ted as conferees on the 
part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. BECK. , 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair submits a personal request on behalf of 

a gentleman who is absent from the House on account of sickness. 
Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. THROCKMORTON asks leave to print in the RECORD remarks on his educa- 
tional bill. 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] that the House take a recess until 10 
o’clock this evening. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I move to amend that motion by striking out 
10“ and inserting ‘‘9.’’ 

Mr. CONVERSE. I rise to a point of order. My point is that after 
the motion was made last evening to take a recess until 9 o’clock the 
House adjourned, and therefore that motion is not the pending ques- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. CONVERSE. But the question is on the demand for the pre- 
vious quesa, as made by the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
BENNETT]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina has not de- 
manded the previeus question. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I so understood him. 

Mr. VALENTINE. He never did make that motion. My motion 
is pendin; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation; there is no dif- 
ficulty about it under the rules. When the House took a recess until 
9 o’clock this morning all other motions for a recess of course fell; and 
certainly when the House adjourned this morning all motions then 
penca Aea recess fell. Butas soon as the House reassembled, and 

tely after the reading of the Journal was for the present dis- 
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with, the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. VALENTINE] made a 
motion that the House take a recess until 10 o'clock this evening. 
That motion is now pending. 

Mr. CONVERSE. I understood the gentleman to claim that it was 
unfinished business, 

Mr. VALENTINE. Oh, no. 

The SPEAKER. No; the Chair decided that the contested-election 
case was unfinished business, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEP- 
BURN] moves to amend the motion of the gentleman from Nebraska by 
striking out 10 and inserting ‘‘9.”’ 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out 9“ and inserting ‘‘8,’’ 

The question being taken on Mr. PETTIBONE’s amendment to the 
amendment there were—ayes 4, noes 41. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. VALENTINE and Mr. SPRINGER were 
appointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported none in the af- 
firmative, 75 in the negative. 

Mr. VALENTINE. No quorum. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a question of personal privilege. I de- 
mand that the rules of this House for which we have such a profound 
reverence shall be enforced; and I ask for the reading of the seventh 

h of the fourteenth commandment of the House of Representa- 
tives. tives, [Laughter. J Lean not sit here and have gentlemen smoke all 
the time in the area in the rear of the seats. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the clause of the rule indi- 
cated by the gentleman; and the Chair will call the special attention 
of cee Ha and officers of the House to this rule, because the matter to 
which the gentleman from Colorado has referred is one about which 
frequent complaints are made to the Chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

While the e, is poss l e or addressing the cain no member 
shall walk out of or across nor, when a 8 is speaking, be- 
tween him and the Chair; me durit ne session of the House no 5 
wear his hat, or remain by the Cler Romney tie A Se ee ee ea ce as 
counting of ballots, or smoke upon the floor of the Ho t- at- 
Arms and Doorkeeper are charged wi tu tho sition anlo OAO of tate 

Mr. BELFORD. Now I ask that the Speaker, who is the organ of 
this House, shall direct the Sergeant-at-Arms under that rule to en- 
force its requirement. The general place of smoking is right in the 
rear of where I sit; and I say we should be exempt from this nuisance 
at least until to-morrow at 12 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
forcement of the rule. It is the duty of the of the House named 
in the rule to see that it is ; and the Chair has only a day or 

directed those officers to see that it is rigidly executed, because | occu 
there is very t complaint to the Chair almost every day of the ses- 
sion in to the violation of this rule. The Chair hopes that 
members will respect the rule of the House, and if they desire to smoke 
will leave the floor for that popes 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsyl I ask by unanimous consent, Mr. 
Speaker, that the House now proceed tothe consideration of bills under 
the new rule for one hour to-day. 

Mr. BUDD. I have eee ee e POTYA Ea 
ing that motion in order that I might call up for consideration the San 
Francisco bill. 

I object. 


Mr. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I rise, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of sub- 
mitting a privileged report, which I send up to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the ing votes of the two Houses on 


That the | Senate recede from its 5 numbered 9 

That the House recede from its — to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 13 and 15, and e 

On the amendments of the Senate 8 3, 4, 5, 6, 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 
they have been unable to agree. 


WM. B. ALLISON, 
JAS. B. BEC. 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read thestatement accompany- 
ing the conference report under the rule of the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The on the of the House of the conference on the — 
88 wo 3 the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H E 


and the action 8 
portation at $14,010,000; strikes out of the bill the provision to require 


to insist upon the en- |- 


the Bureau of Engraving and Prin envelopes, and 
postal cards, and by tebe pom verbal of tthe bill, 

The amendments d 1 relate to 3 rent of third - class post-offices, 
— question of foreign mail portation, and the special stamp-delivery 
service. 


R. W. TOWNSHEND, 
26. 8. HOLMAN, 
Managers on the: of the House. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, it will be seen from the reading 
of the report that the conferees on the part of the House and Senate 
have reached an agreement on all amendments to the Post-Office ap- 
propriation bill except three. The first of those amendments is the 
one inserted by the Senate, extending the authority of the Postmaster- 
General to make contracts for lease of premises at the expense of the 
Government for third-class offices as well as first and second class offices. 
The second is the di ent with that amendment of the Senate 
making appropriations for the ocean mail service. The third relates to 
the other sections of the bill, providing for the issuance of 10-cent spec- 
ial delivery stamps. 

The conferees have declined to yield on the first of the amendments 
I have mentioned relating to leases for third-class offices for the reason 
we believe it * the door to a much larger expenditure than at this 
time ought to be permitted. The numberof f in the United 
States reaches nearly 50,000. The number already where the Post- 
master-General is authorized to make leases of buildings does not ex- 
ceed four hundred, and they are of the first and second classes. 

The number of offices of the third class amount to nearly 1,900, and 
by next year no doubt will reach 2,000. If this amendment is adopted, 
in my judgment it will render necessary we shall increase the appro- 
priation necessary for leasing buildings for the purpose indicated nearly 
four times as much as is now provided for in the bill as it left the 
House. In other words it is believed, Mr. Speaker, ae 8 Wagers un- 
derstood it properly, it will require an increase not less 
and may reach a million more than is provided 8 
by the Senate. 

It is claimed by those who advocate this extension of the power of 
the Postmaster-General for leasing buildings for post- offices of the third 
class that it is not proper that a postmaster who receives $1,900 salary 
should be deprived of the rip Soy, ahd having a post-office leased at the 

of the Government fo use and be compelled to pay rent 
out of his salary for the premises ite vet him as a 
whereas a ter receiving $2,100 under the law is entitled to re- 
ceive additional com n for rent as well as fuel and light. 

In answer I wo say it makes no difference Where you draw the 
line, there will be some apparent hardship. If the Postmaster-General 
is eee een for second and third class offices, then those 

ing fourth-class offices will come to Congress and demand, inas- 
mueh as they receive salariés less than postmasters of the third class, 
that the Postmaster-General should have the right to lease buildings 
for ffices for them at the Government It has been 
V be drawn at 5, 000 salaried 
offices. 

Mr. COSGROVE rose. u, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iask the gentleman from Missouri not to in- 
terrupt me now. When I have concluded my statement I will be glad 
to yield to gentlemen who desire to ask me any questions. 

I wish, Mr. sip the House fairly to understand the character 
of the l they are entering upon, E Aarne wee 
ment of the acaba you should the appropriation three or 
four times as much as you have provided in this ll, and include four 
or five times as many offices as are now furnished at the Government 


1 you now if you allow this number of post-offices to be pro- 
vided at the Government expense for third-class offices it will not be 
long until the occupants of fourth-class offices in the United States will 
be clamoring for the same privil Then, of course, you will have 
to make provision, as I have indicated, for nearly 50,000 9 
offices. I will not dwell further on that point, as I wish to be b ef in 
the remarks I make on this report, being conscious of the short time 
left us for the consideration of the great money bills, of which this is 
the largest in amount. 

The next and most vital point of difference between the two Houses 
is that Weer. to the ocean mail service. The ground upon which 
the majority of the House conferees have declined to accede to the 
amendment of the Senate is that the legislation proposed is in the nat- 
ure of a in 

I am aware that many good and wise members upon this floor and 
in the Senate deny that this is in the nature of a subsidy. There is a 
difference of opinion upon that point; but I think reflection will con- 


vince fair minds that it is so. t is insisted that in the exercise of a 


wise and sound discretion on the he) of the Postmaster-General he will 
not go to the full limit of 50 cents per mile, which the proposition au- 
thorizes, unless the amount of service to be rendered will fairly justify 
him in doing so; that he will necessarily take into consideration in 
awarding contracts forsuch service the character and actual value thereof. 
But, Mr. Speaker, that question is to be left in the hands of some one who 
is entirely unknown to us at present. We do not know what may be his 
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views on this question. We are groping in the dark in the adoption of 
such an amendment. We intrust to him an unwise and a dangerous 
eee to subsidize American lines if he shall 
to do 80 
) But, sir, we are met by the argument by gentlemen that as we have 
5 the domestic mail service upon the basis of compensation for serv- 
— rendered, and have intrusted to the Postmaster-General the dis- 
cretionary power of making such contracts as he may in his jndgment |“ 
deem necessary for the interest of the public, that we could also with 
equal safety intrust to him the power to make contracts for mail serv- 
aner! that it e less ability and integrity for making 
st + it requires no al in or 
boat, the coast wise, and railway mail 
service than ſor making contracts to extend our foreign mail service on 
American vessels. One of the most forcible illustrations used for this 
argument was that of a gentleman, the other day, who asserted that if 
we can safely empower the Postmaster-General at his discretion to enter 
into contracts for the transportation of the mails from New York to Gal- 
veston upon an American steamer, we can with equal safety intrust to 
him the discretionary power of making contracts for the extension of 
ng Fe nr pny rg PO IIE MEO o ie 


steamboat service should there be any great apprehension of abuse of 
wer in allowing him to exercise equal discretion in contracts 
conveying our mail to foreign countries? About the only answer 
pe yp gece gr this amendment of the Senate is 
— of that nature exactly. 
The proposition now under consideration raises the limit of the power 
ostmaster-General 


of the P to contract, or rather puts it in his power to 

increase the com tion for mail service on American steamers to 

3 ne of about $55,000 to an amount not 
n 


words, it repeals the present law fixing 
their pay at not exceeding the sea-going and inland postage for this | our 
service, and authorizes him to contract at a rate not exceeding 50 cents 


mile, 
1 Tt is contended, however, that the Goverment is paying some for- 
Sign Unen OF Potma SETTING ihe Hale Aon New Zork o ork to Europe a 
higher rate per mile than that in this amendment—giving 
them more than 50 cents a mile, That is true in to one line— 
the North German Lloyd’s; it was paid more than 50 cents per mile in 
1883, and perhaps last year that line received nearly 70 cents per mile. 
But gentlemen should remember that there is no com: be- 
tween the amount of mail carried on American mail steamers to the 
Southern and Pacific countries, to South America, Mexico, and Central 
America, to that carried on the North German Lloyd’s line to Europe. 
Some gentlemen have not hesitated to advocate this proposition on 
the ground that even if there is a subsidy in this proposed increase of 
this ocean mail service it should be done for the encouragement and 
building up of the American merchant marine. They are willing to | o 
subsidize American steamers in order to secure for our flag a larger 


share of the commerce of the seas. 

In answer to such sa as year I want to say that I have full sym- 
oie Sisco ge just e Lornas Par ERE 
paiva sak A extension of our markets in the Southern and 
countries. It is well known that for more than a year I have been per- 
sistent in pressing upon the attention of Congress a proponon: te wom 

a commercial league of the nations on this continent, in character 

lar to the German Zollverein. 

) That scheme if carried into effect would far more effectually than 
subsidies rebuild and make prosperous ourshipping interest, forit would 
provide that the maritime commerce between the United States and 
these countries should be carried on vessels owned by citizens of the 
countries embraced in the Zollverein. This would transfer to our flag 
nearly all the commerce among those countries which is carried on 
European vessels. If that proposition should be adopted there would 
be no possible need for subsidy. 

If that is adopted the American merchant marine can not only suc- 
cessfully compete with the subsidized lines of E but would ena- 
ble us to rival if not outstrip any nation in the world in the commerce 
of the seas. For the purpose of showing the interest I have manifested 
in this subject before this t was offered, and to remove any 
impression that I am indifferent to the prosperity of our shipping in- 
terest, I will quote from my speech eee last on the formation 
of an American customs union, as follows: 


Perhaps there is no public question 9 to that of rebuild- 

ing the American merchant marine not dwell here upon the 

Na position ofour dagon inte cong of ou Sulze the lnsignificance of our 

umiliating n of our on the seas. oe of our 

ing interest aside from our const wise service. It has fallen from the proud 

tion of rivalry 5 maritime powers under President Van Bt Bu- 

ren to the foot of the list under President Arthur. Then over 84 cent. ofour 
6 on American bottoms, now it fallen to 16 

por cent. 


Twelve lines of steamers run to Europe from the Argentine Republic, but 2 


It e eat ally press that last only two American vessels sailed 
n the y r 
CCC 


We are paying now over one hundred millions annually to foreign ships for 

our commerce. Nothing can be done, in my — Which will 

more effectually and permanently rebuild our mercantile than the estab- 
lishment of the American customs-unions, 

One of the prime questions to be considered by members of the American cus- 
toms-union would be the means of transit and intercourse, as between the United 
States and all those countries except Mexico the connection will be by water. 
Articles should be adopted by the 3 assembly which — ply the 
— of the freedom of commerce and exchange only to goods on ves- 

owned by the countries forming the union. 

But by the establishment of an American Zollverein all countries outside of 
the n would be excluded trom the benefits and privileges I have indicated. 
This would give us control of the carrying trade of this hemi roads It would 
revive our languishing shipping interest, and lift it from the foot of the list to 
the highest degree. We would eventually dethrone England's sovereignty of 
the seas and become the great maritime power of the world. For the in- 
crease which that trade would give to our shipping would enable our ship-own- 
ers to com) for a fair share of trade in al seas. It would send our flag 
to ports where it is now astranger, and enion American products under an 
American flag on American bottoms to the markets of the world. 


But, sir, anxious as I am to accomplish that result, I am op to 
subsidies, The plan I have suggested can not, however, o favor- 
able action during this session. 

Now we must return to the point practically before us: What is the 
com; ion paid? As is well known, the law to-day provides that 
the may compensate our foreign ships by paying 
them 2 cents as sea-going postage up6n each letter carried. 

The law does permit the Postmaster-General to pay the American 
steamers engaged in the carrying our foreign mails both the inland and 
the ln The officials of that ent have not, as I 

owever, ever exercised that power; and the reason assigned 
Se tha ie toate doenupe ities tet he DONA TA permit 
ean hace or bee Mitta deat eae soem 
steamers, or 2 cents per letter. What 1320202010 Par gp. 
the report of the Postmaster-General of last year you ind then So 
some truth in the statement that some of. the American lines running 
to the southern countries are inadequately compensated. And the 
— rt shows us there is an extravagant allowance for carrying of 

by some foreign lines to European countries. 

There are two classes of vessels in carrying our ee 
One is a class owned by Europeans exclusively engaged 
ing the mails from our Eastern ports to European ports. No 3 
steamer crosses the Atlantic with an American mail upon it. The 
other class are vessels built in America and owned by citizens of the 
United States. American steamers are almost exclusive], engaged i in 
transporting our mails to Mexico, Central and South A ca, the West 
Indies, China and Japan, Australia, and the Sandwich Islands. 

The North German Lloyd’s, a fi line from New York to Bremen, 
received last year an average of over $1,600 a trip for carrying the mail; 
whereas on American lines running to the southern and Pacific countries 
the com: n ran as low as $30 a trip. The lines from San Fran- 
cisco to Japan and China received on an average about $125 a trip. The 
line running from New York to Aspinwall received about $131 per aver- 

trip. The vessels from San Francisco to travel a distance 


about 7,000 while from New York to Bremen the distance 
is only some 3,000 es. From this it will be seen as claimed by the 
advocates of this amendment that the American line to China received 


only aboutone-thirteenth as much as the foreign line to Bremen, although 
it carried our mails over twice as far. 

Now, why is this? It is because the e a which you make 
the compensation for the carrying of forei is uniformly 2 cents 
per letter, and produces that result. I do oa believe the basis is right. 
For whereas 2 cents as a basis does give to the European lines an ex- 
cessive and extravagant compensation, the basis of 2 cents for these 2 
running south and southwest furnishes in most instances inad 
compensation. But so long as this basis stands this unequal an pos 

fair result will follow. 

ae I have heretofore said, the immense amount of mails carried to 
European ports results in giving the large compensation to the lines 
to Europe which I have mentioned, while the smallness of the 2 
tity of mail carried to southern ports results in the small pa ae i 
ceived for carrying those mails under the present law. This al- 
lows no more pay for carrying a letter 3,000 miles than for carrying it 
7,000 miles. This is wrong. In all our domestic service we take into 
consideration the distance, weight, and character of service performed 
in fixing mail-pay, and should do so in our foreign service. 

My colleagues on the committee and myself have seen theinequality 
and injustice of this basisof compensation and have endeavored to find 
the way by which a just and fair basis can be established. My friend 
from Mr. HOLMAN] and myself earnestly desire to find some 
plan whereby honest, just, and fair compensation may be made for the 
amount of service rendered by American steamers. While I admit 
that we ought to take into consideration the distance carried, we should 


also take into consideration the t of the mails and the amount of 
service the vessels perform for the Government. 

My 9 on the committee, Judge HoLMAN, as some 
remedy for 8 of this basis to American vessels that we direct 
the American steamers both the inland 


oes potes: be we find great difficulty in formulating s 
plan which vll Tackles DOON to Gk Clovecineas cal ake gatsier: 
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Iam opposed to subsidies as undemocratic and unrepublican, as un- 


sound governmental policy. 

. Lam told that England has built her up her merchant marine 
3 of subsidies in the nature of large mail-pay. Her main ob- 
ject, however, has been to keep open her communications with her 
colonies. I am told also that as soon as the Canadian-Pacific road is 
built she intends to subsidize a line running from Victoria to China 
and Japan, which will compete with the American line running from 
San Francisco. And we are told that she has now ships running from 
San Francisco to Australia, and that she is ranning a subsidized mail 
line to Brazil. 

We are told that France has subsidized not only her foreign mail lines 
but also the commerce of her merchant marine by allowing 30 cents per 
ton for every mile of steam navigation by vessels built in her ship-yards 
carrying her flag, and 15 per cent, in addition thereto when the de- 
signs for the ships are submitted toand approved by the Navy Depart- 
ment. We are told the Brazilian Government subsidizes not only its 
own mail lines but English lines to the extent of over $1,000,000 per 
annum, and that it has even subsidized one of the American lines to 
the extent of $100,000 per annum. 

But, sir, our 8 our policy, and principles of government 
are antagonistic to the policies and the principles adopted and necessary 
in monarchies, which are founded largely on the idea of privileges to 
the few, and which lead to the building up of strong monopolies. I 
do not believe it wise that we should adopt such a policy. If we do 
not grant subsidies as inducements for carrying our mail in American 
steamers, what system should we adopt? 

There is another plan suggested, It is that we shall empower the 
Postmaster-General to exercise the same.discretion in compensating for 
our foreign mail service that he does in fixing compensation for our 
domestic mail service; that we shall give him power to make contracts 
for the service rendered on similar terms of our coastwise and inland 
service. That is a suggestion which, in my judgment, appeals much 
more forcibly to the sense of justice of those who wish to do their duty 
to the Government and the carriers of our mails on the ocean than does 
the idea of granting subsidies; but when you come to the consideration 
of this suggestion you find that as construed the statute limits the 
power of the Postmaster-General to making contracts for carrying the 
FFC 

No such proposition, however, is before the House, and it is unnec- 
essary for me to discuss it unless it is offered; but before I take my seat 
I want to call attention to another question regarding our foreign mail 
service. The Postmaster-General, in his report, and the superintendent 
of the foreign mail service both dwell with emphasis upon the act of 
last session repealing what is known as the compulsory law. The com- 
pm law that was in force until the last session of this Congress put 

t in the power of the Postmaster-General to force American steamers 

to carry our mails for the sea-going postage. He had the power to 

coerce them and he did coerce them at times when they insisted the 
com ion was i uate. 

It was claimed by the American steamship companies that this power 
of the Postmaster-General was exerted to an extent which caused act- 
nal loss upon some of the lines. I see that the report of the commis- 
sion sent lately to Central and South America, just published, states 
that some of the lites to Central and South America and the West 
Indies have actually suffered loss on the mails they have handled. If 
this is true, no fair-minded person would deny that their compensation 
should be increased. I believe that is true of some of the lines, but not 
of all. The compensation for the line running to Brazil is perhaps 
sufficient; it gets over $800 per trip. 

The Postmaster-General and the superintendent of the foreign mail 
service warn us if no change is made in the law as it stands, and those 
steamers refuse to carry the mails, seriousinterruption will be produced 
in our commercial relations and correspondence with those countries, 
The superintendent of the foreign mail service states that threats have 
been already made that the mails will be thrown off some of the lines 
running from San Francisco. 

But, on the other hand, it is insisted that those lines will never throw 
off the mails, that the carriage of the mails is almost a necessity to them 
in the conduct of their business, that they can not well conduct their 
general business unless they carry the mails which enable the merchants 
of the countries between which they ply to communicate easily with 
each other, and that therefore no such danger will arise as the Post- 
master-General and thesuperintendent of the foreign mail service seem 
to anticipate. 

But, be that as it may, weought not to force any body or company to 
perform service for the Government without just and fair compensation 
for the service performed. Let me say again that the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ], as well as myself, desires thatsomethingshall be 
done which will give these steamship lines fair, just, honest com i 
for carrying our mails on the ocean. We do not desire to force the car- 
Triage of the mails at a loss. I wish to give full compensation for the 
amount of service performed; but I think this empowers the Postmas- 
ter-General in many instances to go beyond what may be properly re- 
garded as reasonable and fair compensation for the service. In the 
absence of an agreement for a satisfactory plan we reported to the general 


I shall not vote for a subsidy for any pur- 


ment as to mail 


committee the bill with provision for payment on the basis of the sea- 
going postage. And that action has been sustained by the House on a 
vote taken by yeas and nays. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ], as I have stated, at one 
time suggested that we might direct the Postmaster-General to give the 
American lines both the inland and the sea-going postage. I would be 
willing to accept such a proposition. If that were done, it would more 
than double the amount of their compensation. They are receivingnow 
about $55,000 for carrying the American mails, and that proposition 
would give them over $130,000, nearly $140,000. 

I know that when gentlemen here call attention to the inequality be- 
tween the compensation of American steamers and that received b; 
foreign steamers for mail service they bring to bear an argument w 
works upon the sympathies of many gentlemen in this House who 
would feel a pride in building up the merchant marine of this country. 
The figures do show, as they have asserted, that last year foreign steam- 
ers received $273,000 for carrying our mails to Europe, whereas the 
American ships received only about $55,000. 

If the proposition I mentioned a moment ago be adopted the Ameri- 
can steamers would receive somewhere in the neighborhood of $130,000 
or $140,000. If they were given the sea-going and the inland postage, 
it would be a step in the direction of giving them fair and just compen- 
sation—much fairer than they receive under the present law. But 
unless something of that kind be done the House conferees, in order 
to be consistent with their principles and to obey the vote which has 
been taken upon a proposition substantially the same as this, must 
stand upon the position they have heretofore taken. We went into 
conference, backed by a vote of some 15 or 20 majority, refusing to ac- 


e Seren Reema ay ane nn e e eee ee upon 
this bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored dispassionately, calmly, im ly 
to put before the House the arguments used on both sides of this ques- 


tion in order that the situation may be fully understood. Unless this 
House reverses the action it has heretofore taken by a pronounced vote 
I shall, if I go back into conference, stand in opposition to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. At the same time, if some proposition giving 
American steamers fair and just compensation for the amount of serv- 
ice performed can be agreed upon I should be glad to see it done, in 
order that the Government may be relieved from the dilemma that the 
Post-Office officials and others think it will be in after April next when 
the compulsory law will cease to operate. I wish to avoid any danger 
of interruption of our correspondence or commerce with foreign coun- 
tries. 

It is said that these lines, if the Department fails to make contracts 
with them, will at once advertise that y are willing to carry letters for 
merchants and other co ents, and will fix such scale of 
as they may determine. that were done it would still be a very in- 
convenient mode of conducting co: with foreign countries, 
because no matter what amount of stamps may be put upon a letter 
destined, for instance, for China, it is n when it reaches San 
Francisco that there shall be some authority there to negotiate with 
the vessel and the Department for carrying the mail. 

In such a condition the public would be left entirely in the power of 
the steamship companies, who might tax them unjustly and onerously 
for the service. But I am opposed to this amendment because it par- 
takes of the nature of a subsidy; and I shall stand in opposition to it 
until this House shall otherwise direct. 

Now, in regard to the last point of difference, the 10-cent specialty 
stamp. The proposition on that subject was puton this bill by aunan- 
imous vote of the Appropriations Committee and by a unanimous vote 
of the House. The te has stricken it out upon the theory that it 
is general legislation. I find the construction of the Senate in that re- 
gard is this: Whenever any general legislation suits their views they 
have no hesitation in putting it upon an appropriation bill, as they did 
in regard to authorizing the Postmaster-General to lease premises for 
third-class offices; but when the Committee on Appropriations of the 
Senate, or the Senate itself, do not desire legislation they fall 
back upon the technical rule and claim t they are not permitted 
or their rules to place general legislation upon an appropriation 

I do not desire to discuss this question further. How much time 
have I left? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-five minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I propose to yield the remainder of my time 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. Before surrendering 
the floor I will make a motion to adopt the report. But Ido not wish 
to cut off debate by other gentlemen. Does the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Hos desire to go on now? : 

Mr. HORR. I prefer to wait until I move to concur in the amend- 
tion on American vessels. The first vote 
should be taken at once on adopting the report. 

The SPEAKER. Does the committee of conference report a dis- 

t as to this amendment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. As to three amendments. 

The SPEAKER. Is this one of them? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam now moving to adopt the report. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair is in 


amendments hich the committee 3 
ents upon w. 0 has disagreed. 
55 

The fais oan eee tlia has 
been either to or pria 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My ane. is to adopt the report. I am not 
desirous, however, of cutting off debate on it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to inquire whether if the conference re- 

be first adopted we shall have debate distinctly upon this point? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not state what debate will be al- 
lowed, because that is a matter which rests with the House. If the 
previous question should not be ordered, there will be debate as a mat- 
ter of course, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If it is not the desire to debate the motion, I 
will move the previous question. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But we do desire to debate it. 

Mr. HORR. And we do not wish to be cut off. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We want our hour. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that as soon as the House 
has disposed of the report of the conference committee,the amendments 
about which the committee disagree will then come up for considera- 
tion. 

Mr. HORR. I will take the floor now, because I do not wish any 
question to arise afterward. 

The SPEAKER. There can be no question as to the right of the 
House to consider each one of the pe Wa after the report has 
eens to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, it will be just as 
well to have the debate before the conference report is adopted as after- 


The SPEAKER. That can be done, although it is not the regular 


er. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I hope it will be granted. 
The SPEAKER. If there is no objection that course will be pursued. 
There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 
ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
had examined and found truly enrolled joint resolution (H. Res. 
341) to authorize the printing of 50,000 copies of the second annual 
report of the Bureau of Animal Industry for the year 1885; when the 
Speaker signed the same. 


RESIGNATION OF A MEMBER. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following communica- 


tion: 
HoUsE oF REPRESENTATIVES, March 3, 1885. 
Hon. Jonx G. by nem 
Speaker Hi „ U. S. A.: 


ha ———— info that I ha resigned the ern phe reer y yt 
Ihave to rm you ve 0 

eighth from the fourth Congressional district of Ala- 
ADe EO Dant OJAN PE DO OE SAY SEMON, O Saa Mae 
has been forwarded to the governor of the State of Alabama, at 


respectfully, your obedient servant, 


tive inthe 
bama, 


GEORGE H. CRAIG. 
POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


ET 
Mr. HO er, amendment upon 
by the Senate in reference to the of our foreign mails upon 
American steamships is the only one which I propose now to call the 
attention of the House to, and in doing so I wish to say that I hope the 
House in the end will in that Senate amendment, because I am 
satisfied it is a wise provision and one that ought to be adopted by the 
American Congress. 
EAA O ES DEYE nE D e senate bred sa 
of paying for carrying our foreign mails in American ships; an 
ler me eal dine AA to who yur TOE wink 48 le AA: 
1K transit across the Isth- 
mus of Panama, the Postmaster-General is to 
enter into contracts fo: 1 
legal advertisement, ‘with the lowest responsible 
50 cents a nautical mile on the trip each way actuall: 
: Provided, so con 


er, at a rate not 
traveled between the ter- 
shall be on Amer- 


Mr. Speaker, this $400,000 covers the carriage of the mails in round 
numbers 1,750,000 miles. Understand me, the whole distance aggre- 
gates 1, 750,000 miles that these vessels will travel for this $400,000. 

How came we to be in the condition we are now in? I wish every 
member would give me his attention on a pank Formerly these 
ships received 40 cents a letter for over one-half of the ports to which 
they carried our letters; 25 cents a letter to China and Japan, and 30 
cents a letter from the United States to Australia. September 15, 1874, 
a conference of nations met at Berne. There were twenty-one nations 

represented. They adjourned, and in 1875 reassembled at Paris, and 
eas entered into an arrangement whereby this postage was cut down, 
and instead of being 25, 30, and 40 cents a letter, after that conference 
we have paid 2 and 3 cents only a letter. 

Immediately after that conference every other nation of any dignity 


or magnitude on the face of the earth except ours gave extra compen- 
sation to their ships for carrying these mails. e cut down the 


price 

P The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH, of Missouri, in the chair). 
Gentlemen will suspend conversation upon the floor. Public business 
will be until order is restored. 

Mr. HORR. I was just about saying, Mr. Speaker, that interna- 
tional postal convention cut down the price, and while the American 
Government refused aid to her ships, England paid last year for this 
service over $3,000,000. She has paid as high as $6,000,000. She paid 
for her route to Japan and China alone last year $1,800,000. Eng! 
paid out last year for her ships to the West Indies $400, 000. The 
United States, this nation which we all feel so proud of, paid the mag- 
nificent sum of $3,600, and compelled American vessels to carry the 
mails for that mere pittance, which the officers of the vessels swear did 
not cover the of ing the mails on shore and getting 
them aboard from the post-offices, to say nothing about carry ing them. 
We paid last year for carrying our entire foreign mails $325,000. Italy 
paid $2,000,000. The Republic of France paid about $4,500,000, and 
England, as I have already stated, $3,000,000. You must remember 
that our American vessels are compelled to compete with ships receiv- 
ing these large sums for the carrying trade of the world. 

Now, mark this: We collected one million and a quarter of dollars 
last year out of foreign mails more than we paid for their carriage. Let 
me show the House what we are doing to-day, because I wish to reach 
this question of subsidy, which is such a bugbear in the minds of so 
many members here. 

Formerly, as I have said, the ships received 40, 30, and 25 cents for 
carrying each letter. We cut the prices of a letter down from here to 
Australia, which is 6,000 miles, and compelled them to carry it that 
distance for 3 cents, precisely the same amount that they got for carry- 
ing a letter from Boston to Halifax, 578 miles. We compelled them to 
carry the màil to New Zealand, 5,000 miles, for the same price per let- 
ter we paid from New York to Havana, 1,280 nautical miles. Wecom- 

Eat. (rene pay for the long haul just as they got for the short 
hter. SE. 8 from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] is not here; 


Now, eee My friend from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] stated it correctly. It is simply to permit the Post- 
master-General to let a contract for carrying the mails 6,000 miles and 
pay for it what the service is worth; just as you do from New York te 
Havana, 1,280 miles. We adopt this principle all over the United 
States on land; we do not pretend to carry letters just where they will 
pay by their postage for their do we? We the letters to 
points in the West or the South where every letter cost one to five 
dollars a letter to deliver it, and we 2 cents for that letter and 
no more. We run our mails on land on theory that we should de- 
liver all the letters for our entire people at a cheap rate of and 
by this amendment which the Senate adds to the bill it is intended to 
adopt in a small way that same principle and apply it to ocean postage. 
Now I did want to state these facts to the House, but it seems that 
7... ae re I can not talk while every- 

y is 

Mr. REAGAN. Permit me just here to congratulate my friend from 

Michigan on having at last got right on the question of long and short 


Mr. HORR. When you apply it to the mails I am with you, be- 

cause it is right. Indeed, Judge, I am always apt to be right; thatisa 
ity of mine. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. REAGAN. No doubt right sometimes and sometimes on 
such questions; but the gentleman thinks he is always right. 

Mr. HORR. I should dislike to act, when I thought I was 
any question. Iam not very particular, Mr. Speaker, as I said, 
W. I give the House the facts that I have prepared, ee 
[Cries of Go on!’’] 

Mr. RANDALL. If there is no desire to debate further, perhaps we 
can have the previous question. 

Mr. HORR. Weare met right on the threshold of this attempt with 
eee mage the part of the gentleman from Illinois that 

this com ought to be allowed, and with the admission on the 

part of the bulk of the House that these ships are getting now nothing 


ree 1 


a 


in the shape of adequate compensation for the work they do. But the 
moment the question is started they all begin to ery out ‘‘ subsidy !’? 
My friend from Pennsylvania d [Mr. BAYNE] closed this debate 


in this House a few days ago by a pious, moral lecture to the Demo- 
crats in reference to subsidies, and I never heard a man whose bowels 
yearned so wonderfully overanything as his did over the good that he was 
i to hope for from the Democratic party in this House while 
them of their . It was ing. He went into the 

whole length and breadth of this subsidy question. He appealed to 
them not to be entrapped into a subsidy thus early in their accession 


to power. 
Now, in all kindness to my friend from Pennsylvania, I want to call 


his attention to a fact, and I do so for his was a good one. It 
lacks simply one element so far as I can learn, which was this: It did 
not state correctly a single fact; that is all. What he stated for facts 
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were every one of them untrue; and tha 
that was lacking to make it complete. e next day after he did the 
mischief he admitted himself on the floor of the House, in that honest 
way he always has, that when he stated to the House that the Pacific 
Mail S ip Company had. made dividends of 20 per cent. a year, 
that he had made a slight mistake in his figures, and that it should have 
been 5 cent. instead of 20. 

Mr. BURLEIGH. And that for only one year out of fourteen. 

Mr. HORR. I have looked it up, and I call the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to it. For the last year the Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company has paid three dividends of 1} per cent. per quar- 
ter. That is at the rate of 5 per cent. year, isn’t it? You New 
York men are all t on percents, can tell me. Now, what is 
the result? I say to my friend from Pennsylvania that those are the 
only dividends they have p in fourteen years. What have they done 
in long years? I will tell you: They have been to your State 
of Pennsylvania and they have put 0, 000,000 into iron ships, building 
nineteen ironclads in the yards of your State, from 2,500 regis- 
tered tonnage to 5,000 registered tonnage; built nineteen as good ships 
as float in the merchant marine of the world, paid your manufacturers 
for them, you have got your money, and now the gentleman is afraid 
these ships will get a little something for their work. [Laughter.] 

If there is anything a Pennsylvanian is boss at it is in always a 
cia every kind of tax that comes into Pennsylvania’s pocket. 
[aug ter.] I never knew one of them go back on his own State; and 

like them for that. All they want is to broaden themselves out a 
little and do for this whole country what they never fail to advise for 
their State. 

I have been in favor of the tariff on iron and things that have gone 
into those ships. I believe in it. You gentlemen of the Democratic 
party donot. But my friend General BAYNE and I agree upon that. 

ow, why should we compel them to build these ships in your yards 
— then deny them the right of fair compensation for carrying our 


? 

„Oh, but,“ says my friend General BAYNE, “why Gould—yes, 
Gould owns some of this stock in that company.“ Supposing he does. 
Would the gentleman have the 8 American vessels owned 
by le who have not got anything? hter.] That is what he 
intimates. How can you do that? He would have a big American 
marine built up by people who have not anything to build it with. 

But, stop! I did not hear the gentleman make any vigorous speech 
against carrying the mails over the Union Pacific Railroad. We pay 
that railroad according to mileage just as I want to pay the ships. 
gentleman’s voice was silent as to that. But Gould owns, too, an im- 
mense extent in the Union Pacific, while Gould, Huntington, and the 
whole list the gentleman spoke of have not 5,000 shares to-day in the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company out of the 200, 000 shares. Who is it, 
Mr. Speaker, that owns the stock of this Pacific Mail Steamship Com- 


pany? 

Mr. KING. May I ask the gentleman from Michigan a question ? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

Mr. KING. I ask the gentleman if his proposition is to pay for the 
mails on steamships the same as for the mails on railroads? 

Mr. HORR. This proposition is to let the Postmaster-General con- 
tract by the mile, just as we do with our coastwise vessels, just as we 
do with our railroad service, just as we do in the star-route service, 
— . he shall not give over 50 cents a mile; and he is to let it to the 

west bidder. As regards all other mail transactions we let the ele- 
ments of weight and distance come in—do we not? Why, sir, on the 
star routes, if you should adopt this plan that you have adopted as to 
these American vessels, there would not be a letter carried through the 
West and South of this nation. There is not a Southern State, if I re- 
member, that to-day collects postage enough to pay its share of the 
service. Suppose it does not, our theory is to deliver these mails to the 
pone all over our country; and I would extend the principle and de- 

ver them to every nation in the world at this low rate; but I would 
not take the money out of the poor American ships to pay the service 


I say, was the only element 


with. I would pay it just as we do our railroad and starroutes. Now 
another thing 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield to me 
for a question? 


Mr. HORR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. What rate is paid the coastwise steamers? 

Mr. HORR. The coastwise steamers now get, as I recollect, about 
67 cents a mile on an average. 7 

A MEMBER. Fifty cents a mile. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Why should there be that difference? 

Mr. HORR. There should be no difference, except that coastwise 
oo may carry a little more in weight than the vessels that go on 
those routes. 


ong 

Mr. ELLIS. But are they not protected against competition? 

Mr. HORR. The American ships for which we are provi takea 
mail - bag and are gone twenty-six days with it. Vou compel them to 
receive for that work, for carrying a letter twenty-six days, just the 
same as they get for a day’s travel from Key West across to Cuba. 

Now what I want is simply this, that we should let the Postmaster- 
General pay these American vessels something near what they actually 


earn. It is fair; it is honest. They should be paid for the distance 
they haul our mails. 


But I started to refer to what my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] said, that of the amount proposed to be a iated by the 
bill, when it embraced the sum of $600,000, the Mail Com? 


y would get $320,000. Where did the gentleman get at that fact? 

ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania to say where he got it. 

Mr. BAYNE. That is ascertained by the number of miles traveled 
by that line. n 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman’s mathematics are wrong. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] is 
wrong. I took that statement from the speech of the gentleman from 
Maine. 


Mr. HORR. That is generally very good authority. 

Mr. BAYNE. I find it stated in his speech that there were 634,000 
miles run last year by the Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 

Mr. HORR. I find this to be the fact with reference to this amount 
of $400,000. If in a bidding the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
should get the maximum amount, that is, simply get paid for the routes 
where there is no competition, at the maximum rate, it would get 
$46,000. If it gets the entire routes on which the line ran last year at 
the maximum price, it would get only $130,000. \ 

I wish to say to the members of this House, after careful study of 
this question, that I believe the Senate has donea fairthing on this for- 
eign g business. Can not we all of us rise to the dignity of do- 
ing a little something for American shipping? Can not we all of us 
consult and agree that right here and now at the close of this Congress 
we will commence a system of paying fair rates to the vessels that 
carry the American flag? 

Why, gentlemen, this Pacific Mail Steamship Company that we hear 
so much about is owned by seven hundred different American citizens; 
it is almost all owned in this coun’ Now, Mr. Speaker, let me close 
by repeating what I have already said—that I hope we shall do justice 
to these vessels that carry the American flag; I do not care who owns 
them. This Pacific Mail Company that gentlemen talk about so much 
is the company that has carried our flag over one-third of the globe 
where it would not have been seen at any time within the last ten 
years but for that company’s work. Should we be stampeded here be- 
cause that steamship company gets a little pay? It has carried our 
mails for almost nothing for nine years—for less than enough compen- 
sation to pay the at each end of its route. We have repealed 
that law. After the ist of April next we can no longer compel these 
steamship lines to carry our mails for nothing. Now, thisamendment 
of the Senate proposes that your Postmaster-General shall have the right 
to make contracts to pay these vessels what they really earn. 

I appeal to this House, now approaching its close, to do this much 
for the American 2 and for American enterprise. I know that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] and all of you bandy the 
word ‘‘subsidy.’? That is a ghost that has no terrors for me. Iwould 
vote for this proposition if it was $800,000, and I would do it from a 
sense of fairness. Why, sir, we made a million and a quarter dollars 
out of this service, taken as a whole, last year. Why then should we 
not let American ships that carry the American flag get pay for their 
work, when that entire service earns the money? I do believe that 
upon reflection this House will do justice to American shipping and 

ive it at least what we give to foreign vessels for this mail service— 
use that is the Senate amendment. It divides the compensation 
evenly between the two. When we come to this vote I expect men 
who are always voting here to help England and against this country 
to vote against this amendment; but the men who believe in American 
commerce, in American shipping, in American prosperity, and in the 
American flag, ought to sustain this amendment, and so help to set our 
flag afloat once more upon the face of the ocean. I now yield ten min- 
utes to the gentleman irom New York [Mr. POTTER]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Horr] has thirty minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Michigan 
to yield to me fora moment to correct a misapprehension. 

Mr. HORR. I yield to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In reference to the figures of the mileage of the 
Pacific Mail Steamship Company, I wish to state that the di icy 
between the figures presented by the gentleman from e 
BAYNE] and those presented by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Horr] arises from the difference in the provisions of the two amend- 
ments. When the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] spoke 
on this subject we had under consideration the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations which included American steamship 
lines ing between the Atlantic and Pacific ports, and included only 
l of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company's mileage; but 
this amendment as it comes from the committee confines the provision 
to the lines running to foreign ports, and they cover has e figures 
stated by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORE]. that both 
sets of fi are correct. : 

Mr.BRUMM. But the figures of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] do not TP 
man from Michigan ý cae} do. i : 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Speaker, I have listened with great attention to 
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the progress 
House previ 


nally proposed by this House, and now proposed in this Senate amend- 
ment in modified form) for the progress of the commerce and of every 
interest in this country. Sir, it is by the carrying of our mails and the 
carrying of our flag into the other nations of the earth and among 
them—the nations with which we are to build up our trade—that the 


It is a 


thority ? Why, ain I hope these 
not be a port upon the continent, Ay pede agai Hor yo panto 
to which we can send our products where our e play aber 


purposes 
But, sir, this amendment is enough to start with; and I have no doubt 
that succeeding Congresses, with the approval and support of the united 
American people, will carry forward this policy until we shall have 
achieved what is our right and our duty—the possession and control of 
the markets and commerce of this continent, under our flag, for us and 
our children increasingly henceforth. 
the hammer fell.] 
ORR. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have twenty-five minutes left. 
like to reserve that time until I hear from the opponents of 
amendment. 
SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH, of Missouri). The gentle- 
seas keris minutes. 
Poe HORR. Well, I reserve that time. 


iem 
I would 
onen 


was under consideration when we were is matter 
has been rectified FFV ae 
Dryciey]. Under the provision of this bill as it came from the 
mittee on Appropriations of the House, the Government was quite likely 
to pay to the Pacific Mail S ee $312,000; and it was in- 
evitable that the Government should pay to that company about $130,- 
000, because the company has no competitor, no rival for the service 
over about 280,000 miles. Under the amendment adopted by the Sen- 
ate, the amount which would be received by this steamship company 
from the Government is very considerably diminished. If the company 
the full 50 cents a mile, the amount in round numbers would be 
150,000; because it traveled last year about 300,000 miles outside of 
what is cut off by the Senate amendment, as shown by the statement 
published in the speech of my friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. That 
matter is therefore out of the way. A matter in which I was mistaken 
on that occasion was that the steamship company had declared a divi- 
dend of 20 per cent. I corrected myself on the floor that very day; I 
did not postpone the correction until the next day. 
Mr. DINGLEY. But the gentleman did not make the correction 
until after the vote. 
Mr. BAYNE. I did not; but if I had known of the error before the 
vote, I should have corrected myself at once. 
Ido not regard that, however, as a very influential factor in this 
matter. I do not consider it a proper question for the House to con- 
sider whether this company is paying big dividends or little dividends, 


to help a 
out because it is paying little withdraw 
just compensation for services rendered because it 


I have never learned that it is a part of the d 
corporation Abend or to, 


from a 


Con- | is paying big dividends; and therein the gentleman and I differ, and 


differ very widely, respecting this proposition. 

Mr. HORR. Why, then, did the gentleman make use of that state- 
ment as an ent ? 

Mr. BAYNE. F Auk mob eee (regres taste 
„qq with a view per 
r ends. I replied 

im as best I could and according to r 
the moment. I did not intend to use that statement as an argument, 
because I regard it as ulira vires, without any logical connection with 
the fair argument of this case, without any connection with the policy 
which should control in the legislation of this Government. 

Whether a corporation pays a big dividend or a little dividend or no 
dividend is not a question that should decide the votes of members of 

in making contracts on the part of the Government. We are 
not to relieve insolvent or weak corporations; we are not here to 
give stocks in Wall street a boom. That is none of our business 
here; at least it is not mine. o 
I am from Pennsylvania, to vote subsidies to 
they buy their iron in Pennsylvania. e eee tee 
motives than that. I should regard it asa bribe if I undertook to be 
oe rise a by considerations of that kind in my public and official ca- 

pacity here. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Every time you vote for a tariff you are recogniz- 

such considerations. 

a BAYNE. Therein the gentleman grievously errs, Tariff and 
subsidy have no more connection than the antipodes. They are not at 
all alike in principle. They have no connection. One thing that I 
9763 ᷑ ̃ v.... ,,... 

to assimilate it with protection. The policy of protection in this coun- 
F 
Ras r. HUTCHINS. Then why should you not protect the steam - 

ps? 


Mr. BAYNE. Wait a moment. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The ee eee ee 
BAYNE] must not 7 interrupted without his consent. 

Mr. BAYNE. One of the propositions I was anxious about was to 
save the tariff from the odium of subsidies. I regard the tariff for pro- 
tection as identically the same thing applied to a nation which the law 
of every nation applies to every citizen, namely, that the citizen of the 
State is protected by the law in the enjoyment of property he may ac- 
cumulate. The tariff law is nothing more than applying that same 
principle to this national family of ours. It is to protect our own peo- 
ple in the enjoyment of the which accumulate; and the 
relation of this nation to the other nations of the world is precisely 
analogous to that relation which exists between one family and another 
in our own social organism, or in the framework of our own ordinary 
society. 

But when you levy taxes upon the people and get those taxes into 
the Treasury of the United States and pay them out in the shape of 
subsidies, you depart widely from the proposition that the American 
people should be as families are protected by the laws of so- 
ciety and by the laws of the land in the accumulation of the property 
each family may have. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Will my friend allow me to ask him 
a question? 
ee BAYNE. I yield for a question to the gentleman from New 

or! 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Does not the law and did not the law 
compel the Pacific Mail Steamship Company to buy American-built 
ships, or not? 

Mr. BAYNE. I believe it did. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Very well; thenif thatis the fact were 
they not compelled to pay at least $2,000,000 out of their $9,000,000 
in extra cost to the people of the State of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not think they were required to pay to the peo- 

of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No other iron ships 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend has asked me a question, and he will let me 
answer, 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, Certainly. 

Mr. BAYNE. And, morever, I do not think they were required to pay 
it to the people of Pennsylvania 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Where were they to go? 

Mr. BAYNE. My friend must permit me to answer. I can not sub- 
mit to that sort of interrogation. I say that they were not required to 
pay it to the people of Pennsylvania, because if we had no manufactur- 
eee in this country they would have to pay equal prices to 

‘urope. 

Mr. HEWITT; of New York.. Why? 

Mr. BAYNE. One moment. I will not yield if you do not let me 
answer without constant interruption. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Very well. 
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Mr. BAYNE. Let me say to you if it had not been for the doctrine 
of protection there would have been no commerce in this country for 
the Pacific Mail Steamship e n make it worth while that they 
should continue running their ships. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Where is it? 
cent, 


Mz. BAYNE. This company is paying a dividend of 5 
quarterly, which makes a ei Ro showing. And while I am on 


that point I will call attention to some data which I have gathered 
from the Commercial Chronicle, as I have not had access to the reports 
of that company. I find in 1881-82 the gross earnings of the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company were $4,124,713; in 1882-83, $4,102,764; 
in 188384, $4,787,899. The expenses for the year first named were 
$2,223,036; for the second, $3,190,507; for the third, $3,394,419. The 
net earnings were $901,677 for the first, $912,257 for the second, and 
$1,393,480 for the third. 
. HORR, On a capital stock—— 

Mr. BAYNE. On a tal stock of $20,000,000. 

Mr. HORR. All paid 
3 3 a do ee 1 e e a the misfortane of 

e company is that which has atten many o great corporations 
in this country, that it owes a large debt. It is paying 7 cent, in- 
terest on a part of that debt, and it absorbs the profits of that corpora- 
tion to pay the interest on that debt. I do not know how the business 
has 7 been incurred; but if organized on 
the same principle and upon the same plan that many railroad corpora- 
tions in this country have been, then the outfit has cost a great deal 
more money than the actual worth of the plant. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Did the Pennsylvania Steamship Com- 
pany do any better? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido not know. 

Mr.HEWITT, of NewYork. Did it not break ere they not sold out? 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not know whether they did or not, nor do J care. 
Nor can I declare whether this is a poor com: or not, whether Mr. 
Jay Gould and Russell Sage and Sidney Dillon and the others have be- 
come poor or not. It is not the duty or purpose of Congress to relieve 
them from their embarrassments if that is so. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. No one asks it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not propose by any vote of mine to relieve those 
eee from the misfortunes which may happen to come upon their 


Mr. HUTCHINS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. The gentleman has given a statement of the gross 
earnings of this Pacific Steamship Company. Now will the 
be so kind as to state the proportion of these gross earnings which have 
some into the Treasury of that steamship company in consequence of 
the reciprocity treaty with the Hawaiian Islands? ‘ 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not know. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. You should know, then, before you speak about 
it. The ee a with the Hawaiian Islands has done it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I have not studied that matter up. It is altogether 
unnecessary for gentlemen to study up those questions. 

Mr. HUTCHID Now I want the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
if he will state it, to give an answer to this question. I want to know 


what he means by saying that they are ing interest ona debt.“ I 
want him to be perfectly fair and say whether he intends to convey the 
idea that this company is in debt. 

Mr. BAYNE. mean to Say 


Mr. HUTCHINS. I ask the the question plainly, if he 
means to say and reiterate to the House the statement that this com- 
pany is in debt? 

Mr. BAYNE. I did not say that. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. Yes, youdid. You said that owing to the per- 
centage of interest paid on their debt—7 per cent.—they could not pay 
dividends. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will tell the gentleman what I said: Thestatement 
that I made was obtained from a report in the Congressional Library, 
which the eee can see for himself if he chooses to look at it, 
taken from the Commercial and Financial Chronicle, a statement to the 
effect that this company was in debt and paying 7 per cent. interest on 
a large indebtedness, which absorbs, according to the statement, about 
$240,000 per annum. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. But the gentleman 

Mr. BAYNE. Now I must decline to yield to the gentleman. I 
refer him to that statement. I saw that only a few minutes ago in the 
Commercial and Financial Chronicle, which I have understood to be 
good authority, It is said to be a reputable, reliable paper in com- 
mercial transactions; CCC 
Library if he chooses to look for it. 

Mr. HUTCHINS. And I want to deny asa matter of fact that the 
company is in debt. I do not want the inference to be drawn from the 
statement of the gentleman that there is any such indebtedness. - 

The SPEAKER pro If the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


will yield for a moment Chair desires to lay before the House an 
executive communication. 
Mr. BAYNE. Very well. 


ALLEGED FRAUDS IN OFFICIAL ENVELOPES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a schedule of paj accompany . Sober from the Postmaster- 
General, addressed to the Speaker of the House of Representatives, un- 
der date of February 26, 1885, in regard to the annulment of certain 
contracts for furnishing post-office envelopes; which were ordered to be 
ee and referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I shall detain the House but a 
short time—— è 

Mr. HORR. Before the gentleman closes I would be glad to have 
him answer this point concisely: should these companies not get 
a fair pay for their work? Why should they not be paid all that they 
earn for service ? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Whether they be rich or poor. 5 

Mr. HORR.. Yes, no matter what their financial condition may be. 

Mr. BAYNE. Thatis just what I have said. It is identically my 
own proposition to give them fair pay for the service they actually ren- 
der, and to give them this compensation whether they be rich and free 
from debt, or whether they be poor with heavy obligations; whether 
they pay dividends or do not pay dividends makes no difference what- 
ever to me in determining that question. The fact that Jay Gould and 
those men associated with him are rich and own the corporation makes 
no difference to me in the question of paying this corporation a fair 
compensation for the service it may render to the Government. 

Mr. BRUMM., Then why do you oppose this Senate provision? 

Mr. BAYNE. I am willing to go further in this direction even than 
that. Iam willing to pay, as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois 
in charge of this bill, the entire postal receipts of this Government from 
its foreign mail service to these companies of ship-owners for carrying 
the foreign mails. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would amount to about $1,700,000 per an- 
num. 

Mr. BAYNE. And I am willing to pay every dollar of it if you sub- 
ject it to the condition that as to letting it out the lowest responsible 
bid shall be accepted. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not that the proposition here? 

Mr. BAYNE. No; the proposition is to give 50 cents a mile for this 
service, but not to the lowest responsible bidder. It is known that 
some of these lines have no competitor at all. 

Mr. ELLIS. Only one of them. 

Mr. BAYNE. Andof course there will be butone bid for the service 
on such lines. It is not therefore open to that character of competition 
which I favor. It would be bid up to the 50 cents a mile limit at once 
by the company where there is no competition. It is ridiculous to sup- 
pose that it would not. 

Now the gentleman from stated that the trouble with my 
speech a few days ago was that it lacked facts on which to base it. 
One correction was made by the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DiseLey]. Another proposition of mine was that this steam- 
ship company received for this entire service last year $23,000, and 
that the proposition then before the House would have given that com- 

y in all probability $312,000. These were facts they have not 
n denied, nor can they be denied su CA 

Mr. DINGLEY. That was the maximum amount, 

Mr. BAYNE. I know that. I said in all probability it would 
reach that; and, mark you, they get for about 300,000 miles bly 
$150,000, because for that amount of mileage there was no rival to this 
line, and as a matter of course they would get the 50 cents per mile. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Bus for part of the mail line from San Francisco to 
China there is competition. 

Mr. BAYNE. ne ee aware of that. I am taking the gentle- 
man’s own speech. I quoted that in making the statement that there 
was = competition for abont one-half of the distance traveled of 288,- 
000 miles. 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; 231,000 miles, which includes the line from 
Panama to San Francisco. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well; but it isa very simple calculation toshow 
that that amount of mileage would give one-half that amountof money. 
Now, that was a fact which I stated in the debate and nobody appears 
to have gainsaid it, the gentleman from Michigan or anybody else. 

I made another statement, which was that these transcontinental 
auna companies were paying this company & subsidy of $95,000 per 
mon 

Mr. HORR.. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit me tọ 
interrupt him? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will. 

Mr. HORR. I have the figures and facts to show that they have re- 
ceived e single dollar for anything except paying ſor the apt 
freights they actually transport—not one dollar for anything 

Mr. BAYNE. I can refer to the Commercial and Financial Chroni- 
cle, to be found in the Congressional Library, which makes that state- 
ment, and I regard it as authoritative. I do not believe that a journal 
of that responsibility, acknowledged to be the leading financial journal 
in this country, whose quotations are regarded as ex cathedra—I do 


2512 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Marou 3, 


not believe that that journal would make a misstatement of fact, or 
that if it did that misstatement would go over the country and remain 
unrefuted. And I say there is to be found in that journal the state- 
ment that the Pacific railroad companies pay to this com- 


pany $95,000 a month as a subsidy. And for what can they 
pay that.? Why, sir, that the steamship com may keep up its 
rates and thus not come into competition with the transcontinental 


Sater companies. 

How does my friend from New York [Mr. HEWITT] know that if this 
company Soala conduct its business on business principles and not keep 
upitsrates to accommodate these transcontinental railway companies— 
how does he know but it would get in the natural course of business 
enough of freight to enableitto declare dividends of 6 or 10 or 12 oreven 
20 percent? But meanwhile it is kept out of competition in the inter- 
est of these railroad co: across the continent, and these rail- 
road co; ions and this steamship company are identical in many 

outside of that contract. 
ae hop tg ead en Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. zar 
Mr. HEWITT, of ew York. I ask the gentleman whether the cut- 
nail pool of Pittsburgh has succeeded in keeping up rates ? 

Mr. ANDERSON. Is it not the fact that the Pacific roads pay the 
Pacific Mail Company $90,000 a month to keep up rates? 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, does not the cut-nail pool of his district accomplish that result? 

Mr. BAYNE. What the cut-nail pool has to do with it I do not 
know. If what the cut-nail does is all wrong, it does not justify 
this wrong. My friend from New York, ordinarily very logical, is illog- 
ica? on this occasion when he assumes to say because the nail pool of 


Mr. HEWITT, of New York. Is the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
agsanst cut-nail pools? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have nothing to do with that. Nail pools are not 
before at this time. 

Mr. „of New York. The gentleman complains there is 
likely to be a pool in this matter. I want to know if he is sincere or 
not by inquiring if he is against pools in his own district. 

Mr. BAYNE. My actions speak as to my sincerity. But because 
there may be pools in one section of country or another 8 
why this great wrong should be inflieted on the American people. Con- 
gress having substantially built those transcontinental railways when 
the Government ought to have invested the money directly in them 
and owned them, those very very transcontinental railways that we built by 
the aid of this Government pay outof their treasury to this Pacific Mail 
Steamship Company $95,000 a month to keep up rates, and then this 
steamship company, the ee t of e eee 
cence, comes here and asks for a subsidy. It is E 
that any gentleman having the best interests of this country at heart 
should advocate a measure of that sort. I am amazed at it. I con- 
fess I am amazed that a corporation which is acting in this way toward 
the shippers and the business men and the farmers and all interested 
in in this country should come here and ask for a bounty 
from the Government, and that anybody in Congress should be willing 
to confer such a benefit. 

There is one thing, Mr. Speaker, the American House of ta- 
tives should never do; and that is, it should never depart from the pol- 
icy of paying for the services rendered to the Government only a fair 
equivalent. sspears ee ee $400,000 or $600,000 is a 
mere bagatelle. That will do nothing romote American shipping; 
it will do eee e taney th grr with other coun: 
tries. But this is the entering-wedge to get the Government once to 
adopt the policy of granting subsidies; and then, after we once enter 

upon this course, there will come to this Capitol from one point or an- 
other a lobby of influence and of power, and they will not ask for $600,- 
000, nor $1,000,000, nor $2,000,000, but they will ask for five, or six, or 

eight, or ten, or twelve, or fifteen millions of And the 
will be, if we enter upon that . 
influence into the very halls of! 

Gentlemen cite foreign countries 8 their shipping 
lines and built a merchant marine. That is true enough. But 
what is the condition of those countries? Why, sir, England has con- 
tributed millions of pounds sterling for the purpose of estab’ a 
merchant marine. She has succeeded in doing it, but what has she for 
that merchant marine? A part of that debt of over four 
millions of dollars which rests like an incubus on the English people 
is the heritage left by the adoption of this policy to the people of Eng- 
land. France has pursued the same course and has a great debt from 
which, however, through her marvelous energy and enterprise, pew 
probably extricate herself. Spain aided her ship and 
one or two oceasions has repudiated o 
or failed to meet it. Italy also has adopted the policy of buildingup a 
marine in this way. arlet apeiga y agrata edep hes maven 
self up in business, borrows his capita to work and has the out- 


ward evidences of prosperity about hin him, ad ru ai of final judg- 


e eee Ee and his liabilities will absorb 
em 

Gentlemen talk about England and France and Italy. Why, sir, the 
exchequers of each of those countries have been depleted just to the 
extent that they have aided the establishment of these ship lines. 
This Government could appropriate five millions, or ten millions, or 
fifteen millions of dollars a year to establish a merchant marine if it 
chose to do it. We have the enterprise, the ingenuity, the material— 
everything that would be needed to establish and carry on such lines; 
but if we should do that, how would itbe done? Simply by taking out 
the Treasury a certain amount of money raised by taxes on the people 
for other statesmanlike that 


t some men are so wise and so 

they to see wisdom in that kind of policy... I venture to say, sir, 
that there is not a business man in this country who conducts his busi- 
ness 7 not ultimately find himself in bank- 
ru 

j 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ee I from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
es has thirty minutes 

1 AYNE. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hol- 

MAN 


Mr. HOLMAN. I propose to close the debate. 

Mr. HORR. I do not think that is fair. Isubmit it to the Speaker and 
to the sense of fairness of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN]. 
I took this debateon the amendment. On the amendment I was to vote 
to concur, which would have given me the close, and I submit that I 
should have it now, and I believe the —— of the gentleman from 
Indiana will agree with mine on that point. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Hork] will not insist on that. The debate turns entirely upon the 
motion now pending, and I e eee eee fairl 
if I did not insist on closing the debate. If the gentleman [Mr. Horr 
does not wish to occupy the time I will move the previous question at 
the close of my remarks. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER obtained the floor. 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman from New York [Mr. DorsHEIMER] 
will occupy his own time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I certainly can not consent to that. 
I have just stated to the gentleman from Michigan that if he did not 
desire to occupy the time, ein the interest of the dispatch of the public 
business I would call the previous question. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. — I never ask anything unfair. I intended 
to yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. poms eng but it 
is insisted that I shall use my remaining time on a proposition of which 
I have the affirmative, which is that the House shall concur. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How much time is the gentleman willing to yield 
to the gentleman from New York? 

Mr. HORR. Eight minutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well; I will follow him. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Mr. Speaker, the term ‘‘subsidy”’ involves 
the idea of a gratuity. Now, I entirely agree with those who coutend 
that the Government ought not to grant a gratuity for postal service. 
Indeed, I will go further, for I suppose that by this time it is well un- 
derstood in the House that I am opposed to gratuities of any kind, 
whether given 5 by tariff taxation or given directly by appro- 
priations out of the Treasury. I would not stand here for a moment 
to coutend in favor of granting gratuities to American steamship lines 
for carrying the mails. 

The only reason which commends itself to my mind for giving to the 
Postmaster-General the power which is granted by the Senate amend- 
ment is that it enables him to te p a reasonable and proper compensa- 
tion for the service which is ered to the public. Ifthe Postmaster- 
General can now, under law, pay a reasonable and proper 

Capen E ae Map ee upon the high seas, then I see no 
reason for ting him any powers whatever. But, as I un- 
derstand the subject, it is not now within his power to pay a proper 


effect | compensation for what is not only a desirable but for what, I think, 


must be regarded as a necessary part of the public service. I under- 
stand that the compensation which is paid now for carrying the mails 
from San China, and Japan amounts to $3,000 a year, and 
that under the law that is all the Postmaster-General can pay for that 
service. 

Now I ask gentlemen—in particular I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania who has just taken his seat, and who has professed himself 
willing to pay a proper compensation for the mail service—I ask him 
whether this is a proper compensation for carrying the mails from San 
Francisco to China and Japan? 

7 „this country now pa pare POROA TME SEOTI- 

soriy slag ope Loh ew Orleans, although there 
the mails between those two cities. e Gov- 
ernment now pays for the mails between New York and New 
Orleans by sea $14,000 a year, although it is manifest that all the im- 
portant part of the mails between those two cities must go by rail. Can 
man contend that it is a fair thing to pay $14,000 a year to steam- ` 
sila hess for a TIE the RAE between aw York aud Mow Ociesne, 
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and only $3,000 a year for doing the mail service between San Fran- 
cisco and China and Japan? 

I say, further inquiry will show gentlemen that the Post-Office De- 
partment pays more money for 3 the mails from San Fran- 
cisco to the Yosemite Valley than it does for sending them from San 
Francisco to China and Japan. ; 

I would give a Postmaster-General power, as this amendment does, to 
pay a proper compensation for performing the public service. Iwould 
not give him power to expend a dollar in the nature of a subsidy. I 


have no opinion which would justify me in advocating for a moment a | and 


gratuity to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company or to any other com- 
pany. But itseems to me a monstrous thing to provide this miserable 
pittance for so great and important a part of the postal service of the 
United States. 

What will happen if these steamers leave the mails on the docks at 
San Francisco, and if intelligence must be communicated either by 
cable or by sending the mails from New York to Liverpool and thence 
to China and Japan by the Isthmus of Suez? That must be the result 
of leaving this matter in its present situation. I ask the House to as- 
sent to the amendment of the Senate—not on the ground that I propose 
in this way to encourage American shipping at all; for Ido not believe 
in governmental encou t to any form of industry, whether it be 
American or foreign. All the protection our industries need is the just 
enforcement of equal laws. I ask that this amendment be assented to 
in order that the Department may have the means to pay a reasonable 
and proper compensation for a necessary and valuable part of the public 
service. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HORR. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. PHELPs]. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to use these three min- 
utes by offering any argument; it is too late for that. I shall use them 
only to state some facts which seem pertinent and from which gentlemen 
may draw their own conclusions. 

The Pacific Mail Steamship Company has for fifteen years been doing 
the business of this Government for about nothing. ing those fif- 
teen years it has paid no dividends to its stockholders, di y or indi- 
rectly, to the best of my knowledge and belief, ex during the last 
two years; and in these last two years it has paid a dividend of 5 per 
cent. foreach year. That, certainly, is not excessive profit. The item 
of $95,000, which the gentleman from Pennsylvania stated in a manner 
which should suggest that it was a subsidy, is money paid for heavy 
freight which was rted by the steamships of this company be- 
cause it could be in that way more cheaply transported than by the 
3 companies, who paid the steamship company which did the 

msiness, 

During the last year the Pacific Mail Steamship Company has carried 
the mails of the United States 750,000 miles for $20,000; and of the serv- 
ice thus rendered none has been more valuable than that between this 
country and Australia. This has brought immediate and valuable re- 
sults to ourcommerce. The company has been able to do this business 
ei Mr. S er) because the colony of Australia paid the line 

„000 for this service. But the colony of Australia, unwilling to pay 
exclusively for that which is a benefit to us as well as to it, has with- 
drawn the subsidy; and hereafter no steamship of the United States will 
carry our to Australia unless we pay for it. 

So much for domestic history. Now for two statements connected 
with foreign commerce. The Peninsularand Oriental Steamship Com- 
pany of Great Britain has for years received millions of in re- 
turn for which it has carried the flag of Great Britain to the East, and 
brought hundreds of millions to British commerce. Yet nobody has 
ever objected to continuing the subsidy because the Duke of Westmin- 
ster was one of its stockholders. Shall the name of Gould 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I trust gentlemen will not overlook 
the fact that there are two Senate amendments pending, and that both 
of them are of importance. One only has been referred to in the pres- 
ent debate. The other will claim my attention for a moment. 

By that Senate amendment authority is given the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to pay the rent of post- offices of the third class. That involves 
an in expenditure for the present of a half million of dollars, 
and in the very early future of a million dollars. And that, too, Mr. 
1 with the fact known to the House that during the last session 
of the last Congress a million of dollars was added to the expense of 
the postal system by a direct increase of the salaries of the postmas- 
ters, a greater portion of the benefits of which went to postmasters of 
the second, third, and fourth classes. Now it is proposed to add indi- 
rectly from a half million to a million more to the compensation of 

of the third class alone—a body of public employés now 
well paid for their services, and whose salaries greatly exceed the com- 
pensation paid for similar services in private employments. 

I trust gentlemen will not be unmindful of the fact that, however im- 
portant and valuable the postal service may be, while the duty rests 
upon Congress to make liberal appropriations for that branch of the pub- 
lie service, there is imminent that by successive of 
salaries of postmasters of the various grades you will make it the most 
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extravagant and expensive Department of the Government. In fact, 
that result is already reached. The importance of this Department is 
seized upon for excessive and lavish expenditure. This fact appeared 
in the profligate and corrupt expenditure for the star-route service a 
few years ago, and also appears in the attempt to subsidize the foreign- 
mail service on this very bill. I know of no branch of the public serv- 
ice so exposed to profligate and dishonest legislation as our postal sys- 
tem, except that relating to the public land. The special importance 
of this service makes ita shelter for questionable appropriations 
ishonest raids on the 2 
This valuable branch of the public service is being made use of as 
an agency by which, to an unwarranted extent, — is being 
depleted and the salaries of Government employés increased. The 
vast body of the employés in this Department, located in every Con- 
gressional district and efficient in public affairsand in influencing pub- 
lie opinion, ts an everlasting motive for increased expenditure 
and 3 i 
I call the attention of gentlemen to the fact there isa remarkable 
increase made by this bill in theexpenses of this De t involving 
an enormous deficiency forthe coming year. I hope the proposed amend- 
ment of the Senate will be defeated by the intelligence and good sense 
of the House. But can I be hopeful of that result in view of our past 


experience ? 
SUBSIDY. 


I come to the other proposition, the subsidy provision, which has 
been so ably debated—the Senate’s proposed increase for the foreign- 
mail service to the extent of $375,000, making that appropriation in 
the e, instead of $425,000, $800,000. The amount involved 
does not me. It is a bagatelle. It is the principle upon which 
that proposed appropriation rests that fills me withalarm. This is in 
substance the same as the original proposition defeated in the House, 
except that it reduces the sum appropriated from $600,000 to $375,000, 
but the proposition to pay the ship 50 cents per mile for the round voy- 
age without regard to the mail carried, of the sea postage on 
the mail carried, as now and for many years since allowed by law, re- 


mains unchanged. 

The 8 involves a naked subsidy. It is not compensation, 
as heretofore, according te the service rendered, but upon the arbi- 
pees basis of a simple subsidy without regard to service, that this 
osition rests. It is an arbitrary compensation of so much for the d 
tance the vessel travels per mile, not the value of the services rendered} 
that underlies this Senate proposition. It is unimportant whether the 
vessel carries a mail or not, if it carries one letter, the sea on 
which is 2 cents, or no letter at all, the subsidy of 50 cents per mile of 
ocean travel will be paid. 

It has been argued that this is not à subsidy. What is a subsidy? 
I do not accept the definition of subsidy given by the gentleman 
from New York. It is in its main feature a naked gift. A sub- 
sidy in our Government and in all others is that measure of public 
policy which imposes a burden upon the whole people for the t 
of a favored citizen or of a particular class. I do not care in what form 
it makes its ce, when the Government exercises the power of 
taxing the labor of the whole people and applies a portion of the means 
drawn from the labor of all to promote any special or i form 
of industry, it is a subsidy. Such is the definition of subsidy even 
in its simplest form. 

In the present instance it is proposed to encourage our foreign-ship- 
carrying trade by a subsidy in the most naked and odious form, not 
by compensating the owners of ships for services rendered in carry- 
ing the mails, but upon the arbitrary principle of 50 cents per mile 
for the ship’s voyage, whether a mail be carried or not, promoting the 
carrying trade at the expense of every other trade, and often it will be 
found that the trade promoted involves English and not American capi- 
tal. It has been said by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] 
that in former years a higher compensation was paid than the 2 cents 
per letter, being the sea 

But as far back as 1864, twenty-one years ago, in the midst of the 
war and an inflated currency, I find the Postmaster-General of that 
day, Postmaster-General Blair, making the following statement in re- 
gard to this service: 

It is not pretended that the compensation now paid is not sufficient for the 
service rendered. No private person— 

And here I call the attention of the gentleman from Michigan— 

No private person— 
Says the Postmaster-General— 
them for any kind of transportation at the rate paid by the Government 

r mail matter; and no persons were so much benefited incidentally as the own- 
ers of the ships, for the bulk of the correspondence— 

And to this I especially invite the attention of the gentleman from 
Michigan— 
the bulk of the correspondence relates to the trade carried on by their vessels, 

So, sir, with an extent of mails only equal to 1} per cent. of the whole 
foreign mails of the United States transported to China and Japan the 

emen insist on paying for that merely nominal mail matter 50 
cents a mile, more than $3,500 per round trip, and that, too, whether 
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a single letter is carried or not. And all this in a special degree for 
the benefit of a corporation which has drawn several million dollars 
from your Treasury without consideration. 
Fou confer upon the Postmaster-General the power to enter into con- 
tracts for the transportation of the mails with American vessels bound 
10 DEIER TPES AaS PAF SADLO OONA xx 
traveled whether the mails are carried or not. That will not be de- 
nied, I presume. In what particular is that not correct? Yes, sir; 
common fairness ought to compel the admission that the carrying of 
Lar aprender et tem It is a naked subsidy to enrich a few men 
at the expense of all other laboring interests. 
TCCCFCFCCCCCCCCTTTTTCCC00CTCCCCC IR 
ished by the gentleman from New York, who addressed the House 
so forcibly a few moments since, that the mails would not be carried 


unless this subsidy is paid. Does he mean that in our service, from | dons this 


our Pacific coast to China and Japan, and between San Francisco and 
New South Wales and Australia, there is no competition with the single 
‘American line, and therefore we are at the mercy of that line, whether 
the mails are carried or not, and must pay it for mail service, however 
small it may be, whatever that line may exact? Is it meant to compel 
‘the Postmaster-General, whatever be his views on the subject, and 
whether there is or is not a mail to carry, to pay to the Pacific steam- 
ship line the entire 50 cents per mile for the distance from San Fran- 
‘cisco to China and Japan and return, for every trip the vessels of that 
‘line may make in its commercial business? the gentleman mean 
‘that, and that this extortion must be submitted to? 
I think we shall not be subject to this extortion; for between San 
Francisco and China and Japan, as well as between San Francisco and 
"Australia, there are com: g lines. I admit there is but one line, 
the Pacific Mail Steamship Company, in this region of the oceans that 
carries the American flag, and yet it is only nominally an American 
line. A part, atleast, of the capital of that company is European capital. 
| But there are competing lines that are the foreign mails from 
our Pacific ports to-day in common with the ifie Steamship Com- 
(pany, and have been doing so for years, and they are carrying them upon 
the basis of our present laws. They are not only carrying them upon 
that basis, but so far as I know without any 8 or the com- 
pensation is now ample for the service rendered. Will the Pacific Steam- 
ship Company, the company fostered by your bounty in former years, 
t up by your bounty—will they refuse to carry your foreign mails 
at the present reasonable rates after taking millions of dollars from 
‘your Treasury on this same false pretense of promoting your commerce? 
No gentleman need be apprehensive that a single letter will fail to 
be carried to any foreign port, whether in the South Pacific, China, 
‘Japan, or any part of the Atlantic or Pacific coastof South America, by 
reason of your resistance of this extortionate demand of a single cor- 
tion and because you refuse this naked subsidy. No, sir, the carry- 
ling of the foreign mails is a matter of common interest to all nations, 
‘and if vessels claiming to be American will not carry them without 
‘subsidy other vessels will, and are glad to do so, at the reasonable rates 
you have heretofore paid and which other nations pay. 
No such apprehension need be felt, e 
sion of your foreign mails will follow. Your foreign mails will be 
carried as they have been for the last twenty years and upon the same 
reasonable basis of compensation. You are not at the mercy of the 
‘Pacific Steamship Company. I should consider it a great national mis- 
fortune if you were, for the national honor is of more moment than even 
Four foreign mails, and, as gentlemen well know, that is involved in 
the subsidizing of that line. 
} But, Mr. Speaker, I come to another view of this matter—that pre- 
sented by the superintendent of the foreign mail service, a gentleman 
Who has been connected with this service for the last eleven or twelve 
years, and a man of wide experience in the needs of the service. I beg 
the indulgence of the House while I present his views. In a letter to 
‘me, of recent date, he says: 
! DEAR : As requested ‘ou, when I met you by appointmentin 
eee 6 er 
| He refers to the bill now pending in the House, which is embodied 
in this Senate amendment, d eee of 50 cents a mile 
as the subsidy for carrying the foreign mails— 
a } 
oad, reciting the saint „ bill pi 8 
to foreign parts on the E first, that the views of this De- 
partment since my connection with this office, in 1874, have been adverse to that 
Principle 
And I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Michigan 
particularly to this point, for this, as I have said, is from the superin- 
tendent of foreign mails— 


have been adverse to that principle and in ſavox of basing com ion upon 
irene tal. ere nrg which heretofore Lave oina berets 
‘these 9 introducing this latter principle 5 

The principle of compensation according to the service actually ren- 
dered, and not the arbitrary proposition of this measure 


Mr. HORR. This is just w 


t it is proposed todo here to pay what, 
the steamships earn. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; the reverse is correct. I continue to read— 


are introducing this latter principle in recent contracts in 

Great Britain, for ce, in contracts now in force for mail 

South America, the United States, the West Indies, and the west 

poy for transportation on the basis of the amount of cowaspond- 
0 


packet. 
meral of New South W. uding 
a contract made by his istration ee Gente Steen iship Company 
for mail conveyance between that colony and England, remarks as follows: 
“Another important feature in the contract is that the government pays no 
„FFF. conveyed; a fair payment per pound being made 
Thus showing that the system of subsidies 
ing ae da xpeving large for the conveyance of 
And yet, sir, the policy of Great Britain is invoked in behalf of the 
subsidy proposed by the pending measure. Even Great Britain aban- 
is m ical principle of subsidy. Even she can notafford to 
tax all of her people for the benefit of the few. 
n Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman from Indiana allow me aques- 
on? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do I understand the tleman from Indiana to 
say that the policy of Great Britain to-day is to pay a simple ordinary 
compensation for carrying its foreign mails ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes, sir; I have read the statement of our foreign 
mails superintendent to that effect—so much per pound. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How does it happen, then, that in the last report 
of the postmaster-general of Great Britain I find it stated in a table 
now before me that the amount paid for mail service to the West In- 
dies and Mexico was $420,115, and that this amount was in excess ofall 
amounts received from postage to those countries $265,000? That is 
according to the last report of the postmaster-genera]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand the gentleman’s question, and my 
answer is simply this: The superintendent of our foreign mail service 
has submitted the letter I have just read to a committee of this House; 
and I certainly rely upon his statement with much greater confidence 
than upon any statement that comes through an unofiicial channel. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But here is the statement of the British postmaster- 


general. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And here is the statement of the superintendent of 
your own foreign mail service, and he is as likely to be well informed 
as any of us. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As the British postmaster-general ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suppose the gentleman does not question the au- 
thenticity of this document I have read. I will say to the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DIxdLxx], as I have already said, that I have simply 
presented the of the tendent of our mails. 
Upon his authority I make the statement that the policy of even Great 
Britain is to pay for the service rendered instead of on the principle of 
an arbitrary subsidy. But if Great Britain still adhered to the subsidy 
system it certainly would not modify the views of an American Con- 


gressman. Great Britain, by giving full effect to the ciple of sub- 
sidy for centuries, has increased enormously her th, but it is the 
wealth that gives overgrown estates to the few and the body 


of her people to poverty and wretchedness. Whether she abandons 
the subsidy system in her ocean postal service or not, the fact remains 
ae jer monarchical system of government rests on the principle of 
subsidy. a 
Such are the natural frnits of subsidy. It could always have been 
taken for granted that Great Britain would give up her subsidy system 
as intelligence and power of her people increased. I hear with 
regret the oft-made appeal to the experience of foreign governments, 
when dealing with our American policy. Are we to adopt their policy 
and accept the inevitable results? Show measingle nation of Europe— 
England, France, Italy, Spain, or P. that has attempted to pro- 
mote special industries and commercial interests by payments from the 
public resources that has not produced sooner or later and perpetuated 
the same results; a class of men of excessive wealth and overgrown fort- 
une, and a great body of wretched and impoverished people. Subsidy, 
in the nature of things, produces the extremes of wealth and poverty—a 
result fatal toa republic. Great estates and a people in wretchedness 
and poverty are the ripened fruits of subsidy in all lands and in every 
I do not think, sir, that gentlemen are happy in alluding to the 
policy of other governments when that policy has produced the poverty 
and misery of the many in the excessive enrichment of the few. 
But, sir, we are told by the gentleman from New York that here in 
our own country, between New York and New Orleans and on our great 
i routes, we are paying vast sums of money for the transporta- 
tion of our mails, Does the gentleman propose to compare the policy 
of this Government in diffusing intelligence among its own people to 
the policy it ought to adopt in its commerce with foreign powers? 
was your P. Department established as one of the great 
agencies of yourGovernment? Why was it made one of the great De- 
ts of your Government? It was not that it should bea source 
of revenue; it was not for the promotion * commerce and your 
ing trade, but it was to the end that intelligence should be every- 
where di The men who based their government on yrs ayn 
of 


and virtue sought to utilize that agency for. the universal 
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intelligence. Therefore to every region of the United States, whatever 
the expense may be, the mails must be carried. 

Such is not the state of things with reference to our relations with 
any of the foreign countries of the world. Between us and them it is 
simply a matter of national and commercial intercourse—nothing more. 
A single additional word. I have in a somewhat extended experience 
in Congress seen almost the rise of the direct subsidy system in this 
Government. It is a feature of modern times; the last quarter of a 
century covers almost entirely the period of subsidy in our Govern- 
ment. It acquired its greatest control of Congress when our people 
were watching with anxiety and alarm the movement of armies in our 
great civil war. 

Ihave watched its workings during a period of more than twenty-five 
years. I saw the enormous grants carried through this House of lands 
intended by our futhers for homesteads for our people to the great cor- 
porations which now wield such fearful and peri power in the affairs 
of this Government. I saw hundredsof millions of acres of the public 
domain ted away, in the spirit of subsidy, to a few favored citi- 
zens building up imperial fortunes and depriving millions of our 
ple at an early period of independent homes. I saw the modest bill 
pass this House which granted the first subsidy to the line of vessels 
running between our shores and the Sandwich Islands; and the bill 
carried through to subsidize on the pretense of promoting the ship- 
carrying interest between New York and Brazil. I saw the passage of 
the first bill subsidizing the Pacific Mail Steamship Span and, 
sir, every step that was taken in that march of subsidy was leading 
steadily toward -the inevitably fatal result, and that result came, sir, 
when that company came into this Hall and demanded its additional 
subsidy of $500,000 a year for ten years, and filled the land with aston- 
ishment and shame. Do gentlemen wish to re-establish that period of 
national dishonor? 

About twelve years ago, sir, under circumstances not unlike those 
around us, came the bill granting the additional subsidy of half a mill. 
ion to the Pacific Mail Steamship Company into this Hall. You had 
granted the first half-million per year for ten years, without its en- 
countering anything buta fair and earnest opposition and with ap- 
parently an honorable support. I heard the bill read at that desk 
which was to grant the additional half a million a year for ten years. I 
saw the agencies by which it passed this House. I saw the events 
transpiring here which took $750,000 from your Treasury for purposes 
of national dishonor, which closed these doors forever against once hon- 
ored representatives of the people. I saw those events, sir, and they 
shall never be repeated while I am here without one voice at least bein; 
raised against them. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. PHELPS 
has spoken of the Pacific Mail Steamship Company as a corporation 
which has never received any aid or any adequate compensation for 
carrying your mails. Sir, you granted that corporation $10,000,000 by 
two acts of Congress. 

Mr. HORR. When? Not this corporation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You ted the Pacific Mail Steamship Company 
$10,000,000 by two acts of Congress. You gave that last subsidy on the 
condition of the building of ships that were never built. I grant you 
those great subsidies were but ially paid; Congress in that hour of 
humiliation repealed the subsidies begot in dishonor. Who has not 
felt humiliated in recalling the history of that period? Commence with 
the first subsidy bill of our time, in 1862, only twenty-two years 
ago, and follow the history of that policy down to the time when that 
last subsidy of half a million was voted for the benefit of the Pacific 
Mail Steamship Company, a subsidy so promptly annulled by Congress 
when the method of its passage was disclosed, and you will find that 
you are all the time tracing the p of national humiliation. 

I trust, sir, as I have had occasion to say before, that at the very out- 
set of this new at the beginning of a period of reform, Congress 
will promptly and with honorable emphasis defeat this measure. Sub- 
sidy — no place in a Democratic administration; but if you intend that 
the very fountains of law shall be stained and polluted, then organize 
once more the forces and give a new life to the spirit of subsidy; and 
then, sir, a sense of national shame will rest again upon the brows of 
the American people. How can it be otherwise? I speak, sir, in the 
interest of honest government. I speak for purity in legislation. I 
speak for that virtue upon which republicanism must rest, when I 
protest against measures of policy by which the interests of a few are 
promoted at the expense of the great body of our people. The rates 
pere your foreign mail service is ample; this measure is not an 
} 8 ſor carrying the mails. 

Mr. HORR. They have reduced it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not a cent. The compensation is the same to-day 


Mr. HOLMAN. The sea postage then was the same as the sea post- 
age now. Let my friend look at the law; he will see that the rate of 
2 cents per letter has stood unchanged for twenty-two years. 


rate suficient even when the 
scarcely 50 per cent. of what it is at the present time. 
revive the idea of encouraging your carrying trade—not your com- 


ing power of your money was 
Yet now you 


merce, for that grows every hour, but your ing trad 
the whole people to build up the wealih of „ 8 

I enter my protest against this measure as wholly un-American, 
and I indulge the confident hope that, with the experience which is 
yet fresh in the minds of all men, this perfidious and us and 
corrupt policy will ngt be re-entered upon. I trust that in the closing 
hours of this Congress, when we are about to return to our homes to 
meet our constituents, we will resolve to meet them with the con- 
sciousness that we have again condemned as never to be repeated a 
measure of policy at war with our system of Government and hostile 
to the purity of our legislation. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have eleven minutes left. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has eleven minutes re- 
maining if he desires to use it. 

Mr.HORR. Ido, Iyield six minutes of that time to the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the rtof the committee 
of conference on the di: ing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 


ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for 
the current and conti t expenses of the Indian Department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other arpon: 

The message further announced that the Senate further insisted upon 
its amendments numbered 9, 12, 13, 14, 26, 27, 28, 35, 41, 42, 74, 75, 
76, 110, 111, 112, and 113 to the bill (H. R. 7970) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the ie eg eed 
ment and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, disagreed to 
by the House of Representatives, asked a further conference with the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. DAWS, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. RANsom as the conferees 
on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the di g votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7785) 
making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I purpose in the brief time allowed 
me to say a few words on the subsidy question. I for one shall vote 
to concur in the amendment of the Senate. The term subsidy has 
no terrors for me in this connection. There is no proposition in this 
amendment to take money out of the Treasury ped y donate it to any 
steamship company. It is simply a proposition by competition among 
shippers to do for our foreign commerce and intercommunication of our 
fellow-citizens the same thing that is done by the star-route service on 
the land. Su sir, that our star service were confined to those 
routes upon which the revenue derived from 2 cents on each letter car- 
ried could pay the expense of the route. In that case not many routes 
could be maintained six months of the year. Why, sir, we pay seven 
or eight million dollars annually for the star service; and where does 
three-fourths of the money come from that sustains this service? It 
comes from New York, Philadelphia, and other large cities or depot 
towns on the trunk lines of railroad where the revenue from post- 
age is largely in excess of the expenditure. 

Iam astonished, sir, that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE], hailing froma State that is almost unanimous for protection, 
should call the proposition of the Senate to develop our foreign trade 
and re-establish our merchant marine, which necessarily will re-estab- 
lish our Navy—I say, sir, I am i that he should call this a 
‘*subsidy’’ and complain of it as such. While with one breath he 
does this, he thinks it only right that every steamship built in this 
country should be compelled to buy its iron and steel from the Penn- 
sylvania mongers because no others in this country produce the mate- 
rials that enter into iron-ship building. Sir, in that respect he is like 
many other gentlemen, many other communities, and even States of 
this Union—for free trade abroad, but monopoly at home. 

Why, sir, it can not possibly take any money out of the Treasury if 
we concur in this amendment of the Senate. Already there is in the 
Treasury a surplus of $760,000 from foreign ocean postage, when you 
deduct the interior postage on the foreign mail matter. The Senate’s 
amendment provides only that the Postmaster-General, if he thinks fit, 
may use as much as $400,000—a fraction more than half of the present 
surplus ocean postage—to subsidize, if you choose to call it so, our mail 
steamers to countries with a view to establishing better commu- 
nication, developing commerce, restoring our commercial marine and our 
Navy, which every American North, South, East, or West ought to ipay 
and work to see revived. [Applause]. As I said a moment ago, there 
is no proposition here to take money out of the Treasury. There is to- 


day a deficiency of over $3,000,000 in the revenues of the Post-Office 
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t on land; but ſor the surplus upon ſoreign ocean postage 
deficiency would be $760,000 more. The proposition here is simply to 


let about half the surplus foreign ocean be used to develop our 

communication and commerce abroad just as all the home postage may 

be said to be used for the development of our star- route service. The 

2 settled agricultural and grazing sections of the South and West 
mld be just to the commercial and manufacturing East. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HORR] has 
five minutes remaining. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I have heard nothing yet in this debate 
replying to the statement I first made that this te amendment 
simply pays these ships for the work they actually do, when you take 
into account the miles they must travel. Why has not somebody had 
something to say on this point which is the gist of this debate? My 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] skipped that branch of this 
question. No man has attempted to point out that this amendment 
gives excessive pay for the work performed. No one denies that it in- 


creases the present pay very largely; but my position was that it ought 
to be increased. If such is not the case why not some one made it 
a r? 


me again A this proposition is not a subsidy. It does not 
pay a penny a mile more to our own vessels than we give to vessels 
carrying foreign flags. It is a simple proposition to pay what these 
steamers earn—that is all there is of it—as we do in the case of the 
coastwise service, or, as was by my friend from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. TILLMAN ], in the star- route service. If we should compel 
the contractors on the star routes to carry the mails for the small rev- 
enue derived from the few letters put into their you would not 
have a mile of star service running in the United States in six weeks, 
because under such an ment the contractors could not live. 
We pay for carrying the mail on the star routes according to what it is 
wo taking into account the distance traveled; and that is right. 
That is all we ask in regard to this ocean mail service. This is nota 
subsidy in any true sense. I would not care if it were. 

I am ready to help build up the commerce on the great seas in be- 

half of my country, and to let other countries take care of themselves. 
The gentleman from P lvania is happy when we will do anything 
to set the forges ablaze and the wheels. running in Pennsylvania, but 
the moment we ask for fair pay for the work done by vessels built in the 
factories of his State, then he cries, ‘Subsidy !’’ Then he begins to use 
the clap-trap about Gould and somebody else to prejudice the minds of 
people and frighten them. Now, I do hope, Mr. ker, we shall rise 
above that kind of clap-trap. I use the word in a high literary sense, 
not intending to offend my friend from Pennsylvania. But it is the 
merest clap-trap to talk about subsidy and monopolies and corpora- 
tions in connection with this Senate amendment, which simply makes 
a square business proposition to pay these steamers which are built in 
America and owned here what the work is worth for the miles actually 
traveled—nothing more. 
This bill gives to American vessels just the same amount that it gives 
to the v of foreign countries. Is there a man here who to-day is 
going to vote —- his own country and in favor-of the rest of the 
world? Ifso, he parts company with meatonce. Iam for the United 
States of America first, and the rest of the world afterward—a good 
while afterward, too. If I had my way, I would build up this coun- 
try and let the rest of the world take care of itself. When a statesman 
has properly attended to the interests of his own nation, he will have 
but little time for missionary work; what time he has I am wi he 
should use in that way. But this amendment of the Senate is in the 
interest of our own nation, our own people, our own commerce; and I 
believe this House will stand by this Senate amendment simply be- 
cause it is just, because it is American, because it is solely in the in- 
terest of our own le. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how much time 
is left to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

The SPEA protempore. There are thirteen minutes of the time 
of the gentleman from Indiana now remaining. 

- Mr. TOWNSHEND. I would like to know further what disposition 
the gentleman from Indiana proposes to make of that time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe the understanding was that I should yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi for ten minutes, and that then the 
floor should be yielded to the gentleman from Illinois in order to call 
the previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will then recognize the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi for ten minutes. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allowed me I desire 
to ask the attention of the Houseto the first Senate amendment, which 
provides for leases of third-class post-offices. There is no distinction 
which can be made in justice between first, second, and third class offices. 

And my friend from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] was mistaken when he 
said the difference only isindegree. The difference is marked in kind. 
Why should a man whose salary runs from one to two thousand dollars 
be compelled to pay his own rent, when a man whose salary is above 
that shall have his rent paid by Government? There is no reason 
in it and there is no justice. 


But, sir, when we reach the fourth-class postmasters whose salaries 
run from a thousand dollars down, there is a reason why they should 
not have a t to have their rent paid by the Government, because 
the man who holds a fourth-class office in a majority of cases does not 
hold it for the salary at all, but for the accommodation of his neighbor- 


Mr. BINGHAM. Is not that true of the third-class offices? 

Mr. MONEY. Not at all. Fourth-class postmasters are men who 
are in business as merchants and shop-keepers of various kinds, and 
these men use the building as a -office in which their proper busi- 
ness is conducted. This is not their vocation but their avocation and 
established place of business in which the post-office is located. There 
is no reason why the Government should pay them their rent, but 
whena man 0 a Presidential office, the third class being the lowest 
of that kind, he then conducts this business alone not connected with 
any other business whatever. This man must rent a building for 


cial use and service of the post-office and ſor nothing else. He is le 
to attend to the office which pays over a tho dollars a year and 
also to attend to any other business. If he does the clerk- is en- 


tailed upon him for that purpose. Therefore it is reasonable and just 
in offices of the third class they should have their rent paid by the 
Government as in the case of second and third class TS. 

The amount of increase has been fairly stated, I think, by my friend 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] to be about one-half million dollars, 
There are 1,838 post-offices of the third class. All these postmasters 
to-day pay their own rent. It can be said easily that these gentlemen 
have the great American privilege of resigning the office if it did not 
suit their-purse and convenience. And so can any of us here resign. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it is a question of justice whether we shall prop- 
erly pay for the 1 naturally attending the postal service of 
this country, and I hope this House will not be so ly as to re- 
fuse an appropriation of half a million dollars, or as much more as will 
be necessary to conduct its service. 

Can any gentleman assign a good reason why a man holding a third- 
class office, whose pay is $1,950 a year, shall pay his own oflice-ren 
while the man who gets $50 more shall have his rent paid by the Gov- 
ernment? 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. These third-class officers are paid by commissions on 
the receipts of their offices, and they nearly absorb entirely the amount 
of 1 receipts in those offices. 

Ir. MONEY. The gentleman is right to the extent that these sal- 
aries are based on the business that is done in these offices. But, Mr: 
Speaker, it is simply a question of justice to the House. Do you insist 
this one class of postmasters holding Presidential offices shall pay their 
own rent, while the second and third class offices have their rent paid 
by the Government? Not only do the first and second class post masters 
have their rent paid for them, but the Government also supplies their 
lights and fuel and their incidental expenses. The postmasters of the 
third class have nothingof these things. It is only to extend to them the 
one single item of rent, and nothing more. They will still have their 
light and fuel, except in case of separating offices, to be paid out of their 
sa —_ aspostmasters. There is no justicein this; there is no economy 
in th 

And suppose it costs not only half a million but a million and a half, 
is that any reason why it should be denied? Are we to adopt a prin- 
ciple that a citizen is to do as much as possible for as little as possible? 
Are we not to deal fairly and honestly and justly with our own people 
and our own Federal employés? Is there any reason why a man should 
be treated harshly and unjustly and illiberally by Congress because he 
happens to be an official of the Government? That is a rule of injus- 
tice that we do not carry out with to ourselves, or to any of the 
other officials connected with the Government except these third-class 

ters. Their case is a very singular one, without a parallel in 
any other service of the Government; and it is impossible for this House, 
in my opinion, to fail to concur in the amendment of the Senate. 

I desire to yield the remainder of the time to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SKINNER] with the exception of one minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has four minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. MONEY. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads one Jont a reported to this House a bill 
granting an allowance of rent to third-class post-offices. A bill now 

ies on the Speaker’s table from the Senate having the same object in 
view. There are in this country to-day 50,000 post-offices. 

Our friends upon the other side are ing to think there must be 
a million or more, but I can tell them there are only 50,000. They are 
trying to stand from under the avalanche of letters and petitions pour- 
ing down upon them. But out of the 50,000 fiices 48,000 of 
them are fourth-class offices; that is, offices paying an annual salary 
of from a thousand dollars down to cents. There are only 81 first-class 
offices in the country; 404 second-class offices where the salary is $2,000 
or upward, and 1,845 third-class offices ranging from $1,000 upward. 

Now, the line is drawn at $2,000. Why not draw the line at $1,000? 


I will give one single illustration which will show the injustice of the 
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present law rating the compensation of these offices: Sup the post- 
master at an office receives a salary of $1,900. Out of tins he must pay 
his own office-rent, his own clerk-hire, and pay for his fuel and all the 
incidental expenses of the office, all of which must come out of the $1,900. 
In the very same county a postmaster may receivea salary of $2,000, and 
when it reaches that sum the Government steps in and pays him his rent, 
hisclerk-hire, his fuel, andall. Does anything betterillustrate that verse 
in Scripture, which I will quote: ‘‘ Unto every one that hath shall be 
given, and he shall have abundance; but from him that hath not shall 
be taken away even that which he hath?” 
Here the hammer fell. | 

r. MONEY. I now yield the remainder of the time to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM]. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Money] 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SKINNER] have so thoroughly 
covered the subject of the difference between the two Houses on this 

i question, that I think one minute will be ample for what I 


desire to say. This fact I want to impress upon the House: in the | question. 2 

A > 15 z Mr. HORR. I move that the House recede from its disagreement, 
gree to the amendment of the Senate. $ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. And upon that motion I call for the yeas and 


rural sections of the country they will receive the full benefit of this 
proposo Per in the law. Districts such as I represent will receive 
no t whatever. The Senate has sent here to this House from 
its Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads a bill covering this 
subject. That bill lies upon the Speaker’s table. The Committee of 
the House have recommended a similar bill. That stands on the Calen- 
dar of the House. Had a day been given to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads for the consideration of their business in this 
Congress we would have carried this legislation through the House. 
It comes to this to-day—— 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time allowed for debate has ex- 


pired. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Why I hardly began, and had not reached my 


point. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move the previous question on the adoption 
of the report of the conference committee. 

The question was ordered. r 

Mr. BINGHAM. We want to know how we can reach a vote on 
these te amendments. ; 

Mr. WNSHEND. After the adoption of the report we will have 
a vote taken upon each amendment dee ifd $ 

The question being taken on the adoption of the report, it was agreed 


Mr. TOWNSHEND moved to reconsider the vote by which the re- 
port was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was 


agreed to. 
The first amendment was read, as follows : 
Amendment numbered 3, page 2, line 16: Strike out the word “ hereafter.” 
‘The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 
Amendment numbered 4, 2, line 16: Strike out the word “lease” and 
insert“ in the disbursement of this appropriation apply part thereof to the pur- 


pose of leasing.“ 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House further insist upon its 


peg yeh to the amendment. 
r. HOLMAN. I suggest to my friend that the next two amend- 
ments be read and coupled with this. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam willing todo that. Let them be read. 
Amendment numbered 5 was read, as follows: 
Page 2, line 17, strike out the word “and,” 
And amendment numbered 6: 
Page 2, same line, after the word “second,” insert the words and third.” 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now move that the House further insist upon 
its disagreement to these three amendments; and upon that motion I 
call the previous question, 

Mr. MONEY. I move that the House recede from its disagreement 
to the Senate amendments and agree to the same. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. What becomes of my motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Moxey] preference. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iam aware of that; but I wanted to have the 
previous question ordered so as to prevent debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the motion of the gentleman from 
Tllinois can not be put before the House till the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mississippi lern. Movey] is of. The question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi, which is that the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate which 
have just been read and agree to the same. 

The geton being taken, there were—ayes 118, noes 18, 

Mr. HOLMAN. As this matter involves half a million of dollars of 
additional salaries, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

On the question of ordering the yeas and nays, there were ayes 25— 
not one-fifth of the last vote. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Count the other side. 

The negative vote being counted, there were noes 131. 


So (the affirmative not bei 
nays were not ordered; and 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. 


ment. 


On 8, lines 179, 
ol 5 —— 


of Panama, $425,000. 
And in lieu thereof insert as f 
For transportation of fore 
mus of Panama, $800,000. 


And the Postmaster. 


one-fifth of the whole vote) the yeas and 
e motion of Mr. MONEY was agreed to. 
The Clerk will report the next amend- 


The Clerk read amendment of the Senate numbered 16, as follows: 


180, and 181, strike out the following 
n of foreign mailsincluding railway transit across the Isth- 
000.“ 


follows: 
mails, including railway transit across the Isth- 
eneral is hereby authorized to 


enter into contracts for the transportation of any pert of said foreign mails, after 


legal advertisement with the lowest responsible 


dder, at a rate not exceeding 


50 cents a nautical mile on the trip each way actually traveled between the 
terminal points: Provided, That the mails so contracted shall be carried on 


American 


steamshi 
one-half of the sum 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. 


yo 


and thatthe aggregate of such contracts shall not exceed 
reby appropriated, 


I move that the House further insist on its 


disagreement to this amendment; and upon that I call for the previous 


and a 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 3 eit 
Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to —_ a parliamentary nity: 
e gentleman ate i 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Gentlemen who are o 


posed to this proposition I 


presume vote no,“ and those in favor of it vote ay.“ 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] that the House 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the 
same. All in favor of that motion will say ‘‘ay’’ when their names are 
called, and those opposed to it will say no.” 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 132, not vot- 
ing 63; as follows: 


YEAS—128, 

Davis, G. R. Howey, 
dar R. T. . 

ingley, ames, 

ixon, Jeffords, 
Dorsheimer, Johnson, 
Dunham ean, 
Elliott, Kellogg, 
Ellis, Ketcham, 
Ellwood, King, 

S, Lacey, 
Everbart, Lawrence, 
— — temis, 

unston, bbey, 
Garrison, rom 
George, vering, 
Glascock an, 
Greenleaf, Cormick, 
Hanback, Millard 
Hancock, Miller, S. H. 
Harmer, Money, 
Hart, Morgan, 
Hatch, H. H Morrill, 
Haynes, oulton, 
enderson, D. B. Muller, 
Hewitt, A.S. Mutchler, 
5 Nutting, 
iscock, Oates, 
Hitt, O'Hara, 
Hoblitzell, O'Neill, Charles 
Holton, yne, 
Horr, Payson, 
Houk, Perkins, 
NAYS—132. 
Dowd, MoMillin, 
Dunn, Maybut 
n u 
Eldredge, Miller, J y. 
nglish, Mills, 
Fiedler, Mitchell, 
Follett, Muldrow, 
Foran, Murphy, 
Geddes, cece, 
Gibson, Nelson, 
Graves, Ochiltree, 
Guenther, Ferrall 
Halsell, O'Neill, J. J. 
Hammond, ‘aige, 
Hardy, Patton, 
Hatch, W. H Peel, 
Hemphill, Peters, 
Henderson, T. J Pierce, 
Hepburn, Post, 
Hewitt, G. Price, 
8 Pryor, 
opkins, ork wan 
Honsemsn Reid, J. W. 
Jones, B. W. Rigga, 
Jones, J. H Robe 
Jones, J. K. Rogers, J. H 
Jordan, Seney, 
Lamb, Seymour, 
Lanham, Shively, 
Le Fevre, Singleton, 
Lowry, Skinner, T. G. 
MeAdoo, Smith, H. V. 
McComas, Snyder, 


Spriggs, 
Springer, 
Stewart, Charles 
Stockslager, 


Ward, 
Warner, Richard 
Weaver, 
Wellborn, 
Weller, 
Wemple, 
Wilkins, 
Willis, 
Wilson, W. L. 
Winans, E. B. 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wood 


Woodward, 
Worthington, 
Yaple. 
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Belford, Goff, Milliken, Steele, 
Green, Morrison, Stone, 
Blount, Morse, Summer, C. A. 
Bowen, Henley, ee Sumner, D. H. 
Herbert, Nicholls, Taylor, E. B. 
Campbell, Felix Holmes, Parker, Throckmorton, 
N H x Pettibone, Tully, 
ts, N Randall, Warner, A. J. 
Collins, Hutchins, Rankin, Washburn, 
k, Jones, J. T. Reese, . 
Keifer, Rice, Wilson, James 
Ermentrout, Kelley, Robinson, J. S. Winans, John 
Ferrell, Ki A Robinson, W. E. Wise, J. S. 
DOAN, ine leven,” Youn 
racy, D „ oung. 
Mocoid, Shaw, 


So the motion to concur was not agreed to. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names of members voting. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I would like to have m 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman from Ohio 
his name was called ? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I was not. If permitted to vote, I would 
vote no.“ 

The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notice: 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. JOHN S. WISE. 

Mr. THROCKMORTON with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

Mr. RANKIN with Mr. RICE. 

Mr. LonG with Mr. BURNEs, on the Senate amendments to the Post- 
Office appropriation bill. Mr. Loxe would vote ay“ and Mr. 
Buryes “no.” 

Mr. RANDALL with Mr. KEIFER, on the Post-Office a 
bill, On the proposition for a subsidy Mr. RANDALL would vote 
“no” and Mr. KEIFER “ay.” 

Mr. Morse with Mr. RYAN, on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 
Mr. RYAN would vote against the proposition for a subsidy and Mr. 
MoRsE for it. 

* Mr. Forney with Mr. HurcHINs, on the Post-Office appropriation 
bill. Mr. Fornry would vote against the proposition for a subsidy 
and Mr. Hurcurns for it. 

Mr. BLOUNT with Mr. MuRRAY, on the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. HERBERT with Mr. WASHBURN, on the Senate amendment to 
the Post-Office appropriation bill. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, on this vote, 

Mr. Youna with Mr. STONE, on this vote. 

Mr. HARDEMAN with Mr. HoLMEs, on this vote. 

Mr. CLEMENTS with Mr. PETTIBONE, for this day. 

Ar. JONES, of Alabama, with Mr. KELLEY, for this day. 

Mr. KLEINER with Mr. FINERTY, for this day. 

»Mr. Coox with Mr. MILLIKEN, on this vote. Mr. Cook would vote 
against the amendment and Mr. MILLIKEN for it, 

Mr. JOHN 8. WISE, who had voted ay, said: I was announced 
as paired with Mr. Morrison. I do not know how I became paired, 
sy lest this should be Ne as a political question I withdraw my 


"The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
pas HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next amendment. 
Ar. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, my motion now is that the House 
further insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendment; and 
upon that I demand the previous question. 
f The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that by an ment made 
between the gentleman from IMinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] and rp yal 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] the debate was to be confined to 
the discussion of the conference report, which included debate upon 
these amendments as well. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Therefore the previous question is not necessary. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Very well. 

+The question was taken on the motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND that the 
House further insist upon its e to the Senate amendments, 
and the motion was bs te 
The SPEAKER. e Clerk will read the next amendment. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment numbered 17. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, all the sections that follow upon 
which there is a disagreement relate to the 10-centstamp. I ask unan- 
imous consent that the reading be omitted, and I move that the House 
further insist on its disagreement to those ‘amendments. 

The motion was to. 

Ir. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ask 
a further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

>The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House Mr. 
‘TOWNSHEND, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. Horr. 


name recorded. 
the Hall when 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Mr. Bpeaker, I ask unanimous consent— 
Mr. VALENTINE. Regular order! 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the Journal of the House 


is now com 
eee eee eee e, v 


pleted. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. 
Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded, so that at any rate 


the gentleman could not have his request granted. By order of the 
House the reading of the Journal was ed until it should be com- 
leted. It is now ready and the Clerk will read the Journal ob yeas: 


y. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday. After he had 
MAO AEDS PPE An 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to suspend the 
reading of the Journal in order that I may present a conference report. 
The SPEAKER. The from Louisiana EA ELLIS] asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the Journal. 
Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, does 2 mean that it shall be sus- 
pended entirely, or only for the time being? 
The SPEAKER. i scons thas the rending: of the Joursnlahalt be 


with. 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

Mr. ELLIS. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. WELLER. If it was only for the time required for you to in- 
troduce your report I should have no objection, but when it is proposed 
ee eee eee the reading of the 3 I do object. t 

Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
iE ie tooling al isn FOOTE, MANO GAA MANOA T ANA pretties 


question. 
The SPEAKER. The previous question can notapply. Under the 
rules of the House, on a motion to suspend the rules minutes is 


allowed for debate. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WELLER] does not 
object to 3 of the further of the Journal until 


after the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] has made his confer- 


ence report. 
Mr. ELLIS. Very well. I now submit the report and ask to have 
it read. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Clerk read as follows : 


The committee of conference on the di votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 7970, 

tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other conference 


urposes, having met, after full and free 

have agreed „ to their 

‘ollows : 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4,7, 37,55, 

58, 59, 60, 61, Nae nd ph 81. aS a. 


to recommen 


31,83,99, 100,101, and to me 
s That the Higuee recede f 18.19.. 20, 30, 3 91.90 8485 45, 46, 47 d — 
51,52,53, DA, 50, 09, 64, 09,71, 7, a 87, 5 55 „ 91, 92, 96, 97, 98, 102, 108, 105, i 


ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 6, and agree Legis oy ae with an amendment as follows: Inline 3 of 
the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, after the word “of, 

inse: ve;” ene Senate 


II. and agree to the —— with an amendment as follows: In lieu * 
the sum Ea insert $37,500; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 15,and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 5 
of said amendment strike out the name of Tonacket and in lieu thereof in 
sert Tonasket; and the Senate agree to the same. 

12 bf House recede from its ent tothe amendment of the Senato 

red 23, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
wont — ghd in line 22. on page 2 of the bill, insert the one: 3 
and and includi he and the Senate 

That the House recede 


the 
peat he Sette och 
certain individual liven for of the 


ttawatomie Nation ŠÍ Indians, th their heirs 
or legal 8 tted by ot 


— their stock; 
under the teni 


treaty of A 868, AAA tk OLEA ewe DANDY, referred to the Court of 
Claims for aiaa. and said court shall, in determining said cause, ascer- 
the — due and to whom due by reason of actual 8 

7 and tho 


And said cause shall be tried without delay as hereinbefore provid 
Senate agree to the same. 
‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
ite sum proposed 3 “50,005 3235 ³Ü META IO ANE MA T 
sum insert * an agree to 
recede from its t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 40, and sere. to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro’ Praag dag eee SITOS to the same. 
That the House centr from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 68, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
— — number janer proposed insert “seven hundred and fifty; ” and the Senate ere e 


numbered 70, and same oS 
9 — * 2 ‘and the Sanai to the same. 
recede from its ‘disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
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numbered 77, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter soposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following : 


by 
he Senate to the same. 
That the House recede from 5 to the amendment ot the 


numbered 78, and agree to the 
the sum insert $530,000; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
posed insert $595,000; ” ate Senat. eee 
2 „000; an e e agree same, 
ment tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 84, and agree tothe same with nu amendment as follows: At the end 
of the ewer yok pa to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
And provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior shall report annually, 
on or before the first Monday of December of each year, in what manner and for 
what purposes the general educational fund for the preceding fiscal r has 
been expended; and said report shall embrace num and kind of school- 
houses erected and their cost, as well as cost of repairs, name of every teacher 
employed and compensation allowed, the location of each school and the aver- 
aee attendance at each school; and the first said annual report shall give s like 
and detailed statement ofall such expenditures heretofore made; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 91. 8 to thesame with an amendment as follows: On 
49, in line 17 of the bill, strike out the words “five thousand dollars; 

Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 95, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert “ $46,500; “ and the Senate agree to the same. 

On the amendments of the Senate numbered 9, 12, 13, 14, 26, 27, 28, 35, 41, 42,74, 
75, 76, 110, 111, 112, and 113 they have been unable to r 


aM 
* 


Mr. ELLIS. I ask that the statement of the House conferees which 
accompanies this report be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


‘The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the Wry 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 7990) 
makin, ropriations for the Indian service for the fiscal year 1886, submit 
the follow: written statement in explanation of the 1 report: 

The bill as it is upon appropriates $5,757,512.70, being $72,336.90 greater 
than as it passed the House, $130,742.80 less than as it passed the Senate, $101, 
890.21 less than the law for the current year, and 81,570,586. 91 less than the esti- 
mates submitted for the fiscal ya 1886. 

The conference committee haye been unable to agree upon the following 
amendments, namely: 

On amendments numbered 9, 12,13, 14, 26,35, 41,42, 75, and 76, which amend- 
ments on the part of the Senate strike from the bill as it passed the House pro- 
visions to pay claims for damages caused by depredations of certain Indians. 

On amendment 27, which strikes out the provision to extend the time of pay- 
ment of the purchase-money for the reservation of the Omaha tribe of 8 
sold under the act of August 7, 1882. 

On amendment 28, which strikes out the provision to extend the time of pay- 
ment of the purchase-money under the sale of the reservation of the confeder- 
ate tribe of and Missouria Indians. 


n 
On amendment 74, which strikes out the provision to pay the expenses of the 


delegates of tho Eastern Band of Cherokees and for their services in visiting 


W. ugton. 
On amendments 110, 111, 112, and which strike from the bill secti. 
11 t h „ 113, ions 8, 9, 10, 
E. JNO. ELLIS. 
W. S. HOLMAN, 


THOS. RYAN. 
Manugers on the part of the House, 


Mr. ELLIS. I move the adoption of this report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. ELLIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, in reference to this bill there are still 
two principal points of disagreement between the House and the Senate. 
In the first place the House inserted in the bill a number of items pro- 
posing to pay white citizens for depredations committed by the Indians, 
such payment being in accordance with treaty stipulation with the 
Indians. The Senate insisted that those items be struck out, upon the 
ground that there are already claims of this character to the amount of 
about $5,000,000 pending against the Indians, claims which have been 
accumulating since 1868, and have now reached this enormous sum. 

The re with a good deal of plausibility, thought we should not 
make ‘‘fish of one and flesh of another;’’ that weshould not pay a por- 
tion of these claims and leave others unpaid, all of them being of equal 
dignity and having originated in the same way. 

In the second place, they say these claims have not been fully ex- 
amined—have not been examined with that care which should attend 
their examination. There is also some force in that. 

In the third place, they say that numerous amendments were offered 
y pnma proposing to put a large number of these claims upon the 
bill; but upon the assurance of the committee that none of these claims 
were to be allowed the Senators withdrew uniformly such amendments. 

This is one of the principal causes of disagreement between the House 
and the Senate on the bill. The House took the view that while it was 
impossible to pay all or even approximately all of these claims during 
this year, yet that some measure should be taken looking to their event- 


Senate 
same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of | part 


ual payment; and, further, that a few of them should be placed upon 
the bill as somewhat in the nature of a warning to the Indians them- 


East- | selves that if they depredated upon the property of the white 


their treaty funds should be held responsible for all tis 
substantially the position of the House and Senate with regard to this 
icular point. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from Louisiana 
a question for information with reference to the auditing of these claims. 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask my friend from Louisiana what office 
audited the claims that are placed in this bill? 

Mr. ELLIS. The Indian Office. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My object is this: as far as my information goes I 
am not aware that there is any oflicer who is authorized to audit that 
class of claims for reference to Congress, in order that appropriations 
may be applied for the purpose of their liquidation, as in the case of 
quartermaster’s claims and others which are audited under the general 
law. 

Mr. ELLIS. These claims have been audited by the Secretary of the 
Interior through the Indian Office, and have likewise been examined 
by the Indian Committees of the two Houses. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to know if they have been examined by any 
auditor or comptroller of the Treasury. 

Mr. ELLIS. No. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Then they do not come here as audited claims. 

Mr. ELLIS. The law does not require it, but only that they shall 
be examined by the Secretary of the Interior through the Indian Office. 

Mr. BLOUNT. This appears to be anew feature, this bringing in of 
the Indian depredation claims and making provision for their payment 
on an Gi RX 5 bill. 

Mr. ELLIS, I beg the gentleman’s pardon, it has been so for years 
and years. It was done injthe appropriation bill of last year, and the 
year before that, and for many years prior. The Senate has alwa 
been putting someof these Indian claims upon the appropriation bi 
and it me to say it has been done in strict pursuance of treaty 
stipaations I believe in every treaty which we have made with the 

ians they have uniformly agreed that in cases where their people 
depredate upon the property of the whites an examination into the al- 
leged de ions should be made by the Secretary of the Interior 
and the tribal fund held responsible for the damage. 

Mr: BLOUNT. Will my friend allow me to say that Iam quite 
sure, after six years’ service on that committee, that they were carefully 
excluded from the Indian appropriation bill on the ground that there 
was no law authorizing it. 

Mr. ELLIS. I will not challenge my friend’s memory, and can only 
say that for the four years in which I have served on that committee 
these claims have been here. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It may be that my friend consented. I did not. 

Mr. ELLIS. The House proposed and the Senate conferees concurred 
that these claims shall undergo full and thorough investigation. The 
Senate proposes that an appropriation of $10,000 shall be made to en- 
able the Secretary of the Interior to make a careful examination of all 
these claims and make a list of them as they are examined and ap- 
proved by that conimission, which list shall be presented to Congress 
so soon as the examination can be had for such action as Co may 
deem wise or necessary to take; a measure in the wisdom of which I 
fully concur. 

The second point of difference was in regard to the allowance due for 
the payment of a portion of the purchase-money for the Omaha Indian 
reservation; also in reference to extending the time for the payment of 
the purchase-money due the confederate bands of Otoes and Missourias. 
The conference committee did not challenge the equity or wisdom of 
the provision, but they rested upon the ground that these provisions 
embodied general legislation and the Senate rules forbid general legis- 
lation upon an appropriation bill. That point we did not discuss very 
far with these gentlemen. 

The third and last point of diffierence was in regard to the appropria- 
tion of $4,000 to pay some Cherokeé delegates their traveling and other 
expenses (an amendment which was offered by my friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and I hope we will hear from him on that), 
incurred in representing the interests of their tribe here. These are, 
Mr. Speaker, in substance, the points of disagreement between the 
Senate and House conferees. 5 

Mr. BUDD. May I ask the gentleman one or two questions? 

Mr. ELLIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BUDD. I do not see the gentleman from Georgia here, but is it 
not a fact that this is the first time that the House has placed the In- 
dian depredation claims upon an appropriation bill ? 

Mr. ELLIS. It is, I think, since I have had anything to do with it. 

Mr. BUDD. Is it not a fact that the Senate of the United States at 
the last session of and on the bill which passed the Senate 
and the House, insi upon some thirty claims of this character? 


Mr. ELLIS. That is correct, as I remember. 
a UAR. And has not that been the practice of the Senate for 
ears 
Mr. ELLIS. To the best of my knowledge, yes. 
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Mr. BUDD. For several years past? 

The SPEAKER. What motion does the gentleman submit? 

Mr. ELLIS. I have no motion to submit. I yield to my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. RYAN]. 

k SDO PERAE HEK There is nothing before the House unless a motion 
is made, 

Mr. ELLIS. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair desires to state the conference re- 
port has been disposed of, and unless some motion is made 

Mr. ELLIS. I will move, then, that the House insist on its dis- 
agreement to the Senate amendments. 

Mr. RYAN. I was about to make the same motion in regard to Sen- 
ate amendment numbered 9, with the view of testing the judgment of 
the House. We are so near the close of the session that for my own 
part I desire to throw the responsibility upon the House. 

The difference between the two Houses or between the conferees on 
the part of the House and those on the part of the Senate relates to two 
subjects. One is the depredation claims that the House put upon this 
bill; the other is the legislation that the House put upon this bill. I 
want the House to clearly understand the issue; and then for myself 
(and I think for the other conferees) I desire to have the intelligent 
judgment of the House, and we shall act in accordance with such in- 
structions as the House may give. 

In to depredation claims, I have this to say: About $40,000— 
I have not it up to ascertain the exact amount—is a) ted 
out of the annuities due to Indians for the depredations that they have 
committed upon the property-of white persons. This appropriation is 
made in accordance with treaty stipulations. Every claim put upon 
this bill has been audited in the manner prescribed by the treaty. 
First, the question has been submitted to the Indians themselves, and 
in almost every instance they agreed that the depredations were com- 
mitted. Next, the agent at the agency investigated the claims. Next, 
the Commissioner of Tadian Affairs investigated the claims and reported 
them to Congress, declaring that a certain amount was due. These 
were in turn referred by the House to the proper committee, the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and in every instance where a depredation 
claim appears in this bill it was reported favorably by the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

The Senate, I want to say in passing, for several years past has put 
similar claims audited in precisely the same manner upou these Indian 
appropriation bills, and the House agreed tothem. But now the Senate 
conferees say in regard to these claims, ‘‘it is true these claims have 
been audited in accordance with treaty stipulations. They appear to 
be all right upon their face; but it is so late in the session that we can 
not ourselves personally investigate them, and we do not think it wise 
or prudent to to them unless we do investigate them.“ I think 
I have stated it fairly. All I care about it is that by a vote of this 
House it shall declare whether its rs shall insist upon the dis- 
agreement, or whether they shall surrender these claims. I have 
nothing further to say about them. 

The other point of difference relates to legislation upon this bill. In 

to that its importance is conceded. Some of it is regarded as 
indispensable to the preservation of the public peace. Disorderly In- 
dians, whose conduct of late created alarm along the border, armed with 
the modern rifle are daily committing depredations upon every species 
of property they can reach. We provide in this bill that the President 
may in his discretion take arms from those Indians and compensate 
them for them. 

That is all there is of that provision. That is conceded to be just. 
With regard to one of these tribes, one of the most turbulent and dis- 
orderly, and one of the most savage we have to deal with, we are sup- 
plying them with appropriations 1 $300,000 annually to feed 
them, as a gratuity. Weare obliged to contracts tosupply them 
with food. The contractors by the terms of the contract are obliged to 
keep the cattle in the vicinity of those Indians to supply them week 
after week, and yet the Indians raid these herds of cattle and destroy 
them. What is the result? The result is that hereafter it will be al- 
most impossible for the Government to make contracts to supply these 
Indians. It will only be able to do so by the contractor taking into 
consideration the great risk he has to incur, and therefore the Govern- 
ment will be compelled to pay a most extraordinary price for these 
a ras 

These Indians, as I have said, are armed with the modern rifle. It 
is from them we would take these arms and put them in the pathway 
of civilizing influences. 

But the reply comes from the conferees on the part of the Senate: 
This is legislation; it is late in the session; we do not think there is 
time sufficient for us to give a subject of this kind that serious and de- 
liberate consideration that we should, and besides that it is a violation 
of the rules of the Senate and we can not agree to it. 


Now, the Senate rule seems to be somewhat peculiar. If there be a 


Senate rule upon the subject, if I may judge from the action of the Sen- 
ate upon appropriation bills at this session of Congress, it can have but 
one construction, and it is this, that that rule prohibits upon an appro- 
priation bill legislation that originates in the House, but allows upon an 
appropriation bill legislation that originates in the Senate, because I see 


here in this very bill that there is legislation inserted by the Senate itself. 
In the face of that fact, admitting that this legislation is correct, admit- 
ting that it is important to the preservation of public peace on the bor- 
der, they still say it is legislation originating upon an appropriation 
bill in the House of Representatives, and they therefore can not under 
their rules consider it. I have presented, I think, the whole subject so 
far as legislation is concerned in what I have said, because what I have 
said applies to the rest of the legislation in this bill. 

I want to say further that another paragraph of legislation in this 
bill authorizes the President of the United States to negotiate with 
certain Indians in regard to opening a certain section of the Indian 
Territory now in dispute to settlement under the homestead law. That 
is a matter of great concern. A large number of the people of the 
country believe that the land in question is public domain. They be- 
lieve that the Indians have no reserved interest in it, the fact being 
that the Government has paid for it what it agreed to pay for it, but 
the further fact being that it bought it from the Indians for a specific 


purpose. 

That specific purpose the Indians hold to be a trust—that is, they 
claim that we hold it in trust for that purpose, and that we have no 
Tight to sell it for any other purpose. Now those people, believing it 
to be a part of the public domain, have been going upon those lands for 
the of occupying them and making homes for themselves. The 
Army of the United States has been employed repeatedly to remove 
those e. It is buta few weeks ago that the est thing to every 
Am heart that could possibly oceur—a conflict of arms between 
the Army of the United States and citizens of the United States—was 
imminent, because those citizens believed, whether right or wrong, that 
they were entitled to carve out homes for themselves upon that portion 
of the public domain, as they regarded it. This provision simply au- 
thorizes the President to negotiate with those Indians ing any 
rights they may have in those lands, in order that they may be lawfully 

to settlement. It is well known by everybody who reads the 
public prints that large numbers of our citizens are about to enter that 
Territory under the impression that they have the right to do so. 

The Army of the United States is stationed there to prevent them. 
A conflict is imminent in the near future unless something be done to 
avertit. All this is admitted by the Senate and by the conferees of 
the Senate, but they say that legislation upon an appropriation bill is 
prohibited by the rules of the Senate, and that therefore they can not 
give this consideration. There are some other provisions to which they 
objected, and they suggested some amendments which the conferees on 
the part of the House readily acceded to. Now, we have to confront 
these facts and to act upon them by our votes, and so far as I am con- 
cerned I shall the action of the House as an instruction on these 
propositions, and I shall obey that instruction, whatever it may be. 

ith regard to legislation upon appropriation bills, I agree that as 
a rule it is wrong, but, under our system of rules, it seems indispen- 
sable occasionally to insert legislation in these appropriation bills. It 
is the fault of our system. It results from the fact that we have a sys- 
tem of rules relating to appropriations and to the Committee on Appro- 
priations which clothe that committee with a power which I eve 
ought not to exist with any committee of this body. It is no answer 
to say that that power has not been exerted to the prejudice of the 
pens interests. It is enough to know that it is possible that it may 

. If I had anything to suggest in regard to this matter after four 
years’ experience upon the Committee on Appropriations, it would be 
such a reform of the rules as would prevent that committee from re- 

rting a bill to this House with any general legislation whatever in 
it, and I would add a rule to the same effect for the government of the 
House itself. Further, I would uire the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to report the appropriation bills to the House within a reason- 
able time, so that they might receive fair and due consideration here 
by the Representatives of the people, and might then be sent to the 
other branch of the law-making power in time to receive fair and due 
consideration there. This would force the House to make rules to 
facilitate general legislation in an orderly way, instead of trying, as is 
done now, to put all such legislation on appropriation bills. 

I want to add another thing before I yield the floor. It is this: Al- 
though we have a ruleof the House authorizing legislation upon an ap- 
propriation bill, the practice has been that where one House puts upon 
such a bill legislation that is objectionable to the other, the House 
where such legislation originates surrenders it. Mr. Speaker, having 
made this statement with no other purpose than to impart to the House 
the facts so that we may vote intelligently, I now move, unless some- 
body else cares to talk —— 

Mr. BUDD. I would like to be heard on this question. 

Mr. PETERS. I would like ten minutes. : 


Mr. RYAN. Very well; I believe the motion of the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs] was general. 

Mr. ELLIS. It was general. 

Mr. RYAN. Suppose you withdraw it and let us have a specific mo- 
tion. 

Mr. ELLIS. I withdraw it for that purpose. It was merely formal, 
at any rate. 

Mr. RYAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, in order to test the judgment of the 
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House in regard to these claims, I move that the House insist upon its 
i ent to amendment numbered 9. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the amendment. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the amendment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. RyAn] to the fact that amendments numbered 9, 
12, 13, 14, 26, 35, 41, and 42 relate to claims against Indian tribes, and 
appropriate money to pay them out of the annuities due to the Indians. 
Now, why not make the motion apply to all those amendments? 

Mr. RYAN. accept the suggestion of the gentleman from Indiana, 
and will make the motion apply to all those claims. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, for the purpose of testing the sense of the 
House, I move that the House recede from its disagreement to these 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No separate vote is demanded. Is 
path unanimous consent? [After a pause.] The Chair hears no ob- 
ection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, all of these are claims against 
Indian tribes, and the money is to be paid out of the Indian annuities. 

This list comprises a very small portion of the whole of these claims 
which have been certified from time to time to Congress from the In- 
dian Bureau. I think these claims ought all to be considered together. 
Congress before authorizing payment should be better informed as to 
the character of the claims. The Indiansare here insisting that a great 
many of these are not just and valid claims against them. The Senate 
maintains that the provisions for the payment of these claims are legis- 
lation upon an appropriation bill, and do not properly belong to sucha 
bill. I therefore think that at this late hour of the session it is the 
part of wisdom for the House to recede from its disagreement and con- 
cur in the action of the Senate striking out the provisions for these 


ims. 

Mr. PERKINS. Was there not an Indian depredation claim included 
in the sundry civil appropriation bill—a claim which has come to Con- 
gress within a month or two; and has not the Senate permitted that 
provision to remain in the sundry civil bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Whether it has been permitted to remain I have 
not examined. But the fact is there is such a depredation claim on 
that bill, amounting, I think, to $47,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is, however, avery peculiarcase. A contractor 
for furnishing supplies to the Indians had sustained heavy losses by In- 
dian depredations, amounting, as he claimed, to $62,000, or, as found by 
the Indian Department, $47,000. The fact that this man was a con- 
tractor, and peas peep to representations made to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and to the Indian Bureau could not carry out his contract 
unless the Government promptly paid back to him out of the Indian 
funds the losses he had sustained, was the motive that induced the ac- 
tion of the Committee on Appropriations. 

I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox, of New York). The Chair 
will state the pending proposition, that debate may be relevant to the 
question. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] moves that the 
House insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendments in regard 
to depredation claims. ‘The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to those amend- 
ments, the numbers of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

9, 12, 13, 14, 26, 35, 41,42, 75, 78. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I trust the House will not insist upon 
having these claims remain in this bill. It has been stated here that 
claims of this character have for the last four years been placed upon 
Indian appropriation bills. It has likewise been stated that at different 
times the Senate has seen fit to put claims of this class upon the In- 
dian appropriation bill. But, Mr. Speaker, the House desires to do 
what is right in reference to this matter. If heretofore the House has 
taken hasty action in violation of its rules, if in tle past the Senate has 
taken hasty action in violation of sound and wise legislation, those prec- 
edents do not bind our judgment, and should not restrain us from 
doing at this time what is right. 

It will be conceded that under the rules of this House claims belong 
to the Committee on Claims, and when reported from that committee 
must take their place upon the Calendar; that the appropriation bills 
provide money for the current expenses of the Government and do not 
include claims excepta singleclass. Judgments are placed on the sun- 
dry civil bill; they do not go to the Committee on Claims, for they are 
based upon matters which have been judiciously examined, the Gov- 
ernment having been concluded by that examination. So likewise in 
reference to claims which have been examined under the law by the 
auditors and comptrollers on behalf of the Government, the two classes 
of officers being a check upon each other. But in reference to claims 
for Indian depredations there is no provision of law which submits 

them to an auditor or comptroller for examination. They are casually 
examined in the Indian Department, are sent to this House, and should 
then properly go to the Committee on Claims or sometimes to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


If there is any class of claims that ought not to be placed on appro- 
priation bills it is those against Indians. If there are any claims as 
to which we ought to be on our guard, ought to have our suspicions 
excited, it is claims against those ignorant sa I think the Sen- 
ate has rightfully refused to allow this class of claims to be placed on 
this bill. I care not what mistakes the Senate or the House may have 
made heretofore, wise legislation requires that we should exclude from 
appropriation bills claims in general, and especially this particular 
class of claims. 

I remember that in the Forty-fourth Congress, when I first exam- 
ined this matter, claims against the Indians came in and were referred 
to the Committee on Claims. I found they had not been examined as 
other claims usually were. The Committee on Appropriations refused 
to consider these claims at all; and the House declined to put them 
upon an appropriation bill. We may have been in error; but such was 
the practice; and I find now no argument for placing these claims on this 
bill, except the fact that the Senate did it at a given time, or that we have 
done it for one, two, or three years. I trust that we shall concur in 
the amendments of the Senate striking out these claims, especially in 
view of the fact that we are just approaching the adjournment of a 
Congress, I move concurrence in the amendments of the Senate relat- 
ing to these claims. $ 
s E I yield ten minutes to my friend from California [Mr. 

UDD]. 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, the motion of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] is to recede from the position taken by the House con- 
ferees and, in effect, to indorse the action of the Senate in striking from 
the House bill certain allowed and approved claims for Indian depreda- 
tions. I desire to state that having investigated this matter somewhat 
fully by reason of my constituents being especially interested, I have 
found this is one of the few occasions in which this House has incor- 

rated in the appropriation bill any depredation claims, I find that 

t has been the custom of the Senate of the United States to put innu- 
merable depredation claims upon the Indian appropriation and it 
has waited until this time before it ever founda flaw in that mode of pro- 
cedure or any cause of complaint. I find by looking at the RECORD of 
last year that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], who is now 
so quick to ask us to recede from our position, consented to the Senate 
tacking on many such claims and never made even the faintest protest. 
He did not even bring the matter to the attention of the House. At 
that time in conference, without instruction or advice from this body, 
the many Senate claims were agreed to; and now, when we learn from 
the Recorp that the Senate conferees in discussion, on the 14th of Feb- 
ruary, say they have examined these claims which the House placed 
on the bill and they have found them correct, and that their on 7 ob- 
jection to them was because of a little ruling of the Senate that legis- 
lation ought not to go on an appropriation bill—— 

Mr. LONG. Is not that rule general legislation? 

Mr. BUDD. Yes; general legislation. 

Mr. LONG. Is this general legislation? 

Mr. BUDD. It is not general legislation; it is special, and in further- 
ance of the present law. 

Mr. LONG. Then why is this obnoxious to the Senate rule? 

Mr, BUDD. Simply because the Senate did not originate them, I 
presume, 

Mr. LONG. Then I understand that is not the ground on which 
they object to them. 

Mr. BUDD. Upon what ground do they object to them? 

Mr. RYAN. I stated to the House, and I had hoped the gentleman 
had heard me. 

Mr. BUDD. I did. 

Mr. RYAN. The Senate conferees objected on the ground they had 
not time to examine these claims. 

Mr, BUDD. Very good. 

Mr. RYAN, And on the further ground that members of the Sen- 
ate, representing claims from other parts of the country, insisted if 
75 claims went into the bill those other claims must also go into the 

ill. f 

Mr. BUDD. I find by examining the record of this discussion in the 
Senate of the United States that the Senate committees have made a 
careful examination of several of these claims, and especially of claim 
of J. W. Hogan, of Stockton, struck out by amendment 35, and that 
two of the Senators who are now conferees on the of the Senate, 
Senator DAWES and Senator PLUMB, both stated that from an exam- 
ination of that claim they believed it was just and ought to be paid. 
That is claim 35. Gentlemen will find the statement of Senator PLUMB 
on page 1852 of the RECORD, and that of Senator DAWES on page 1857, 
this session. 

Last year the Senate did not care whether or not the House had time 
to examine the claims, for it tacked on many of them and we concurred, 
but now when the House asks that a few of its citizens who have been 
long waiting for their dues shall be paid a sum aggregating only $40,000, 
the Senate of the United States says it will not pay our own needy cit- 
izens their just dues; yet on page 54 of this very bill it tacks on two 
pieces of new 1 tion, and provides for paying to Indians who have 


no funds or claims $50,000. In other words, they inject new legislation 
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into the bill in favor of Indians, and take out carrying out 
existing law, simply because it recognizes a claim of a citizen against 
this Government. 
Mr. Speaker, the history of the law on this subjectisshort. In 1834, 
by act of Congress, the United States teed the payment from the 
eral Treasury of all claims of its citizens for Indian depredations. 
1859 it teed the payment from any Indian annuities that 
might be granted for the depredations of Indians. Every treaty entered 
into has a clause in it whereby the claim for a depredation is to be paid 
out of the annuities granted. Prior to 1870 these claims were presented 
to and proved in the Interior Department. They were then paid. In 
1870 this law was so changed as to require a special appropriation in 
each case after the claim had been allowed. the Hogan claim every 
requirement of law has been complied with. There is a requirement 
of a full and complete examination by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. 

It then goes to the Secretary of the Interior. It is passed upon by 
him and reported to Congress. Then under the law of the United 
States Congress is by special appropriation to provide for the payment 
of its own citizens for damages done by Indians out of the money which 
belongs to the Indians themselves, 

The gentleman from [Nr. BLOUNT] favoring this motion 
says we ought to see right justice done. Let me ask where is there 
greater right or justice than paying a claim like this after it has been 
allowed as by law required. under the law a white man injures an 
Indian the law allows the Indian double If under the law 
an Indian injures a white man the law says come to the Government, 
ponve e eee agra Here is a man by the name of 
J. M. Hogan, of my own town, who, twenty-odd years ago, was robbed 
of $30,000 worth of property by Indians, and who has been knocking 
fora quarter of a century at the doors of the Treasury for the payment 
of his just claim. It has been allowed for only $6,600, though the evi- 
dence shows his loss to have been the full amount alleged. It has been 
examined, approved, reported upon, passed unanimously by this House, 
and put into this bill and sent to the Senate, and Senator DAWES and 
Senator PLUMB, both of whom examined it, say that it is a just claim, 
and one that ought to be paid, which said matter was fully and clearly 
proved to them by Senator MILLER, of California, who, thank good- 
ness, wishes to see justice done to all these claimants, and has worked 
hard to that end. 

I ask the House then, in view of these facts, to vote down the motion 
of Judge HOLMAN to recede; to ask these people to see that our own 
‘citizens are treated with at least one-tenth part of the justice that is 
shown to the Indians throughout this country. Six millions of dollars 
for the Indians; $40,000 refused for just claims of our own citizens; a 


I will yield now one minute to my colleague on the 
committee, J HOLMAN. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from California refers 
to the fact that the last Indian appropriation bill contained some thirty- 
two claims of this character, which were placed upon it by the action 
of the Senate. That is all very true, and I supposed the House itself 
and all gentlemen knew of the fact that these claims were on that last 
bill. ere was no discussion on the subject whatever. 

The facts presented now, however, with reference to the present bill 
are entirely different. Senators claim that they haye not had time to 
examine the claims which the House has placed upon the bill, and can 
not concur in the adoption of the same until they have had an oppor- 
tunity of advising themselves whether they are proper claims to be 
placed upon the bill or not. Weare in the closing hours of the session. 
We have got to get together in some way; and in my judgment, if any 
vote is proper to bring the two Houses together, it is one involving a 

uestion submitted in a case of this character, where there has not been 
time for the other branch of Congress to make the proper investigation 
of the subject. I think for that reason it would be the part of wisdom 
for the House to recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate in this respect. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I simply wish to set the House right as 
to the law covering this case. The point is made by my friend from 
Geo [Mr. BLOUNT] that these claims have no business on an appro- 
priation bill of this kind. Now this bill is one which makes an appro- 
priation for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
ment and for the fulfillment of treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes. That is the title of the bill itself. Claims of this character, it 
must be known to the House, do not take the course prescribed for other 
claims, which go through the routine and examination of the account- 
ing officers of the These come under a different heading, 
and are subjected to a different examination. 

The first is a general law providing for the ascertainment of claims, 
which are audited by the accounting officers of the ent and 
transmitted to for settlement, but the special law governing 
ea pyan of these Indian depredation claims expressly provides for 
their payment, under the treaty stipulations, out of the tribal funds. 
Tturn to the book of treaties before me at random, and will read a 
gample of the law, which issubstantially universal in its application to 
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all these treaties. I will read from a treaty made with the Navajo In- 


If bad among Indians shall comm: depredation upon the 
person en opti one, white, Ss Indian, subjectto the authority 
of the United States and at peace therewith, the Navales agree that they w 
ped. waged made to their agent and on notice by him, deliver vp. 
to United States, to be tried and punished according to its laws, and in case 
they willfully refuse so to do the person injured shall be reimbursed for his loss 
from the annuities or other moneys due or to become due to them under this 
treaty orany othersthat may be made with the United States; and the Presi- 
dent may prescribe such rules and re; for ascertaining damages under 
this article as in his judgment may be proper; but no such dam shall be ad- 
justed and paid until examined and d upon by the ioner of In- 
dian Affairs, and no one sustaining loss while violating or because of his vio- 
lating the provisions of this treaty or the laws of the United States shall be re- 
imbursed therefor. 

So I turn to the treaty with the Arapahoes and the Cheyenne In- 
dians, and I find a similar provision. The same stipulation is placed 
in all these treaties. You will find the same provision throughout all 
our dealings with them, that their tribal fund shall be held nsi- 
ble for depredations committed by them; and the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs is constituted the judge. Everybody, I presume, is familiar 
with the principle of law that when has constituted a, person 
or organization as the sole judge of a matter his judgment upon that 
subject is final. These claims go through that constituted tribunal. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, taking this view of the law, and in 
view of the fact of this consecrated practice to put claims year after year 
carrying out treaty stipulations by providing the money for their pay- 
ment out of the tribal fund of the Indians on the part of the Senate of 
the United States, concluded to see if it would not be proper to doa 
little of that business themselves; and so in pursnance of that idea they 
put on these claims, which they hope will act as a check on further dep- 
redations of this character by letting the Indians know that their tribal 
— will be held rigidly responsible for any mischiefs perpetrated by 

em. 

Now, my friend from Indiana [Judge HOLMAN] alludes to the case 
of this contractor who. could not carry out the ions of his contract 
unless he was reimbursed from the tribal fund. But, sir, that is a mild, 
avery mild, case compared with claims presented here. Settlers’ houses 
burned, their children murdered by their fireside, their stock killed, 
their fences destroyed, all they have on the face of the earth going to 
destruction in an hour beneath the mad wave of the savage barbarism 
of these people. These cases have been picked out here and put into 
this bill; cases of spoliation, murder, arson, the very worst that we 
could find; and they have not only been examined by the constituted 
authorities under these treaty stipulations with-the Indians, but by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs himself, and they have been ex- 
amined and recommended by the committee of the House. 

Mr. RYAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. BELFORD]. 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to express my profound grati- 
tude to the gentleman from the State of Kansas who constitutes one of 
the peerage of the immortals that compose the Committee on Appro- 
priations for according to me five minutes’ time. 

I have heard gentlemen here speaking with reference to these In- 
dian depredations who have not seen an Indian in their lives and know 
nothing about the dangers that you, sir [Mr. Cox, of New York, in the 
chair], and myself encountered years ago when riding on a 8 
over the plains and through the mountains and looking with an anxious 
eye when we came to a curve to see whether the noble red man was not 
there with his rifle in his hand. Do you recollect it? [Laughter.] 

The policy of this Government is simply that an Indian can plunder 
and rob you day after day, and if a white man insists upon his rights 
he can not get a single dollar by way of compensation for the injuries 
he has received. You know as well as I know that yearafter year we 
appropriate millions of dollars to support these Indians, not as paupers, 
but as the great wards of the nation. I say that an Indian, like a 
white man, should starve if he will not work. God made this country 
for men who labor and toil and struggle, and not for the sluggards that 
will neither work by. day nor by night. And yet according to the pol- 
icy of this Congress you allow them to burn houses, and steal horses, 
and kill people, and when those who have suffered at their hands come 
forward with a bill to compensate them for the injury they have ex- 
perienced you say, Oh, no; in the love of God and humanity we will 
not do this.” [Laughter.] 

What have you Eastern people been doing since the settlement of the 
Republic? You drove the Indians from New England because they 
were not a type of the survival of the fittest. You drove them from 
8 You drove them from Indiana. You drove them across 
the ippi River. You carried them at the ends of the tails of 
horses from Georgia into the Indian Territory; and there you gave 
them an acreage larger in extent than the State of Indiana; and there 
are but 15,000 of them there. Can not we get a little sense on this 
Indian question ? 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. RYAN. I yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. STEVENS] except one minute, which I reserve. 

Mr. STEVENS. It is not my intention to detain the House long 
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with any remarks on this bill. The experience of the House to-day in 
discussing this question has been but a repetition of the experience of 
previous years. 

I shall come at once to the question before the House, the propriety 
of insisting upon or receding from the disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate. These claims under consideration, or most of them, were 
under existing law first sent to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
the Secretary of the Interior, and from them after a careful considera- 
tion to this House, when they were referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. Until within a few years authority was given to the Secretary 
of the Interior to examine the claims and to pay such amount as he 
thought fit. That legislation was changed, and the Secretary was pro- 
hibited from making payment until after Congress had authorized it. 

The great bulk of the claims in this bill were in the early part of last 
session submitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and by the 
chairman of that committee were referred to various subcommittees. 
The members of those committees gave the various claims most care- 
ful consideration. They were the subject of much discussion in the 
committee, and in almost every instance the amount allowed by the 
Indian Department was considerably decreased. Thus decreased they 


were favorably reported by bill to the House and were placed upon the | the 


Private Calendar, and there these claims sleep and will sleep the final 
sleep, one that knows. no ie because the opinion of this House 
has apparently come to be se that everything coming before it in 
the shape of a claim against the Indians in the shape of depredations 
contains more or less of a steal. Prejudice has become so great that 
in almost every instance these claims year after year have been refused 
consideration, and, as has been very properly said by gentlemen who 
have preceded me, these settlers presenting the claims, whose cabins 
have burned, whose stock has been driven off and killed, who 
have been robbed of the pittance which they as settlers on the public 
lands had gathered together by years of labor, have had no attention 
paid to them, in defiance of the stipulations of treaties existing between 
these tribes and the United States that all depredations and spoliations 
shall be paid for and taken from their treaty funds. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs, in devoting the labor they did to 
these various Indian claims, were in hope some consideration would be 
paid thereto by this Congress. But I believe only one has been con- 
sidered; and the Committee on Appropriations have followed the prac- 
tice of previous years, when, having had the claims of various ci 
brought to them by their Representatives on this floor, they havein the 
kindness of their heart put this claim and that claim and the other 
upon the appropriation bills owing to the pressure that was brought to 
bear upon them by members on the floor of this House; the result being 
that a few favored claims, without any reference to their real merit, have 
been paid, and in many instances some most deserving ones have not 


Some criticism was indulged in in the Senate on the action of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs in this House; and I want to say, Mr. 
Speaker, in reference to some of the claims placed upon the bill by the 
Committee on Appropriations that they were never considered in the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, 

And if the amount appropriated by them was wrong, it was not the 
fault of the Committee on Indian Affairs, because the bills were never 
considered by that committee. In the last session of this Congress the 
Senate, as has been stated, saw fit, under the pressure of Senators rep- 
resenting their constituents, to place a large number of these claims on 
the appropriation bill. The result was that the bills presented to this 
House and acted upon here received no consideration, and no payments 
were made for those losses. This year the Committee on Appropria- 
tions have been much more generous and liberal. They have placed a 
large number of these claims upon the bill very properly and very 
justly; for I believe that if all can not be paid it is better that some should 
be than none. The Senate, however, thought differently, and because 
they could not put upon the appropriation bill all that they desired to 
put there, as the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. RyAn] has stated, they 
cross all these claims off, and are disposed to pay none. 

Now a word or two in regard to the consistency of the Senate, and a 
little something in regard to the consisteney of our honorable Committee 
on Appropriations, The Committee on Appropriations placed upon the 
‘sundry civil bill, as has been stated, a claim of some $46,000 or $47,000. 
That case was never considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs; 
no report upon it has ever been made from that committee. I under- 
stand, however, that it is a just claim, and I take no exception to the 
Committee on Appropriations having made provision for its payment, 
but I want to call attention to the consistency of the Senate. The bill 
went to the Senate with that provision upon it, and although the Sen- 
ate had struck from the bill all the appropriations for the payment of 
these depredation claims, yet no Senator raised his voice to draw at- 
tention to this claim, which was of exactly the same character, and the 
conferees on the part of the House who reported that fact here made 
no request of the House that it would reject that claim and insist upon 
its going off with the others. : 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I only desire to say that I trust this House 
will insist upon these claims remaining in the bill. So far as I know, 


and so far as they have been considered by the Committee on Indian 


Affairs of this House, they are just and proper claims, and ought to be 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I now yield the balance of niy time to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has one minute re- 


maining. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In that minute I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the fact that amendment No. 45, on page 47, is an amend- 
ment placed there as a substitute for a corresponding provision which 
wasoriginally contained in the bill. Itappropriates thesum of $10,000, 
to be used by the Secretary of the Interior in making a general exami- 
nation, classification, and index of these claims, for transmission to Con- 

not simply claims here included, but all these claims, amount- 
ing to millions of dollars. 

t will be seen, therefore, that there is a general provision in this 
bill loooking to the settlement of all these claims. I wish to call at- 
tention also to the fact that that amendment has been concurred in, 
One other word, which is all I feel at liberty to say: I admonish gen- 
tlemen on the floor of the House that on account of the condition of 
the appropriation bills the enrollment of them in time is going to be 
greatest embarrassment in the way of the adjournment of Con, 
at 12 o’clock on the 4th of March. At the earliest moment these 
must go to the clerks for enrollment if they are to be ready in time. 
I now call the previous question on my motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. RYAN] to have modified his motion so as to 
make it a motion to recede? : 

Mr. RYAN. No, sir; I made the motion to insist. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] made the motion to recede. 

Mr. ELLIS. To recede and concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On that motion the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has called the previous question. Is there a 
second ? 

There was a second, and the previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. HOLMAN that the 
House recede from its di ment and concur in the Senate amend- 
ments numbered 9, 12, 13, 14, 26, 35, 41, 42, 75, and 76, and on a viva voce 
vote the Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

A division was called for; and there were—ayes 87, noes 41. 

Mr. BUDD. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of no quorum is made, and 
the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. HOLMAN, and 
the gentleman from California, Mr. Bupp, to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 111, noes 
54 


So the motion of Mr. HOLMAN was agreed to. 
Mr. ELLIS. I now move that the House further insist upon its dis- 
agreements to the amendments numbered 27, 28, 110, 111, 112, and 113. 
These amendments embrace the remaining points of difference between 
the two Houses. 
Mr. RYAN. Those relate to legislation to which I have adverted. 
The motion of Mr. ELLIS was agreed to. 
Mr. ELLIS. I now move that the House ask a further conference 
with the Senate on the remaining differences between the two Houses. 
The motion was agreed to; and thé Speaker pro tempore [Mr. Cox, of 
New York] announced the appointment of Mr. ELLIS, Mr. HOLMAN, 
and Mr. RYAN as conferees on the part of the House. 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HANCOCK. I submit the conference report which I send to 
the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the e e VOE of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 7785) making appropriations for 
the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30,1886, and forother purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference have ag to recommend and do recommend to their respeetive 
Houses as follows: 

‘That the House from its d 


recede ment to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 


„and agree to the same. 
JOHN HANCOCK, 
JOHN F. FOLLETT, 
W. D. WASHBURN, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
H. L. DAWES. 
WILKINSON CALL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The following statement, accompanying the conference report, was 
read: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the N 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 7780 
making appropriations for the payment of pensions for the fiscal year 1886, sub- 
mit the following in explanation ofthe action of the conference committee as sub- 
mitted in the accompanying report: 

The bill agreed upon in conference appropriates $60,000,000 and is in exact 
terms as amended by the Senate, 

JOHN HANCOOK, 


Mr. HANCOCK. I move that the report be adopted. 
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Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I move to non-concur. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee of conference must 
either be agreed to or disagreed to as an entirety. Ifthe House should 
refuse to agree to the report, it would then be in order to take up the 
amendments of the Senate for such action as the House might think 
proper. But the report is treated as an entire proposition. 

ROGERS, ofan Arkansas. Is itin order to move to disagree to the 


report? 
The SPEAKER. If the motion to adopt the report be defeated, that 


action would be equivalent to di ent; and then it would be in 
order to move that the House e from its disagrecment to any or 
all of the amendments or to make any other parliamen motion. 


Mr. HANCOCK. Upon my motion to adopt the report I move the 

vag Mets question. 
5 of Arkansas. I want to make a single statement, if 
the genti eman from Texas [Mr. HANCOCK] will permit me. 
3 SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas permit the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas to make a statement ? 

Mr. HANCOCK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. I wish to say buta word. My idea 
a M motion should be voted down, to offer the pension-attorney 
fee-bill as an amendment to one of the amendments of the Senate. 
[Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas. That is all I have to say. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the report of the conference 
committee. 

2 House divided; and there were—ayes 54, noes 19. 

the report was adopted. 

Mr HANCOCK moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I move that the House take a recess until half past 
7 o'clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from In- 
diana that all the motions which under the rules of the House can be 
pending at the same time in relation to recess are now pending, and 
these motions must be withdrawn or it must be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask unanimous consent then that the House take 
a recess until half past 7 o’clock this evening. 

A MEMBER. Say 8 o’clock. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Iam quite confident the House can not with any 
safety go beyond half past 7. 
Mr. ANDERSON. That is all right. If we havea recess until half 


past 7 it will give us an opportunity to get our dinners. 

Mr. HOLMAN. We are expecting a bill in the House upon which 
action must be had. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If unanimous consent be given, I understand the 
motion now pending will retain its status. 

The SPEAKER. Not unless that be the understanding. 

Mr. HEPBURN. We want that understanding. 

Mr. COOK. If that is the understanding, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks if the House takes a recess to a 
different time than that proposed by the motions pending, then those 
motions would fall. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘Those motions can be renewed at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent that the House shall now take a recess until half past 7 o’clock this 
evening. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

RANGE AND RANCH CATTLE BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laid before the House a let- 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting additional report 
in regard to range and ranch cattle business in the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. WAIT, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of absence o 

this evening, on account of important business. 
CLEPHANE & BOSWELL. 

On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, by unanimous consent leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papersin 
the claim of Clephane & Boswell, stenographers, for services in report- 
ing the case of Kilbourn vs. Thompson, leaving no certified copies. 

LEAVE TO PRINT, 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave to print 


remarks in the RECORD on the general subject of public lands in con- 
nection with the various bills upon that subject. 


W. W. WIGGINS. 


On motion of W. JONES, of Wisconsin, by unanimous consent leave 
was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers 


in the case of W. W. Wiggins Se renee Temes, there being no ad- 
verse report, without leaving certified copies. 

HENRY MULLEN. 

On motion of Mr. A. HERR S by unanimous leave 

was granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the 
in the case of Henry Mullen (H. R. 4983, favorable report 357), without 
leaving certified copies. 

W. H. PLUNKET. 


On motion of Mr. FINDLAY, by unanimous consent leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of W. H. Plunket, no adverse report having been made in the 
House, as he has been informed and believes, without leaving copies. 


VINCENT T. DONNELLY. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of Vincent T. Donnelly, executrix of the late Col. Peter iyie, 
no —— report having been made thereon, without leaving 
copies. 

MRS. PHEBE W. ROSS. 

On motion of Mr. O'HARA, by unanimous consent, w was 2 

for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the 


of Mrs. Phebe W. Ross, of Wilmington, N. C., no adverse ä hav- 


ing been made thereon, without leaving certified copies. 
And then w 5 o’clock and 14 minutes p. m9 the House took a re: 
cess until half past 7 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 7 o’clock and 30 minutes 
p. m.) resumed its session. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. ANDERSON. I move that the House take a recess for one hour. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move that the recess be taken 
until 12 o’clock. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope that will not be done. The Committee on 
Appropriations expect to come in with some reports presently. 

Mr. PETTIBONE. I move that the House take a recess until 11 

o' clock to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. That would be an adjournment. 

Mr. BRUMM. I move to amend the motion by taking a recess until 
10 o'clock to-night. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Whenall 1233 have submitted their various 
motions for a recess it will afford me great pleasure to state that no re- 
cess will be taken at all. [Laughter and cries of Regular order! “] 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brum], that the House take a recess until 10 o’clock, being an 
amendment to an amendment, is first in order. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 6, noes 
° 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. No quoru 
The SPEAKER. The point of order 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers, and 
vania, and Mr. KLEINER were appointed. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 9, noes 35. 
Mr. ANDE N. No quorum. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
a resolution, the purport of which is to cause the removal of certain 
papers now on the files of the House to the State Department. These 
are papers connected with the French spoliation claims, and the object 
55 Le resolution is to have them removed to the State Department, to 
ept there, together with other papers pertaining to that subject, in 
ance with the terms of the French spoliation act recently passed 
bye Congress, which requires that all of these papers abroad shall be de- 
livered at the State Department and filed with those already there and 
such others as may be put on file. There are a number of papers re- 
lating to these claims upon our files, and I suppose there will be no ob- 
jection to this resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to take from the files of the 
House all papers relating to the French spoliation claims and deliver the same 
to the Secretary of State to be filed in the State Department. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from South Carolina? 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. If it does not interfere with the 
pending motions—— 

The SPEAKER. It will not interfere with any pending motion. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Then I have no objection. 

The resolution was to. 
Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was hone and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 

e e. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


made that no quorum 
. MILLER, of Pennsyl- 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BAGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Speaker’s table a private pension bill, being a House bill with Sen- 
ate amendments, with a view to concurring in those amendments. 

Mr. ANDERSON, All right. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Let us hear what it is. 

Mr, BAGLEY, I refer to House bill 3467—— 

The SPEAKER. The title of the bill will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3467) granting a pension to H. D. Pryor, 


Mr. BAGLEY. There are certain Senate amendments to this bill, 
to the text of the bill and to the title, and I ask that they be read with 
a view to concurring in them. 

* SPEAKER. Without objection, the Senate amendments will 

The Senate amendments were read at length. 

Mr, HEWITT, of Alabama. I should like to have some explana- 
tion from the gentleman who calls this bill up as to the effect of the 
bill before unanimous consent is given to its consideration. 

Mr. HAMMOND. The easiest way to dispose of the matter is to 
make objection. 

Mr. BAGLEY. Let me make a brief statement, and I am satisfied 
the gentleman will not insist upon his objection. This bill is intended 
to relieve the hardships imposed upon four or five widows under a 
misconstruetion of the law by the Commissioner of Pensions. Their 
pensions were reduced under this decision $5 a month; and this is to 
restore them to their rightful amount, and that is all there is of it. 

5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bi ` i 

Mr. HAMMOND. I object. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a request and avery brief statement, which 
will not occupy more than a minute, in relation to a subject of per- 
sonal interest to myself and in which I believe the House will feel an 
interest. 

-The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York? [Cries of All right!“ 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I have stood and sat 
here for a very long time watching and waiting to get an opportunity 
to make a personal appeal to the House by saying a word in behalf of 
an exceedingly worthy object. We introduced in this House a bill 
granting a pension to Mrs. Septimia Randolph Meikleham, the only 
surviving granddaughter of Thomas Jefferson, which proposed to give 
her $2,500 a year. Opposition was made, however, to the passage of 
that bill on the ground that it was establishing a precedent for maki 
a or civil pension list. I immediately afterward, on the 17th 
of March, introduced a bill making her a donation, and all those 
who objected at that time to the bill, I understand, state now they will 
withdraw their objection to it. I introduced a bill, as I have said, 
which proposes to give her $50,000 as a donation. 

If you give her the Declaration written by her grandfather I 
can get more than a hundred thousand dollars for it. I have seen those 
likely to oppose it, and they tell me that if I reduce the amount one- 
half they will not object. I now appeal to the House as the last word 
I may ever say in this city of Washington that this bill be taken up. 
It will not take two minutes, and I propose that we pass it and send it 
at once to theSenate. Sheis sick; her daughter is sick; one death has 
recently occurred in the family, and she is 71 years of age. The last 
request I make here is for your own honor and the glory of the coun- 
try to permit me to introduce this bill and have it passed now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. ROBINSON] 
asks unanimous consent to take up for present consideration the bill 
indicated by him. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HAMMOND. I object. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York. I beg the gentleman to withdraw 
his objection. [Cries of Regular order!” ] 


PRINTING OF TREATIES AND CONVENTIONS. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania rise? 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I desire to make a privileged re- 
port from the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. That is the lar order. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I am instructed by the Committee 
on Printing to report back the Senate concurrent resolution which I 
send to the desk and to move concurrence in the same. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


existing law; each Senator, Re ve, and Delegate in Congress to 
~-i to which opten ot ths work shall be thus sent. Ind the Pubs 


nate two libraries 
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lic Printer is also authorized to print and have bound 2,000 additional copies to 
be sold at actual cost and 10 per cent, added. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, I move concurrence. 

The resolution was concurred in. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, moved to reconsider the vote just taken; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


VISITORS TO UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following mem- 
bers as Visitors to the United States Military Academy: Mr. R. Q. 
MILLs of Texas, Mr. J. H. BLOUNT of Georgia, and Mr. WILLIAM D. 
KELLEY of Pennsylvania. 

VISITORS TO UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following mem- 
bers as Visitors to the United States Naval Academy: Mr. JoHN G. 
BALLENTINE of Tennessee, Mr. BENJAMIN LE FEVRE of Ohio, and Mr, 
JoHN R. THOMAS of Illinois. 


TRUSTEES OF COLUMBIA HOSPITAL. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following mem- 
bers as trustees of the Columbia Hospital for Women and Lying-in 
wry oe Mr. GEORGE D. WISE of Virginia and Mr. L. E. McComas 
of Maryland. 

COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER also announced the following appointments on com- 
mittees: 

Mr. B. F. SHIVELY, of Indiana, in place of Mr. Charles Shelley, on 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. James W. REID, of North Carolina, on Committee on Levees 
and Improvements of Mississippi River. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SUMNER, of California, and Mr. ROWELL addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. Is the demand for the regular order withdrawn 

Mr. ROWELL. I ask unanimous consent to say a word. I desire to 
make a very brief statement in regard to the bill which I hold in my 
hand 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous con- 
sent to make a brief statement in regard to a bill which he desires to 
call up. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BENNETT. I object. 

Mr. ROWELL. The interests of the constituents of the gentleman 
who makes the objection are represented in this bill. [Cries of Reg- 
ular order!“ 

Mr. COSGROVE. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table for present consideration a Senate bill for the relief of S. W. Mars- 
ton, formerly Indian agent at Union cy, in the Indian Territory. 
I believe no tleman will object to this bill when it is understood. 

The SP ER. Is the demand for the regular order withdrawn? 

Mr. COSGROVE. I think the demand for the regular order is not 
insisted on. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has twice asked the question whether 
the demand for the regular order is withdrawn and it was not with- 
drawn. 

Mr. COSGROVE, I ask unanimous consent; and if objection is not 
made, 1 hope the Speaker will give me recognition for the purpose I 
have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. COSGROVE] 
asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s table for present 
consideration the bill which he has indicated. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. I object. 8 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that when there is a de- 
mand for the regular order and it is not withdrawn, it is useless for 
the Chair to recognize gentlemen to ask unanimous consent. It only 
imposes additional labor on the Official Reporters of the House, and, of 
course, amounts to nothing, because the Chair can not under the rule 
entertain a request for unanimous consent when the regular order is 
insisted on. x 

Mr. COSGROVE. The gentleman from New Vork [Mr. Apams] 
withdraws his objection. 

Mr. ADAMS, of New York. On the statement of the case presented 
to me by my genial friend from Missouri [Mr. CosGrove] I withdraw 
my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asked unanimous 
consent to take up for present consideration the bill indicated to which 
the gentleman from New York objected. The gentleman from New York 
now withdraws his objection. If there be no further objection—— 

Mr. PAYSON. The title of the bill has not yet been read. Let it 
be read subject to objection. 

Mr. COSGROVE. It is Senate bill No. 1035, to authorize the See- 
retary of the Interior to settle the claim of S. W. Marston, late United 
States agent at Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and ex- 


penses. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill was read. : 
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The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. The Clerk 
will proceed with the call of the roll. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. DUNHAM; and there 
were—ayes 40, nays 154, not voting 129; as follows: 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 
Mr. BRUMM. I object; but I would like to make a statement. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
Mr. BRUMM. If gentlemen will give us a chance to do what they 


YEAS—40. 
to last night I will withdraw my objection. . B F.B. Y. 
Mr. BELFORD. Irise to a question of order. It is impossible | Brumm, 88 8 Smith f. Ne 
in the confusion even to hear what the Speaker says. Bada, pene = Perkins, Stewart, J. W. 
The 1 The Chair will suspend all business until order is | Gex, W. R. Hino Se ar ee, Sumnar, C A. 
restored floor. D. B. Holman 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to make a privileged motion. Davis, L, H Holmes, Poland, We 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman will state it. = pene’ Zeicham, White lle 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I send to the Clerk’s deska resolution, | Dunham, McAdoo, * Winans, John. 
which I ask to have read. P E NAYS—I54. 
The Clerk read as follows: 77 Dixon, ; Le Fevre, 
That the Architect of the 1 be, and he is hereby, directed to | gams, J.J. on, Long Springer, 
tsanaie om the Beato wing ofthe Capitol tbe l portrait of Henry Clay | fuain ee Foniy 3 — 
on z ; x A 
aT —ů — 9 — glish Nasen Stewart, Charles 
The SPEAKER. On what ground does the gentleman from Ken- | Bayne: Findlay, Maybary, Swope, 
tucky [Mr. Warre] claim that this is a privileged matter ? Bennett, Greenleaf, Miller, J. F. Taylor, J.D. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I claim that it Dp: Bisbee, Halsell, Miller, 8. H, Taylor, J. M. 
because this picture is part of the property of the House of Rep- | Biackburn, 18 3 ' 2 
resentatives, and has been transferred from the House. wing to the | Boutelle, Hardy, Muldrow, Tillman, 
Senate wing of the Capitol, and I think that if possible it should be Borin, i er, Murphy, er, 
‘brought back to the House. Breckinridge, An Neece, Turner, IL. G. 


The SPEAKER. But under what = of the House does the gentle- 
man claim that this resolution is privileged? It doesnot come within 8 Haynes, i 
‘the definition of any privileged question defined in any rule of the | Browne, T.M. Henderson, F. J. O'Kerrall, wos 


House. It is true, as the Chairs thinks, that the picture to which the | Buckner, Hopara, 8 Neid Charles Warner, A.3 
resolution refers is the property of the House. It is also true, as the | Cabell, Hewitt, O'Neill, J.J. ‘arner, 
Chair is advised, that the Architect of the Capitol will return it here | Gatupbell z, 3 Weaver, 
whenever there is a suitable place provided for its preservation. er, Hopkins, y Wempie, 
Mr. WHITE, of Ken‘ There is so much noise that it is im- Carleton, Houk, 
possible to hear distinctly what the Chair has decided. Shandon” „ — Wilkins, 
The SPEAKER. There has been no refusal on the part ofany officer | Clay, ` Hunt, Reagan, Wilson, W. L. 
to return to the House of Representatives the picture to which the „ Hutchins, Robertson Winans, E. B. 
tleman’s resolution refers. 8888 spon Robinson, W. E. Wise, G. D. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understand that, Mr. Speaker, but | Grisp, eee Rogers, W. F Woord, 
that picture, which is a magnificent portrait of the greatest orator this | Cullen, Jones, J.H. Wood 


country has ever produced, is now in the lobby of the second floor of Baris k. Tleiner, Shively : Sem as 


the Senate wing oe Capitol. It is a very ae pares with fe yy Davis, RT Lace = Skinner, T.G. Young. 
large frame, an vebeen making measurements to ascertain whether e, yder, 
it could be put anywhere upon the walls. I think it can, and I think | Dibret, Lanham, Spooner, 
it should be brought back and placed here. [Cries of Regular or- i 55 NO e a nda aes 
der! en. un, . i 
The SPEAKER. The Committee on the Library and the Architect 3 Ai His. Riggs, re 
of the Capitol have control over all such matters. The regular order | Atkinson, en Lawrence, Rockwell, 
is Pp i and the tellers are still taking the vote. Ballentine, —— Lewis, Rowell, 
Mr. COSGROVE. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the gentleman | Barbour, Fiedler, Toren Ryan 
who objected a while ago to the bill which I proposed to up with- | Belford, Finerty, L 85 Seney, 
draws his objection. — Toas Nee Shaw, 
The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is demanded by two or three Blount” £ . d Skinner, & R. 
emen. wen, Fyan, è 
E The tellers reported the vote on the pending motion as ayes 10, — oo Milla, Steele, 
nend, HEPBURN, No quorum voting — — ous 5 
M . oq . eigh, „ 01 n, truble, 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I move a call of the House. Morse, Sumner, D. H. 
The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MILLER; and there — ae Grea Mall Taylor, B. B 
‘were—ayes 31, noes 59. 5 Murray, Turner, Oscar 

Mr. WELLER. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. . — Hemphill, Nie Valentine 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I call for the yeas and nays. Co Hewitt, A. 8. Ochiltree, eee 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays, and 40 mem- | Connolly, ob Paige, Wait, : 
bers (more than one-fifth of the last vote) voting in the affirmative, the 88 Haoi DEKA, Washburn 

and nays were ordered. Culbertson, W. W. Hurd, Randall, 5 

The Clerk p to call the roll. S Jones, B. W. Rankin Wit ames 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that my friend the gentle- | Cutcheon, Jones, J. K. Ray, G.W. Wise, J.8. 
man from Kansas, Mr. ANDERSON, be excused from voting on this roll- | Deuster, arden rie o 
call. Dockery, Keifer, Reid, J. W. 

The Housedivided on the motion of Mr. DUNHAM; and there were— Dorshefmer, Kelley, Reese, 


So the motion to excuse Mr. ANDERSON from voting was not agreed * 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. DUNN with Mr. VALENTINE, for the remainder of the session, 

Mr. CoLLINS with Mr. ROCKWELL, until further notice. 

` Mr. STOCKSLAGER with Mr. LIBBEY, until 11 o’clock p. m. 
For the remainder of the day: 
Mr, PAIGE with Mr. OCHILTREE, 
Mr. OATES with Mr. HOOPER. 
Mr. BALLENTINE gers Mr. JOHNSON. : 
Mr. MCADOO, with Mr. BRE of New J 8 

Nr. Beacu with Mr. 8 ecard 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


ayes 17, noes 30. 

Mr. DUNHAM. No quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. No quorum is necessary to decide any question 
incident to a call of the House. 

‘Mr. DUNHAM. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were o 

Mr. COSGRO Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary oi 3 5 
If the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] is excused, will it 
competent for him to remain in the House and participate in its pro- 
ceedings after he is excused? 


TheSPEAKER. Certainly. This is merely a motion to excuse him 
from voting on this question. 8 8 f; 

Mr. BELFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I 
desire to ask whether in this House of tatives, composed of 325 
members, with a Democratic majority of 78, one man can impose upon 
us the hardship of all this tediousness? [Laughter.] 


. AIKEN, with Mr. Ray, of New Hampshire. 
. WAIT with Mr. BUCKNER. 

. JONES, of Wisconsin, with Mr. McCormick, 
. FIEDLER, with Mr. SKINNER, of New York. 
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On this vote: 


Mr. ERMENTROUT with Mr. Bnxrruxd. 
Mr. DAVIDSON, with Mr. PHELPS. 

Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. PRICE. 

Mr. TURNER, of Kentucky, with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BAGLEY). The question now re- 
curs on the motion fora call of the House, upon which the yeas and 


nays have been ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 


53, nays 141, not voting 129; as follows: 


Beach, 
Belford, 
Blackburn, 


Dingley, 


YEAS—53. 
Ferrell, + Lovering, 
Funston, Millard, 
Guenther, Morgan, 
Hanback, Muldrow, 
rt Payne, 
Hatch, H. H. Payson, 
Haynes, ters, 
Henderson, D. B. , 
pe wag Shively, 
Holmes, Skinner, C. R. 
Holton, Skinner, T. G. 
Hopkins, Is, 
ean, Smith, H. X. 
Keifer, Spooner, 
NAYS—i41, 
Elliott May 5 
English, Miller, J. F. 
Ermentrout, Miller, S. H. 
Evans, Money, 
Findlay, orse, 
Finerty, Moulton, 
reen. u 
Greenleaf, Mutehier, 
isell, Neece, 
Hammond, Nelson, 
Hardeman, Nutting, 
Hardy, O'Fe = 
Harmer, O'Hara, 
Hatch, W. H O'Neill, Charles 
Hewitt, G. W. O'Neill, J. J. 
Hill, Patton, 
Hitt, Pierce, 
Holman, Peel, 
Horr, Perkins, 
Houseman, Phelps, 
Howey, Poland, 
Jeffords, Post, 
Jones, J. Price, 
Jones, J. K. Pryor, 
Kleiner, Ranney, 

b, Ray, 
Lanham, 5 
Lawrence, ya We 
Le Fevre, 

Low? Rogers, J. H. 
wry, rs, J. 
Lyman, Rogers, W. F. 
oA doo, Rosecrans, 
McMillin, Rowell, 
Matson, Seymour, 
NOT VOTING—129, 
Dorsheimer, Jones, J. T. 
Dowd, ordan, 
Dunham, Kelley, 
Dunn, Kellogg, 
lis, Ke! m, 
Everhart, King, 
Fiedler, g 
Follett, Laird, 
Foran, wis, 
Forney, Libbey, 
an, Long, 
arrison, McCoid, 
Geddes, McCo 
George, McCormick, 
ibson, Milliken, 
off, Mills, 
Graves, Mitchell, 
Hancock Morrill, 
Hemphill, Morrison, 
Henderson, T. J. Mu 5 
Henley, N icholls, 
Herbert, Oates, 
ake A 8. ene 
Hoblitzell, Parker, 
H 8 Pettibone, 
Houk, Potter, 
Hunt, Randall, 

. Hurd, Rankin, 
Hutchins, Ray, G. W, 
James, Reed, T. B. 
Johnson, Rice, 
Jones, B, W. Riggs, 


Snyder, 
Spriggs, 


Winans, 
Winans, John 
Wise, G. D. 
Wolford, 
Wortliington, 
Yaple, 
Young. 


Robinson, J. S. 
Robinson, W. E. 
well, 


W, 
Singleton, 
Slocum, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 


Stockslager, 


So the motion for a call of the House was not agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


Mr. CONVERSE with Mr. Rick, on this vote. 
Mr. MILLS with Mr. STRUBLE, for the rest of the day. 


The result of the vote was announced as above sta 


RECALL OF A BILL FROM THE SENATE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent that an order 


be entered g the Senate to return to the House the Post-Of- 
fice appropriation bill with the amendments on which the two Houses 
have disagreed. There was a slight error in the message communicat- 
ing the action of the House to the Senate; and this error ought to be 
corrected as early as ible. If there be no objection, a request for 
the return of the bill will be sent to the Senate. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


CRUISE OF REVENUE-STEAMER CORWIN. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I rise to make a privileged report from 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I rose to make a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the House refused to order a call. But I am 
willing to withhold the motion till the gentleman from New York has 
made his report. 

1 The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. It is a privileged mo- 
on. 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, from the Committee on Printing, re- 
following resolution; which was read, considered, and 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed at the 5 Printing Office 5,000 copies of the report of Capt. M. 
A. 1 States Revenue Marine, u the cruise of the revenue- 
steamer nin the Arctic Ocean in the year 1884, and its accompan 
uments and illustrations, of which 1,000 copies shall be for the use of the Sen- 
ate, ges for the use of the House, and 2,000 for the use of the Treasury Depart- 
men 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved toreconsider the vote by which 
the resolution was adopted; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


~ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from N [Mr. MILLER] 
has moved to reconsider the vote by which the House refused to order 


a call. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I move that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 


MRS. ANN E. GRIDLEY. 


On motion of Mr. ELDREDGE, by unanimous consent leave was 
granted for the withdrawal from the files of the House of the papers in 
the case of Mrs. Ann E. Gridley, without leaving copies. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS WITH GERMAN EMPIRE. 


Mr. EATON. I ask unanimous consent to present a report from the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs, which will take but little time of the 
House, while it is of interest to all the productive industries of the 
country. I ask the House to hear it read. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. We have no objection, provided the 
motions will be considered as pending. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent to introduce a measure for 
consideration does not interfere except for the time being with the mo- 
tjons pending. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committees on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred House resolution 
relative to duties by the German Empire alleged to be discriminating against 
the products of the United States, report: 

That having had the resolution under consideration, r committee is of the 
opinion that the action of the German authorities has n unfavorable to the 
introduction into the German Empire of several of the products of the United 
States, to wit: porte vies, rye, and particularly petroleum. 
eor committee therefore recommend the adoption of the following resolu- 

on: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House of Representatives that the Presi- 
dent of the United States be requested to take immediate steps to secure to the 
United States equal benefits in the German Empire with other nations as to all 
articles of commerce of the United States under the most-favored. 
of the treaty of 1828 made with Prussia,and now in force between the United 
States and the German Empire, 


Mr. EATON. I ask for the passage of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? , 

Mr. COX, of New York. Iobject. It is not anything but retalia- 
tion, which is never wise. z 

Mr. KEAN. Idemand the regular order of business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of business is the motion of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DUNHAM] to lay the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 36, 

Mr. KEAN. No quorum. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The House divided; and there were ayes 45. 

The SPEAKER. A sufficient number. 

Several MEMBERS. Count the other side. 

The other side was counted, and there were 32 in the negative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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The question was taken; and the question was decided in the affirm- 


ative—yeas 151, nays 55, not voting 117; as follows: 
YEAS—151, 
Adams, G. E. Ermentrout, Millard. Snyder, 
‘Aiken, x Miller, J. F, Spriggs, 
Arnot, Everhart, anny 
1 ee Mi * Stewart, Charl 
ur, oney, es 
Barksdale, Graves, Morgan, Stone, 
Belford, Green. Moulton, Storm, 
Bennett, Halsell, Muldrow, Strait, 
Blount, Hammond, Muller, Sumner, C. A. 
Boyle, Hardeman, Murphy, Swope, 
a Hardy, Murray, Talbott, 
Saree gaa rr 
„W. es, Neece, ylor, J. M. 
Browne, T. M. Henley, O’Ferrall, Thomas, 
Buchanan, Hepburn, Patton, Thompson, 
Hewitt, G. W. Payson, Townshend 
j Hill, Peel, Turner, H. G. 
Caldwell Hiscock, Vance, 
Cam J. E. Hi Peters, Van Eaton, 
3 Hop Pettibone, Wadsworth, 
Cannon, noe Pryor, 3 
* * 
Cobb.” Jam Ranney, Warner, Richard 
Jeff Reed, T. B. Wellborn, 
x Jones, J. H. Reese, Wemple, 
Cook, Jones, J. Big White, J. D. 
Cosgrove, King, n, White, 
Cox, W. R. Lacey, Robinson, W. E. Whiting, 
Culberson, D. B. Lamb, rs, J. Wilkins, 
Cari Tanha Rogers, W. F. bt ral *. 
NN wrence, n, 
Davis, G. Lore. Rowell, Winans, E. B. 
Deuster, rms — l, Ad John 
Dunham, ymour, orthington, 
Eldredge, MeAdoo ` Shively, Yaple, 
Elliott, McMillin, Sin York,- 
Ellwood, Matson, Skinner, T. G. Young. 
English, Maybury, ith, H. L. 
NAYS—5S. 
Alexander, Dibrell, Keifer, Poland, 
a Dixon, Kleiner, Ray, Ossian 
tkinson, Dockery, Laird, 4 
Barr, Eaton, Lovering, ie W. 
Bayne, Finerty, MeCoid, Smalls, 
Belnank: Greenleaf, oCo; Smith, A. Herr 
Bisbee, Guenther, Miller, S. H. j 
Blanchard, back, orrill, phenson, 
Bowen, s Nelson, n, 
Brewer, F. B. Henderson, D. B. Nutting, Van Alstyne, 
Holmes, Ochilt: W. 
Cox, S. Houk, O'Neill, les —.— J. S. 
en Houseman, O'Neill, J. J. Wolford, 
Davis, L. H. Kean, Payne, 
NOT VOTING—117. 
Adams, J. J. Dorsheimer, Johnson, Rockwell, 
Ballen Dowd, ones, B. W. Ryan, 
Beach, Dunn, Jones, J. T. Seney, 
hum, — Jordan, Shaw, 
burn, Fiedler, Kelley, Skinner, C. R. 
$ Findlay, Kellogg, Slocum, 
Boutelle, Follett, Steele, 
Bratton, Foran, Le Fevre, Stewart, J. W. 
Breitung. Forney, Lewis, Stocks > 
Brewer, J. H. Funston, Libbey, Struble, 
Broad ý Fyan, à D. 2 
Buckner, Garrison, McCormick, Taylor, E. B 
Burleigh, Geddes, ills. ‘Throckmorton, 
Burnes, George, Morrison, Tucker, 
Campbell, Felix Gibson, Morse, Tully, 
Campbell, J. M. Goff, Nicholls, Turner, Oscar 
Carl Hancock, f Valentine, 
Cassidy, O'Hara, Wait, 
Chalmers, Hatch, H. H Paige, Warner, A. J. 
Clay, Hemphill, Parker, Washburn, 
Clements, Henderson, T. J. Phelps, Weaver, 
Converse, erbert, Pierce, Weller, 
Covington, Hewitt, A. S. Post, liams, 
Crisp, Hoblitzell, Potter, Wilson, James 
Culbertson, W. W. Holman, Price, Wise, G. D. 
Cutcheon, Holton, Randall, Wood, 
s Hooper, n, Woodward. 
` Davis, R. T. Horr, Ray, G. W. 
` j ce, 
Dingley, Hutchins, Robinson, J. 8. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

During the roll-call, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its 
Secretary, announced the return, in compliance with the request of the 
House, ofa bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. 

It further announced the passage of bills of the follo titles: 

A bill 75 R. 8183) to remove the political disabilities of W. H. Mur- 
daugh, of Virginia; 

A bill (H. R. 754) for the relief of Nathan H. Dunphe, of Bridge- 
water, in the State of Massachusetts; and 


A bill (H. R. 8102) to give assent of Congress for the construction of 
the railroad by the East and Middle Railroad Company over the Cum- 
berland and Coney Fork Rivers. ; 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The SPEAKER, If there be no objection the bill (H. R. 8138) 


making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office ee 


the fiscal year June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, 
returned to the Senate with the corrected statement that the House 
a pers to the conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill (H. R. 7785) mak- 
ing yo e for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes; when the Speaker signed the same. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. HEPBURN. There are many gentlemen on both sides of the 


House who have bills they desire to have considered, and I ask by 
unanimous consent they may be considered under the new rule, until 


a report fromm a committee of conference is read, the election case not 


to lose its t status. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the motion: The gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] asks unanimous consent that the Speaker 
recognize poneo for the purpose of calling up bills under the spe- 
cial rule of the House, such recognition to continue until such time as 
a conference report is received. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The election case not to lose its present status. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] to the amendment 
. by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. NE]. 

e question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 12, 
noes 41. 


Mr. HEPB 
PS MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the 

ouse: 

Mr. BELFORD. Pending that I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. Our fathers who established this Government had, 
as the fundamental principle, in view the formation of a government 
in which a majority should rule; and I desire to know whether oneor 
two members on this floor can keep three hundred and twenty-five 
members here to-night doing nothing and depriving a member of his 
seat on this floor at the same time? [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 

. gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] moves a call of the 
ouse. 

The question was taken; and on division there were—ayes 10, noes 35. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I believe I will call for the yeas 
and nays on that proposition. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken ; and there were—yeas 45, nays 146, not vot- 
ing 133; as follows: 


YEAS—45, 
Adams, J. J. Dixon, Jordan, Smalls, 
Anderson, Dunham, Long, Struble, 
Boutelle, Ellis, McCom: Taylor, J.D. 
Brewer, J. H. Hart, Miller, S. H. homas, 
Brewer, F. B. Haynes, Milliken, Waketield, 
Brown, W. W. Henderson, T. J. yson, Washburn, 
Browne, T. M. Hepburn, eters, Weller, 
Brumm, Pettibone White, J. D. 
Budd Holmes, Phelps, Woodward. 
y, Houk, Price, 
Oulbertson, W. W. James, Skinner, C. R. 
Davis, G. R. Jeffords, Skinner, T. G. 
NAYS—146. 
Aiken, ve, Foran, Keifer, 
Alexander, Cox, W. R. Forney, King, 
Atkinson, ¥ unston, Kleiner, 
Bagley, Culberson, D. B. Glascock Lanham, 
Bar Cullen, Graves, Le Fevre, 
Belford, Cutcheon, Green, Lore, 
Belmont, S Greenleaf, Lowry, 
Bennett, Da Halsell, 2 
Bingham, Davis, L. Hammond, cAdoo, 
Bland, Dibrell, Hancock, MeMillin, 
Blount, Hardeman, Maybury, 
Boyle, Dorsheimer, Harmer, il 
„„ 
on e oney, 

Cabell, Eldredge, Hewitt, G. W. rgan, 
Caldwell. eenei Y Hin, Murphy, 
Campbell, Felix English, Hitt, Mutchier, 
Campbell, J. E. Ermentrout, H $ ý 
Candler, Evans, Hopkins, iltree, 
Carleton, Everhart, H O’Ferrall, 
Clay, Ferrell, Howey, "Hara, 
Connolly, Findlay eee 9 Fall. . 

* „ nson J. 
Cook, Finerty, Jones, J. H. x 
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Paton, SOON Sunnet; C. A. 3 Mr. SHIVELY and Mr. WELLER objected. 
Peel,” Seymour, Talbot, 25 Wellborn, The SPEAKER. And is still objected to. 
* + Ay lor, J. ` 
. — ete pec, White, Mito 5 — 5 eee soa one j 2 
Randall, mith, A. Herr Tillman, n, . NEE m the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
Bae Onnan 5 Peay iG woe the committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
Reel F. B. Springer, Vance, Worthington, doing Seles when the S signed the same: 
Reese, phe: Van Eaton, Toe, A bill (H. R. 754) for the relief of Nathan H. Dunphe, of Bridge- 
8 . peri bn water, in the State of Massachusetts, 
Rowell, Storm, 2 1 PRINTING OF REPORT ON NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
3 PEART Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I present a privileged report from the 
Arnot, ea Foes Libbey, era W- B Committee on Printing. I am directed by the Committee on Printi 
Ballentine, Fyan, Rogers, J. H. to back with a favorable recommendation the joint resolution 
a Geddes” ——9 Bran, which I send to the desk. 
Bayne, George, Matson, Slocum, The Clerk read as follows: 
Beach, ibson, Spooner, 1 i to provide for th ting of additional copies 
Bisbes, Goff, Mitchell, Spriggs, B Gn ailiinry Atul te tio A of smote, 
burn, otros? M a Stewart, J. W. tives on the investigation of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 

—.— nn = seit ens Resolved, dc., That in addition to the authorized number, 5,000 copies of the re- 
Breitung, ; uldrow Strait! of the Committee on Military Affairs on the in the National 
Broadhead, H n, D. B. Muller, Sumner, D. H. ome for Disabled Volunteers be printed, 1,000 copies for the use of the Senate, 
Buchanan, Henley Murray, Taylor, E.B. and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives. 

okno, erberi, Serie hrockmorton, The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
Burleigh: Hoblitzell, N Townshend, ; > : : s 
Burnes, ` Holton Nicholls, Tucker, time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
Campbell, J. M. Hooper, Nutting, Toere 
8 . — Perkins Ven e Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
Olardy, Hatch Wadsworth, the joint resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
pn see 4 ed 8 ve consider be laid on the table. 
8 Jones, J. T. Pusey, Wilkins’ The latter motion was agreed to. 
Go ngton, Kean, Rankin, Williams, ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Curtin Kellogg, Ray. G W. 8 Mr. COSGROVE. I have asked unanimous consent to call up for 
Davis, R. T. Ketcham, Reid, J. W. Winans, John consideration bill S. 1035. The gentleman who made the objection 
Dibbler Laird’ Toa Wise, J. 5 will withdraw it. 
Dingley, Lamb, Robertso Wood, The SPEAKER. Several gentlemen made objection. 
Dunn, Lawrence, Robinson, J. S. York. 


So a call of the House was not ordered. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

During the roll-call the following proceedings took place: 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 653) 
for the relief of John B. Davis. 

Also, that the Senate had passed with amendments, in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 8255) making 
appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1885, and for prior years, and for other purposes. 

DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to inter- 
rupt the roll-call to move that the House non-concur in the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the deficiency bill. 

Mr. KEIFER. Had not we better concur, so as to wind it up as 
soon as possible? 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no danger about getting through. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. KLEINER in the chair). Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania ? 

The Chair hears none. * 

Mr. PRICE. I object. [Cries of Too late!“ “] 

Mr. RANDALL. No gentleman rose in his place to object. 

Mr. PRICE. I now rise in my place and make objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is too late. 

Mr. KEIFER. We had better have order, so that we can know what 
is going on. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to reconsider the action of the House just 
taken; and also to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. ANDERSON. What is this question? I would like to know 
e going on. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion just sub- 
mitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I withdraw the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the roll-call. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, to save time on the deficiency bill, 
J request a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER. Withoutobjection, the request will be acceded to. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. Burnes, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. 
LONG as managers on the part of the House at said conference. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The roll-call was then resumed and concluded as above. 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that the 
ao consider bills that may be called up by members under the new 
e. 
The SPEAKER. That 


request was made a few moments and 
was ohjected to. 8 ar 


XVI——159 


Mr. COSGROVE. I haveseen, I think, all of them, and understand 
that they now withdraw the objection. 

TheSPEAKER. CCC The gen- 
tleman from Missouri asks unanimous consent to 8 
consideration the bill S. 1035, the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill n the Secretary of the Interior to settle the claims of 
S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union agency, Indian Terri- 
tory, for services and expenses, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BRUMM. I object. 5 

Mr. COSGROVE. Is it in order to ask a suspension of the rules to 
pass that bill ? 

The SPEAKER. Itisnot. There are motions pending before the 
House undisposed of. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of this joint resolution which I send tothe desk. I ask that it be 
read 


Mr. PETERS. I object. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to importune the gentleman who has of- 
fered an objection that he withdraw it that the resolution may be read 
for the information of the House. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I object. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent that a recess 
be taken for fifteen minutes. , 

Mr. HUTCHINS and Mr. ANDERSON objected. 

Mr. ANDERSON. If the present status of the motions is maintained 
I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. But the Chair has already announced that if a re- 
cess is taken to a different time from that mentioned in the pending 
motions they will fall unless there be an agreement to the contrary. 

Mr. ANDERSON, That was my understanding, and that is the 
reason why I objected. 

Mr. HATCH, of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent that the House 
take a recess until half past 11 o’clock. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I desire to inquire whether under the operation of 
the rules of this House a contested-election case involving the right of a 
member to a seat on this floor can be considered, and whether a few 
gentlemen can obstruct the consideration of that right recognized by 
the laws and the Constitution. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Oh, yes; they can do it. 

Mr. BELFORD. I insist on a decision of that question whether two 
or three men in this House can deprive a member of his right to sit 
here and overcome the majority of the Representatives of the people. 

The SPEAKER. The majority will govern under the rules of the 
House whenever a vote can be obtained under the rules of the House. 

Mr, B . Now, was it not the intention—— [Cries of 
Regular order! ] 
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Mr. BELFORD. This is the 
tion of the fathers of this Republic that the majority should govern? 


PRINTING REPORTS OF SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. ROGERS], 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, asks unanimous consent to 
present a report. 
Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I am instructed by the Committee on 
Printing 4 7 back with a favorable recommendation the joint reso- 
lution which I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 
There was no objection. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 
i arises Seere 0B to provide for printing the annual reports of the 

Resolved, £c., That the annual reports of the Smithsonian Institution shall be 
aR a Fp Re go E cig 
print to the two Houses of Congress. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, — 8 

Mr. ROGERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the joint resolution was ; and also moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 


$ HISTORY OF THE RED CROSS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. I also ask unanimous consent to re- 

rt from the Committee on Printing for consideration the 
te concurrent resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


potato 10,080 65 ies of 4 
,000 cop 
Government 


House of Representatives concurring), That 
0 Hir ot the Red Cross from the ) bs phere 
Printing Office, for the use of the American ion 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York. I object. 


ORDEE OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. WELLER. Can I now make the request that the joint resolu- 
tion which I have sought to call up be printed in the RECORD ? 

Mr. LAMB and others objected. : 

Mr. KEAN. Lask mous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table for present consideration the joint resolution (S. R. 119) accepting 
the gift by William H. Vanderbilt and Julia Dent Grant, wife of General 
Ulysses S. Grant, to the United States of certain articles. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. KRAN] asks 
unanimous consent to take up for present consideration the Senate joint 
resolution No. 119, the title of which he has just stated. 

Mr. SPRINGER. LI object. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let the matter be stated before objection is made. 
The gentleman objects. 

Can not the resolution be read subject to objec- 


It can not, if objection is made to the reading. 
May I ask, Mr. Speaker, who it is that objects? 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] ob- 


jects. 

è Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
present consideration the bill (H. R. 1852) to regulate appointments and 
promotions in the staff of the Marine Corps, and I would like to say a few 
words by way of explanation. This relates to only two officers of the 
‘Marine Corps, both of whom have served over thirty-five years and 
haye won laurels in the field in Mexico. 

Mr. BRUMM. Regular order, Mr. Speak 

Mr. BRUMM. order, Mr. er. 

Mr. WELLER. I am informed that there was a confusion of ideas 
as to whether the matter which I desired to call up was the resolution 
I hold in my hand or some other, and that the gentleman whoobjected 
did so under a misapprehension. [Laughter.] I now desire to renew 
my request. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. Several gentlemen have 
objected, and gentlemen are now objecting. That being so, of course 
the Chair can not entertain a request for unanimous consent, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER], when he objected, probably misunderstood the prop- 
osition of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. McApoo]. May not 
the joint resolution be read subject to objection ? 

Several MEMBERS. order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by gertlemen on 
the left, and the Chair will now state that until the demand for the 

order is withdrawn, the Chair will not recognize any gentleman 
3 for unanimous consent, but will proceed with the reg- 
er. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. All right, Mr. Speaker. Let us have the 


. 
. WELLER. Will the Chair please state what is the regular 


regular order. Was it not the inten- TheSPEAKER. The Chair will do so as soon as the House comes 


to order. 


have it. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I call for a division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 25, noes 41. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER. The point is made that no quorum has voted. 
The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MILLER], and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERMENTROUT]. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The motion being to take a recess until 10 o’clock 
to-night, and the hour of 10 o’clock having passed, does not that mo- 
tion fall? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has nothing to do with that question. 
That may be a very good reason why the House should not agree to the 
amendment, but it was in order when offered. As many as are in fa- 
vor of agreeing to the amendment will pass between the tellers and be 
counted. 

Pending the count the tellers will suspend, in order that the House 
may receive a message from the Senate. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had the bill (H. R. 8279) making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, with amendments; in 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested. 

The m further announced that the Senate insisted upon its 
amendments (disagreed to by the House) to the bill (H. R. 8256) mak- 
ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for prior years, and for other pur- 
poses, agreed to the conference asked by the House of Representatives 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. HALE, Mr. ALLISON, and Mr. COCK- 
RELL as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. HANCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
the fortification bill, with the Senate amendments, for the purpose of 
moving to non-concur in the amendments and asking a conference, 

Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. An inquiry connected with this matter? 

Mr. BUDD. Connected with this matter. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUDD. After the conference report is made, will itbe in order 
for a member to require the reading of any amendment and a separate 
vote on each amendment as reported by the conferees ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order for any member to require the 
reading of all the amendments, but it will not be in order for a mem- 
ber to demand a separate vote upon the amendments which have been 
agreed to by the conferees, because a conference report is one entire 
thing, and must be either adopted or rejected as a whole. 

Mr. BUDD. But the amendments that are not agreed to? 

The SPEAKER. The amendments that are not agreed to will be dis- 
posed of separately by the House. If there be no objection the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill of the House (8279) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, and for the armament 
thereof, will be non-concurred in, and the House will ask a committee 
of conference. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the partof the House Mr. 
Hancock, Mr. FORNEY, and Mr. WASHBURN. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


chs SPEAKER, The tellers will resume their places and continue 
e count. 

Pending the count by tellers the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. NEECE. I ask unanimous consent to make a statement. I 
have a little bill here to remove the charge of desertion from the record 
ofa igre lags who entered the Army under 18 years of age. At the 
battle of Pea Ridge, where he was wounded, he was, owing to that fact, 
marked improperly as a deserter. Going afterward into another regi- 
ment, he was killed in battle. His old father now wishes simply to 
draw his back pay. This bill has the Senate. It is Senate bill 
445, for the relief of the heirs or legal representatives of Robert J. 
Baugness, deceased. 

ans . Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Several members called ſor the regular order. 

PRINTING OF NAVAL AND MILITARY REPORTS. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. On behalf of the Committee on Print- 
ing I desire to have taken from the Speaker’s table for present consid- 
eration the joint resolution (S..R. 100) authorizing the printing of cer- 
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rawness bli of. 
of the following reports: Th 
rich, United States Na military operations in Egypt; 
M. Wright, United States Navy,on hi 
vy during the recen war with Tunis; the report of it, The- 
ason, Un noaie Nepotis of Bora a 
— ili and the allied Republics of 


of which shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 
of Representatives, and 1,500 copies for the use of * 


There being no 8%. the — resolution was taken from the 
st eager read three and passed. 
ROGEE of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
eee ee and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


8 
3 


Frederick vs. Wilson. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois is not in 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 


that the Senate insisted on its amendmen: 
to the fortification appropriation bill, sandie 
by the House on the votes of the two Houses, and had ap- 
pointed asconferees on the partof the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, 
and Mr. COCKRELL. 


REPORT OF COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. ROGERS, of New York. In behalfof the Committee on Print- 
ing I desire unanimous consent to take from the 8 's table, for 
3 in the amendments of the Senate, the joint resolution (H. 

eee e spin of 400,000 copies of the annual re- 
2 of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the year 1885. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

In line 1, strike out “400” and insert, 310; soas to provide for 310,000 co; copies. 

In line 3, strike out “300” and insert 200; and in Iine 8. strike out 70 and 
insert 80; ” so as to provide 200,000 for the use of the House of ives 
and 80,000 for the use of the Senate. 
„Amend the title of the joint resolution by striking out 400 and inserting 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the amendments of the ae which, on motion of Mr. ROGEBS, of 
New York, were con 
ERS, of New York, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendments of the Senate were concurred i in; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. The tellers who have been conduct- 
og Post upon 1e moio pe whee seg o Torati: They agree 
in the report which they send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The result was announced—ayes 26, noes 55. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. It appears that there is no quorum. 


I move a call of the House. 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. A paper published in New York called 
The Voice, which claims to be a temperance journal, has seen fit to 
publish the following paragraph about myself: 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURES—DO THE WHISKY MEN WANT THE EARTH? 
has introduced s bill into the House of 
of Commissioner of Internal 


instance whisky 
gressman who 9 applied an Bone Babe term to Speaker 


That was sent to me by Mr. R. B. Neal, editor of Good Words, a 
temperance paper published in Ky., otherwise I would not 
have seen it. Now, Mr. Speaker, if that came from a source claim- 
ing to be an enemy to the cause which I have advocated and maintained 
I should treat it with the same indifference I have treated hundreds of 
others of a similar character, but coming as it does from a paper profess- 
ing the principles of temperance, of which I believe every membér on 


this floor will accord to me that I have been a consistent and persistent 
advocate ever since I became a Rep: tative in the Forty-fourth Con- 
gress and darin . tao Forty-seventh Congress and also during the pres- 
ent Congress, I think it requires some notice at my hands. 


Now, sir, it is a matter of record in the Forty-fourth Congress 


I introduced a bill into this House for the prohibition by the national 
e ere of the sale of intoxicating liquors for any other p than 
ical, medicinal, or scientific. In the ene eee 1 

introduced the same bill. In the Forty-eighth Congress I introduced 
a similar bill, slightly modifying it and providing for p perce 
which before I had left to the wisdom of the committee. I will 
to the Clerk’s desk a copy of that bill to be read. 

Mr. HENLEY. How long is this matter about being read to last? 

Mr, CURTIN. What is it all about? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thegentleman from Kentucky rises to 
a question of personal privilege and is stating his question of privilege 
to the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 308) to lessen crime and human suffering from alcoholism by re- 
„ use of distilled spirits to scientific, mechanical, and medicinal pur- 


Whereas the injurious 3 from the use as a beverage of intoxicating liquors 
are universally adm 
Whereas pr — lass are powerful instruments for evil and corraption 


in our 9 and 
Whereas the 2 trafficin spirituous liquors promotes contentions, riots, 


Whereas the — be lism is visited through the parent upon th 
u 0 u u e 
third and fourth 2 * and g 
Whereas the of en are filling our ns, houses of correction 
and 8 of 5 ee and sufferers, and covering the lan land 
with woe and m 


Be it enacted, £c., ee ands after the 30th day of June, ee ba ay cay oc 
cept as hereinafter rovided, shall manufacture or sell or kee 
stance known as ethyl alcohol, hydrated oxide of eth l, or spirit of wine, or — 
2 intoxicating liquor which can be ehe fermentation of grain 
starch, m or sugar, including dilutions Arey mixtures of sugar. see 
n shall manufacture, sell, or keep for sale as a beverage any intoxicating 
fiquor whatever, including ale, wine, and beer. 

EC. 2. That any person convicted of a willful violation of — of the provis- 
ions of the preceding section shall be fined not ex r imprisoned 
not exceeding one year, or both, in the discretion of the court. 

Sec. 3. That no intoxicatin liquors whatever, including ale, wine. 
shall be imported into the United States from any foreign port or place. All 
goods or merchandise imported contrary to this section, and the vessel wherein 
the same pny vires peda „together with sas ets tackle, apparel, and furni- 
— be forfei the United States; and goods, wares, 

ship or vessel, and 1 ta De aAA, prosecuted, co; 
in like manner and under the same restrictions and provisions as 
have been heretofore established for the revenue laws. and 


Sop this act, 8 in ey 1 ne 

to 
and medicinal pur- 
. for scientific, me- 


describe the kind of spirits aired and must uire the proposals to be ac- 
companied with Tn psia tek for their brat sta at p 

SEC. 6, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, by the 30th day of June, 1834, 
pcg be the lowest bidders whose sureties are deemed sufficient of the acceptance 


SEC. 7. That nothing in the preceding sections shall t the Secretary of 
the Treasury from contracting from time to time for su Sonea spirits as may 
be necessary to meet the demands for scientific, mechanical, and medicinal pur- 


Sec. 8. That nothing in the preceding sections shall be construed so as to limit 
J ENLAI. ‘ties on A ertinee or A inemen 
shall be hereafter granted for the sale of any intoxicating liquors . 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. As I have said, the extract from The 
Voice was sent to me by the editor of a temperance paper in Louisville, 
Mr. R. B. Neal. Now that bill which the Clerk has read was referred 
to the Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic and was reported back 
by Mr. KLEINER, accompanied by the following report: 

The Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor bag th having considered the bill 
(H. R. 596) to lessen crime and human suffering from alcoholism by restricting 


the use of distilled spirits to scientific, m ical, and medicinal re- 
port the same back adversely, and recommend that it lie on the 


Mr. LORE. I make the point that this is not a matter of 8 


ne SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Delaware makes 
the point that the gentleman from Kentucky is not stating any ques- 
tion of privilege. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I thought that was admitted, Mr. 


ta- 
cee or I should have addressed myself to that point of order. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. So faras the gentleman from Kentucky 
has gone the Chair has been unable to see any question of personal 
privilege in what the gentleman has stated. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
I understood the Chair would not decide until I had been heard. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to call the attention of the Chair 


to Rule IX: 

privilege shall first, thi ee thor of the House 
„its safety, dignity, and the integrity of ita proe ngs; — thee 
uct of members individually in their representative 


Now, sir, here is a charge in the extract which I have just read from 


the New York paper, which was sent to me by my friend, the editor of 
& temperance paper in the city of Louisville, to whom I have already 
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referred, ing my attention to the fact this article in The Voice did 
me great injustice. Otherwise I would never have seen it. It charges 
me 5 a bill in the interest of the whisky-men, in this ar- 
ticle which is ed, Do the whisky-men want the whole earth?“ 
I claim this not only affects me as a Representative, but affects the 
honor and dignity of this House, for Iam a member of this House; and 
if a member of the House, after having advocated certain principles, 
can introduce a bill that I have introduced here and then can present 
other bills which seem to favor the whisky interest, and can be justly 
charged that he is doing it for the whisky interest, then it does seem to 
me it rises to the dignity of a personal question at least. 

It is to address myself to that question for which I have risen, and 
to recite the history of this subject and my action with it, that I began 
in the way I did, and no one made the point of order, or else I should 
have begun by reading the rule under which I made the point of order. 
But in order to save the time of the House and consume as little of its 
time as possible at this late date in the session I did not adopt that 
course. È 

I now yield the floor to the decision of the Chair. If I am entitled 
to the floor on that decision I will proceed; otherwise, I will take my 


seat. 
The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman presents, certainly, a 
uestion of personal explanation, but the Chair has been unable to see 
t a question of privilege under the rules of the House is 
presented, and which would give the gentleman the right to occupy 
the floor. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. May I be permitted to call the atten- 
tion of the Chair to the last sentence but one in the newspaper article 
to which I first called attention and which I have sent to the desk? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will cause the sentence to be 


read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

This bill is said to have been framed at the instance of the whisky-men. Mr. 
ee eer who recently applied an insulting term to Speaker 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Chair will observe as stated in 
that article that a direct charge is brought against me. In response I 
wish to state that I have never in my life applied an insulting term or 
epithet to the Speaker of this House. 

There is not a man on this floor who has a higher regard for the 
Speaker of the House than I have, and I am ready to offer the usual 
resolution complimenting him in the very highest terms on the fair, 
impartial, and proper manner in which he has discharged the duties of 
his office. The last clause but one in the article accuses me of havin; 
pre or framed a bill at the instance of the whisky-men, and 
claim in that I have the right not only to deny that charge, which I do 
most emphatically, but to show conclusively by the RECORD that it is 
false from the inning to the end; and I was proceeding to address 
myself to that subject when I was interrupted by the gentleman from 
Delaware, who made the point that I did not present a question of 

rivilege. 
z I understood the Chair had recognized it as such by allowing me to 
proceed for some time,and of course I did not have the rule read, for the 
reason that I did not suppose there could be any question as to the 
fact that I had the right to take the floor for that purpose. As I have 
said, I now yield to the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated that it would hear the gentle- 
man on his question of privilege, no point of order having been made. 
The Chair indulged the gentleman from the gone of his remarks 
until the point of order was made. The gentleman from Delaware 
having made the point of order, the Chair was then ready to decide the 

uestion. 
* If, however, the gentleman desires to be heard further the Chair will 
indulge him. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I understand that the Post-Office ap- 
ropriation bill is ready to be reported by the conferees, and I will yield 
for that purpose, but claim the right to take the floor afterward. If, 
however, the gentleman is not ready I will proceed with my remarks 


now. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky if he will yield to me to call up a bill for consideration. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will yield to the gentleman with 
pleasure; not, however, to take me off the floor. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Of course not. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have just mised that I would 
yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], and I now 
ield to him. 
r. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence of the House 
for a moment in which to make a statement concerning House bill No. 
8177. This is a bill providing for the payment of certain claims au- 
thorized to be inv and reported to and thus far it has 
been passed by every Congress to which they have been since 
1864, when the original act authorizing them was passed. 
Mr. HORR. These are what are known as the 4th of July claims? 
Mr. MoMILLIN. Yes, sir. 


Mr. HORR. I hope that will pass. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There never has been a single instance, from the 
vote on the passage of the original bill to this session of Congress, when 
this bill was reported that it was not passed. I hope the House will 
not make an exception in this case. t 

It is not possible under that law that Senet can be ultimately 
defeated. It must be paid at some time. e bill providing for the 
auditing of these claims requires that they shall be first examined by 
an agent of the Quartermaster’s Department, then passed upon by the 
-General, and after to make assurance doubly sure, 
they are reported to the Third Auditor, and by him they are again in- 
vestigated; and if they are found to be in accordance with the law and 
properly authenticated, they are recommended to Congress. That has 
been done heretofore uniformly, and the bill making these ae 
tions now, if I remember correctly, is some $40,000 less than of 
last year. It has not been even the custom to read the bill heretofore. 
The committee after an examination reported favorably upon it, and I 
ask the House to give unanimous consent to take it up and consider it. 
It has never taken more than ten or twenty minutes to dispose of. 

Mr. PUSEY. What is the te amount of the bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Two hun and twenty-one thousand dollars. 
The committee have amended the bill by striking outa certain class of 
claims not heretofore allowed, so as to secure perfect uniformity with 
Pel rome heretofore. The claims stricken out amount to about 


Task, therefore, that unanimous consent be given to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the fur- 
ther consideration of this bill and p it upon its passage. 

A MEMBER. Is there any new legislation in the bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN. It contains no legislation whatever. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee? 

Mr. SKINNER, of North Carolina. I object. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I hope my friend from North Carolina will not 
insist on his objection. 

Mr. SKINN. of North Carolina. Other bills just as worthy as 
this have been objected to when the request for unanimous consent 
3 and I think that they are entitled to be passed just as well 


as 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I appeal to the gentleman from North Carolina not 
to insist on his objection. If he does it will work great injustice to a 
largeclass of citizens. It isa bill which can not be defeated ultimately; 
it can only be postponed. Not even the interest has been paid on these 
claims for the twenty years that they have beendue. I trust the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his objection. No man can question the justice 
of the payment under the law. I have ted with that gentle- 
man in matters in which I know he sympathizes, and I ask him not to 
reward that tion by refusing consideration to this bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If that gentleman withdraws his objection I will 
renew it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, I regret the gentleman’s resolution to oppose this 
bill. A very large majority of the House favor it, but I know that 
pending the consideration of this election case the bill I have desig- 
nated can only be taken up by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SKINNER,-of North Carolina. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BUDD. I move to suspend the rules to take up and pass the 
House bill No. 147. I will state that the motion for a recess expired 
at 12 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman from California is 
not in order except by unanimous consent. Even if all the motions 
for a recess had been dropped the question before the House would be 
upon the adoption of the report of the Committee on Elections. But 
the Chair thinks the motions for a recess have not been dropped, because 
they were in order when made. 

Mr. BUDD. I understand the first motion was to take a recess until 
12 o’clock. That was amended so as to take a recess until 11 o’clock, 
and a further amendment was offered to take a recess until 10 o’clock 
tonight. Now as the time for all of these recesses has expired I claim 
that the question upon them is not now in order, the House having 
neglected to pass upon it until the time has expired. 

The SPEAKER. That may be a goodreason why the House should 
not to those motions, but it is not a question of order. 

Mr. BUDD. Can a recess be taken so as to be retroactive? 

The SPEAKER. That consideration will govern gentlemen in their 
votes on the question. 
Mr. ANDERSON. 

o’clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the record shows distinctly that 
the first motion was to take a recess until 12 o’clock midnight. The 

roposition was then made to amend that so as to take the recess until 
1 o’clock, and then there was a proposition to amend the amendment 
80 as to take the recess until 10 o’clock to-night. 

Mr. ANDERSON. The first motion was my own, to take a recess 
for one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to take a recess until 10 o’clock to- 
morrow would not be in order because the term of this Congress expires 


In one case the motion was for a recess until 10 


1885. 
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on the 3d of March, and to-morrow would be the 4th, and the mem- 
bers of this Congress would not then be in office. 

Mr. BUDD. I inquire of the Chair if a motion for a recess is in 
order when the proposed recess dates back of the time at which the 
question is taken? 

The SPEAKER. But the motion for a recess was in order when 
it was made, and the Chair can not take away from the House the con- 
sideration of a motion which was in order when it was presented. That 
guenon is addressed to each member of the House, and must control 

vote. 

Mr. BUDD. Hada motion toadjourn been made and carried, would 
not that have killed the motion for a recess? 

The SPEAKER. But there has been no motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BUDD. But this afternoon there was a recess taken. 

The SPEAKER. And it was when the House reassembled after the 
recess that these motions were made. 

Mr. BUDD. I make the point of order that as the time has expired 
which was covered by the time mentioned in these motions for a re- 
cess, it is the same as if a recess had in fact been taken. 

The SPEAKER. There has been no recess whatever since half past 
7 this afternoon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 653) for the relief of John B. Davis; and 

A bill (H. R. 8183) to remove the political disabilities of W. H. Mur- 
daugh, of Virginia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS] is rec- 
ognized. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. e ponose ay Kentucky 8 
WHITE] yielded the floor to me, and I yielded to the gentleman 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] for a few moments to call up a bill. I 
will now yield the floor temporarily to the gentleman from Louisiana. 
Mr. ELLIS. This is a matter to which I think there will be no ob- 


jection. 

The SPEAKER. The which the gentleman from Louisiana 
proposes to make is always in order. 2 

Mr. ELLIS. The Chair is a little in error; this is not a privileged 


be SPEAKER. The Chair thought the gentleman had risen to 
present the report of a committee of conference. 


RED CROSS ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. ELLIS. I ask unanimous consent to pass the Senate joint reso- 
lution which authorizes the loan to the Red Cross Association of twelve 
hospital tents. That society is now organizing a field hospital for the 
ex-Union and ex-confederate encampments at the exposition; and for 
the purpose of a free hospital they ask the Secretary of War for a loan 
of twelve tents. The Senate has passed the resolution, and I believe 
there will be no objection to its consideration by the House. , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unanimous 
consent to take up for present consideration the joint resolution which 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of War to loan twelve 
tents and outfits to the American Association of the Red Cross for use 
in New Orleans, 

The SPEAKER. Is there 3 2 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. the gentleman from Louisiana take 
me off the floor? 

Mr. ELLIS. I have no desire to interſere with the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

The SPEAKER. If unanimous consent is given it will not affect 
any matter now pending. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have no objection. It ought to pass. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, That 
dun Beceabaty of War tO ] ñ1]1 . tee ee ee 
ce nod 8 1 = uid Orleans at the World’s 

ity is given Pama ite beeen ener return of the 3 3 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. IS moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. S r, I understand that the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. ER] withdraws his objection to the 
bill which I desire to call up. 


The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Illinois on the right [Mr. 
Sonn demands the regular order. 
Mr. TE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I believe I am entitled to 


the floor. The gentleman who has charge of theappropriation bill is not 
ready to report, as he was supposed to be, so I will proceed with my 
statement. 

Mr. THOMPSON. 
[Mr. WHITE] to yield to me a moment to pass a pension bill for a poor 
widow. 3 

Mr. BRUMM. Regular order. 


Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleague from Kentucky 


Mr. THOMPSON. I appeal to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Brum] to let me make a short statement. 
Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of confer- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian ent and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. r 

The message also announced that the Senate had receded from its 
amendment, numbered 112, to the bill (H. R. 7970) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


-Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I now desire to present the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the bill ing appropriations for the currentand contingent expenses 
of the Indian ent and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes; and I ask that the report be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (7970) making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of the fond 


ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 


That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 27, 28, and 74; 
‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 110, 111, and agree to the same. e 3 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 113, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
section Il of the bill of the House. and insert the following in lieu thereof, to wit: 
That immediatel 
or other person any 


committi 
ies t with in- 


of the follow 


Ities, 


as are all i said 
ively. And the said courtsare given jurisdiction of all such cases. And 
all such Indians committing any of the above crimes the person or prop- 


against 
erty of another Indian, or other n, within the boundaries of any State of 
the United States, or within the limits of any Indian reservation, shall be sub- 
ject to the same laws, tried in the same courts, and in the same manner and 
subject CCC 
above crimes within exclusive jurrisdiction of the United States.“ 
And the Senate agree to the same. EION 


WM. 8. HOLMAN, 
THOMAS RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House, : 


Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the report. 
The re was adopted. b 
Mr. moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
adopted; and also moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 3 $ 

Mr. ELLIS. The remaining point of di ent between the two 
Houses upon this bill has been settled by the recession of the Senate. 

A. K. SHEPARD. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent to have taken 
up for consideration at the present time the bill (H. R. 28) for the re- 
lief of A. K. Shepard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to pay to A. K. Shepard, of Tuscaloosa, Ala., the sum of 
$17,000 out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The améndment recommended by the committee was read, as follows: 

Strike out 517,000 and insert 814, 458. O7.“ 2 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Before objections are called for I hope 
the report will be read. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I shall not object, provided the 
other side of the House [Cries of Regular order!?’] 

The SPEAKER. The order is demanded. 

UNLAWFUL OCCUPANCY OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. LEWIS. I rise to a question of privilege. In order that the 
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question may be brought clearly before the House I ask the Clerk to 
read from the RECORD what I send to the desk. 
The SPEAKER. If objection is made, of course the other matter of 


privilege must be settled first. 
Mr. WHITE, . I understand that the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. LEWIS] occupy a very few moments. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Was my request objected to? 
The SPEAKER. There were a great many objections. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Then I call for the regular order. 
TheSPEAKER. That has been called for; but the gentleman = 
perso: 


Louisiana [Mr. Lewis] states that he rises toa q of 


. If it rs a 8 of personal privilege, it of course inter- gen 


Mr. LEWIS“ Talk the Clerk to read what I send to the desk, and 
e ire statement to show that it is a matter of privi- 


Clerk read as follows: 


THURSDAY, February 12, 1885. 
The recess ba the House (at 10 o'clock a. m., Friday, Fe 
13, 1885) resumed its 2 é z N 
UNLAWFUL OCCUPANCY OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. Payson. Mr. — * to a e T motion. 
The SPEAKER pro The gentleman state it. — 
ae, Paysox. I move to concur in the amendments of the — to the bill 


Mr. LEWIS. Now I desire to state to the House that that bill was 
passed through the House and the Senate amendments concurred in by 
virtue of the statement of the gentleman from Illinois that the matter 
had been considered and unanimously recommended by the Committee 
on Public Lands. And I wish to state to the House that it had never 
been referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and the amendments 
had never been recommended by that committee. 

A MEMBER. Where is the question of privilege? 

Mr. LEWIS. The question of privilege, as I understand 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. Ido not understand that this presents any 
question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think it does. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I ask that the gentleman Pere See corre 
to speak on this when my colleague [Mr. Payson] is present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it does not involve any 
question of privil 
T hope I may be allowed to make a statement as to 
why I think it is a question of privi The bill as amended by the 
Senate made important in the bill as it passed the House. The 
bill as it came back from the contained im t amendments, 
which had been adopted by the Senate and which bad not been con- 
sidered by the committee on Publie Lands of the House. 

The bill as amended by the Senate was never referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. I state this to be a question of privilege, be- 
cause if that bill passed by virtue of a statement that the amendments 
of the Senate had been recommended by the Public Lands Committee 
and that statement be not correct, as I say it is not 

Mr. ROWELL. I object, in the absence of my colleague [Mr. PAY- 
Gon) to having anybody under color of a question of personal privilege 
. y that my colleague has stated what is not true. 

Mr. LEWIS. I do not desire to take any advantage of the gentle- 
man from Illinois. He was in his seat when I came into the House to- 


night. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope this may go over until A colleague comes 
in. There must be some mistake about this matt 

Mr. LEWIS. o I only 


desire 
Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I object to further remarks on that subject. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see that any matter of personal 
privilege is involved. A bill may be passed by the House upon an erro- 
neous statement of fact or upon unsound argument, but no question of 


privilege is therefore involved. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. Still when a question of this kind is raised it 
would be fair to allow my colleague to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. That is another matter. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to be heard in this matter. I wish to call to 
the attention of the House—— 

Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope this matter will be allowed to wait 
antil my colleague appears. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order has been demanded by several 
gentlemen. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire consent to take up and 


pension bill for the benefit ofa 
passed the Senate. [Cries of Regular 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


r widow. 
p 1 


Mr. THOMPSON. No gentleman has risen in his seat and objected. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I am satisfied that if my proposition is under- 
stood no objection will be made. This bill is for the benefit of a poor 
widow who lives in the District of Columbia, and has no representative 
on this floor. I ask that the bill be read. It is Senate bill 1446. 


[Cries of Regular order !’’] 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded by a number of 


tlemen. 
This is only a little pension bill for a poor widow 


pass a little It has already 


Mr. THOMPSON. 
who has no representative on this floor. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, that the 
committee had examined and found truly enrolled a of the follow- 
ing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8102) to give the assent of Congress to the construction 
of a railroad bridge by the East and Middle Tennessee Railroad Com- 

pany over the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. JOHN S. WISE. The regular order has not been demanded 
with reference to the proposition that I wish to submit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order cuts off everything. 
The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled to the floor if he desires to 
proceed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have yielded now as far as I can, I 
think 

Mr. THOMPSON. I ask to have the title of this bill read. Iam 
satisfied that there will be no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the title of the 
bill if there be no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1446) granting a pension to Mrs. Lew Gobright McF alls. 


Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I hope the demand for the regular 
order will be withdrawn to let this bill be passed. I haveone myself I 
want to ask unanimous consent for. 
` Mr. THOMPSON. I have never asked the passage of a pension 
ja pat Regular order ! J, and I hope no objection will be made 
to 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, what is this bill which 
The Voice criticises in the article I have called attention to? I desire 
to read it for the information of the House. It is a joint resolution 
which I introduced on the 26th day of January, 1885, No. 319. 

Mr. LORE. I make the point of order that the gentleman does not 
state a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky will 
proceed, and the Chair will determine whether or not he presents a 

uestion of privilege. So far the Chair thinks the gentleman has not 
one 80. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. This is a joint resolution which I in- 

troduced in the following terms: 


‘Whereas it F thes Commissioner of Internal Revenue and the 


present 8 ve, by un warran 88 assumed to 
extend the a for ad alistilled e spirits for two 1 and 


t days, in 
direct ition of of the action of the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth eight days, in 


le, and is a 
mo- 


and 
tobacco tax is an unnecessary 
statute-boo! 


Whereas the 
fraud, useful only upon our 
. 
ereas the present of internal-revenue taxation is far less —— 
to the people than — — to continue a rected iad protected and infernal industry, 
manipulated by unseru 5 who strive to corrupt and to 
control the Government in the interest of their monopoly of the tobacco and 


burden upon the 
ks for the purposes of 


there is no longer any tee that the laws in relation tointernal 
revenue will be honestly execu! although $5,000,000 be annually appro; 
for that purpose: Therefore 
Resolved by the Senate and House United States of A 


of the merica 
in Sagro of acts concerning the superintend- 
ence of the assessment or collection of any duties or taxes imposed by an; 
3 , and the same are hereby, abolished from and after 


Now, Mr. S er, on that resolution this paper arraigns me as hay- 
ing oy ene abill in theinterest of the whisky-men. It is well known 
to the ouse, because for four years the question has been discussed, 
that there is a whisky lobby in Washington, that there is a whisky 
combination, reaching from the great lakes to the Gulf and from the 
Atlantic almost to the Pacific Ocean, in favor of reducing the tax on 
whisky and intoxicating liquors generally. 

When that was proposed in the Forty-seventh Congress I opposed it 
because it was giving to the whisky monopoly every cent that the tax 
was reduced. If there were 100,000,000 of gallons in bond and the tax 
was reduced from 90 to 50 cents it was equivalent to giving to the 
whisky ring $40,000,000, and hence I op it. But, sir, when in 
the Forty-seventh Congress a modified bill came into this House ask- 
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ing for the extension of the bonded period for two years, or practically 
a Joan of the money invested in the whisky in bond 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, I must insist upon the point of order 
that the gentleman does not state a question of privilege, and beg the 
Chair to pass upon it. There is nothing in what he has stated to show 
that his character as a Representative on this floor has been assailed. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I suppose we had as well settle the 
question here, and I submit to the ruling of the Chair. The Chair 
orp the point I have made, and I submit to the ruling of the 

F. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the Chair does not think the criticism of a news- 
paper upon the character or manner of introducing a bill in the House 
of Representatives is that sort of an attack upon a member in his repre- 
sentative capacity that raises it to the dignity of a question of privilege 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iappeal from the decision of the Chair, 
and I desire to be heard on the appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, this is a very serious mat- 
ter not only to me, but it is rapidly becoming one to the whole coun- 
try. More than 150,000 people broke loose from the strong attach- 
ments of the Democratic and Republican parties to enter their protest 
against the proceeding of both parties at the last annual election. 

Mr. TUCKER, Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman is not 
addressing himself to the appeal. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is entitled to be heard 
on the appeal. 

Mr, TUCKER. But he is not proceeding in order, I submit, by ad- 
dressing himself to the question on which he appeals. . 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I have listened to the gentleman from 
Virginia many a time, and must confess I have always been disappointed, 
because he seldom sticks to the text himself, and he ought not to ob- 
ject to my using some discretion in this matter. 

The question of order, as understand, that has been raised is whether 
the article which I have read constitutes a question of personal privi- 
lege. I believe it does, for reasons which I have partially stated and 
which I propose to submit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman yield a moment to 
Teceive a message from the Senate? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate agreed to the report of the committee of conference on 
the erat votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Sen- 
ate to the bill. (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate further insisted upon 
its amendments disagreed to by the House of Representatives to the 
bill making appropriations for the sundry civil expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and a conference with the House on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Messrs. ALLISON, HALE, 
and BECK as conferees on the part of the Senate. 


QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I would like to explain that when I in- 
troduced the first resolution in the Forty-fourth Congress to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors as a beverage, I was then persuaded, 
as I am now thoroughly convinced, that the use of alcoholic liquors as 
a beverage was simply to imbibe a poison; and as the law prohibits 
the sale of prussic acid, of arsenic, and other poisons except under regu- 
Tation, that there should be some power to prohibit the sale of intox- 
icating liquors which is dragging down to death hundreds of thousands 
of strong, able-bodied, right-minded men every year and making widows 
and orphans, filling the poor-houses, filling the jails, filling the peni- 
tentiaries. 

Mr. TULLY. I rise to a point of order that the gentleman is not 
discussing the question before the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The report on that bill Ihave had read 
from the Clerk’s desk, that it was beneath the dignity of this House. 
Subsequently I introduced a bill for a commission on the subject of the 
alcoholic liquor traffic. It is as follows: 

A bill to provide for a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and He resentatives of the United 
America in nae Picross Tung tees att be — wy thee — 
by und with the advice and consent of the Senate, a commission of seven per- 
sons, not more than four of whom shall belong to the same political party nor be 
advocates of prohibition, who shall be sel solely with reference to 
fitness and ity for an honest, impartial, and rough investi 
who shall hold office until their duties shall be accomplished, but not 
two years. It shall be their duty to investigate the alco 
relations to revenue and taxation, and its general economic, 
scientific aspects in connection with pauperism, crime, social vice 
health, and general welfare of the people; and also toinquire astothe p 
results of license and prohibitory legislation for the prevention of ini 
ance in the several States of the Union. 

Sec. 2. That the said commissioners shall serve without salary; 


m, and 
exceed 


the nec- 


that 
essary expenses incidental to said investigation, not exceeding $10,000, shall be 
paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, upon youch- 
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; and for this Traore the 


ers to be ved by the Secretary of the Treasury 
16-000. is 3 1 riated out of any moneys in the not 


sum of 81 

otherwise be the further duty of said commissioners to 
report the result of their investigation, with such suggestions and recommenda- 
tions as they may see fit to make, and the expenses attending the same, to the 
President, within eighteen months after the passage of this act, tobe transmitted 
by him to Congress, 


The report on that bill I hold in my hand. It was submitted by 
Mr. ENGLISH, and is as follows: 


Mr. ENGLISH, from the Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, sub- 
mitted the following report, to accompany bill H. R. 2142; 

The committee to whom was referred the bil! (H. R. 2142) to provide for a com- 
mission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traflic beg leave to report the bill 
back to the House with a recommendation that it do not pass. 

The power to regulate the retail liquor traffic has, from the foundation of the 
Union, been regarded as the exclusive right of the States rather than of the Gen- 
eral Government. Attempts have been made by some of the States to entirely 
prohibit the manufacture or sale of spirituous or malt liquors, but with little 
apparent success, and interests of true temperance and so! ty, so much to 
be desired, would seem to demand wise and stringent restrictions and effective 

rather than impractical efforts 


ange pre — reed suited to the different 
wants and requirements of the people of all various States would be diffi- 
cult to frame and more difficult to execute. Any —_ to control the per- 
3 

er 


Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be reported back to the 
House with a recommendation that it do not and they ask to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 

Now, sir, from that report any one can see that the House, repre- 
senting the American people, does not believe that it is a matter for 
the National Government to meddle with. Again, in the Democratic 
platform [cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] was a protest against i arg let 
and a declaration that all laws interfering with individual 
should not be passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. I understand the Committee on etn wie 
tions have a conference report ready, and I know the gentleman 
Kentucky will yield for its presentation. 


The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman has stated he would 
yield at any time any motion coming from the Committee on Ap- 
riations. 


r. REED, of Maine. I hope we will attend to the business before us. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. No gentleman on the Appropriations 
Committee has taken the floor. 
Mr. REED, of Maine. I call the attention of the House to the fact. 
Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman having charge of the bill, the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, will be in the Hall in a short 
time. 


Mr. REED, of Maine. The way the House has been treated on these 
appropriation bills has been entirely without ee. 
r. TOWNSHEND. H have the report of the conference committee. 
Cries of Let us have it!] I have preferred the chairman of the 
ittee on Appropriations should be present in the House when it 
should be considered. I have waited for some time for his return to 
the House. He has been busily en in a conference committee and 
has not been able to be here. I should prefer to wait until he comes 
here. [Cries of Let us adjourn!’’] it is the demand of the House 


the bill shall be presented, I will yield to that desire. [Cries of 
“Present it 7] ; 

Mr. Mo IL suggest to the gentleman it is within his dis- 
cretion to call it up. a 


Mr. BINGHAM. It would be a wise discretion. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, having the concurrence of 
my colleague on the subcommittee, I present the report to the House. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments 16, 17, 18, 19, and 20 of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8138) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free con- 
ference have been unable to agree, 

; R. W. TO s 
W.S. HOLMAN, 
R. G. HORR, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. The conference committee has been unable to 
agree upon either of the propositions on which the two Houses have 


dissented. Iwill say to the House now, frankly, that it does seem to 
me that we are brought face to face with the question as to whether 
this bill shall fail or whether we shall adopt the proposition submitted 
by the Senate, or whether some terms of compromise shall be submit- 
ted. We have been unable to agree upon any terms of compromise. 
I now desire to leave it to the House to decide the question as to what 
shall be done with regard to this bill. I yield the remainder of my 
time to my colleague, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am not able to agree fully with the views ex- 
pressed by my friend from Illinois. I do not think the question is 
whether the House shall concurin the amendment of the Senate, the sub- 
sidy amendment, or whether this billshall fail. The legislative powers 
of this Government are vested in two bodies a House of Representatives 
and a Senate; and the question is presented whether the House shall 
recede from its di t or whether the Senate shall recede from 
its amendment, or whether this bill shall fail. 

The general rule according to my experience—and I have had some 
experience on conference committees—has been that the House pro- 
posing a proposition, if it was resisted by the other, was the House 
that would recede. The party occupying the negative stands upon a 
different footing from the party that propounds the proposition. The 
rule of the Senate prohibits legislation upon an appropriation bill. The 
measure pending contains legislation. 

It is a purely legislative provision, a provision that changes a very 
important provision of our statutes that has been in force for a great 
many years. It incorporates into our system of legislation touching 
postal matters a policy in violation of the fundamental principle on 
which our free institutions are founded. 

There are therefore reasons why the House, knowing that men are 
amenable to the law of reason, may indulge the expectation that the 
usual result will follow in the case of this measure; first, that the Sen- 
ate having propounded this proposition, and the Honse dissenting from 
it, will, according to the usual practice of legislative bodies, recede from 
its proposition; and secondly, that it will do so the more cheerfully be- 
cause the proposition itself is in defiance of its own rules as well as in 
defiance of the rules of this House, being an independent legislative 
proposition upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY.. I call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
to the fact that the very proposition now in controversy was ruled in 
order in this House by a chairman of the Committee of the Whole, and 
that his decision was sustained. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And yet I indulge the belief that the distinguished 

ntleman who occupied the chair on that occasion, on reviewing that 
8 with opportunities ſor considering the precedents, ee eee 
that ruling. My friend does not attach, nor does any gentleman on 
this floor attach, any great importance to the action of the Committee 
of the Whole upon that ruling, as the first impulse on the part of the 
House or of the Committee of the Whole has always been to sustain 
the ruling of the officer occupying the chair, and more especially is 
that the case in the Committee of the Whole. 

I therefore submit, Mr. Speaker, that the House may indulge the 
reasonable expectation that the usual course of legislation take 
place with relation to this measure, and that it will be withdrawn by 
that legislative branch which has thought to t it when it 
is ascertained that it is not acceptable to the other branch of the leg- 
islative department. The interests of good legislation require it; the 
rules of parliamentary law as applied to the two branches require it; 
the rules of the Senate require it; the rules of the House of Represent- 
atives require it. If it was but an hour before the adjournment, 
within an hour of 12 o’clock to-morrow, gentlemen might entertain 
some ap ions and might act upon the impulse spur of the 
moment; but many hours will elapse before this expires by 
the limitation of law, many votes can be taken, and many conferences 
can be had, and a just conclusion can be reached. 

So I trust no gentleman will be induced to change his attitude upon 
this important question, the most important this House has been en- 
gaged upon in this or many preceding Congresses, under the impression 
that it involves in the least degree the question whether or not there 
shall be a called session of Congress, and I especially address gentlemen 
around me belonging to a great party whose great fundamental principle 
of equal and exact justice to all men is stricken down by this proposi- 
tion, a proposition involving a principle of public policy that breaks 
into fragments the rock on which the great political party is founded 
which to-morrow, after a long period of time, becomes in a large de- 
gree responsible for the administration of this Government, and appeal 
to them to again reject this pernicious proposition and abide by the 
result. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then why did the gentleman report from the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations a section almost exactly corresponding with 
this, and submit it to the House? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not aware of having reported any such propo- 
sition as that pending. 

Mr. HORR. We did report it, though. 


Mr. BINGHAM. You reported au appropriation of $600,000 for this 
service on a lease of four years. : 

Mr. RANDALL. The House rejected that. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; but I am speaking of the Democratic com- 
mittee, to which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] belongs. 

Mr: HOLMAN. Excuse me, that because a majority of a committee 
of fifteen members, of which eight would constitute a majority, thought 
proper to report a given provision, that it must therefore be assumed 
that the provision was an expression of the Democratic sentiment, con- 
ceding that the majority of the committee was of that party, takes me 
by surprise; for a very small desertion from that majority would change 
the result, as it did in this instance. And, further, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM) ought to have observed, though perhaps 
it escaped his observation, that the moment that proposition came into 
the House the Democratic sentiment was instantly expressed by Demo- 
cratic members of that committee, a sentiment which for nearly a cen- 
tury has been steadily asserted by that party of undying hostility to 
all forms of subsidy as the most odious form of class l ion, and 
that the measure so reported was promptly rejected by this House. 

Mr. BINGHAM. By what majority? 

Several other members also addressed Mr. HOLMAN. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] if these interruptions are with his consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would of course prefer not to be interrupted, but 
will answer any questions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair will undertake to see 
that the gentleman is not interrupted. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN] will proceed. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The p ings of the committee-room of course 
can not be brought into debate. Mr. Speaker, I believe I have said 
about all that it is proper for me to say upon this occasion. I shall 
hold it to be a bad omen—and I know there can be but one response to 
that upon this side of the House—I shall hold it to be a bad omen if, 
when the great political party known throughout all its history as op- 
posed to this of legislation, on the eve of coming into power 
reverses its record and adopts the principle of subsidy—a principle 
which, prevailing in every government of Europe, has filled those 
lands with tears, poverty, and wretchedness, a policy which in all 
has brought misery upon mankind. The magnitude of the cantina 
— is not in the amount at stake but in the fatal principle in- 
volved. 

Sir, the principle involved in this measure of subsidy caused the 
wretchedness in the Old World that drove our fathers to settle the 
forests of America, the oppression and injustice that gave co 
to men and women to face the hardships and of the New 
World rather than bear the wrongs of the Old. It is the iple on 
which monarehy is founded. The root of despotism and kingly 
tutions is found in this very principle of subsidy; and that a disciple 
of Jefferson, who saw in the equal rights of men the only guarantee of 
just government and human freedom—that a disciple of Jefferson should 
at the beginning of the second century of our Republic favor this mon- 
strous principle of subsidy is beyond belief. 

The teachings of that great apostle of freedom have ceased to speak 
to the hearts of men, if, in the American Congress, where his professed 
followers are in the majority, a principle like this, however disguised 
in form, however hidden by spocone pretenses and obscure provisions, 
can command support. Sir, I trust no gentleman will be deceived, 
whatever attempts may be made to obscure it. This is a subsidy and 
not a mere compensation for services to be rendered; and if there have 
been expressions in approval of it by the great press of this country, 
the voice of the nation, they have escaped my o i 

Sir, I have had occasion twice already to refer to the progress of direct 
subsidy from the time when it made its first appearance in Congress 
within the last twenty-five years. It began with asmall subsidyfor the 
same avowed as that expressed in this measure—the extension 
of commerce—of only 875, 000 a year; then followed one of $150,000 a 
year; then a subsidy of half a million a year; then a half a million more 
a year to this Pacific Steamship Company, and then a sense of humilia- 
tion and shame fell upon this country—for the dishonor of Congress 
was the price of that subsidy! Such, sir, must be the current history 
of subsidy in this country whenever it is resorted to, from the fact that 
it is incompatible with the fundamental principles upon which repub- 
lican institutions are founded and can only triumph in dishonor. 

That such a measure can be carried through by the ordinary agencies 
of legislation can not be believed. i years ago, when less care 
than now was used as to the admission of strangers on the floor, this 
very Hall was, as it would be to-night in the absence of your severe 
rules, thronged with men who, in thename of commerce and the Ameri- 
can flag, were demanding a subsidy of half a million a year in addition 
to a million already granted for a period of ten years to a corpora- 


tion now represented in your lobby. And, sir, your records show the 
dishonor that attended that measure; and the same pernicious, in- 
fluences are sought to be brought to bear upon this Congress in its last 
hours to mar and blast its reputation. 

I know, sir, I address a body of gentlemen, no one of whom can be 
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approached by the corrupt and seductive means then resorted to—in- 
fluences which corrupt and pollute the fountains of law. But, gentle- 


men, the Forty-eighth Congress hastens to its close. In a few hours 
the knell of its existence will have been rung. We shall go to our 
homes; we shall meet our constituents; and I am confident that gen- 
tlemen returning to their constituents after having maintained here the 
principle of equal and exact justice to all men, the equal rights of all, 
and condemned the infamous policy which taxes all for the benefit of 
the few, will meet those constituents with clearer eyes, with a more 
confident front, with more manly self-respect and confidence than if 
they had permitted the seductive and delusive influences of the hour 
to control their sense of justice and voted for a measure which recog- 
nizes the right of Congress to give to the few the fruits of the labor of 
the many. 

This is not in truth a just or important public measure, but a sub- 
sidy to plausible gentlemen who have the audacity to demand that 
which has no right to grant—the promotion of their private 
fortunes at the expense of their fellow-citizens. Do you expect, gentle- 
men, that you will promote your carrying trade by these artificial 
means? I do not say your commerce, because your commerce increases 
everyday and every hour. Did you increase your carrying trade by 
your first subsidy or your second or your third or your fourth, out of 
which, as shown before a eommittee of Congress, $750,000 was taken 
for corrupting the fountains of law in the American 2 

At the very time when for the purpose as was claimed of promoting 
your carrying trade with China and Japan, you were paying a subsidy 
to this powerful corporation that now demands this subsidy, a line of 
steamships without subsidy was competing with it for the trade be- 
tween your Pacific shores and the ports of China and Japan. 

No, no, sir; never in the history of this country up to this hour has 
just and wise statesmanship imposed upon the whole people a charge 
and burden, advancing the fortunes of the few; and never can it be 
in the future while ours remains a government of the people, Never 
will it bring substantial benefit or advantage to the American people. 
It is the policy of Government which does not take from the mouth 
of labor the bread it has earned’? that give prosperity, strength, and 
true greatness to a Government like ours. 

I trust, sir, that notwi ing this measure comes upon us again 
at an unhappy hour—night is not a time for safe and prudent legisla- 
tion—I trust, sir, that those who believe in the equal and just rights 
of men, who scorn the principle that the great mass of the le are 
born to toil that a few men may amass fortunes, will see to it that the 
corrupting and un-American principle of subsidy shall not obtain a 
triumph in this House. [Applause. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. . Mr. Speaker, how much time have I? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH, of Missouri). Thirty-five 
minutes. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I reserve my time until gentlemen on the other 
side shall have been heard from. 

Mr. HORR. I move that the House recede from its disagreement 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will call the previous question unless the 
gentleman—— 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman can not call the previous question while 
I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan has the 
floor, and has not yielded. He moves that the House recede from its 

ment to the Senate amendment and concur in the same. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it not essential 
that the report of the conference committee should be adopted before 
the motion of the gentleman from Michigan can be entertained ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thecommittee of conference hassimply 
reported disagreement; so that there is no report to adopt. The mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Michigan is in order. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, I make this motion for the purpose of 
avoi an extra session of the next 

Mr. WILLIS. The Congress after the ngt Congress. 

Mr. HORR. I did not understand what the gentleman said. 

Mr. WILLIS. I said the Congress after the next Congress was the 
one I supposed you meant. 

Mr. HORR. I meant what I said. 

Mr. WILLIS. I withdraw my remark. 

Mr. HORR. I do not want an extra session of the next Congress. 
The Senate conferees hold just this position: ‘‘Gentlemen,’’ they say, 
here is a measure that the Senate has repeatedly for five years adopted 
by large majorities.. It is a proposition that came into the House from 
your Committee on Appropriations, who it after due delibera- 
tion as the thing needed for the country. It is true the House voted it 
down, but the Senate in its judgment repeated this year what it has 
done heretofore so many times, and put this provision on this bill.“ 

Now they say they can not yield it. They have been yielding it so 
long that they think it is no more than fair the House should yield and 
17 785 this plan for one year. 

. HEWITT, of Alabama. I do not wish to interrupt the gentle- 
man, but I would like to ask him a question. 

Mr. HORR. Very well. 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Do I understand the gentleman to say 
that the Senate insists on this amendment? 
. Mr. HORR. I have said as much. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. And that unless the House recedes the 
Senate will not make appropriation to carry on the postal system? 

Mr. HORR. The gentleman knows that I have not stated any such 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Notwithstanding that, the amendment 
itself is in contravention of the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, it occurs to me, since this House has de- 
cided that it is proper on an appropriation bill, that it does not come 
with good grace from us to throw that matter into their faces. 

But I wasstating a fact. The Senate refused to yield, and I am very 
sorry the gentleman from Indiana should have talked here for half an 
hour in an appeal simply to the prejudice of the men here as politi- 
cians. This is not a political question that we are talking about. I 
call the attention of this House to the fact that I have not mentioned 
politics in this entire debate, and I can get at politics as quickly as any 
man in the world if you give mea live chance. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] But this is not a political question—it is a business ques- 
tion, pure and simple. 

I have asked the gentleman from Indiana, and I now ask the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania—if he is here—to meet me on this one propasi- 
tion. No man has yet answered it. This bill simply says that the in- 
coming Democratic Postmaster-General may make such contracts with 
American vessels for carrying our foreign mails as he may now make 
with our coastwise vessels for carrying the mails on the coast. 

Mr. BINGHAM. For one year only. 

Mr. HORR. For one year only. 

Mr. MORSE. : Will the gentleman let me ask him a question? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly. 

a MORSE. Does this apply to any particularline in this country 
now? 

Mr. HORR. Certainly not. 

Mr. MORSE. Then it is entirely optional with the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to use the appropriation or not as he may see proper. ‘ 

Mr. HORR. Every dollar of it is left subject to his judgment. If 
he does not think the service demands that a contract should be made 
with any vessel or any route he need not make it. | 

And instead of my friend from Indiana arraigning Democrats here 
for voting on this thing, I say to you when you vote against this prop- 
osition you vote a lack of confidence in your own Postmaster-Generalt 
which does not come with grace from you. Y 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was not the subsidy to the Brazil line, to the ~ 
wich lines, the first subsidy tothe Pacific Mail, and the second subsidy, 
to the Pacific Mail left in like manner to the discretion of the Post, 
master- General; and were they not regarded as no less subsidies on 
that account? } 

Mr. HORR. I am not compelled to answer that, because he assumes 
this is a subsidy. I deny it. It simply gives the Postmaster-General 
power | 

Mr. HOLMAN rose, 

Mr. HORR. Now wait. To let contracts by advertisements to the 
lowest bidder for carrying our mails on the high seas. There is no 
subsidy in that. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HORR.: Certainly. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Was it not a subsidy to the Pacific Mail which 
lasted until 1882—a subsidy of $5,000,000 ? i 

Mr. HORR. What is the date? — : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Begun in 1872 and ended in 1882. Was it not 
couched in the very same language as the proposition put by the Sen: 
ate to this House? 

Mr. HORR. Where was the trouble in those cases? Was it 
in the officers executing the law? Can you not do better after all your, 
experience, after all your years of h and thirst. 35 
applause.] Can not your Postmaster eral rise a little above y 
things? Have you learned nothing from your ience? Have 
no confidence in your incoming Cabinet officers? But I want to 
back to the original proposition. I have denied that this is a subsid 
It is a point you have not answered, and I have tried ba pr itanswered 
pa nathan BLOGS o OAOA, 3 sakn. j 

y you pay for carrying a letter 6, es 2 cents, and you pay. 
the same for carrying it 200 miles. Is that fair? Is it just? Will 
some one answer me that? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is too amiable to be severe. You pay 
under the 2-cent provision of sea postage the sum of $640 for every pound 
of freight carried. It is not astonishing, therefore, that the Postmaster- 
General said you are paying higher for this freight than any other. 

Mr. HORR. Ido not know what the gentleman is talking about. 
Ween price per pound. It is not a business that is paid by 
weight. 

. HOLMAN. Why not? 

Mr. HORR. It is a mileage business. It is 2 cents 

letter 6,000 miles, and 2 cents for carrying a letter 200 


for carrying & 
miles. I ask’ 


you, but you do not answer my question. Come, now, answerit. Is 
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it fair to give a ship no more for carrying our mails to China and Aus- 
tralia, a distance of 6,000 miles, than we pay from Boston to Halifax, 
a distance of 700 miles? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lou charge the same for Sareporting a letter of a 
citizen of New York to San Francisco as you w charge from Balti- 
more to Philadelphia. 

Mx. HORR. Yes: but, my friend, you are unfortunate in your illus- 
tration. The question is not what the sender of the letter must pay, 
but it is this: should the Government pay for the letter? 
Should it not pay more for carrying a letter from New York to San 
Francisco than it does from Baltimore to Washington? The postage is 
the same in both cases, but not the price of carrying the mail. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; but if you give the vessel, whether it be Amer- 
ican or foreign, the whole postage, is not that a fair pay for the service? 

Mr. HORR. No, sir; that is a fair question but it answers itself, it 
seems tome. Such compensation is unfair for a long distance. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why? 

Mr. HORR. I will try to explain it to the gentleman. If you give 
the man who carries the mail on your star route 300 or 500 or 1,000 
miles just simply what the postage comes to, how many letters would 
be carried to your citizens throughout the United States over star routes, 
do you suppose? Can you answer me that? Do you think any would 
be carried? The distance traveled is the main thing. 
| Mr. HOLMAN. Did not the Postmaster-General answer that very 
well in his letter in 1864, under similarcircumstances to this: that the 
larger porion of the wes) orien, for which the vessel received the en- 

was in matters pertaining to their own business? 
r Mr. HORR. Now, look at that for a moment; does not the gentle- 
man know that the mail on eve railroad in the United States, much 
of it, relates to business done right along the line-of the roads? 

Mr. BAYNE. Will 88 e yield to me for a question? 

Mr. HORR. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ifyou ave so much confidence in the incoming Post- 
master-General, why not provide an app: of $500,000, or six 
orseven hundred thousand or a million of d and let him make con- 
tracts with the, lowest bidder for the ocean-mail service? 

Mr. HORR. Why I have not expressed any of this alarming confi- 
dence in the incoming Postmaster- ral, [Laughter.] I merely 
called upon the gentleman from Indiana to stand up for and stand by 
his own Postmaster-General, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
might probably stand with him. I do not claim any marvelous confi- 
dence in the man, but the gentleman from Indiana has no right 
to appeal here to Democrats to defeat this bill as Democrats, especially 
as the appropriation is tobe expended under the administration of thei 


ie HOLMAN. Now let me ask the gentleman another question ? 
The SPEAKER. pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Michigan 


jeld ? 
3 HORR. No; I will not ay further, and such remarks 
would spoil man’s 


any 

Now, I do not wish to detain the eae on this subject. I 
and gentlemen on the other side do not answer it, that this is simply a 
FR 
we do in the star- route, in the railroad service, and the coastwise serv- 
rE and as we ought to do on the ocean service for the work performed. 

And the Postmaster-General need not make a single contract with any- | there 
body under the terms of this bill if he does not get fair rates and if he 
does not think the service warrants such contract. 
| Now, what is arun of trying to le about this . — * 
lugging the cry of politics!“ into it? is simply a 

ness, common-sense pornon whether we shall stand by the vessels 
8 ur country, or stand by those that carry the flag 
of some other nation. This bill carries just the same—now mark it 
the same amount of money for fo’ ships as for American ships, and 
JSC e e 
of miles that the foreign ships do, and carry the mails over every 
foot of the distance. It eee e te sk the people of 
nation to do as well by C 
is all there is in it. 
|. For myself I am in favor of subsidies if need be to again set our flag 
afloat, but this is not a subsidy. I would have three times, ay, five 
Sues the amount in this bill if I could thereby once more put Amer- 

2 the highways of commerce and save to the people of this 

ination $120,000,000 that we pay annually to foreign vessels for car- 
rying our own products. 

Mr. CLAY. But this would not do it. 

Mr. HORR., This may not do it, but it is the entering- wedge; it 
looks to that result, and I trust may finally end in building up an 
‘American merchant marine that shall be worthy of this great American 
nation. [Appian 3 eee e of 

standpoint our venerable friend from In- 
diana, wih, om of his experience, lugs in politics and tries to place you 
on that side of the House in a position of opposition to this measure 
proposed by the Senate by introducing so: that does not apply 
to it at all—simply aims to defeat this bill by applying the party lash. 

I have not appealed to my side of the House as Republicans; I appeal 


to both sides of this House as American citizens. And the American 
citizen is a higher title than any party name, is it not? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I heard the same speech twelve years ago. 

Mr. HORR. It was good then and is good now. I say, let us with- 
out reference to party stand by the interests of our own nation and pro- 
vide for the prosperity of our own country. [Applanse. ] I yield ten 
minutes to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIS]. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympsoy, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8279) making appropria- 
tions for fortifications and other works of defense, and for thearmament 
thereof, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ELLIS. For ten years I have consistently favored a measure 
like this. In ten minutes I can not speak adequately to its merits. 

I desire, in the first place, to ask for information a question which 
has passed my lips frequently and has never been successfully answered 
yet. Task, in what is this a subsidy more than that which you pay 
to your coastwise steamers, your inland transportation, yourstar routes, 
or your railroads? It is intended that your Postmaster-General 
after advertisement, contract with American ship-owners tocarry Ameri- 
can mails in United States steamships. In what isita subsidy? It 
is nothing in the world but a measure to give honest pay for honest 
service; it is that and nothing more. 

Is it Democrati to say we shall take the services of these steamships 
for nothing? Ah! that is the policy of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HoLMAN]. He would revive that infamous law by which once 
the private property of citizens was confiscated for public use without 
due compensation. Now, sir, he has endeavored to crack the party 
lash. It has no terrors for me. Every time it is cracked I feel more 
and more determined to go on in my course independent of it. But I 
tell the gentleman from Indiana that Democrats who were Democrats 
before ever he was thought of for public life, who when he was a school- 
boy shaped and controlled the Democratic policy of the country, were 
in favor of measures akin to this. Shall I read what they say? I hold 
in my hand a collation of Democratic authorities. Was James K. Polk, 
of Tennessee, a Democrat? Listen to what he said: 


The enlightened 
tant 


ng the ahi maa ne hee fi 

ips y e or 
ly purchased by the 
1 in them, over Yana 


immediate! swios 2 a —— 9 — er 1 5 “a 
com: on to for n of the 
above the rooived. i Se oe 


That is from President Polk’s annual message of December 7, 1847. 
Again, sir, I quote from the same authority: 


Our farmers and ees vee a more just and liberal commercial policy, 
are fi new and profi le markets abroad for their ented products. 
The con forthe 88 of the mail in ips —— into 
war steamers promise to realize all the benefits of our commerce and to the 
Nave which were anticipated. The first steamer thus secured to the Govern- 
ment Wae hoe e in January, 1847, There are now seven, and in another year 


acing with Germany, Great Britain, and other parts of Europe. 


That is from President Polk's annual message of December 5, 1848. 
Now, I will quote from Senator Bayard, the father of the distin- 
2 gentleman who is now at the other end of the Capitol. He 


Iam willing to trust American — and eS in competition with an 
d nation er eee oan 


pome on th on the, goro when they stan 
ert oe is pan into popan 8 a 


ut if the treasury of a fore: 
dividuals for the purpose of destroying the pry — of my country, or for build- 
the commerce an prosperity of 


ing up a commercial marine at the expense of 
the United States, I, for will 8 no cost in countervailing such govern- 
mental action on the part of Great Britain or any foreign power. 

Was Senator Badger, of North Carolina, a Democrat? Here iswhat 
he said on the question of the Collins subsidy. He said the question 
was one of controlling importance;’’ it is a “mighty, peaceful, and 

important contest between the United States and Great Britain for su- 

and that ‘ the question whether we would voluntarily sur- 
reuder that which, to obtain and perpetuate, Great Britain would, 
without hesitation, sacrifice one hundred-times the amount of money 
involved. I have not time to quote him further. 

Was Lewis Cass a Democrat? He said: 

Well, — it is a question of n—of and iny t and hol: 
tection—in the boat ponas ót 8 . 5 pr gh pits 


patriated seamen, of our commerce, of our interests, of our honor, of our soil; 
n ty and character to nations; ion against defeat, dis- 


grace, and 
"his Kind of protection to o our commerce is as effectual as the protection af- 
forded by expensive naval armaments. 70 


Humphrey Marshall, of Kentucky, said he would vote for a subsidy 
cA thie OI vant OER Ta i ORNER for our Navy and 


to maintain a competition with the British lines.“ 
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Senator James C. Jones, pr nai ae hom: een rg ra 

repre! produced a more brilliant statesman, said 
I should regard it as a national misfortune if the ä should fail. 
e * * Iam willing to vote large and liberal allowance. 

I might go on and accumulate authority after authority to show that 
the position assumed by the gentleman from Indiana is not Democracy, 
unless it be that latter kind of Democracy which seems to have no eyes 
for “ipi except a niggardly, pseudo, so-called economy. [Ap- 

lause. 
è Then, sir, why should we not treat these two vessels alike? Here 
are two vessels at a wharf in New York city, both built of iron, both 
built upon the same lines, with the same angles, both the same in 
power, both the same in registry, the same in armament—alike in every- 
both American shi One of them is in the coastwise 
trade, and with her yon contract for the carriage of your mails as you 
do with a steamboat in the inland mail service; you pay her upon an 
average 69 cents a mile; she is greeted often by a friendly port; there 
is no mark of hardship upon her; you protect her in a monopoly of the 
coastwise trade, and in addition you pay her a liberal compensation for 
the postal service she porone; 

[Here the hammer fell. 

On motion of Mr. KING the time of Mr. ELLIS was extended, by 
unanimous consent, for five minutes. 

Nr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I was contrasting the treatment that we 

ve to these two twin vessels of which I wasspeaking, both alike, both 

erican ships bearing the American flag, both registered under the 
American customs laws. 

I have shown you what we do with the one; but the other, what have 
we done with her for forty years? We have taken her absolutely for 
our public service without just compensation. It was the action of a 

ic Congress which repealed last spring the infamous law by 
which that was done. That law was repealed in the tion that 
at this session we would take some action looking to adequate payment 
for this character of mail service. That ship goes across the ocean. It 
is she that brings in the imports from which you raise your revenue; 
it is she that goes abroad to find a foreign market for your ore products 
and all your surplus products. Oh, I wish that the gentleman from 
ec, inka [Mr. BAYNE] could get the soot and the dust out of his 
eyes and could-climb up onto some high peak of the Alleghanies and 
look out upon the clear ocean and upon the dark continents 
that rise out of it, and upon the multitudes there that wait for all that 
our factories can turn out, for our products of every kind that we can 


Oh, if you had control of those foreign markets! And you willachieve 
it if you put an American merchant marine upon the ocean; you 
will achieve it.if you send American’ n pers, American drum- 
mers, American merchants into those foreign lands. And if that were 
accomplished there would be no more strikes in our country, no more 
labor crises in Pittsburgh, but the smoke-clouds would hang perpetually 
over her and her fires of industry would never go out. 

I trust that an enlightened public spirit, an enlightened public policy 
will prevail. I trust that this House will no longer quibble over this 
amendment. I trust that each man here feels entirely competent to 
take care of his own honor, without any suggestion from the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Feeling thus, and acting in a broad and public-spirited way, you can 
not fail to take ae pay which, if ted, I believe will once more 
whiten every sea gladden every continent with your sails and your 
flag, and bring to this country the greatest prosperity she has ever 
known. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HORR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. FINDLAY]. 
t Mr. FINDLAY. Mr. Speaker, I dislike very much to follow what 
the gentleman from Louisiana has so eloquently said by an anecdote, 
but when I hear this talk about “‘subsidy,’’ which, in my humble 
opinion, has nothing whatever to do with this case, and which strikes 
me as positively absurd, I am reminded of an anecdote related in the 
correspondence of Mrs. Carlyle. She tells a story of an old Scotch 
tances NED sek ie SC aoa rains in Scotland was prevailed upon 
to pray for a 8 In the midst of his prayer for dry weather, and 
just as he had the most fervent part of it, there came a tremen- 
dous downpour of rain upon the roof of the church, threa‘ a del- 
uge, and he burst out with the exclamation, ‘‘O Lord, this is too ridic- 
ulous!” Here is a plain business proposition before the House, and it 
eee It is a very easy thing to bandy epithets, to 
call hard names, and to impute false and dishonorable motives; but all 
that can not change the law or the facts of this case. 

Yonder stately shaft which we have just completed to the ess 
memory of the Father of his Country may in a short time have mud 
balls thrown at it by small boys or be otherwise disfigured; but the 
Sturdy structure stands in secure repose upon its impregnable founda- 
tions. So it is with the law and the facts in this case. You can not 

them. What is the law? We have abolished the compulsory 
feature, or it will cease to be operative on the Ist of Aprilnext. That 
is gone. The contractual feature remains. The Postmaster-General 
may contract to-day. But unfortunately there has been a limit fixed 


as to the compensation which he can award for this service. That limit 


is the sea and inland . Now, isthatenough? Thatis the first 
question which we must meet. It has been shown time and again be- 
fore our committee on shipping that it actually cost the c Mail 


Steamship Company more money to transport the mail at Aspinwall 
to the perono than it earned through age whole route, This, I say, 
is not 

Now, what is this provision? Isit to pay 50 cents per nautical mile? 
Is it to give what my friend from Indiana calls an arbitrary subsidy ? 
No, sir; 50 cents a mile is a limit fixed, within which the Postmaster- 

General may contract, awarding the contract for the service to the lowest 
hidden Is that a subsidy? 

My friends are frightened at the word subsidy.“ Do they know 
the origin of the term? Mr. Speaker, the old subsidium represented 
the third line of the Roman army in battle array; it was the reserve. 
And all I have to say is that you may put upon me the broad arrow- 
mark of a subsidist, if it is necessary in this sad day of the decadence 
of our commercial marine to call out all our reserves to put the flag 
where she can again chase her dancing shadow o'er forgotten seas. 
(Applause. ] 

Mr. HORR. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Louisi- 


ana [Mr. HUNT]. 
Mr. HUNT. Mr. ari think of the new definition which Be 
But 


in 
Mr. ing of a Mr. Polk of Tennessee, Mr. Soulé, 
Mr. Bayard, Mr. Badger. Without being guilty of disrespect, in a dor 
bate where we find ourselves opposed to the gentleman from 

we might be satisfied to oppose these authorities to his individual view. 
We might, indeed, be excused if we were indignant with him. For- 
tunately for me, I venture to say, Iam accustomed to consider ques- 
tions without reference to appeals to prejudice. Fortunately for me, 
allow me to add, I am accustomed to be considered above all association 
with prejudices in matters which I undertake to discuss. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit that it is unworthy of the topic which is 
before the House, unworthy of the House, unworthy of the gentleman 
from Indiana, unworthy of the public policy under consideration, to 
resort as the gentleman has to mere generalities and declamations con- 
cerning Democracy, and to appeals to prejudice without reference to 
any facts upon which to stand. 

What is the truth here? Instead of taking the money of the many 
to enrich the few, as the gentleman y insists is the case, it is 
proposed outof the net revenues of the Post-Office De ent 
from foreign-mail service to maintain and carry on for the benefit 
the people that same service; out of the moneys so earned to take 
a part only to support the service; to unify the system upon which 
the postal service of the country is conducted; to put the service on 
the ocean somewhat upon a footing of equality with the service on land; 
to say to the man who embarks his capital in steamships, who risks the 
perils of the sea, who is willing to carry the flag of his country into 
foreign ports, to be the medium of communication between merchant 
and merchant—to say to him that he shall receive a portion out of the 
net revenues thus realized. Is not this doing what is honest? Is not 
this doing what is righ t? Is not this applying to the foreign-mail sery- 
ice the same principle which we are constantly and familiarly apply- 

to the service on the land ? 

n addition to the considerations which have been addressed to the 
House, we are able to point to the experience of all mankind who have 
resorted to the encouragement of steam navigation upon the seas. The 
postal ship, Mr. Speaker, is the herald of civilization, because she is the 
means by which correspondence between foreign countries is conducted, 
because by that correspondence contractual relations are brought about, 
reach be Sree s those 5 relations national wealth and mari- 

ense and national glory are prospered. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HORR. I now yield for five minutes to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Jonx S. WISE]. 

Mr. KEIFER. As this debate is going to run along for some time I 
suggest that the gentleman from Texas, Who has a conference report to 
re should be allowed to do so, so the bill may go to the enrolling 

er 

Mr. HORR. - But not to be taken out of my time. 

Mr. KEIFER. No; it will not be taken ont of the gentleman’s time. 


FORTIFICATION APPROPEIATION BILL. 


Mr. HANCOCK. I submit the following privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the Hoos ng votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bil ouse 8279, 8 
tions for ſortiſlcations and ger works of defense and for the armament t thereof 


for the fiscal year ending June —.— 1886, and for other purposes, ha vi ae 
full and — gegeg SAV ve agreed to recommend and do eee 
ouses as fol 


the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2,4, and 6,and agree to 


That the House recede from its 9 to the amendment of the Senate 


, 


CONGRESSIONAL 


an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
e z “And for the and 


day while so employed in ee 
immediately caret 
shall be transmitted 


to the same. 
That the House recede from its 


by appropriated; and mora 
vert A Senate agree 
ent to the amendment of the House 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter stricken out by said 8 insert ag owns: For the con- 
struction o! n experimen -carriages, or the purchase or manu- 
facture of a multiverse gun and testing the same for; and the Senate agree 


to the same, 
JOHN HAN 
WILLI 


Managers on the part of the House. 
H. L. DAWES, 
F. M 


P. B. PLUMB, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. HANCOCK. I move the adoption of the conference report. 
The report was adopted. 
Mr. HANCOCK moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HORR. I nowyield to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JOHN 
S. WISE] for five minutes. 

Mr. JOHN S. WISE. Mr. Speaker, at a later hour of this day we 
shall hear from the President-elect of the United States, but I do not 
believe that in all he will utter words of greater wisdom or of more 
earnest truth will fall from his lips than those which I read to-night 
from him as pertinent to the subject now under discussion. 

A MEMBER. whom? 

Mr. JOHNS. WISE. Mr. Grover Cleveland, President of the United 


* 
55 12 ene en TT, a ae and imports; 
22 in 1860, 66.5 n 
The citizen of New York, aattona gro beyond h his State and all her efforte in the 
1 will naturally inquire concerning 
the causes of this decadence of Baie Bak hey 
While 5e sternly Samanta af i home government the exact limitation of 
the — the State, he will 


licy that 
millions of useless and surplus in the national Treasury, which has 
C but surely added to the cost of the 


people’s life, 
Mr. 8 ropose for a fow moments to address myself to ie 


on —— of building up American amas ex Ah 
sition of some of that accumulated surplus. 

I was born 3 reside 
in the city of apes tied pe Va. It so happened that when thirty-eight 
years ago I first saw the light it was while athe United States of America 
was enj that South ican trade, and to-day the little remnant 
of it that is to us is in great part in the city of Richmond. 

Year, by year the commerce of the United States with the South 
American continent has decayed. Year by year it has been driven 
from the markets of the world. Year by year the splendid flag which 
C hounds of the sea, 
the American eli has been driven from seas by the superior 
wisdom and r push of other nations. 

‘To-day the problem in the United States is how shall we revive the 

commerce and maritime im of the United States, where 
we find a market for American productions; and the conclusion 
those who have considered that subject are almost unanimous that 
our trae of American manufactures is in the re-establishment of 
ions with the South American continent, 
not a subsidy. I wish to God it did. If I were 
We tof tus destinies of American trade and commerce I would build 
the ships at Government expense, load them with the productions of 
‘American citizens, and if need be even give them to the American 
sailor who would sail the vessel bearing our and sell the ucts 
of American toil abroad until we had driven Great Britain the 
land that God made our natural market, with its trade-winds blowing 
and currents of the sea flowing with all advantages in our favor. [Ap 


use.] 

I Bus this bill does no such thing as that. It is in no sense a subsidy. 
Look at it as you will, it is but honest pay for honest work. It is SA 
it makes a slight discrimination in favor of the American ship, as a 
carrier of our mails, as against the British, but even that is icant 
as compared with Great Britain’s well-known rule, that no mail-bag 
from her territory anywhere shall ever lie upon the deck of any but a 
British ship. 

When we consider the history of our languishing commerce the men 
in whose favor this discrimination is made appeal most strongly to our 
sympathy and sense of anpi justice. 

Through 


the Stars and Stri; ws 


cross. 8 neglect of our merchant marine there 
have yet 3 Amaia who loved the old stories of the days when 
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we challenged the supremacy of Great Britain on the high seas, who 
Ain thritied with Perry’s immortal words, We have met the enemy 
si pr aga cae loved to dream of the old Constitution frigate 
and the legend of her glorious victory when— 
The Guerriere frigate bold 
On the foaming ocean rolled, 


Commanded by proud Dacres so grandy, O 
With as choice a British crew 
As a rammer ever drew, S 

They could lick the tars of France neat and handy. O 
But they never found their match 
Till the Yankees they did catch. 

For the Yankee bey for fighting is the dandy, O. 


[Applause] , 

Yes, through all these years the spirit which gave us these and a host 
of other splendid naval episodes in our early history has refused to be 
quenched. To the pushing energy of the American merchant—the 
hope of our maritime ascendency—which naturally turns him to the 
high seas seeking market for his goods, and which refuses to yield to 
neglect, folly, or adverse legislation, and to an honored few of our enter- 
prising men of wealth, who know and feel how indis ble is our 
merchant marine to our future greatness in the markets of the world, 
is due the small fragment of bottomry and foreign commerce still left 


to us. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, there have been men who believed in the ulti- 
mate supremacy of American comm: who never despaired of the 
future of American commerce, and who through all these years have clung 
to the hope of renewed prosperity to American commerce and the ship- 
ping trade; and this bill proposes hut a step, a proper step, in the direction 
of assisting them not by subsidy but by offering honest compensation for 
the honest work performed by otic American citizens. God grant 
that this Congress, which has done so little for the country in the way 
e e legislation, may not do our own citizens this great wrong 

by negation drive our last hope of a merchant marine 
from the high seas with cold neglect while ample pay is igean in 
this very bill for like service by the ships of other nations. [ Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fi 5 

Mr. HORR. I now yield five minutes to the gentleman from Dela- 
ware [Mr. LORE]. 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, this is not a political question in any 
sense of the word. It is purely an economic question, and I do not be- 
lieve that any one will be terrified by the cry of “‘ subsidy’ that gen- 
tlemen are disposed to raise in this debate. 

If it were a subsidy pure and outright the time has been when Amer- 
icans even were not scared by the word. It may have been corruptly 
used, and every honest American rebels at corruption; but by subsidy 
properly used our American commerce in the past has risen to equal 
and excel that of the greatest commercial nations of the earth, 
American citizen had reason to hang his head or be ashamed. 

Under subsidy we had a line of steamers that once floated upon the 
Atlantic under the flag of this country—the Collins line—and I well 
remember how every American’s heart beat proudly as we read in the 
bulletins from time to time that the Collins line of steamers was the 
pride of the ocean. That was a subsidized line. 

To-day, 2 in Philadelphia, right in the very city of my friend, the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the only line of Ameri- 
can steamers that was owned by Americans and run by Americans has 
taken the American flag from her mast, and to-day floats the Belgian 

„ and is subsidized by the Belgian Government. 

, if it were a pure subsidy I would not be afraid. The time 
has come when the American people should not be scared by a shadow 
of past corruption summoned from the dead past by the able member 
from 5 [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Our merchant marine is a thing of the past and a dream of the fut- 
ure. It has no existence to-day, but we mean as far as we can to take 
the initiative steps to again rebuild that proud marine. This isastep 
in the right direction. aa wet penn before the House is not to sub- 
sidize these steamship lines, but to an honest compensation for the 
honest labor they perform. The labor performed is comparable, as 
stated by the member from South ¢ Carolina 2 TILLMAN], to the labor 
of transportation upon your star routes. Would you discontinue the 
service on every little postal star-route line throughout the 5 
because of the star- xoute frauds ? 

Can we not between fraud and the just and honest appli- 
cation of an appropriation to the needs of a great service, while at the 
same time we are taking a step in the direction of progress? Onepro- 
motes industry and builds up the marine; the clear tw dwarfs not only 
the enterprise, but it degrades the man who is engaged in it. Now let 
us pay to these vessels, as we pay to the little star routes, a fair equiv- 
alent for the services rendered. 

The Committee on American Ship-building and Ship-owning Inter- 
ests, of which I have the Ronor to be a member, have carefully and 
honestly considered this matter, not only during this session but in the 
last session of Congress, in all of its phases. On that consideration we 
were unan of opinion that it was wise and beneficial. It was 
introduced in the appropriation bill presented by the Committee on a 
propriations. And let F 
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enable us again to float our vessels on every ocean and in every 
manned by American tars the equals of any in the world. [A iam 

Mr. HORR. I reserve the balance of my time until I eee 
tlemen on the other side, having the affirmative of the proposition. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to know whether the tleman has 
the conclusion. I think the discussion is proceeding under a motion I 
myself made, and I wish to have it stated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Illinois that when he took the floor he made no motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I supposed I had made a motion. It was my 
intention to do so. 

Mr. HORR. I was speaking on my own motion. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The motion of the gentleman from Mich- 
igan is the only one pending. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It was my intention to move to further insist. 
20 does the motion of the gentleman give him the right to close the 

ebate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan has the 
only pending motion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN]. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I deem it fortunate that the advo- 
cates of this m thrust epn the House by the Senate, have pur- 
sued the line of debate that characterized them this afternoon. 
The eee from Virginia [Mr. Jonx S. WIsE] is so much in favor 
of subsidy that while he claims that this is not a subsidy, he wishes 
to God it was one. He would thank the Lord if he could get hold of 
a subsidy with a little firmer grip. The gentleman from Michigan 
pee HORR] says that he is in favor of subsidy. And the gentleman 

m Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY], if I understood him correctly, thinks 
that he would not back off from it much if it would accomplish cer- 
tain results. 

Mr. FINDLAY. That is true. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman says that is true. 

Mr. FINDLAY. Perfectly so. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Then we have the whole of the advocacy of this 
bill emanating from those who say subsidy is right. There is the 
issue, led on by e eee from Michigan who advocates subsidy, 
justifies subsidy, and the gentleman from Virginia who would thank 
God if it were more of a subsidy. The issue is squarely presented and 
eee can meet it as they wish. For one, Ido not follow any such 
The gentleman from Michigan says he is in favor of passing this be- 
cause he is in fear of an extra session. In fear of an extra session! 
That great trepidation and horror seized him long ago; for the very 
first hour this subsidy made its appearance in this Hall he was one of 
its earliest and warmest advocates. 

Others say they want it in order to build up a merchant marine. 
Who ever saw the marine of a country made t out of its public 
treasury? And who here will claim that even if that particular branch 
of the service could be made great it would be right to rob the widows, 
the orphans, and the laborers of the land in order to enrich the few 
who were able to build vessels for the sea? 

I remember to have heard the tleman from Michigan here de- 
claiming most loudly and eloquently against general legislation on an 
rf ctr ae bill. But when it comes in a form at least questionable 

not a subsidy, he can gulp it down without any trouble. It gives 
him no difficulty to swallow it at all even onan appropriation bill; and 
we see him turning about-face on the subject of general legislation on 
appropriation bills. 

ow the question is, shall we, because but a few hours.more remain 
of the session, permit the Senate to dictate on an appropriation bill an 
appropriation of between half a million and a million dollars in a pro- 
vision which is new legislation? For one, I say no. If it is merito- 
rious, let it come up on its merits. Let us not be terrified into this. 
If you are terrified into this to-day you may expect to be so to-morrow 


in some else, the next session in another thing, and it will not be 
long before the Senate can dictate to the representatives elected directly 
by the ple what shall be appropriated and how the law shall be 


riation bills, 
ield five minutes to the gentleman from 


c on general app 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Ithink I have said as much as I intended to say on 
this subject. We have listened to eloquent speeches; we have heard 
appeals made to our sentiment as Americans; we have heard appeals 
made to our desire that American commerce shall be extended and that 
the ocean shall be whitened with our sails; that we shall have a mer- 
chant marine that shall equal that of England. All these appeals have 
been applauded. I am as much an American as any man living, and 
it is because I am an American that I do not want my Government to 
enter on that which will sooner or later corrupt the very halls of its 
legislation. 

There is an easy solution of all this, and it is this: Give to the Post- 
master-General $500,000 or $600,000 and tell him to make his contracts 
with the lowest bidders for carrying the American mails. That is an 
easy solution of all this. But gentlemen are not willing to do it in that 


way. They say we must make contracts with certain ship- owners, and 
we must pay them 50 cents a mile unless some other American ship- 
owner shall come in and bid under them. And the contention is that 
we shall give power to the Postmaster-General to make the contracts 
in that way. And yet gentlemen have got up on the floor and denied 
that this was a subsidy; they have claimed that it was not a subsidy 
at all. Why this persistence in pushing and pressing this measure 
unless it means more than a bare compensation? - 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? : 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not yield. There is more in this than the pay- 
ment of a fair compensation for the service rendered. It ides a 
subsidy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Something more! Where? i 
Mr. BAYNE. If it did no more than to provide a compensation 

tlemen would not so persistently insist upon it. It does more, it 
introduces the policy of subsidizing our merchant marine. 

Resistance is shown in favor of this and at the same time 
it is claimed that it is not a subsidy, that it is but a compensation; 
and yet in the face of these facts gentlemen are not to give to 
the Postmaster-General $400,000 or $500,000 or $600,000 and to say 
to him, ‘‘ Make your contracts for carrying the mails on the ocean, and 
let the contracts out to the lowest responsible bidders.“ That discloses 
the fact that a bounty is to be given, which to my mind is a bad policy 
for our Government to enter on. i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has ex- 


pired. 

Mr. MCADOO. Mr. Speaker, following up the illustration of the 
gentleman from. Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] with another, let me sa; 
that the speculations upon this floor as to what this provision is an 
whether it is a subsidy or not remind me of Mark Twain’s story of the 
jumping frog. When the first saw the jumping frog he said 
to the owner of it: What might that be?? The owner of the frog 
replied: ‘‘ It might be a canary; it might be most anything, but’taint; 
it's a frog. So, sir, it seems to me that all this speculation as to whether 
this is a subsidy or whether it is a provision for fair and reasonable 
competition or simply for services rendered ends simply in this, 
that it might be anything, but, as its opponents charge, itis a subsidy; 
and, as a member of the polioa wad in ascendency on this floor, 1 
protest against what I consider the mis representation of illustrious 
names in our political history when they are cited here as advocates of 
the idea of subsidy. Not one word can be found in the speeches or 
writings of those illustrious men which can even be twisted to show 
that they favored the principle of subsidy. 

Mr. ELLIS. Does not the gentleman know that the Collins line 
was sustained by a subsidy under Democratic legislation? 

Mr. McADOO. I can not yield now. My time will not permit it. 
Mr, Speaker, I have read the elaborate report of the di 
Georgian [Mr. King] in the Twenty-ninth Congress, and I say to this 
House that in that report he was simply following out the line of 
thought of those illustrious statesmen who desired to build up a quasi 
navy in the then condition and style of war vessels, not to subsidize 
any commercial lines. Sir, I thought it was a most unfortunate 
for the advocates of this measure to take as illustrations of the benefits 
of subsidy the Collins line and the line to Brazil. The history of the 
subsidies to those lines shows this: that you never can, by artificial 
stimulus, build up American commerce. Our situation and conditions 
are unfavorable to such a policy. Itis in opposition te the genius of 
our institutions. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is so. 

Mr. McADOO. You stimulated the Collins line with a subsidy, and 
when you withdrew that stimulus ao paton receded into decay and 
death. France and England give subsidies. Their governments, un- 
like ours, are not wrenched and strained in principle by so doing. 
Moreover, their commerce so subsidized has a healthy normal life of 
its own. It does not exist on the stimulant alone. With them subsidy 
is correct in principle, and a natural home protection to their own in- 
terests. 


‘When you subsidized the Brazilian line you did not adda dollar nor a 
pound to the value of your commercial relations with that country, and 
when the stimulus was withdrawn that line went down. American 
commerce will be built up, but it will never be built up by great pub- 
lic donations from the public Treasury. Mr. Speaker, in the short time 
allowed me I want to say this additional word. I hope this amend- 
ment will not be to. The dignity of this House, which has pro- 
tested by its vote on two several occasions against this amendment, is 
at stake. And, as a member of the political party on this side of the 
House, I would rather see a dozen extra sessions than to yield this the 
greatest principle that has been brought before the Forty-eighth Con- 


What is the distinguishing feature between government in the old 
world and government in the new? The great Jeffersonian idea, which 
the illustrious gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has so elo- 
quently spoken of, is that government is an umpire to see fair play 
between individuals while they compete on their merits. The old 
monarchical idea, whose practical fruits some of us so painfully remem- 
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American flag being carried into foreign lands by su 
It vill not be a work of national honor, but, on the contrary, it will 
a hong rascal A A I ere AE OA 
sels subsidized with the people’s money drawn from the people’s taxes, 
and used to enrich the few who may be the beneficiaries. [ Applause. ] 
Mr. TOWNSHEND. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 


Kentucky [Mr. CLAY] 
Mr. Mr. „the proposition we are to consider is 
whether the House concur in an amendment of the Senate which 


sr mow ald apon to pass upon at amendment mado by the Senate: 


are now called u that t made by the Senate. 
Mr. Speaker, sentiment which has been uttered here 
by several Satie sled ave spoken be Reval af then DARRE 


bea matter of patriotic pride that the flag of our country 
8 hein no amount of subsidy can 


— the tariff, 
which has preven and still poesia, e Popon pene The 
proposition here is to give to the Postmaster-General the right to 
contract with American vessels for the carriage of our foreign mails, 
and those vessels are not to be paid merely for the services they render, 
but, as the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] has stated, they are 
to receive a subsidy—the amount of money over and above what is 
earned in the line of service. To that I am opposed; against that I 
enter my protest; and if I were a conferee of the House, extra session 
or no extra session, I would oppose it until the clock struck the hour 
of 12 noon to-morrow. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to add anything 


Government in its for many years—th 


ee Parent ee eae, g 
its impatience for a vote. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ ] I say in 
justice to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr t he has ten 
minutes left; and I have no disposition to cut him off. [Cries of Vote!“ 

Vote!” 

Mr. HORR. So far as I am concerned I would be willing to vote; 
but I promised five minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DoRSHEIMER J. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will my friend from Michigan allow me at the 
suggestion of a colleague to make this statement: Some one has said this 
bill does not carry . foreign-mail service. We have 
an appropriation in ill as it left the House of $425,000 for foreign- 
mail service. 

Mr. HORR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. DORSHEMMER]. 

Mr. DORS R. Mr. eder e 
afternoon I suggested it was possible that 
performed between San Francisco and China and Japan could not be 

rmed for the compensation which is now afforded to the Pacific 


il Steamship Company. 
The disti ed gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] — 
ulated this House upon the circumstance (to use substantially his own 


language) that the country was not dependent upon the will of thet 
steamship company; that there were competitors there ready to 
form this service. Now let me say that the ocean service between 
Francisco and Asia is performed cami era two steamship lines, 
one American and the other an English existing service can 
C „ 
unless the English line should double the number of its vessels now 
engaged upon the route. Does the gentleman from Indiana suppose 
that for $3,000 a year the owners of the English line would double their 
service? And if they would double their service, then I ask how long 
have we to listen to arguments addressed to this House based upon the 
idea that foreign countries ee abst eee, 
of our Government? If that argument is to be ad here 

Mr. HOLMAN rose. 

Mr. DORSHEIMER. Do not interrupt me. If that argument is 
to be addressed here, I commend it to the economist of Indiana that he 
may address himself to a topic worthy of his ius, and in which a 
substantial saving might be made. I bt that if we made 
the proposition to England to-morrow she would do the naval service 
of this country. I sess doubt that if we were to say to England to- 
morrow, ‘‘Come tous an rform our naval service or the service of 


ol States from a taxation of $50,000,000 by 
eee, a our armies and our 


Pren the hammer fell. ] 


can b 
Mr. HUNT. That is economy, I su: we hoger 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ts not that the ullestimate of the Department? 

Mr. HORR. That is the full estimate. But the gentleman seems 
to think that it is all right to confine this appropriation in such a way 
that we pay the bulk of it to other nations. 

Now I want to say a word to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
3 He attacks the honor and integrity of men on this floor be- 

th, we are in favor of some enterprise that somebody else 
is in 2 of. : 

Mr. BAYNE. I deny that I attacked 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I protest against the gentleman from Michigan 
being interrupted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan must not be inter- 

i Ho without his consent. 

BAYNE, I deny that I attacked the honor or integrity 

Mr. HORR. Mr. Speaker, he insinuated that body 

Mr. BAYNE. I deny that I impugned the integrity of any gentle- 
man on this floor. 

Mr. HORR. If I can understand the English he insinu- 
ated that there were improper outside influences gave undue 
interest to those who adyocate this proposition. 

Mr. BAYNE. said nothing of the sort. 

Mr. HORR. I will say, then, that every gentleman about me mis- 
understood him. 

Mr. BAYNE. I said nothing of the sort. 

“a a eae The imputation was plain, distinct, and unmis- 
takable. 

Mr. HORR. Now, Mr. S glia ap to yield the residue of 
my time to the gentleman from Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. I 


merely wanted to protest against this method of attackin y 

who happens to be in favor of an: that is advocated by men who 

— what they are about and who to build up this great country 
ours. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why does the gentleman become so 
indignant at the imputation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
[Cries of “ Regular order!” ] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- 
MAN] has two minutes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Itis hardly worth while to attempt to say any- 
thing in two minutes. 

Mr. RANNEY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
South Carolina be allowed five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Objection was made. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. HORR. I call for the previous question on this vote. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Tilinsis is entitled to fifteen 
minutes of time. 

The and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 

tleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] that the House recede from the 
ent to the amendments of the Senate, on which he demanded 


us question. 
previous question was ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 

98, nays 89, not voting 136; as follows: 


YEAS—%s. 

Adams, G. E. Dunham Hunt, Ray, Ossian 
Adams, J. J Elliott. ý — A Reed, T. B. 
Bagley Evan 5 eset 11 
Barr. ; Keifer, Russell, 
Bingham Pollet. iin Saal TN 
Bisbee, ’ Funston, 8. Smith, A. Herr 
— pare tine x Stephenson. 
Brainerd, Greenleaf, Sy Steven. 
Brewer, F. B. Hanback, 22 Stewart, J. W. 
B i Nard, ne, 
* ve a s, Mo Ta: 10 J. D 

orse, r, J. D. 

b; ae pte as B. Nutting, Tho 
Burle. > Iman, 
Cassidy, < ris 3 Charles Wallace, 
Clardy, ne, ashburn. 
Curtin, Hoblitzell, Peri White, J. D. 
Davis, G. R. Holmes, Phel ite, 
Davis, R. T. Holton, Po & 8 
8 Houk Pussy, l 
Dorsheimer A Howey, Ranney, 
NAYS—s9, 

Alexander, Buchanan, Carleton, 
Lo Aran A Cabell, Clay, Cox, W. R. 
Boyl Candler, Connolly, Culberson, D. B, 
Breckinridge, Cannon, ery, 
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1885. 
Eldred Lo 8 rs, J. H. Turner, Oscar 
iia Con Rowell, Van 
Ermentrout, MeMillin, Ryan, Van 
Ferrell, Miller, J. F. Sency, Warner, A 
Guenther, Mitch ur, Warner, Richard 
Murphy, vely, Weaver, 
Mutcbler, Smith, H. Y, ellborn, 
y, Nelson, Snyder, Weller, 
fe H. O'F 5 Springer, Wemple, 
Hemp Paige. Stewart, Willis, 
Henley, Patton, W W. L. 
Hewitt, G. W. Peters, Sumner, C A. W. 
Holman, Pierce, Swope, Woodward, 
Jones, J. H. Ree Taler. J.M Yoo! 
ones, J. r, ylor, J. M. apie, 
ordan, Randall, pson, 
ham, Reid, J. W. Townshend, 
Le Fevre, Reese, Tucker, 
NOT VOTING—136, 
— — 55 
Ande! re: „ 
Atkinson, Dowd, Lamb, a OR 
Ballentine, Dunn, Lewis, Robinson, J.S. 
Barbour, Eaton, Long. Robinson, W. E. 
Barksdale, Ellwood, Lovering, Rockwell, 
— Fiedler, McAdoo, Shaw, 
y. McCoid, Singleton 
aan Foran,’ McCormick, Skinner, b. G 
F 
ount, 5 g 
Bowen, e Spies 
. Goad Miiken, Storm, 
Breitun ibson, Struble. 
Brewer J. H G —— 4 Sumner, D. H. 
Browne, T. M. Graves, Morrill, Taylor, E. B. 
ckner, Green, Morrison, ‘Throckmorton, 
Hammond, Moulton, Tully, 
Campbell, Felix Hancock. Muldrow, Turner, H. G. 
Campbell! J. E. Hatch. H. H. uller, Valentine, 
— —— Tx N i Wee 
eece 
Cobb, Herbert, Nichoils, Wait, 
Collins, Hewitt, A. S. Oates, Wakefield, 
Converse, Franek. Ochiltree, Ward. 
Hopkins, O'Neill, J.J 5 
8 eha W. W. Hurckins Pepe Wis 
Culbertso: è uil yso ames 
CC 
Ou ` ones, 
43 Jones, J.K. ‘hae Wise, G.D 
Davidson ones. 
Davis, L. H Kelley, Ray, G. W. York, 
„ Reagan, Young. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of a bill of the following title, in which concurrence was 


requested: 

A bill (S. 2668) granting a pension to John M. Milton. 

The message further announced the of the fo! bills: 
A bill (H. R. 1615) for the relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. 


Culley 

A Ai (H. R. 2154) for the relief of the legal representatives of A. J. 
Guthrie, deceased; 

A bill H. R. 7836) for the relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher; 

A bill (H. R. 6220) regulating appeals from the supremecourt of the 
District of Columbia and the supreme courts of theseveral Territories; 

A bill (H. R. 1004) relative to the Chinese indemnity fund; 

A bill a R. 691) for the relief of William W. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 445) to empower the Secretary of War to permit the es- 
tablishment, under certain conditions, of a horse-railway u fener one 
the island of Rock Island, and the bridges erected by the 


connecting the cities of Davenport and Rock Island therewith; 

A bill ( R. 5692) to adopt the revised international regulations for 
preventing collisions at sea; 

A bill . R. 2377) granting a pension to James ames Stockton; 

A bill (H. R. 75 to increase the pension of Ferdinand Hercher; 

A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Alexander Weide; 

A bill (H. R. 200) FFT 

A bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to Lina J. Stearns; 

A bill (H. R. 5330) granting a pension to Octavia Newhall; 

A bill (H. R. 1866) granting a pension to Calvin Knick; 

A bill (H. R. 2975) granting a pension to Marion D. Egbert; 

A bill (H. R. 5378) granting a pension to Henry Milkey; 

A bill (H. R. 1710) granting a pension to George W. Bean; 

A bill üVVECCCCCC00 0 5 

A bill (H. R. 7853) granting a pension to Margaret Flaherty 

A bill (H. R. 7034) to increase Mthe salary of the clerk of the Court 


of Alabama Claims. 
A bill H. R. 1322) for the relief of J. H. Hammond 
H. R. 5998) granting an inevense of pension tc Tonsthen Siar- 


bil R. 1198) for the relief of John Taylor & Son; 
H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Sarah 


ill 
bill 


H. R. 1235) granting a pension to Annie E. $ 


Parry; 
il ft R. 5148) granting a pension to Jacob 4 
H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Capt. Vincent 


A bill (H. R. 838) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia S. H 


A bill (H. R. 7803) granting a pension to L. W. Pitts; 
uggins; 
-À bill H. R. 2645) granting a pension to Esther Hudson, mother of 


: 


e 


Forty-ei 
H. 2 granting a pension to Sarah Tyler; 
H. R. toss) Se thes ting a pension to Joseph McIntosh: 
R. 4393 the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; 
2 3 Greenough; 
R. 7938) ting a pension to Amanda Allen; 
H. R. 7000) ſor the relief of Clark Maine; 
H. R. 7502) granting a pension to Richard W. Barnes; 
H. R. 8090) granting a pension to Albert Harper; 
H. R. 7938) granting a pension to H Beiderbick; 
E. 6982) granting a pension to W. H. Coleman; 
R. 389) granting a pension to John Boyle; 
R. 7572) granting a pension to Amos McDowell; 
. R. 7169) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kaler; 
Pay Rp eps yo b Elle Ramee; 
R. 5086 the relief of Elizabeth W. Creighton; 
oe for the relief of Charles Milk; x 
519 granting a pension to Augustus ones; 
R. 3947 W 
. R. 6173 the relief of Rose 


R. 7447 granting a pension to Sebert Toney; 

2100) granting a pension to Mary Allen; 

7718 Seeding Jalor Snyder to the pension-roll; 
8189 granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton; and 
R. 6357) granting a pension to Christian Bauman. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
examined 


P p b> pe b> p> be b> p> b> b> b> b> be b> be b> p> be b> b> b> b> b> b> 


that 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. THOMAS. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read - 


ing of the names 
TOWNSHEND. I object. 


The Clerk then recapitulated the names of those voting. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. BRATTON with Mr. WHITING, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. WADSWORTH. 

Mr. MORRISON with Mr. HOOPER. 

Mr. Davm, of Missouri, with Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ANDERSON with Mr. LEWIS. 

Mr. HEWITT, of New York, with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, on 
this vote. If present, Mr. HENDERSON would vote nd.“ 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. TULLY with Mr. ELLWOOD. 

Mr. GLascock with Mr. McCorp. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. HERBERT, on this vote. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, on this vote. 

Mr. AIKEN with Mr. Ray, of New York, on this vote. 

Mr. BURNES with Mr. Lona, on this bill. 

Mr. McApoo with Mr. BREWER, of New Jersey, on this vote. Mr. 
ee „no, Mr. BREWER ‘‘ay.’? 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I am bara with the from 
[Mr. Brount]. If he were present he would vote no, and if L were 
a pann I vote ax.“ 


Mr. WILKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to change my vote from no 
to “ay,” for the purpose of moving a reconsideration of the vote just 
1 The vote has not yet been announced. 

Mr. WILKINS. I give notice of my object in changing my vote. 
Mr. HORR. The gentleman has not the floor. I am on the floor on 


m 
JJC ache the ater ntl Gb S O 
Mr. HORR. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote just 


q being 
ayes 28, noes 115 (the ayes not being one-fifth of the total vote). 
Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays, 
Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. ELLIS. We might as well have thi 


and nays at once. 
Mr. HORR. Yes; if gentlemen want to kill time, 


allright. We will 


give them the yeas and nays. 
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Mr. MGMILLIN. We do not want to kill time; we want to kill 


steals. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair will 
again put the question on ordering the yeas and nays. 

There was no objection. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before the Clerk proceeds to call the 
roll, if there be no objection, the Chair will submit certain personal re- 
quests of members. 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, for this evening. 

To Mr. GLASCOCK, for the balance of the day, on account of sick- 
ness in his family. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. STEWART, of Texas, 
to withdraw the papers filed with the bill for the relief. of 
Marcos Radich, without leaving copies on file, no report having been 
made on said bill. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ROGERS, of Arkan- 
-sas, to print remarks on House bill 7785. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had exam and found truly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the er signed the same: 


' Abill (H. R. 7970) making iations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for ing treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other purposes. 

POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion submit- 
ted by the from igan to reconsider the vote by which 
the House receded from its disagreement to the Senate amendment, 
and also to lay that motion on the table. 


question was taken; and there were—yeas 102, nays 79, not 


The 
voting 142; as follows: 


YEAS—102, 
Adams, G. E. Dunham, Horr, Potter, 
Adams, J.J. Eliott, Houk, Ranney, 
Ellis, Howey, Ray, Ossian 

A Evans, —— Reed, TD 
Barr, Everhart, am Rogers, W. F. 
Belford, Ferrell, Jeffo: 
Belmont, Findlay, Kean, Rowell, 
Bingham, Follett, 5 Skinner, C. R. 
— Funston, Ketcham, Smalls, 
Bo George, King, Smith, A. Herr 
Brainerd, Goff, Lacey, 8 j 
Broadhead, Greenleaf, Lawrence, Stephenson, 
Bro’ T. M. Hanback, Libbey, Stevens, 
Brown, W. W. Harmer, Lore; San J. W. 
Budd. Haynes, MeComas, Talbott, 
Burleigh, Henderson, D. B. Millard, Taylor, J. D. 
Cassidy, Henley, M. a Thomas, 
Clardy, Hepburn. N —.— Tillman, 
Curtin, Hewitt, G. W. O'Hara, Wallace, 
Davis K. K. Hiscock, Pose White J D. 
— — o T 

ey, . 8. 
rend Hi r Phel 
Dorsheimer, Holton, Po! 
: NAYS—79. 
Alexander, Green Pierce, Thompson, 
Bayne, Guenther, Post, To 2 
Breckinrid; Halsell, Pryor, Tucker, 
Gabel. s Hard: 3 1 * y 
Caldwell, W. H. Reid, J. W. Van Ei 
Cannon, Hem: y Warner, A. J. 
Carleton, Holman, Ryan, Warner, Richard 
Clay, Jones, J. H. Seney, Weaver, 
Clements, Jordan, 88 Wellborn, 
Connolly, Lanham, Sh A Weller, 
Cook, Lowry, Skinner, T. G, Wemple, 
Cosgrove, MeMillin Smith, H. N. Wilkins, 
. Win w 
Culberson, D. B. N Stewart, Charles Wo! s a 

ery, Nelson, Stocks] Woodward, 
. O’Ferrall, Bonnis ©. À. ve = 0 
English, 5 Wope, aple. 
Ermentrout, 0 Taylor, J. M. a 

NOT VOTING—142. < 
Aiken, pbell, E Culbertson, W. W. 
Anderson, Bl Campbell, J. E. Cullen, W, 
Atkinson, Bowen, 8 J. M. Qutcheon, 
Ballentine, Boyle, Candler, * 
Barbour, > Chalmers, Baule 
Barksdale, Breitung, Cobb, Davis, L. H. 
Beach, Brewer, F. B. Collins, Deuster, 
Bennett, Brewer, J. H. Converse, Dibrell, 
Blackburn, Buckner, + Dowd, 
Burnes, Cox, 8.8. Dunn, 


House recede 


Marou 3, 
Eaton, Jones, J.T. Murray, Steele. 
Elwood, Kelley, uatehie a Stone, 
Fiedler, Kellogg, Nicholls, Storm, 
7 Kleiner, os 

Foran, Laird, tree, D.H. 
Forney, Lamb, O'Neill, J.J. Taylor, E. B. 
Fyan, Le Fevre, Parker, rton, 
Garrison, Lewis, Payson, v, 
Geddes, Long. Peel, ‘Turner, H. G. 
Gibson, Lovering, Pettibone, alentine, 
Glascock, McAdoo, Price Van Alstyne, 
Graves, McCoid, Rankin Wadsworth, 
Hammond, McCormick, Ray, G. W. Wait, 
Hancock, Matson, Reagan, Wakefield, 
Hatch, H. H. Ma: ma Rice, Ward, 
Henderson, T. J. Miller, 8. H. Rigas, Whiting, 

erbert, Unken, Ro n, 9 — 
Hewitt, A. 8. Mille, Robinson, J. Wilson, James 
pang — 1 W. E. 8 B. 

o on well, inans, John 
Housemeh, Morrill, rs, J. H G. B. 
Hurd, Morrison, 1, 
Hutchins, orse, Shaw, York, 
Johnson, Moulton, Singleton, Young. 
Jones, B. W. Muldrow, Slocum, 
Jones, J. K. M N Spriggs, 


So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

On motion of Mr. RANDALL, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names of members voting was dispensed with. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now I ask for the reading of the next Senate 
amendment. There are a number of sections that cover the same ob- 
ject. 1 imous consent that the reading of those sections be 

i ith. 

The SPEAKER pro . Will the gentleman from Illinois state 
the amendment he desires the House to act upon, and whether he moves 
concurrence or non-concurrence ? 

Mes kes 3 the 5 7 

t to i t p. 

p Tho Senato amendments numbered 17, 18, 19, and 20 were read, as 


Strike out sections 3, 4,5, and 6. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask unanimous consent that the reading of 
those sections be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House further insist on its 
disagreement to the Senate amendments and ask a further conference. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move to concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would like to have the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] explain the effect of these amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] that the 
m its disagreement to the Senate amendments and 

to the same. 

The question: being taken, the Speaker pro tempore stated that the 
‘ayes’? seemed to have it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 45. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. No quorum. I ask unanimous con- 
sent to say a few words, These amendments are not fully understood 
by the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that debate has been exhausted. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. I know it has, but I should like to 
er pona itted to say a few words, that this matter may be understood by 

e House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I appeal to the gentleman from New York to allow 
us to go on and dispose of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York makes 
the point of no quorum. The Chair appoints as tellers the tleman 
from Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN, and the gentleman from New York, 
Mr. SKINNER. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I ask the gentleman from P. 
consent that the gentleman from New York shall be allow 
utes to ex the amendments, 

Mr. S of New York. I was deprived to-day of the privi- 
lege of having ten minutes on this question, which I had been prom- 


Ivania to 
two min- 


Mr. MCMILLIN. If the request of the gentleman from New York 
is acceded to, will that dispense with the vote by tellers? I am willing 
to let the gentleman make his statement if that will shorten the time 
occupied in this matter. 

e BINGHAM. The gentleman does not yield his demand for 
ers. 

Mr. of New York. I hope the gentleman from Tennes- 
see will consent that I shall have half the time which was promised 
me site fed gar) on this question, and which I gave up. 

Mr. Mc Gentlemen all around were insisting, not twenty 
minutes that we were in of an extra session. 

Mr. ALL. How much time does the gentleman desire? 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Two minutes. 
Mr.-McMILLIN. Very well; let the gentleman proceed. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the] A bill R. 1587) gran pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall, 
5 from New: Yor! [Mr. SKINNER]? TA widow ot Cap t. 15 Randalls = 
There was no objection. A bill EN R 1873) for the relief of Edward Kraemer; 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had „with amendments in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested, the bill (H. R. 8236) relating 
to sales for taxes in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the Senate had without 
rr atl a joint resolution and bills of the House of the following 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) in relation to the claim made by Dr. 
John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of project- 
iles claimed as the invention of said Read and by him alleged to have 
been used pursuant to a contract or arrangement made between him 
and the War Department, and for which no compensation has been 


made; 
A bill (H. R. 4679) for the relief of Sarah E. Webster, administra- 


trix; 

A bill (H. R. 7522) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 4684) for the relief of certain citizens of Marion County, 
Tennessee; 

A bill (H. R. pa for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) for the benefit of soldiers and sailors who have 
lost an arm at the shoulder-joint; 
see A bill (H. R. 2263) for che relief of the State National Bank of Boston, 


A bin (H. R. 6760) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Rock Island, III., to Davenport, Iowa, and to 
establish it as a post-route 


A bill (H. R. 78) to provide for the retirement of Col. Henry J. Hunt 
as a major-general of the United States Army; 

A bill (H. R. 1401) to amend section 1556 of the Revised Statutes giv- 
ing Jor ity-pay to certain officers of the Navy ; 

(H. R. 1 amending section 764 of the Revised Statutes; 

4 bin H. R. 7334) granting a pension to Judson Bostwick; 

A bill (H. R. 4458) granting a pension to Harlan Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension to Nellie Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 4216) granting a pension to David M. Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 3556) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucretia G. Ripley; 

A bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of William Sta 

A bill (H. R. 8091 granting a pension to David Sears; 

A bill (H. R. 4856) granting a pension to Bvt. Col. C. A. Cilley, of 
North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 8229) to grant a pension to James Dye; 

A bill (H, R. 8069) granting a pension to Catharine Helton; 

A bill (H. R. 383) 1 a ee to Creet H. Dougherty; 

A bill (H. R. 8520 pension to Emma O. Zeigler; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) for the: rela or of Grigsby Foster; 

A bill (H. R. 1 pension to William H. Kinman; 

A bill (H. R. 7992) for th e relief of Christian Arndt; 

A bill (H. R. 2872) granting a pension to Jacob Funkhouser; 

A bill . R. 8237) granting a pension to Mary J. Dickson; 

A bill (H. R. 603) granting a pension to Rachel Nickell; 

A bill (H. R. yr granting a pension to Jesse C. Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 4021) granting a pension to Abraham Cover; 

A bill (H. R. 7990) granting a pension to Joseph Sansom; 

A bill (H. R. 8155) granting a pension to Addie L. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Matilda Cody; 

A bill (H. R. 7863) granting a pension to Thomas M. McChesney; 

A bill (H. R. 7178 granting an increase of pension to John O. Gard- 
ner; 

‘A bill (H. R. 6961) for the relief of Charles L. Alden; 

A bill (H. R. 5728) granting a pension to Anna Beck; 

A bill (H. R. 5103) granting a pension to Joshua F. Justice; 

A bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy Parr; 

A bill (H. R. 3735) granting a pension to Mary A. Grennon; 

A bill (H. R. 7248) to increase the pension of Jane D. Brent; 

A bill (H. R. 3340) granting a pension to James M. Pike; 

A bill (H. R. 7047) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy; 

A bill (H. R. 552) granting a ion to Lemuel J. Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 4668) for the relief of Nathaniel Pond, jr.; 

A bill (H. R. 7728) for the relief of Pardon H. Morey; 

A bill (H. R. 5304) for the relief of Mary Royal; 

A bill (H. R. 7340 granting a pension to John Span; 

A bill (H. R. 8136 the relief of Addison M. Copen; 

A bill (H. R. 8187) granting a pension to Chauncey C. Darrah; 

A bill (H. R. 6904) for the relief of John F. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 6775) ting a pension a Edward Wilcox; 

A bill (H. R. 7618) granting a pension to Harry H. G. ee 
Walter F. Kislingbury, S Wheeler Scofield bury, and 


L. Kislingbury, respectively, children of the late Frederick F. 
bury, a lieutenant in the Eleventh Regiment United States Infantry; 
A bill (H. R. 411) granting a pension to Elizabeth Conner; 


XVI—160 


A bill (H. R. 2457) granting a pension to Richard Dillon; 

A bill (H. R. 7170) for the relief of Frederick Hutton; 

A bill (H. R. 8152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth; and 

pee (H. R. 8132) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Rachel 
A. Queen. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
was requested: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 135) requesting the President to enter into 
negotiations with foreign powers to secure an agreement for the free 
coinage of silver: 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, this provision in the 
bill is the result of a special recommendation by the President in his 
last m It is supported by the recommendation of the Postmas- 
ter-Gen: a year ago, and this year by the unanimous opinion of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and, as I understand, by 
the ous action of the Committee on Appro opriations in putting 
it upon thé Post-Office appropriation bill. The only objection thus far 
heard.to it has been simply that the Senate did not deem it wise to 

place it on an ropriation bill. It is new legislation. We have 
pases ye the Tegiation which the Senate asks; and now let us have 
rovision, which everybody who will read it carefully will under- 
wank is in the interest of every American citizen who desires to reap 
the age e of the postal facilities of this count: 
RR. I su t to the gentleman to tell the ouse what it is. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. It provides that if I desire to send 
a letter to my home to-night and I know it will reach there at 10 
o'clock to-morrow night, I put onit a 10-centstamp. When it reaches 
my home office it is taken from the post-office, and 8 cents out of the 
10 are paid a messenger to take it to my home immediately. The 

costs no man a cent who does not use it. It will not cost the 
Government a cent. There is a margin for all the expenses; and every 
man who has studied out this matter gives it as his firm impression 
that it will yield a handsome revenue to the Government. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Let us have a rising vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There have been already two votes on the pro- 


position. 
The SPEAKER pro 2 The tellers will take their places. 
The House divided; the tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 79. 


So the motion of Mr. MCMILLIN was not agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House farther 
insist upon its disagreement to that amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ask 
a further conference. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore apporte as conferees on the part of the 
House Mr. TOWNSHEND, Mr. HOLMAN, and Mr. HORR. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report: which 
I ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disa; en 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the 
for sundry civil e 
1886, having met, 
do recommend as fo! 
A the Senate recede ‘from its amendments numbered 21, 45, 46, 70. 71, 73, 78, 
84, 92, 102, 108, 104, 5 * 118, 126, 128, 137, 138, 143, 148, 154, 156, 159, 100, 167, 168, 170. 
172, ee 3 99, 201, 
the . 1 from i ts EN to the ene of the Senate 
numbered 15.28 1 49 41 et RR L, 83, 85, 86, 87, 89, 94, 08, 
5 8 9 10i „112, 1 1134 11351 116, 11 121, 125 12127 131. 185 139, 141, 143, 147, 149, 
ish 152 „103.164, 169, 171, 12 i, 78 21 18 184, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 200, 
07388 210, 211, 2i, and agree to the same. 
kat ina Horae kendde from its di tto the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 1, and agree to the same with an nor pate gS follows: In lieu of 
the 9 insert 88. 500; % and the Senate to the same, 

e House recede from its ts disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert ‘$594,288.04 ;"’ and strike out from said amendment “subject 
to” and oven in yonkers 3 he being the amount of said awards after ;"" and the 


votes of the House on the 
„making ap Sg assy “7g 
of the Government for tt the fiscal 


ear ending June 30, 
2 and free conference have d 


to recommend an: 


the sum p ve ' asooo” and the nate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from 6 to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 7, and to the th amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro nsert ‘* $4,000; ” ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

the House facade from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, eit ig Bi Jy: the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert rt © $4,000; » and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 58, and to athe —— with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter p 2 be eines by said amendment insert the following : 
"Extensive rs to 2 885 — 5 — heating of building, 


Fag romain trek tothe an amendment of the Senate 
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to the 

840,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the ouse recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
sete tobe ni n In lieu of 


ate numbered 93, and agree to the :In 
lieu of the sum ** $60,000 ;"’ and the to the same. 
That the House recede from its the of the Sen- 
ate numbered 100 and 101, and agree to the same amendment as fol- 


same with an 
lowa: In lieu of the sums proposed insert “$145,500;” and the Senate agree to 
e same. 
| That the House recede from its disagreement to the eee eae 
eee 07, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
eu sum 


ate numbered 108, and — — the same with an amendment 

lieu of the sum proposed 1 and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

3 109, aonana otne same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
insert “$30,000; " and the Senate 8 


TR bill, the word “annually ;"’ and the Senate agree 


Tr:. oct tinea Sata 
FCC In lieu of 


numbered 129, and agree to the same with an ee as follows: In lieu of 
the sum p proposed insert ' * $220,000 and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its eee to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 130, and Foe sire to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert 276,000; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That th recede from its d t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 146, and agree, tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


the sum pro insert 820, 000; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 150, and agree to the same with an eee eg) wg In lieu of 
atom ry opdsed insert “ao. ;” and the Senate agree to 

That the House recede from its ts disagreement tothe 8 ol the Senate 
numbered 157, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum pro to the same. 


wma 176, and agree to hea same with an . —— ee? In lieu of 
ie ouso insert 812,500; and the Senate 
nat the House 


the sum pro insert . 81 ” and the Senate * the same. 

That the House recede from 6 the Senate 
numbered 180, and — te with an amendment bey follows: In lieu of 
the sum insert “ eit 55 5 ay and the Senate same. 


agree to 
* That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 192, sutat to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum Na a 1 and the Senate agree to the same. 

. VVV 
humbered 212 and agree tothe same wiih an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum wy ey rea LN cures ta tin e same, 
the amendment of the Senate 


follows: In lieu of the erg te h insert the ree. » For ting 
an ; 
ifor the State $9, for the ent, $264,150; for the 
Mar Department, $138,600 (of oe sum $12,000 for the the 
1 of the Surgeon BA, the Navy „512.80; 
for the Interior De; ent, $329, hich sum $10, is appropriated for 
rebinding tract-books for the engel nd Office); ; for the Department of Jus- 
$7,087.50; for the Post-Office ; for the Agricultural 
Department, EUN al the e Court of the United States, $7, 5 
fi 22 207 254 7 spo K of See TTE N — e Court of 
and for the — an more than an allot- 
ment of one-half of the 5 approp: shall be in the two 
‘first quarters fourth thereof may 


q e present C 
be expended in either of See So tout ORES ss eae Saeed yaa, 

menia for preceding quarters may bo expended” and ù balance of allot- 
ments for preceding quarters may be expended ;”’ the 


t 1 ‘That thé House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 230, and to the same with an amendment as follows: Add at 
tint ond of the ANGAARI “Provided, That the now oo- 


t the Saorg: 
urposes shall 


ied for storage as soon as the pro- 
Tiled fox in tiie nod te AAY or cacopanen IE Z and the Senate agree to the same. 


Senate | office at Abingdon, Va. ‘The next is the 


19, 20, 22, 23, 24, 


8 8 . bh Ga “ 


35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41 50 61, 
121. tan 183 153 18. LL i 1 183. 186. 178. 18.18 15 154,188,188 1% End 198 tite comtntites 
have been unable to agree. 1 Fa 
AM FORNEY, 
THOMAS RYAN, 
on the partof the House. 

W. B. ALLISON, 

EUGENE HALE, 

JAMES 


B. BECK, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will endeavor to be as brief as I can in order to 
explain the difference between the two Houses on this bill. To begin 
with, I move that the report of the conference committee be accepted, 
and upon that I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof, 
8 ol the conference committee was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the wore by which the 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be lai 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire to have read that portion of the conference 
report relating to amendment No. 59. 

Mtr. RANDALL. That is not in this report. It is one of the dis- 
agreements in the committee. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill as it went from the House to the Senate pro- 
vided for a erer aggrega’ $22,200,000, or thereabout; the 
Senate added about $5,500,000 to the bill. There has been reached an 

t between the two Houses on about $2,250,000 of the amount 
of the increase. There are now sixty disagreements, which aggregate 
in amount $3,250,000. 

It is not for me to call in question the motives of men but it is not 
improper for me to say what is the result of the action of men, and in 
that connection I can say that the conferees have found themselves in 
large degree compelled to consent to the increased appropriations, or 
else to endanger an extra session. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. Let me ask the gentleman if these amend- 
ments were adopted the Senate with the same amount of considera- 
tion that the bill had in the House? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not desire to be interrupted now. The gen- 
tleman is often facetious, but his arrow falls short in some cases, and it 
has done so in this instance. 

Thirty-nine of these sixty amendments relate to public buildings 
which have been added by the Senate, and the appropriations involved 
in these thirty-nine amendments amount to an increase of expenditure 
of $1,637,500. ‘The bill as it went from the House to the Senate pro- 
vided for 9 for public buildings to the extent of about 
$1,780,000, so that the Senate amendments practically double the ap- 
propriations for public buildings as provided by the House. If it is 
* will give the localities of the public buildings to which I have 

e 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. Let us have them. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I should like to know the locations. 

Mr. RAND The first one relates to the court-house and post- 

ce and subtreasury at 
Boston, Mass. The next amendment relates to the marine hospital at 
Cairo. The next to the public building at Harrisonburg, Va. The 
next to Abingdon, Va., there two appropriations, first for that 
public building and next to make it fire-proof, which involves two ap- 
propriations. The next amendment is to Lynchburg, Va., where a fire- 
proof building is also required. 

The next amendment of the Senate is the provision for Concord, N. 
H., and the next at Council Bluffs, Iowa; the next at Detroit, Mich. ; 
the next Des Moines; the next Dubuque; the next Frankfort, K ; the 
next is for Galveston, Tex.; the next for Greensborough, N N. &. th 
next for Hannibal, Mo.; the next ſor Harrisonburg, Va.; the next pe 
Jackson, Tenn., and the next for Kansas City, Mo. The next on 
of this kind is for Marquette, Mich., and the next for Teckel Town 
the next for Elizabeth, Ky.; the next for Ga.; the next for 
Peoria, III.; the next t for Quincy, III.; 1 next ſor Reading, Pa.; the 
next ſor Va., and the next for Sacramento, Cal. 

Mr. BUDD. Let me ask the gentleman if that is not simply carry- 


Sir, RANDALL. -T wil come to that e 
"Ar, RANDALL will come to that in time. The next provision 


the Senate is for a public building at i AD Hh 
r ART EI. But that is provided by a 

Me RANDALL. But the Senate have added this amendment tothe 
bill as it left the House. That is what I am referring to. I am not 
saying that there is no law forit, but simply that theSenate added the 
appropriation for that purpose and the House and Senate conferees 
have been unable to concur as to it. 

The next public building is at 2 the next at Wichita, Kans. ; the 
next at Fort Scott; the next at Montpelier, Vt.; the next at Nebraska 
City; the next at Wilmington, Del.; and the next at Winona, Minn. 

Lana hada etd buildings that are in controversy between the 
ig Pagan) and I believe I have named them all. 

point of difference relates to the site for the post-office in 


the et city. of of Woshington, 


1885. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. The site alone? 

Mr. RANDALL. Thesitealone. The Senate appropriates $640,000, 
` Mr. SPRINGER. For a particular site? 

Mr. RANDALL. For a particular site. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If it will not interrupt the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania, I think they have provided a further contingent expenditure 
which will bring it up to about $800,000, perhaps more. 


Mr. RANDALL. When I come to ask a vote on this site of the Wash- 

ington post-office there will be an opportnnity to debate, and the case 
will be properly presented. 
The miscellaneous items about which there is disagreement relate to 
the international boundary survey between the United States and 
Mexico; but I shall temporarily pass that over because the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] will address the House in relation 
thereto. 

The next disagreement is in relation to a provision which was in- 
serted in the House bill as to public buildings: 
„ ne — r 
advan tha wite IDARE SHALT have p and i tors aaa he shall not 
authorize or ap ve of any plan for any such banding which shall involve a 
greater expenditure in the completion of said building, &c. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That last has been stricken out. 

Mr. RANDALL, It is not stricken out yet, but I am going to sug- 
gest that we recede. 

+ The next disagreement is in relation to a sum of money appropriated 
in connection with a certain commission which was appointed and sent 
to the State of Lonisiana by Mr. R. B. Hayes. 
t The next is in relation to the care and preservation of a building on 
Coaster’s Island, which is designed to be used as a school for an ad- 
vanced course of instruction for naval officers. 

‘The next relates to the training-school on Coaster’s Island. 

The next relates to the Interior Department building, the comple- 
tion of the east wing. 

The next relates to the construction of a terrace to the Capitol. 

The next relates to the same subject in a different form. 

The next relates to the construction of a reservoir for hot water on 
the Government reservation at Hot Springs, Ark. 

The next relates tothe Tenth Census. This provision was presented 
in the House by the gentleman from New York Mr. Cox]. It repeals 


the clause in the original law which obligated the Federal Government 
to pay one-half the expense of any State census. 

e next relates to the removal of the iron fence around the reser- 
vation on Pennsylvania avenue between Thirteenth and Fourteenth 
streets, 

The next relates to the completion of a commissary depot at Saint 
Paul, Minn. 

The next relates to the completion of a sea-wall on Governor’s Island, 
New York Harbor. 
The next two relate to a proposition to erect a statue to the memory 
of General La Fayette. 
The next relates to a clause providing for the purchase of a portrait 
of General George H. Thomas, by Miss C. 8. Ransom, for $10,000. 
The last two disagreements relate to the sale of twopublic buildings, 
one in Boston and the other in the city of Philadelphia. 
| The House inserted two provisions, one for the sale at public auction 
of the United States court-housein the the city of Boston, and the other 
rela to the sale of the post-office property in the city of Philadel- 
phia which is now un ied. 
I propose first to submit to the House the miscellaneous items, and I 
am willing that motions may be made to those items, only I desire 
that debate on the same may be as limited as possible. I will ask the 
Clerk to read the amendments. 
Mr. PUSEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question before 
he begins. 
tf TheSPEAKER pro tempore. 
[Mr. RANDALL] yield? 

Mr. RANDALL. Certainly. 

Mr. PUSEY. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on A 
propriations whether he construes the amendment in relation to the 
Council Bluffs appropriation as an increase of the appropriation, or is 
it simply to make $50,000 of the appropriation available. 
. Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I will state this in connection with 
all these public-building appropriations, that when we entered upon 
the consideration of those -nine additions or amendments to the 
bill we found it utterly impossible to classify them by any line based 
upon a principle. They seemed to have got into the bill under every 


conceivable condition. 
They got in, though. 
et. 


Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. 
Mr. RANDALL. They are not in y 
Mr. PUSEY. Mr. Speaker, I will say in reference to the appropria- 
tion for the building at Council Bluffs 

t Mr. RANDALL. Will not the gentleman please wait until we reach 
that subject? 


t Mr. PUSEY. Les, sir. Iwill simply say that if it is an addition ta 04 tor 


the appropriation we do not want the money. 


The Clerk was about to read the amendment numbered 61. 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. 
cause it relates to a 


The sixty-first amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 


Strike from the bill as passed by the House the eve se, Uh 
“That no plan shall be prepared or ved by Secretary of the 
Treasury for any public building au to be erected until after 


in the completion of such . 
shall remain of the sum specified in the law 
the erection of such building as the limit of the cost of the site and 
after the site shall have been paid for.” 


Mr. RANDALL. Unless the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Hor- 
MAN] who offered this proposition desires to speak, I will make a mo- 
tion that the House recede from its disagreement to this amendment. 


Several MEMBERS. That is right. 
Mr. BUDD. Is it the Holman amendment? 
Several Sir. 


es, 

The motion of Mr. RANDALL agreed to. 

The one hundred and twentieth amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 


Insert after line 1417 the following : 
" National Board of Health: For salaries and expenses of the National Board of 
Health, $15,000.” 


Mr. RANDALL. For two years there have been no appropriations 
made Nn Me sapport or e atonal Board of Health. 5 dere r 
ciency bill, however, the ittee on Appropriations provi or 
payment in full of debts which have been created by the board. Not- 
wi ing the fact that during the current fiscal year and the last fis- 
cal year there have been no appropriations for this board of health, they 
have incurred certain debts. Last year the House sought to abolish 
this board, believing that two agencies to accomplish one object were 
unnecessary and expensive. The Senate declined, however, to accept 
the legislation proposed by the House in the way of repeal, but con- 
curred with the House in declining to make any appropriation for the 
conduct of the business of this board. ‘ 

This year, as I said a moment ago, the Committee on Appropriations 
provided in the deficiency bill for the payment of all indebtedness thus 
far incurred by the board. We also attached a repealing clause, the 
fate of which I am unable to foretell. But the Senate has inserted 
this clause to continue the National Board of Health, and has made an 
appropriation of $15,000 to conduct its business. We do not propose 
that on this matter the House shall recede. We have given $340,000 
to be placed under the control of the President to be used in the pre- 
vention of epidemic diseases, if the emergency should require the ex- 
penditure. As to the continuance of this board of health, we found 
ourselves disagreeing decidedly with the Senate conferees. ‘ 

The House conferees—certainly a majority of them, and I think all 
of them—believed it unnecessary to continue this organization. We 
considered that this business could be as well performed by a single 
organization, the Marine-Hospital Bureau. Hence, on behalf of the 
committee, I move that the House insist on its disagreement as to this 
amendment. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The one hundred and twenty-fourth amendment of the Senate was 
read, as follows: 

Insert after line 1445 the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to reimburse ex-President R. B. 


Hayes for amount paid for expenses of the commission appointed to go to Louisi- 
org April, 1877, $3,950.73.” ee 8 


Mr. RANDALL. This matter is well understood by the House. I 


P- | move that the House insist on its disagreement, and I ask a vote. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the House will insist. I think that Presi- 
dent Hayes had no business to send that commission down there to 
steal away the Packard legislature and give it to Nichols. I think 
that the thing ought never to have been done at all; and if he thought 
proper to do it, he should have done it at his own expense. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have nothing to say on the question. 

The motion of Mr. RAN DALI. was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote justtaken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Tue one hundred and thirty-first amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 
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wim for pay of one clerk to officer in charge of building, $1,000; in all, 


Mr. RANDALL. Coaster’s Harbor Island was presented to the United 
States by the State of Rhode Island.. There is now there a naval train- 
ing-school ; and I suppose the House conferees would not have objected 
to continuing the appropriations necessary to make that school efficient. 

But the amendment which has just been read was considered by a 
majority of the House conferees as an entering-wedge or incipient step 
to the tion of a new naval school which might in time grow 
into a school after the fashion of the Annapolis Academy for boys—this 

for officers. It occurred to me at least that officers of the Navy 
would be best educated at sea rather than on land. 

A MEMBER. They might get drowned at sea. [ Laughter.] 

Mr. RANDALL. In the light of this being a new organization of 
this sort the House conferees dissented from the Senate in this particu- 
lar, and I ask the House to insist on its disagreement. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to make a motion. 


Mr. RANDALL. I will yield to the gentleman from Rhode Island 
for that 
Mr. § NER. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 


ment to this amendment and agree with the Senate. The State of 
Rhode Island, as the chairman of the committee has said, made a gift 
of this island, which is most eligibly situated for the p and more 
adapted in every respect as a training-school, to the United States for 
the express purpose that it shall be used as a naval training-school. It 
is located on the border of the harbor of Newport, accessible by water 
and having advantages which could be possessed by scarcely any other 
locality which could be mentioned. 

There is nothing peculiar, I submit to the chairman of the committee 
or the House—in fact it is proposed to have a school for the training of 
naval officers in the higher and advanced course of training beyond what 
our Naval Academy affords. It is in consonance with the march of im- 
provement in naval architecture, naval and naval ordnance and 
matters pertaining to naval attack and defense. The torpedo station 
is in the same line of defense. Theschool for teaching the practice and 
for experimenting and making torpedoes is located in the same harbor 
of Newport and is separate from Coaster’s Harbor Island only by a 
small expanse of water in the inner harbor. 

It is not peculiar to the Navyalone to have advanced schools for offi- 
cers. The artillery school at Fortress Monroe is of the same kind. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Does the gentleman from Rhode Island think, after 
the course at Annapolis Academy and two years at sea, it is necessary 
to have these officers go again to Newport and attend this training- 
school? If so, I am opposed to it. 

Mr. SPOONER. The idea is fully explained in Senate Executive 
Document No. 68 of the present session, from the Secretary of the Navy, 
which I ask the Clerk to read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope not. 

Several MEMBERS. Print! 

Mr. SPOONER. No; I do not care to print. I am speaking for the 
purpose of calling the attention of this House to this matter, and I pre- 
sume I have some right at least to occupy a small portion of the time 
in making such explanation. I ask to have the document read. I do 
not care to have the appendix read. The document occupies about a 
page and a half. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, itsSecretary, announced 
that the Senate had receded from its amendments numbered 17, 18, 19, 
and 20 to the bill (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service 
of the Post-Office Department for the year ending June 30, 1886, and 
for other purposes. [Applause. ] 
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Mr. SPOONER. The document is only a page anda half long, and 
will not take up much time in its reading. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I believe it should be read, and I also believe 
this school of practice is a good one. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOBLITZELL. I object. 

Mr. SPOONER. Am I not entitled to have it read? 

TheSPEAKER. Objection is made to the reading of it by the Clerk. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I will read it myself. It is not the fault of 
the great body of this House that the appropriations have been delayed 
to this late hour. This bill is brought in here without giving any op- 
portunity for discussion. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have seven hours, 

Mr. SPOONER. That is not my fault. 

Mr. RANDALL. Neither is it mine. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think it is the fault of this side of the 
House. I do not think it is the fault of the great hody of the House. 

Mr. BELFORD. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. How can the 


gentleman from Rhode Island occupy the time of the House when the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania is on the floor? I want to know some 
of these puzzles. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania yielded to the 
gentleman from Rhode Island. 


Mr. RANDALL. I yielded, but I only yielded for a few minutes. 
I want to get along as pleasantly as possible, and I hope the gentleman 


from Rhode Island will realize the necessities of the occasion. 

Mr. SPOONER. That we may start perfectly fair from this point 
at least, I would inquire whether I did not make the motion now pend- 
ing and whether I am not entitled to the floor on my own motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moved the 
House insist and made some remarks upon that motion, and then 
yielded to the gentleman from Rhode Island who took the floor not in 
his own right, but during the timeof the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. RANDALL. He made a motion of higher privilege than the 
one I made. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Rhode Island had obtained 
the floor in his own right the Chair would have recognized him to de- 
bate the motion. But that is not the case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is not my motion a privileged one? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
oM, WASHBURN. We will gain time by allowing the paper to be 


Mr. SPOONER. It would have been read before this. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 37, noes 47. 

Mr. SPOONER. No quorum. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will not insist on that point; 
otherwise we can not get through with this bill. It will not hangs 
the result if the document is read. 

Mr. SPOONER. It seems to me that if an important appropriation 
of this kind is to be stricken out of the bill when the estimates are before 
the committee, it ought to be done by a quorum of the House, at least. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. There is evidently no quorum 
Present. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman insist upon the point of no 
quorum ? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not wish to put the House to any inconven- 
ience or discomfort. I think, however, it is proper to have that letter 
of the Secretary read, which will give the House necessary information 
as to the importance of this matter. I desire to be peren courteous 
to gentlemen in charge of this measure, and if it conceded to me 
that this Jetter of the Secretary of the Navy shall be read, and then I 
am permitted to occupy two or three minutes in addition, I will not 
press the matter of no quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. Do I understand the gentleman to say that if he 
has an opportunity to read that letter or report that he will not insist 
farther on the demand for a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states thatif he is allowed to have 
the report read, and then two or three minutes in addition, that he will 
not insist upon the point. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well; I have no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. And with the understanding also that a vote shall 
be taken on my motion. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Clerk will read the 
report. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, February 11, 1885. 

Sir: I have to acknowled: ige the receipt of a copy of a resolution adopted by 
the Senate on the 4th day of February, as follows: 

“R That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to report to the 
Senate what, if any, steps have been taken to establish an advanced course of in- 
struction of naval officers at Coaster’s Harbor Island, Rhode Island, and the rea- 
sons which have controlled the action of the Department. os 

The subject of an advanced course of instruction of naval officers was, May 3, 
1884, committed by this Berd ma to a board consisting of Commodoro 8. B. 
Luce, Commander W. T. Sampson, and Lieut. Commander C. F. rich, who 
on the 13th of June, 1854, madea report recommending the establishment of such 
a course of instruction in the science and art of military and naval warfare and 
in international law and history. The method recommended is carefully out- 
lined in the report, a copy of which is annexed to this communication. 

As it was deemed adv: le that the course of study should be made to su 
plement the present instruction of naval officers in torpedoes at Ne rt, R. 
and that the place should be selected where the Department is already in pos- 
session of the necessary grounds and buildin; oar recommended the es- 
tablishment of the college of instruction at 

In pursuance of the previous determination € of the] Department, and in accord- 
ance with the foregoing report, directions were given that preparation should 
be iaae for the course of . — to be conducted at Coaster’ s Harbor Island, 
Newport, by General Order No. 325, issued October 6, 1884, a copy of which is 
herewith transmitted. 

The reasons which have controlled the action of the Department are to be 
found in the recognised necessity for an advanced course of military and naval 
education in the United States. There are now existing three schools for the 
T The latter is at the to o station 

ewport, where a class of officers is assembled — few months in 


ae the various subjects a rar to naval soes render imperative the 
treating the v of a school where our re rating be enabled to keep abreast of 
tee improvements Ans on in every navy oft world. The torpedo school 
only The pones is intended to 


the study of naval and in 


in courses of professional study calculated to improve and qualify them 
r better service in the future, 
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In instituting this schoo! of instruction at Coaster’s Harbor Island, the Depart- 
ment, acting within the scope of its powers, has simply utilized ublic grounds 
and buildings, under its own immediate control, for a wise and beneficial pur- 
pose, and has detailed naval officers who can readily be spared to constitute the 
president and faculty of the college. 

Very little expense will be incurred in carrying out the Department's plan, 


while the benefits to be realized by the Navy and the country will be of great 


importance. The 8 is commended to the notice and favor of Congress. 
Very respectfully, 
2 4 W. E. CHANDLER, 


Secretary of the Navy. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the Senate. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Speaker, I simply want to say in addition that 
the building referred to here is already standing on this island, and it 
is for its repairs and preservation and for furnishing the same for use as a 
naval training-school that this appropriation is desired and was recom- 
mended, 

I regret to have been obliged to submit this matter to the attention of 
the Houseata time when I know it is weary of this long-continued ses- 
sion; and yet members who have given attention to the brief statement 
of the Secretary which has just been read must understand now, if they 
did not before, the desirability, I might say the necessity, for this appro- 
priation for fitting our naval officers for modern naval service. It is in 
that line that this matter looks, and that this training-school is expected 
to aid and educate the officers of the Navy. I particularly ask the at- 
tention of the House to it now; and request that this very meritorious 
appropriation, less than the amount submitted, amounting in the ag- 
gregate to but $12,000, for the preservation of the building and the repair 
of a building which was a gift to the Government from my own State, 
shall be considered, and that the amount herein named be appropriated. 
I therefore ask a vote on my motion, 

Mr. RANDALL. The House should not confound this appropria- 
tion for the training-school with the other proposition. They are two 
distinct amendments. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why not confound them? How do they differ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Because the next amendment relates to the train- 
ing-school. This amendment relates to an institution for the higher 
8 of the officers, and not an iustitution about to be established 

ere. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not understand that there is anything more 
than a mere quibble of words in that. This is a training-school. I 
move, therefore, that the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate and agree to the same, 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 37, 
noes 48. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 7 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that the House further insist on its 


W to the amendment of the Senate. 
e motion was agreed to 


The next amendment (numbered 132) Was read. 

Mr. RANDALL. Now I want to say to the gentleman from Rhode 
Island that I think there can be a substantial result reached with ref- 
erence to this amendment. I therefore ask a formal non-concurrence 
and that the House further insist upon the disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment (numbered 36) was read. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment (numbered 140) was read, as follows: 

Strike out of the House bill the words: 
For constructing terrace north of the Capitol, section marked B, as shown on 
printed plan accompanying the letter of the Secre 


tary of the Treasury (Execu- 
tive Document No. 9, first session Forty-eighth Congress), including wages of 
mechanics and laborers, $21,500." } -i 


Mr. RANDALL. The House was ready to appropriate a sum of 
money to complete the northern or Senate end as far as this terrace was 
involved. We prefer to see the completion of the work before we begin 
at the Senate end. The proposition, however, of the Senate includes 
the completion of the north end and part of the completion of the west. 
It involves a much larger sum. I move, therefore, that the House fur- 
ther insist on its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

For continuing the construction of the terrace and nd stairways of the 


Capitol, as shown on plan accompanying the letter of the Secretary of the 
(Executive Document No. 9, first session Forty-eighth Congress „ in- 
appropria; on shall 


cluding wages of mechanics and laborers, $350,000; and 
be immediately available.“ 

Mr. RANDALL. This is of the same tenor as the other to which I 
have just referred, and I ask non-concurrence in the amendment. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. That work ought never to have been begun. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist upon its dis- 
agreement to this amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think the gentleman is entirely cor- 
rect on that proposition. The idea of appropriating $350,000 to be ex- 
pended for labor around this Capitol is simply a waste of the public 
money in the main, as we have seen it here year after year. Especially 


is this appropriate in view of what was done awhile ago when a bill to 
pay the small claims running from twenty dollars to two or three hun- 
dred or four hundred dollars, known as the 4th of July claims, which 
have been upon by the accounting officers of the Department, 
the loyalty of the claimants in each case fully proven, the amount of the 
claim satisfactorily established, and the Treasury Department having 
undertaken the investigation as well as the House committee and a 
report made by the gentleman from Tennessee, and yet these claims 
receive no consideration simply because of objection coming from mem- 
bers on that side of the House. 
Mr. RANDALL. Iam glad to know that the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky agrees with me on this point. 
I now move to further insist on the disagreement. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The amendment (numbered 142) was read, as follows: 
To ee 8 ſor ne wales ped eee 9 waar any Sey a = 
rings, in order vide for an su of hot r for 
ay and Navy Hospital SAA bath-houses, $30,000. = 
Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist on its dis- 
agreement to this amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The amendment of the Senate numbered 166 was read, as follows: 
Strike out the following : 
“Tenth census: 
That the twenty-second section of the act entitled An act to provide for the 
taking of the tenth and 


subsequent censuses,’ approved March 3, 1879, be, and 
the same is , repealed.” 

Mr. RANDALL. In the original law there wasa provision made that 
where States in intermediate years undertook to take a census of their 
citizens the United States Government should pay one-half the ex- 
pense. This clause was inserted at the instance of the from 
New York, the chairman of the Census Committee of the House. That 
gentleman has told me that the 1 of this clause in the origi 
act would save a very large sum of money to the Government of the 
United States, muang into one or two million dollars. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. How? 3 

Mr. RANDALL. The Government of the United States by the 
original act agreed to pay one-half the expense of any State census that 
might be taken. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Do you like that partnership? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. T am a State-rights man, and I wanted 
the States to do this at their own expense. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. That is right. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist on its disa- 
greement to this amendment. 

The motion was to. 

The amendment of the Senate numbered 173 was read, as follows: 

Strike out the following paragraph : 

That the officer in charge of public buildings and grounds may, on the 
provai of the Secretary of War, cause to be removed the iron fences surroun 

g the reservations on Pennsylvania avenue between Thirteenth and Four- 
teenth streets. 

Mr. RANDALL. This side of Fourteenth street on Pennsylvania 
avenue is a reservation that is surrounded by iron railings. Itis prac- 
tically useless as a place of resort. And as the general current of sen- 
timent in cities is to take down railings and throw open such squares 
for public use the committee desired that that should be done there. 
The Senate object. I move that the House further insist on its dis- 
agreement to this amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire toask the attention of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations to the paragraph in line 1998 
which reads: 

For construction and repair of iron fences, $500. 


eee Ee gunera un oi 
r. . t is the fund to ir any of the iron 
fences that surround the reservation. 7 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, in regard to amendment num- 
bered 173, to which the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
has called the attention of the House, if I understand it correctly the 
proyision proposed to be stricken out is intended simply to remove an 
iron fence surrounding the reservation between Thirteenth and Four- 
teenth streets. 

Mr. RANDALL. Les, sir; the reservation facing the National The- 


ater. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What I want to say about this is that 


it strikes me there is an incongruity in the two propositions. 
Mr. RANDALL. Notatall. Ifthe gentleman will pardon me for 
a moment I will explain. 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What we ought to do is to remove all 
of these iron fences. No cattle or swine are allowed to run at large. 
These fences are unsightly and ought all to be removed. The botan- 
ical grounds are hidden from the view of visitors by the fences sur- 
rounding them. Franklin Square, one of the most beautiful squares in 


the city, has an iron fence surrounding it which ruins the whole effect. 
For proof of this you need only go to Farragut Square, and the one be- 
cs Georgetown, to Iowa Circle, to Lincoln Park, and 


yond that to 


` 
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others failed in by those costly iron fences, I suggest that we strike 
out the paragraph at line 1998: 
For construction and repair of iron fences, $500. 


Mr. RANDALL. That is not now before us. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Then I movetoamend the amendment 


which is before us providing that the officer in charge of public 
buildings and 8 may, on the approval of the Secretary of War, 
cause to evel tev the iron fences surrounding the reservations within 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would not like to agree to that without the ap- 
proval of the officer in charge of those reservations. 

Mr. „of Kentuc There are the: Agricultural 
which are far more decorated and more beautifully laid out the 
Botanical grounds. The grounds in the Botanical Garden railed in by 
these fences are in a slipshod condition and have an air of neglectabout 
them. They look like a cheap diamond in a ring. 

Mr. RANDALL. I admit that the current of 2 as to 
these high iron fences in the large cities is changing and they are 
removed, but there is no way of accomplishing that just now, an 

hope the gentleman will not insist upon the amendment. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not see why we should not make 
this amendment. This is to remove the fences from the little fist-iron 
park near the theater. Why should not the direction be made 
Mr. RANDALL. I am willing Nay the gentleman should test the 
sense of the House on his amendmen’ 

The SPEAKER. Will the pects pia from Kentucky please state 
what is his amendment ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out after the word 
sh reservations, in line 2020, the words on Pennsylvania avenue be- 
tween Thirteenth and Fourteenth streets“ and insert in the District 


of Columbia.’’ 
Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman will have to make his motion in 
these words: That the House agree to the Senate amendment with 


the further amendment which he proposes. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I thank the tleman from Pennsyl- 
vania for the tion. I modify in that way, and the 
effect of my amendment would be to leave it in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War. As amended it would read: 
provat ot tie Sere the Secretary of . iste ek fe ee See oat 
thin the District of Columbia. 

It is obvious this action is needed. 

But it is needed just as much in front of the market. It is needed 
more in these Botanical grounds, and itis needed as much in Franklin 
Square and some other squares. We want to beautify this city. That 


is what we appropriate the money for. We have landsca eners 
who lay out the grounds beautifully, and then we ſence in unds 
with these high fences and walls, although no animal is allo to run 


at large that could do them any harm. 
The motion of Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, that the House recede 
from its disagreement to this amendment and agree to the same with 
an amendment proposed by him was rejected. 

Mr. RAND moved that the House further insist upon its disa- 
greement to the ee of the Senate. 
The motion was 

The next amendment . 193) was read, as follows: 
issary depot at Saint Paul, Minn. : For the comple- 

and comm: t at Saint 


and comm: 
tion of the pone building | fora 
‘ola, and for 


Paul, Minn. cased on officen tor officers of Department of 
heating the same, $30,000 
Mr. WASHBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to the 
Senate amendment. This building at Saint Paul is nearly completed. 
e ee quartermaster and commissary depot. The people 
of Saint Paul gave the site; tit sid adele ee ne bo 
building; itis a four-story building, and the amount named in this 
item is required to complete it and put in the heating apparatus, &c. 
Mr. RANDALL. T naes to the gentleman from Minnesota that 
we had better let that go to conference 
Mr. BUDD. Mr. Speaker, I desire at time to move that the 
House concur in this provision with an amendment which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. Iwill say that it makes no difference whether this amend- 
ment comes palldion ee ee with any other on 
for a public i t is to ropriate the sum of | 15 
$350,000 for the okso at Dito tx Dan Franaa h Re gcse emis ADA 
‘court-house. It is unnecessary to state that the amount proposed to be 
F 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I that that amendment is not 
ene nt and the gentleman had better withhold it for the 


que. Bopp. Then I withdraw it for the present. 
Mr. RANDALL moved that the House further insist on its disagree- 


ment to the amendment of the Senate. 


The motion was agreed to 
The next amendment (numbered 194) was read, as follows: 


poe negro W the N. 
— — Association, $5,500. ass 


Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist upon its dis- 
agreement to this amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment (numbered 195) was read, as follows: 

Sea-wall at “tone Island, New York Harbor: For sea-wall around Gov- 
ernor's Island, $40, 

Mr. 3 I move that the House further insist upon its dis- 
agreement to 1 

The motion was 

The next amendment e 196) was read, as follows: 
astatue, with suitable emblematic devices — 


of —— 
on one of the public reservations in 02 of W. n 
General La Fayette and his compatriots. „000. A 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call attention to the re} 
markable language of this ph, which provides for the 
of ‘‘astatue, with suitable —— devices thereon. Does that 
mean General La Fayette tattooed or otherwise ornamented? The 
idea seems very imperfectly expressed. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Honse conferees were not aware that the Com- 
mittee on the Library had ever considered this subject or had had an, 
opportunity to view the plans, and in that condition of the case con- 
ferees on the part of the House not intending Sonate bets whatever 
to the memory of General La Fayette, but, on By Pong diner Der Br Sei 
sensible of the great service rendered to the United States by that 
tinguished man, they yet felt that they would prefer that the House 
Committee on the Library should have something to say in relation to 
this matter. 

Mr. McCOMAS. My only desire was to call the attention of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to the rather 

liar lan of this paragraph. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am not responsible for the language, It isa 
Senate amendment. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further in- 
sist on its d ent to the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend so as to 
provide for the erection, not of a statue, but of a charitable institution 
tor inebriates. 
aati 78 GER. Mr. Speaker, that amendment is not germane to 

e bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I think the Recorp will show that 
when the bill was brought in and read through here under a suspension 
of the rules, I called attention to the fact that there were enormous 
appropriations in it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am quite sure that the 
tucky does not desire to put me to any personal inconvenience, 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. No more than the gentleman and the 
igh members of the committee and the rest of his friends have put 
me t 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam not aware that I have ever put anybody to 

inconvenience in this House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. This bill should have been reported a 
month or six weeks ago. 

Mr. RANDALL, Oh, well, if the gentleman does not appreciate my 

I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I am o to 
erecting a statute to the memory of La Fayette; not that I do not love 
his memory, not that I do not appreciate the services he rendered to 
our country, but because I believe that to build a monument to any- 
body in this age when there are thousands and millions who can not 
get bread, when there are thousands of children that are not educated, 
that are not properly clothed, when there are millions of people in the 
United States who can not read or write—and I do not mean the col- 
ored people alone, for there are thousands of whites who can not read 
or write—I say, sir, that at such atime and in such a condition of things 
it would be better and wiser to offset some of theevil, to alleviate some 
of the suffering that humanity is heir to in this free land by erecting 
and maintaining charitable institutions rather than follow the example 
of the barbarous and half-civilized nations of the past in erecting these 
costly monuments. 

Look at the monuments in this city. Look at the monument to Far- 
ragut; does any one feel proud of that? Look at the statue in Me- 
8 Square; does any one Who has exer studied a horse think that 

roper representation of a horse? There ought to be written un- 
—— ie This is a horse. 

A MEMBER. That would not be true. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend this 
amendment so as to read, For the purpose of erecting a charitable in- 
stitution for inebriates on one of the public reservations in the city of 
Washington, to the memory of La Fayette and his compatriots, $250,- 
000.” If that amount is not enough, let some future Congress supple- 


tleman from Ken- 


ment it. Thus you will build an appropriatemonument and one which 
the intelligent people of this country will appreciate far more highly 
than they will that pseudo-monolith sticking out of the mud of the Po- 
tomac Flats. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. Wire] that the House recede from its disagree- 
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ment to the amendment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an 
amendment. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. RANDALL, it was agreed 
to. 

The one hundred and ninety-seventh amendment of the Senate was 
read, as follows: 

Insert the following a line 2413: 

“That the Secretary of War, the chairman of the joint Committee on the Li- 
egy and the Architect Ay the Capitol are authorized to contract for and erect 
the said statue, and to d a suitable public reservation in the city of 
Washington as the site for said statue.” 

Mr. RANDALL. We in this case the same action as in the 
other; they may go together. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection the House will further in- 
sist on its disagreement to this amendment of the Senate. 

There was no objection. < 

The one hundred and ninety-eighth amendment of the Senate was 
read, as follows: 

Insert after line 2418: 

“To enable the Joint Committee on the Li to purchase the portrait of 
General George H. Thomas by Miss C. S. Ransom, 810,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist on its disa- 
greement to this amendment, and on that motion I demand the pre- 
vious question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. The next two amendments, the twelfth and the 
forty-ninth, can be considered together; and I presume it is not neces- 
sary to read them. One of the provisions which the Senate strike out 
relates to the sale of public in Boston at a minimum price of 
$225,000. It is provided that if the Secretary of the Treasury should 
deem this price too low he may appoint a board that shall fix the min- 
imum price. A similar a en is made in relation to the old post- 


office building . „000 being fixed as the minimum 
in that case. I move that ouse insist on its disagreement to these 
two amendments. 


The motion was to. 
hog SPRINGER. The fifty-ninth amendment is the one proposing 
the purchase of a site for a new post-office in this city. The amend- 
ment is in several sections, the first being as follows: 


That in order to de additional accommodations for the Post-Office De- 
ent and an F gibh Mee, the Postmaster-Gene: 


3 real estate embraced in square numbered 406 
— bounded by F street on the north, E street on the south, Eighth street on 
sa tr euch paper ai sam areby eppcopsiod out of ay mate ts 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield for a few moments to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE], a member of the Committee on Public 

and Grounds, who have considered this subject. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, Ido not think there was any difference 
at all in the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in regard to 
this matter. The Senate amendment is identical in its terms with a 
Senate bill which was referred to our committee, and which met with 
our unanimous disapproval in several of its features. We disapproved 
of this measure on two grounds, first, as to the amount; second, as to 
the frame of the bill (independently of the amount), for we believe it 
would allow opportunity for involving the Government in an unlimited 
expenditure in spite of the limitation named in the bill. 

The amount proposed to be is $640,000. We had a 
on this subject from an informal committee appointed jointly by the 
Senate and House Committees on Public Bui and Grounds; and 
we had the assurance of this committee that the whole of this property 
could be bought for $500,000 and perhaps for less. We also had the 
letter of a part owner to the same effect. The committee generally 
5 that this was the maximum limit to which the Government 
should go. 

In relation to the manner in which the measure is framed, it provides 
in the first place for the absolute purchase by parcels of about two- 
thirds of that square—not quite two-thirds; and authorizes certain 
prices acco: to a schedule and set of bids made by certain owners of 

property or their agents. The area of that square is 60,000 square feet; 
the area to which these offers apply is a little leas than 40,000 square 
feet—less than two-thirds. The exact area is 38,725 square feet. The 
bill undertakes to provide that the total cost of the square shall not 
exceed $640,000, yet it authorizes an expenditure of $538,500 for 38,725 
Square feet, leaving only $100,500 to buy more than half as much as 
the portion which is to cost $538,500. 

Furthermore, the schedules and estimates which are incorporated in 
this bill differ from each other in several important particulars, includ- 
ing the dimensions of the lots, as mentioned in the schedule and the 
ees rb vely. He res Hey? has been in oe six months 
would consider a con wi as a and 
le paduka prenar palasia tagin pe serege Aad Raila pinen 
upon any such offer in his private affairs. 


As to the other third part of the square we are informed thata portion 
of it is owned by minors, and another portion ischurch property. This 
third part embraces about 20,000 square feet; yet, without any positive 
assurance that the remainder of the square can be bought at a reason- 
able price, it is proposed in this measure to purchase the two-thirds, 
which is offered, parcel by parcel, and pay for it out of the Treasury. 
The result would be that after the Government had spent $540,000 it 
would own detached pieces of property scattered through this square, 
while as to other pieces, and in one instance where a party offers one 
piece he reserves another piece, the Government would beat the mercy 
of these owners. These are the reasons, briefly stated, why the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds by a unanimous vote repudi- 
ated this plan of legislation. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will yield now to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. BRAINERD] also a member of the committee. 

Mr. BRAINERD took the floor. 

Mr.. DUNHAM. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question. Do not let us debate this any longer, but let us vote. We 
are as ready to vote now as at any other time. 

Mr. BRAINERD. I desire to oppose it, and I will not occupy but a 
minute or two. This provision which has been puton the sundry civil 
appropriation bill by the Senate Laugh} not to be passed. Iam fully sat- 
isfied of that from an iny of the case, and our committee have 
fully investigated in Neat ant this property and considered it in all 
its aspects and we framed a bill providing for the purchase of this prop- 
erty for a sum not exceeding $500,000. That bill has been introduced 
and is now pending in this House. 

On reliable information furnished to us this poparty can be purchased 
for $500,000 or less. Iam informed its value is a little over 
$300,000. In my judgment, if this purchase is authorized by 
on the basis of $640,000, at least $140,000 of it is- money that will go 
into the hands of private speculators, and for one I am not willing the 
Government shall be placed in the power of under the pro- 
visions the Senate have introduced into this bill. Under those provisions 
this property would cost this Government an unlimited amount. The 
mode of acquirement of title in itself is sufficient to satisfy this House 
before the title shall be completed to that entire square, as contem- 
it would cost this Government far above $1,000,- 


plated by the 

000 instead of $640,000. 

Mr. BUDD. I move to adhere. I do not think this o ht to be 
5 If there ever was a job stuck into a bill is the 


Ihe SPEAKER. If there beno objection, the question will be taken 
on the motion of the 8 from Pennsylvania that the House in- 
sist on its 

The motion was rea to. 

Mr. SUMNER, of California. Mr. Speaker, I move to amend by ad- 
ding to the last Senate amendment, appropriating for public buildings, 
an amendment providing an appropriation of $350,000 for the purchase 
of a site for a post-office in San Francisco. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. , I rose in time to move an 
3 about the property between F and E and Ninth and Tenth 


The SPEAKER. The House has passed away from that subject. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Eurak the Chair will agree with me 
that instead of buying this piece perty, it would be better to amend 
so that the Pennsylvania should be compelled to keep out of 
the public grounds, and we should take that building and turn it into 
a city post-office. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is not e. I ask the House further to 
insist on its disagreement to the fourth amendment, which relates to 
the international boundary surveys between Mexico and the United 
States. I should like that to go into the conference for some sort of 
adjustment. 

The SPEAKER. It has not been read. 

Mr. RANDALL, I think it has been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the vote be taken as a whole on the 
various propositions relating to public buildings, and on that [demand 


the previous question. 
I have been on the floor addressing 


BROWN, of Pennsylvania. 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has made a re- 
quest which the Chair has not stated to the House. The gentleman 
asks the House to vote as a whole on propositions relating to public 
buildings. 

Several members objected. 

The SPEAKER. If that is acceded to, gentlemen might still offer 
their amendments. 

Mr. POLAND. I desire to have a separate vote on amendment 62. 

TheSPEAKER. If gentlemen will indicate the amendment on which 
they ask for a separate vote, time will be saved. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire separate votes. 

The SPEAKER. TheChair asks gentlemen to indicate all proposi- 
tions on which they desire separate votes. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire to move an amendment. 
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The SPEAKER. The suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is objected to. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask the sixth amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For court-house and post-office at Abingdon, Va. : For completion under pres- 
ent limit, $25,000. 


Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. What is the population? What is the 
necessity for it > 

Mr. RANDALL. I think about 3,000, but- I am not certain. I 
want to test the sense of the House whether they want any other build- 
ings added to the million seven hundred thousand dollars which the 
Senate have 

Mr. BUDD. I think it will facilitate business if I can—— 

Mr. RANDALL. I will make a statement. If the House want ad- 
ditional buildings they can vote down the previous question. If the 
House wants there shall be a concurrence in all these propositions of 
the Senate they can take that vote. I demand the previous question. 
If that is voted down, then I am no longer in charge of this subject. 

The SPEAKER. Of this particular amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did desire to have a single vote on these thirty- 
nine separate amendments which relate to the public buildings. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire to make a statement to gentlemen of the 
House. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will withdraw his demand 
for the previous question a moment—— 

Mr. RANDALL, I do not want to lose the floor. 

Mr. BUDD. I will not take you off the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing to listen. 

Mr. BUDD. In these amendments added by the Senate, and which 
you say contain additional ee for buildings, it will be found 
that some have already passed by separate bills in both Houses and 
have become laws. There are certain bills which have passed the Sen- 
ate and the House, for instance the bill for the Sacramento post- 
office, providing that a post-office shall be erected there. But the bill 
is inoperative. It seems that in some of these bills the appropriating 
words have been omitted by some oversight, and consequently what is 
claimed as an increase or addition by the Senate is simply an appro- 
priation to carry out laws that have been enacted. That is the reason 
why I ask to have a separate vote expressly upon that particular amend- 
ment, 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move that the House recede from its disagree- 
ment to the amendments of the Senate, and to the same: 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the gentleman e that motion as to all 
these separate amendments? 

Mr. WASHBURN. I will amend my motion, and move that the 
House recede from all its disagreements to these amendments with an 
amendment. 

Mr. BUDD. I must demand a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. That has been already demanded. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that the 
House further insist on its disagreements to the amendments of the 
Senate, and on that demands the previous question. P. that mo- 
tion the gentleman from Minnesota moves to recede from the disagree- 
ments and agree with an amendment, which isin order and not debata- 
ble pending the demand for the previous question. The gentleman 
will state the amendment. 

Mr. BUDD. I want to say that a separate vote will be insisted on 
in this case. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to me for an amendment ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Without waiving the right to call the previous 
pending ag ose I v to ome a moment to the gen- 


that a . on the motion. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, » bY Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate further insisted upon its amendments, to by 
the House, to the bill making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government, and agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes on said bill, and 
had appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. CocKRELL man- 


agers at said conference on the part of the Senate. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from In- 
diana if he desires recognition. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise tomake aparliamentaryinquiry. The motion 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, my colleague, is that the House 

to all of these amendments, as I understand. 

TheSPEAKER. That was objected to, and a separate vote demanded 
upon each. 

Mr. BAYNE. Then I ask the attention of gentlemen a moment. 
In the interest of harmony and the dispatch of the public business, I 


ask that unanimous consent be given that a vote be a on all these 


amendments put in by the Senate at one time, and then if thatis voted 
down, that gentlemen desiring to offer amendments shall have the op- 
portunity to do so. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I object. 

Mr. RANDALL. I again make this suggestion: Let us take all of 
the amendments but the last in one motion, and that can be used asa 
basis for offering amendments up to a reasonable hour. 

Mr. BUDD. No, sir; I will object to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. I suggest that if the House will permit a vote to 
be taken on all the amendments except the last proposition, then that 
proposition can be submitted to a separate vote, and if the House de- 
sires further amendments all they have to do is to vote down the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BUDD. Why can not that be done on the first amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I want to expedite the consideration of the 
bill. 

Mr. BUDD. It will expedite it just as much if the vote is taken on 
the first amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think not. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if it be true as alleged that the Senate has amended this 
bill by adding some four millions of dollars for public buildings? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, sir; not so much. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. About what is the amount? 

Mr. RANDALL. In the neighborhood of 51, 600,000. 

Mr. POLAND. Excluding the post-office here? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I reserve the right to offer an amend- 
mee to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can not reserve the right when the 
previous question isdemanded. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. I submit to my colleague that he 
should allow an amendment 

Mr. BUDD. U insist opon the regular order. The Speaker has de- 
cided that the vote must be taken separately when demanded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous question. 

The Sic 8. and ei were—ayes 62; noes 19. 


rder. 
2 Can not this business be laid aside by a conference 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is a conference report. 
Mr. KEIFER. The conference report has been adopted. This is 


outside of the a Res erie to it. 
Mr. WASHB It seems to me the whole matter can be arranged 


satisfactorily in a moment if gentlemen will hear a proposition. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will submit a proposition. I am willing that 
these amendments may be offered, provided that gentlemen who offer 
them if they are voted down will not take advantage of the fact to re 
quire a quorum. 

Mr. LEWIS. Iam willing. 

Mr. CASSIDY. And I shall not object. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. b is exactly what I want. I 
have been wishing to get a vote on a bill of mine for a long time. 

Mr. BUDD. I want to understand the question before givin 
assent. This relates to any amendment W to this Fun 

Mr. KEIFER. I have a little bill here. 

The SPEAKER. Any amendment that would be in order under the 
rules of the House would be in order if the agreement should be con- 
gora, Is 3 to 5 

of Kentucky. t is but a of the em upon 
which this bill has been Ip sob 85 

The SPEAKER. That is not a matter to be discussed now. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I want to say I yield none of my rights 
to call a quorum, if I believe at any time a quorum ought to be de- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky objects to the ar- 
pas mand r proposed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

r. HATCH, of Missouri. Ido not understand the gentleman from 
Kentucky to object. He merely stated his own position. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I stated I would not bind myself not to 
demand a quorum simply because gentlemen have bills that they want 
to go into this bill with the other buildings which some members of 
the House through influence with the House committee have put in, 
and which some members of the Senate have put in, having gone one 
better through members of the Senate committee. I do not propose to 
be bound by any agreement that shall prevent me from exercising my 
right to demand a quorum if I should think it necessary. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
babes to object practically to the proposition I have made. I there- 
fore ask to postpone the consideration of the sundry civil bill so as to 


enable the of the committee of conference on the naval appropri- 
ation bill to be made. - 
Several members objected. 


1885. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the amendments which the 


House is now considering are not part of a conference and that 


th 

N or bidders, made after at least sixty days’ advertisement 
1 in five leading newspapers, inviting proposals for constructing ves- 
, as 


the consideration of those amendments may be interrupted by a con- | seis, subject to al 


ference report, which is privileged under the rules of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I present the conference report on the naval ap- 
propriation bill. And I will say that I desire to take the naval bill 

into conference as quickly as I can. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire tostate at this point for the information of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and others who may 
have misunderstood me that all I asked was that gentlemen who had 
amendments might have the right to offer them. 

Mr. RANDALL, I have been generous in the highest degree, but I 
have been met by an objection which prevents me from proceeding with 
that part of the business which relates to thesundrycivil bill. I have 
asked that the consideration of that bill be postponed until I can secure 
a quorum here to test the sense of the House on the Senate amend- 
ments, 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the conference report sent up 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

‘The committee of conference on the ys dpe pee of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, having mot, after full 
and free conference have been unable to agree. 


JAMES B. BECK, 
Hanagers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have order and I will make a state- 
ment to the House. The real difficulties as to the naval appropriation 
bill are not so great as the general disagreement reported by the con- 
ference committee would seem to indicate. There are but four or five 
real points in controversy about which the conferees on the part of the 
House and of the Senate do not seem at present to be able to agree. 

The first relates to the $400,000 a) in reference to what is 
known as the wooden vessel New York, at Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The next is the proposition of the Senate for the construction of two 
cruisers, which shall be from 3,000 to 5,000 tons displacement, and to 
cost $1,100,000, exclusive of the armament. 

The next is as to a heavy gunboat of about 1,600 tons displacement, 
at a cost not ex „000 without the armament. : . 

The next is as to a light gunboat of about 800 tons displacement, to 
cost about $275,000, And in this connection I will say the difficulty 
arose in the conference whether that board which now exists, known 
as the naval advisory board, should be given anything to do with the 
construction of the vessels to which I have just referred. The arma- 
ment for these four vessels is appropriated for in the Senate amend- 
ment to the extent of $500,000. 

The next is as to the item inserted by the Senate appropriating $2,- 
000,000 for the commencement of work on the double turreted moni- 
tors, which will cost to complete, as is well known by all of us, $4,- 


250,000. 
Then again there is a proviso requiring that the purchase of the ar- 
c competition. Not a word 


mor contracted for shall be free to open pu 
is there said as to domestic material. 5 

The next difficulty is as to what is known as the Ericsson Destroyer, 
to which the conferees on the part of the House decline to assent. 

eee ry. a gta ess to the two cruisers and as to the heavy 
gunboat and the light gunboat there was submitted a proposition in 
lieu of the one providing for the construction of the four vessels which 
I have named. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Was that offered by the House conferees? 

Mr. RANDALL, I offered it as one of the House confe and I 
believe I would have had, if the Senate conferees had assented, the con- 
currence of one of my associates, perhaps both. I do not know as to 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona]; he can speak for him- 
self. I ask the Clerk to read that proposition. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


These vesscls are to be constructed of steel of domestic manufacture, having 
as near as may be a tensile strength of not less than 60,000 pounds to the square 
inch and a ductility in eight inches of not less than 25 per cent. Neither of the 
vessels hereby au e to be built shall be contracted for or commenced until 
full and complete detail drawings and e thereof in all its parts, in- 
cluding the hull, engines, and boilers, have been made and approved by 
the Navy Department. And after said drawings and specifications have been 
made and the contract entered into for building the same they shall not be 
changed in any respect, when the cost of such change in the construction shall 
exceed $500, except upon the recommendation of the chief constructor and the 
engineer in chief in writing and with the approval and upon the written order 
of the Secretary of the Navy. And if changes are thus made actual cost 
thereof and the damage caused thereby shall be ascertained, estimated, and de- 
termined by the Navy Department through the 54 en bureaus; and in any 
contract made pursuant to this act it shall be prov! in the terms thereof that 
the contractor shall be bound by the determination of the Navy De entasto 
the amount of increased or diminished compensation said contractor shall 
de entitled to receive in consequence of such change or changes, 

In the event that the whole or any part of the vessels provided for are built 


, tools, and 
liances belonging to the Government there in use in the bui iy, be said 

great an extent as the same 
provided That at 
the same time that he shall advertise for proposals for contracts for the eonstruo- 
tion of said vessels, he shall cause estimates to be made of the cost of their con- 


struction in the navy- which estimates shall be sealed and only on 
the day when the bids for contracts are opened, and if it shall to the 
satisfaction of the Secret: of the Navy t the work of const ion can be 
better and more economically done in the navy-yards, he may with the approval 


of the President reject all bids and cause the work to be done in the navy-yards, 


Mr. RANDALL. The view of certain gentlemen, whom I need not 
more particularly describe, was that these vessels should be confined 
in their construction to private contractors and that the navy-yards 
should have nothing to do with them; such being alleged to be the 
tendency of the popular mind. There was also the idea put forth that 
the navy-yards could not compete with private contractors in conse- 
quence of the eight-hour law, which it was said gave the private con- 
tractors an advantage of about 20 per cent, to with. But as one 
of the conferees I thought it would bean advisable provision, as it would 
prevent in some degree a combination against the Government among 
the few private contractors who construct these vessels, and that, as a 
means of preventing such combinations, we might bring in the Depart- 
ment to bid against them. 

There was not much controversy as to the number of vessels to be 
built, but there was controversy as to whether we should place these 
two new cruisers, as provided in the Senate amendment, again under the 
contrel of the advisory board, and it was finally thought that that 
would be nothing more nor less than duplicating the cruisers now in 
the course of construction. In addition, one of the conferees desired 
that one of these vessels might be of such dimensions as would compare 
favorably with any battle-ship that is now afloat, and to that end it was 
desired that the restriction as to tonnage displacement which is provided 
for in the Senate bill should be fixed at between 3,000 and 5,000 tons 
and should be extended so that it might reach as high as 8,000 tons. 
I have stated the difficulties that presented themselves, but I think 
that. perhaps an effort should be made to reconcile those differences by 
another conference, and for that purpose I ask that this House non- 
concur, and ask a further conference. I yield nowto the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone]. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. 8 „it is at this hour hardly worth any one’s 
while, and I doubt if it is the wish of the House, to discuss at length 
the merits of the questions which are involved in this bill. The issue 
that is now before us is a practical one. If it be desired to escape the 
necessity of an extra session for the purpose of ing a naval appro- 
priation bill one of two things must be done, as I am satisfied from my 
experience in conference during the last three or four hours. Either 
this House must make up its mind to agree to the following proposi- 
tions: First, that the limit for repairs of wooden ships shall be 20 per 
cent.; second, that it is not worth while at present to enter upon the 
completion of the wooden ship New York; and third, that in moving 
for an increase of the Navy we adopt the general principle of empow- 
ering the Secretary of the Navy and the new administration to construct 
two cruisers, ranging from 3,000 to 5,000 tons displacement, together 
with one heavily armed gunboat and one lighter armed gunboat; leav- 
ing the character and description of the cruisers and gunboats to be de- 
termined by the incoming authorities—cither this, or, on the other hand, 
we must lay aside all idea of an increase of the Navy during the present 
year and content ourselves with simply agreeing upon a bill which will 
pay the wages of the officers, sailors, and marines, keep the ordinary 

ureaus going, and let the incoming administration and the new Secre- 
tary of the Navy consider during the summer the whole general ques- 
tion of the increase of the Navy and report to the next Congress. 
These are the two plain practical alternatives that present themselves. 
It is a waste of time now to discuss the question of iron cruisers or 
wooden ships and all that. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Are those propositions demanded by the Senate? 

Mr. LONG. Ifthe gentleman will excuse me, Ican notin terms say 
that they are. If they were I should not have the parliamentary right 
to say so. But I have stated the simple, plain question. I repeat it 
again, if we desire to avoid an extra session so far as this matter is 
concerned let us agree on a bill (and I am sure we can) to provide for 
the current force of the Navy; or let us agree to an increase of the naval 
force in the general manner embodied in the Senate amendment to this 
bill, which is iron ships instead of wooden, and no more repairs at 
great expense of our wooden navy. And, coming now to the details 


of the proposition oéthe Senate embraced in this bill, it is by no means 
a harsh or narrow one. 

What is the proposition? It is: First, that there be appropriated 
money for the construction of two cruisers of not less than 3,000 or more 
than 5,000 tons displacement. That is all the limitation that is pro- 
vided in the bill as to these two vessels. All the rest is left to the re- 
sponsible head, the Secretary of the Navy, and to the President, his. 
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without saying that in the construction of these two 
and plans ob- 
security, power, 


superior. It goes 
— — Will be sought, the best desi 
of modern inventi 


t. As to these gunboats 
size and general description and cost is placed on the responsibility of 
the rig eres except as follows: And, further, authority is hereby 
given for the construction of said four vessels, at not exceeding the 
total cost for each above specified, in accordance with such final plan 
as may be determined upon, after a revision and reconsideration of all 
designs which have been heretofore made.“ 

Not necessarily, it will be observed, to construct them at once, but 
leaving ample time for the Secretary to consider and mature the best 
plans. He may, if he pases, take a whole year to consider and ma- 
ture them, but after he has determined upon the plans then the vessels 
are to be constructed ‘‘in the manner and in conformity to the condi- 
tions and limitations provided for the construction of the new cruisers 
in the acts of August 5, 1882, and of March 3, 1883.” 

Those acts very carefully guard the contracts for the construction of 
Teso jor mone yen It is true that these acts require the ad- 
vice of an advisory board, and I certainly should desire, so far as that 
advisory board is concerned, that that part of these acts should be 
waived in the construction of these vessels. 


On this basis I believe we shall find elsewhere a readiness to unite | 


with us cordially in putting it within the er of the new adminis- 
tration to construct these additions to our Navy varying in their type 
and size as described, with a large discretion conferred upon the new 
Secretary of the Navy, a discretion which certainly ought to be satis- 
factory to the incoming administration and to those who support it. 

A MEMBER. What about the monitors? 

Mr. LONG. With regard to the monitors I can only say, from such 
observation as I have had, that the consideration of them was not spe- 
cially reached. While I believe they should be completed, and when 
com stad aril stain ODEIO DES of dur BENOE ESG TAO 
not e the question of their construction at this 
should or will stand in the way of an agreement between the two 
branches. I do think, however, we must make up our minds to aban- 
don the idea of spending money on wooden vessels, either in the ex- 
cessive repair of old ones or in the completion of the New York, and 
also to increase the navy in the manner proposed by the Senate, giving 
this large discretion to the incoming administration, and holding it to 
strict responsibility. Either there must be an agreement upon that 
basis, or else an agreement can undoubtedly be had upon a bill—if the 
Democracy care to go to the country on that—which shall simply ap- 


priate money enough to keep the present navy going ina ctory 
i The „VVV 
of time is to insist and for a new conference. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. To go back into conference and agree on 


something. 

Mr. LONG. Les, sir. 

Mr. TALBOTT the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has called the previous question. Does 
he yield to the gentleman from Maryland? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection; but the gentleman will bear 
in mind that only five hours of this session remain. 

- Mr. TALBOTT. And I hope the 83 from Pennsylvania will 


bear in mind that the Committee on Naval Affairs has been ignored in 
this whole arrangement. 
Mr. RANDAL On the contrary, we have conferred constantly with 


individual members of the Naval Committee, and particularly with its 
chairman. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. TALBOTT. Five minutes will be sufficient. 

Mr. RANDALL. Very well. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Appropriations 
brought into this House some new legislation looking toward the recon- 
struction of the navy and the building of new vessels. That legisla- 
tion was ruled out by the Chair on a point of order. An amendment 
was offered by m makingan 8 for the only vessel that 
was authorized to be constructed. Senate has struck out that pro- 
vision and inserted some amendments. I wish to say that the amend- 
ments adopted by the Senate for the censtruction of the steel craisers 
and their armament are substantially in accord with what the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs believe to be right. 

Mr. McADOO. Except as to the monitors. 

Mr. TALBOTT. I am only speaking of the steel cruisers. The 
Committee on Naval Affairs has a right to be heard on this question. 
I am not antagonizing the chairman of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations. All we ask is that this legislation be con in. 

I agree to the proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania as to 
competition in work of construction between the nayy-yards and 
the contractors. I had prepared such an amendment myself, and had 
j the matter to some members of the Senate. An amendment 
of kind, which will bring about competition between the 


bureaus 
of the Navy Department on the one hand and naval contractors on the L Culley; ~ 


other ought to be adopted. Now I ask the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to comply with the demand of the country and begin the re- 
construction of anavy. That is all the Committee on Naval Affairs 
ask, and I am satisfied from what the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] has said that he concurs in desiring this object. 
I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. McApoo]. 
Mr. McADOO. Mr. Speaker, both the Senate and the House are 
that these cruisers should be built. I think the House will 
agree—I know this portion of it will—as to the monitors. Now we 
can have these cruisers; we can have them constructed to be the equals 
of the Esmeralda, the finest type of her class of vessel; and they can 
be built by the incoming administration; they can be built this year. 
273... fe: Gracy pucticuian will neria 
vania, to w) agree in every cular, ado 
House and sent to the Senate, £ Z. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'The question is now on seconding the 
previous question. ‘ 
The pon question was seconded, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The next question is upon accepting 
the report of the committee. 
The rt was aacepted. 
Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House further insist on its disa- 
greement to the amendments of the Senate and ask a conference. 
Mr. THOMAS, Is it in order to move to concur in the amendments 
of the Senate. 
Mr. RANDALL. Ihave moved the previous question. 
Mr. THOMAS. That can not cut off the motion to concur. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to concur is in order, and 
ence of the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. THOMAS. At the solicitation of the gentleman having this bill 
in charge I withdraw my motion, so that the bill may go to a further 
conference. 
The question being taken upon the motion of Mr. RANDALL that the 
House further insist on its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 


time | ate and ask a further conference, it was agreed to; and the Speaker an- 


nounced the appointment of Mr. HUTCHINS, Mr. RANDALL, and Mr. 


LonG as the conferees on the part of the House. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the joint resolution 
5 Res, 347) to provide for printing additional copies of the report of the 

mmittee on Military Affairs on investigation of national homes for 
disabled volunteer soldiers, 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the naval appropriation bill, agreed 
to the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of the Senate 
Mr. HALE, Mr. PLUMB, and Mr. BECK. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL, 

Mr. RANDALL. Iagain ask to resume the consideration of the sun- 
dry civil bill. £ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair). That is 
the pending question before the House, 

Mr. ALL. I move that these gentlemen may be allowed to 
have their measures voted on. I want a vote on all but the last. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
moves to non-concur except as to the last amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. BUDD. I move that the House concur in all but the last. 

Mr. RANDALL. Task that the same understanding shall be carried 
out as to a quorum and the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUDD. That is understood. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that yeas and 
nays are not to be ordered on the point made of no quorum. 

Mr. CASSIDY. What sort of amendments are in order? 

Mr. W. of Ohio. Will the Chair state the p ition? 

The SP. pro tempore. The proposition will be distinctly 
stated, so it ee understood. ‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
moves that the House insist on its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate, except the last one. The gentleman from California [Mr. 
Bopp] moves to concur in all but the last. The question is first on 
the latter motion. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 62. 
Mr. RANDALL. I must ask for tellers to emphasize the vote. I 
have no means of getting the and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. RANDALL and Mr. WASHBURN were 
appointed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 

they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 


tire te a est menting pas 111 
A bi granting a pension ydia S. Huggins; 
A bill K R. 1615) for the relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. 
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A bill (H. R. 1710) granting a pension to George W. Bean; 

A bill (H. R. 1866) granting a pension to Calvin L. Knick; 

A bill (H. R. 2377) granting a pension to James Stockton; 
A bill (H. R. 2645 ting a pension to Esther Hudson, mother of 
William H. Hudson, deceased, late of Company G, Twenty-sixth Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Volunteers, and Company E, One hundred and 
ninety-first iment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4393) for the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Coffin; 

A bill (H. R. 4605) granting a pension to Ellen Edmiston; 

A bill (H. R. 5086) for the relief of Elizabeth W. Creighton; 

A bill (H. R. 5309) for the relief of Charles Milk; 

A bill (H. R. 7434) granting g a pension to Sylvester kipato 

PEEN = 5 7503) for the 5 Dane, Menta n; 

A bi 7718) restoring Jo yder to pension-ro 

4 B EAA granting a pension’ to Rosanna Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 7 granting a pension to Flaherty; 

A bill (H. R. 8048) to increase the 0 of Berdinand Hercher; 

A bill (H. R. 8082) granting a pension to Lina J. Stearns; and 

A bill (H. R. 8189) granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton. 


SUNDRY CIVIL BILL. A 
The House divided on Mr. BUDD’s motion to concur in all the amend- 
ments but the last. 
The House divided; and the tellers repo1ted—ayes 77, noes 53. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
-sixth amendment of the Senate : 


of not less than fifty feet, incl 
propriated for this pu shal 
ng 


question 

Mr. RANDALL. That is the pending amendment. 

Mr. THOMPSON rose. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. _ I now move to concur in the Senate amend- 
ment with an amendment. i i 
ae 5 I raise the question of order upon that paragraph 

the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Indiana offers 
an amendment—— 

Mr. THOMPSON. I made the point of order before that was offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the point of 
order; but will first state the condition of the question. 

The gentleman from Kentucky makes the point of order that the 
amendment just read by the Clerk must have its first consideration in 
a Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Thatiscontrary to the agreement. We have agreed 
to allow all amendments to be offered and every amendment to be 
voted on. 

' Mr. RANDALL. But gentlemen should discriminate. If this bill 
is loaded down no one can answer for it. I think the House had better 
not load it down or be unreasonable in itsdemand. An hour or two 
“will be all the time that this bill can be kept away from the Senate. 

Mr. CASSIDY. The ent ehtered into by unanimous consent 
provides that all proper amendments shall be in order and be voted 


ir. GOFF. That is the agreement. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Ves, sir. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the pending ques- 
tion. The gentleman from Indiana moves that the House recede from 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment and agree to the same with 
an amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For court-house and ffice at New Albany, Ind., of a site for 
erection of building, $100 000.” s parhan 


„ 


Mr. KEIFER. I move to amend the amendment by inserting what 


Isend to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that if amend- 
ments are to be offered in the ordinary manner as provided by the rule 
it would lead to confusion. 

Mr. CASSIDY. It was expressly stipulated that all these should be 


in eA although no agreement was made as to how they should be 


Mr. RANDALL. Leta vote be taken on each one separately as it 
is offered. 


Mr. CASSIDY. I do not want to limit that to two or three amend- 
ments which may be offered under the rule, but to allow all the amend- 
ments to be offered that are in orderand take them up seriatim to con- 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from Ohio insists 
upon his motion, the Chair could not entertain or receive any more 
amendments until the motion is put to the House and determined. 

Mr. CASSIDY. But that is not in accordance with the order of the 
House. 

Mr. BUDD. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUDD. The Chair is deciding a point of order before it is 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from California will 
allow the Chair to state the question. 

Mr. BUDD. But I claim that the Chair is deciding a question that 
is not raised. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I submit that all the amendments on this subject 
should be sent to theSpeaker’s table or to the Clerk’s desk and be con- 
sidered as pending amendments under the order of the House, to be 

of in their order. 

Mr. RANDALL. But I desire to havea separate vote upon each. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I submit to that, but every amendment thatis per- 
tinent to this bill should be presented at the Clerk’s desk, and must 
be in order under the agreement. 

Mr. BUDD. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I desire the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to say, so that there may be no misunderstand- 
ing, as we are now proceeding by unanimous consent and by agreement, 
that a vote is to be taken upon these amendments in the House 

Mr. COSGROVE. I object to any other unanimons consents. 

Mr. BUDD. It was understood that these propositions were to be 
voted on, each one separately and in order, to carry out that consent. 
When one is voted on then another one will Menn 
whether there be half a dozen pending or only two. 

Mr. RANDALL. The e OE: conten Wie hake ee eee 
as to who shall offer these amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The — from Kentucky raises 
the question of alee: which he will now state. 

Me THOMPSON. The F 
N must receive its first consideration in Committee of the 

ole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman made the point of 
order upon the Senate amendment, which was not subject to that point 
of order for the reason that it had been under consideration by the 
House for some time and was a part of the report which had been con- 
sidered and without objection. 

Mr. CASSIDY. It is too late to make the point of order upon it at 
nw of the proceedings. 

5 Mr. KEIFER. It is too late to make the point of order upon any of 
em. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House has considered the Senate 
amendments, and that question, the Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky, is now beyond the reach of the point of order. The 
House only divided the question, the first part of it having been con- 
sidered and agreed to on a separate vote. The Chair will entertain a 
point of order upon the proposed amendments as they are submitted 
to the House. 

The gentleman from Indiana moves that the House recede from its 
disagreement to the Senate amendment to this bill and agree to the 
same with an amendment, which the Clerk has reported. 

Mr. RANDALL. On that I ask the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr. Speaker, as soon as that amendment was 
read and before the gentleman offered an amendment I made a point 
of order upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair distinctly stated that the 
amendment was in order and the gentleman from Kentucky made the 
T which had been under con- 


Mr. THOMPSON. As soon as it was read I made the point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But it had been considered before and 
was simply a part of a divided question. It was not subject to the 
point of order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is in order, but the gentleman from 
Kentucky has made a point of order, which is pending. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. And I ask that this amendment may be pend- 


. THOMPSON. U insist upon the point of order. 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I desire to state the situation of the bill 
which I have asked to incorporate as a part of this proposition. 
Mr. THOMPSON. I make the point of order on that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky makes the point 
of aea upon the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. CASSIDY. I submit that under the order of the Howe all 
proper amendments were in order to this bill. 
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Mr. BUDD. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. And they can not be ruled out on 
pous of order. 

Mr. KEIFER. No; they must be taken up for consideration in the 
House under the order of the House. 

Mr, STOCKSLAGER rose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
THOMPSON] makes the point of order. The Chair will hear the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. SrocKSLAGER] on the point of order. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I submit that the point of order does not lie 
against this bill because it has been in Committee of the Whole House 
on thestate of the Union and been favorably reported. Besides that, 
it was not raised in proper time. 

Mr. CASSIDY. That isnot the point. We made a stipulation that 
all amendments were to be in order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I thinkif we have quiet and gentlemen will agree 
to take their turns we will get along a good deal faster. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A point of order has been raised by 
the gentleman —.— Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON]. The Chair desires 
that gentleman to state now-what is his point of order. 

Mr, THOMPSON rose. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky has risen to state 
his t of order. . 

. THOMPSON. The point of order I make on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana is that it makes an appropriation of money, 
and must receive its first consideration in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KEIFER. Under what rule? 

Mr. THOMPSON. In the second place, if, as the gentleman from 
Indiana says, this has been already considered and passed upon in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, an it is the 
substance of another bill which has been passed upon by the House and 
3 upon this bill. 

Tha‘ 


t will not apply to m 
Mr. STOCKSLAGER. The pein hacky 


wir THOMPSON. Td. ding before the House in any sense. 
3 THOMPSON. I do not understand that any amendment is pend- 
ager Renee of the gentleman from Indiana. 
ER. The Chair held that my amendment was in order as 
an Šik, KEIFEI to the amendment. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its , informed 
the House that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee of 
conference on the votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
peace Ot AA anae a oat (H. R. 8255) appropriations to 

ly deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30. 885, and for prior years, and ſor other purposes. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask that the consideration of the bill 
be postponed for the present, to give the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. 
pua 1 opportunity of presenting a conference report, which is al- 

n order. 

The SPEAKER. That is in order. The conference report can in- 
terrupt this proceeding. 

Mr. CASSIDY. But what we are now considering is a conference 


Fhe SPEAKER. The conference report on the 


tion. 
ve offered is not the 


civil — 
priation bill has been agreed to. The House is considering certain 
amendments to the bill. 
DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BURNES. I present the of the committee of conference 
on the deficiency appropriation bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The committee of conference on the d votes of the two Houses on 
pee eye nr mre of the Senate to the bill R. ) making ms to 
ly deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year end! ‘une 30, 1885, 
— for prior years, and for other p having met, after and con- 
e ve to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as fo! 


í gogo Senate recede from its amendments numbered 8, 9, 15, 16, 21, 28, 38,39, 
45, 50, 63, 67, 69, B 89, 180, 198, and 199. 

‘ the House recede from ment to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 1 1 10.1, 12, 13. 17, 19, 20, 23, 24, 28, 27, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 
36, 37, 40, 41, n43, 44,46, 47 ey eS 58,59, 60, 61, 62, 64, 65, 66, 68. 70, 71,7273, 75,78, 
83, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106. 107,1 
it 10 155 112, 113, 114, 121, 123, 124. 125, 126. 127, 128, 129, 130, 131, 132. 133, IH, 135, 136, 

37,138, 139, 140, 141, 142, 143, 14, 145, 146, 147, 148, 119, 150, 151, 152. 153, UM, 155, 156, 157, 
156 150, 160, 161, 162,163, 164, 165, 166,167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176,177, 1 
2 188.1 81. 186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194. 195, 196, 197, and 200; an 
to the same. 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 14, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 
+ After the word “ eae ” where it occurs in said amendment, insert the 
words “at Tucson, Arizona.“ 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its e be of the Sepate 


numbered d agree to the sam an am as follows? 
In lieu of ote 3 815,000.“ h 
And the Senate agree tothe same. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to „ 
numbered 22, and agree to the same with an amendment 
In lieu ie said amendment insert the follo 
“The A General of the United States is required to 9 the 
judgments and awards the United States under an act of Con- 
FC in the im n 
he State of Wisconsin,’ oe March 3, 1875, and to report to Co: 
the next session whether the ility of the United States therefor is established 
and what amount — 54 anna thereon.” 
And the Senate agree 
That the House 5 teen its di disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 25, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum named insert $25,000; and the Senate to the same. 
That the House recede from its disa, t to the amendment of the Senate 
to the same with an amendmentas follows; Insert after 
riage the following: during the current fisca) year; and the 
same. 


A e ee ent to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 52, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Insert aſter 
the word certified the 3 during the current fiscal year; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

PRS obey e . 

bares oo aoe 5 to othe | same with anamendmentas follows: Insert after 
the ne words “g — a the Boece “during the current fiscal year; and 

e Senate 

That the 8 nt to the amendment of the Senate 


numbered 54, and agree to the same 
> re word “certified” the 3 : 


nonae agree to the same, 

That the recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
prie me from 115 to 119 8 and agree to the same with an amendment 
as follows: 

In lieu of 51 amended A insert the ſollowing 

To enable the Senate and the Olerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to pay to the and employés of their ive Houses borne 
calles suatesetht ection tog: AA CA APES teen PAIA IUA O ine, WINT 

one month's e pa; e com on then em W. W 

Fam shall be immediately available. 


the to the same, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 120, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: 
After said amendment insert as a new paragray the following 
For one page in the Clerk's office, ution of the House of Decem- 
3 from March 4 to December 7, 1885, at $2 per day, $555.” 


same. 
its ent to the amendment of the Senate 
agree to the same with an amendmentas follows: In lieu of 
insert the following: “five thousand dollars; said sum to be 
draft of the chairman of said 3 in sums not exceeding 
one time; and the Senate agree to the sa: 
ouse from its aragi roe tothe — A A the popa 
numbered 185, —— to's to the s same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert following: gree 7 all such claims readjusted 
upto 1 14, 1885, 7578485 ” and the Senate agree to the same. 
JAMES N, BURNES, 
JOHN D. LONG, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
EUGENE HALE, 
W. B. ALLISON, 
F. M. COCKRELL 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. BURN ES. I move the adoption of the report, and upon that 
motion I demand the peerious question. 

The motion was a 

Mr. BURNES moved 9 9 the vote by which the 
the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved to 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed. to. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Several MEMBERS. lar order. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. r. Speaker, I ask the Chair to state the ques- 
tion that is before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The House will re- 
sume the consideration of the amendments to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; and the Chair desires to have a distinct understanding 
as to what was the agreement on that subject. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I merely wish to say that unless 


“ during the current fiscal 


8 an 


of 
the 


tithe SEEAKER oro the House by 8 o’clock this morning it will fail. 
The SPE re. The Chair desires to w what the 
agreement was . to the amendments to this bill—whether 


they were to come up subject to the point of order or whether they 
were all to be submitted and voted upon. 

Mr. BUDD. They were to 5 upon, as the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] has stated. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] to state the agreement that was made. 
Was each amendment to be voted upon as it came up? 

Mr. RANDALL. Each 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the Chair overrules the point of 
order made by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, the RECORD will show the fact, but 
I say now there is not a word or a letter in the RECORD or the Journal 
that precludes the point of order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, when these amendments are 
offered they must be considered under the rules. The rules are not 


tary ing 
n atl tase tf me sono arteries 


Badin a al Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamen 
ia obtained. 
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Pegs rps oe 
question now pending before the House. 
The SPEAKER 


I desire to ask the Chair to state to the House 


pro tempore. The Chair was about to state the ques- 
tion, but it „ somewhat upon whether the Chair could entertain 
points of order upon amendments offered to this bill. If points of order 
were to be made upon those amendments e ee bacon 
would be upon the point of order raised by the gen Ken- 
tucky [Mr. THOMPSON], but if points of order were not to be raised 
and each amendment was to be voted upon as it was offered then of 
eourse the Chair would overrule the point made by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. THOMPSON]. 
Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, my understanding was that these 
tions were to be voted upon separately, but the RECORD and 
the Journal will show whether there was any reservation of points of 
order. . That does not depend upon any member’s statement. 

Mr. CASSIDY (to Mr. RANDALL). Then that was an unfair propo- 
sition. We agreed upon our side that we would not raise points of 
order, and no] 

Mr. RANDALL. I have raised no point of order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It is never unfair to stand by the rules. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Well, if gentlemen are going to quibble about this 
they can not 3 bill 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair submits to gentlemen that 
unless they observe order no business can be done. 

Mr. CASSIDY. But this is a special rule. 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). There seems to bea 

on the floor of the House as to what the order was. 

The present occupant of the chair was not presiding at the time this 

—— was made, and will therefore ask the Clerk to read that part | 5 
proceedings which relates to this subject. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. Before that is done I desire to say a word. 
I insist again, as I have before repeatedly, that the point of order made 
by the * from Kentucky was made too late. 

AY, of New Hampshire. I rise to a point of order. 
tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that i 2 5 was 5 unanimous consent that amendments were to be 
offered and voted on 8 

Mr. BUDD and others. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is the opinion of the Chair that the 
words ‘‘ voted upon separately“ were intended to allow amendments 
to be submitted upon their merits, 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Thatis all we want. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I insist that there never was any such agreement, 
and never could have been. 

Mr. CASSIDY. The understanding was that we were to vote on these 
questions; and every proposition was tobe voted on upon its merits. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated that these amend- 

ments were to be voted upon - not ruled out of order by the Chair; there- 
fore he will entertain them. They must be voted on separately; there- 
fore the Chair will not entertain any motion to amend one proposition 
by adding to it another. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I was rec- 
ognized by the Chair and offered an amendment to the amendment sub- 
mitted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. KEIFER. That was after I had offered my amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that these 
amendments must be voted on separately. Hence it is not in order to 
move one as an amendment to another. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. What becomes of theamendment to the amend- 
ment which the Chair ized as submitted hy myself? 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry; whether 
debate is cut off on these amendments ? 

Mr. RANDALL. The previous question is operating. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. StocKsLAGER], who 
moves that the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend- 
ment just read and agree to the same with an amendment which the 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Foracourt-house and 1 at * Albany, Ind.: For purchase of site and 
erection of building thereon, $100,000, 


The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. 
STOCKSLAGER, there were—ayes 56, noes 26. 

Mr, WELLER. I make the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. It was agreed that the point of no 
5 

e pro tem; The a ment was that no t of 

order should be made. 4 ne Ey 

Mr. WELLER, I rise toa parliamentary i inquiry. Idesire to know 
whether there has been an agreement that the rules of the House shall 
be suspended. 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLER. I know of no such proceeding. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. was unanimous consent that 
the point of ‘‘no peachy should not be made. 


Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania. And that the yeas and nays should 
not be called. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Theamendment of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. StOCKSLAGER] is agreed to. 

Mr. LAGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BUDD. I move to reconsider the vote by which the previous 
amendment was adopted; and also move that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If therebe no objection, the motion to 
eee will be regarded as made and laid on the table in all these 


ists RAY, of New Hampshire. I move that the House recede from 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment, and agree to the same with 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. KEIFER. My amendment is pending and should now be sub- 


mitted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It can make no difference to any gen- 
tleman whether he be recognized now or later. The Chair under this 
order will recognize all gentlemen desiring to offer amendments. The 
323 of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. Ray] will be 


The Clerk read as follows: 


That the of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable build- 
ing, with —— aa 5 vaults, for the accommodation of the 

7 —— office, the United States courts, internal-revenue office, and other 
Governmen offices, at the city of Manchester, in the State of New Hampshire, 
0 the building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifica- 
Flan to be previously m e, ae Do p roved by the Secretary of the fens 
ria not 7 the cost That no money to be 
riated for this purpose Sabel ps APRAN until a valid title to the site shal — 
Vested in the United States „and the State of New Hampshire shall have ceded 
her jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States shall be or re- 
main the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the crim- 
inal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein: Provided, That 
the site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent build- 
isb Lg — —.— oF Si of not less than fifty feet, inclading streets and alleys. 
00,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
ee ry the Treas not otherwise appropriated, to be usedand expended for 
the purpose 8 n this act. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to amend by making it $100,000. 

Mr. RAY,of New Hampshire. I wish to say a word. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I made an inquiry a few moments ago of 
the Chair whether this amendment was open to debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. CASSIDY.. Ev g has been waived. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Did the order of the House cut off debate ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understood they were not 
to be debated. 

Mr. CASSIDY. There was to be no demand for a quorum, and no 
yeas and nays insisted upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair must construe this order to 
accomplish what 115 was intended to accomplish, and debate would de- 
feat that purpose. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I call for the reading of that part of the Journal 
which ins to this understanding. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
2 CASSIDY. No appeal is in order under the new rule of the 

ouse. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I rise to a point of order. I insist that memhers 
on the floor shall take their seats, so as to let us have a chance to know 
what is going on. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I do not wish to take unnecessarily a sin- 
gle minute of our precious time this moming in making an appeal to 
the House. To load this bill up means the defeat óf this bill and an 
extra session. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I make the point of order that everything was waived 

except the single proposition of voting on amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If gentlemen wish to have amend- 
ments to the bill considered they must observe the rule of the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. It must be apparent to every gentleman 
on this floor that this method of offering amendments and loading this 
bill down will lead to its destruction. 

Mr. CASSIDY. That is the order of the House, if the gentleman 
will permit me to inform him, which was unanimously agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a question of order. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I did not rise to a question of order, but 
to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CASSIDY. The gentleman is out & order. 

Rides SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Ohio i is not in 
er 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. I rose to take an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair that these amendments were not open to debate. If these 
amendments are to go on it means an extra session. I ask gentlemen 


not to insist upon it. If there were three or four or halfa dozen I would 
not say a word, but there are not twenty minutes left, and the large 


2558 


Manon 3, 


CONGRESSIONAL 
number here can not be voted on in an hour. Ha 


said so much, I 
will not insist on my appeal from the decision of the 
The SPEAKER The question is on the coda Hiv of 


liamentary inquiry. I wish to know 
if there is a new rule which prohibits any member making the point of 
no quorum, or demanding the yeas and nays, or offering other amend- 
ments or substitutes. If so it precludes the House from doing that 
which our conscience and our judgment dictate in the interest of our 
constituents. [Cries of Vote!” ‘ Vote!’’] 

Mr. CASSIDY. That is the newrale. [Cries of “‘ Vote !’? „Vote!“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is operating under 
agreement and the Chair is proceeding to carry it out, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 43. 

Mr. WELLER demanded tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered—not one-fifth voting in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was to. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I move that the House recede from its disa- 
greement to the Senate amendments, and agree to the same with the 
following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

FT authorized and di- 
private sale, or by eqndemnation of the 
statute siatato ofthe Sate of Kentuck such Tot or lots of land in the city of Lexington, 
in the State of Kentucky, as he may consider necessary as a convenien 
Bain r site fora Tiree building, and to cause to be erected thereon a suitable 

„with {ts post ofc, extending to each story, for the use and ac- 

ion of the fice, internal-revenue offices, and other Government 

iets in said city; ite and the previously m iy made and —— . accord- 
ing to plans and the Sec- 

4 aly Pre the pur- 

out of any 
A e ps eae Se the 


the United 


the owner thereof, fo: eat panes — of tù criminal laws 
Of sald State and the service of any of 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. KEIFER. I move the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


To Somes Sos in 
an open space of at least ‘Atty , includin; ng rete and alleys; and for the pur- 
herein mentioned = sum of $100, pe 

in the not otherwise appropriated, to be expen 
on of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, That no part of said sum 
shall be e. ded until a valid title to the: said site shall be vested in the 
States; and the State of Ohio shall cede to the United States jurisdic- 
tion over the 22 during the time the United States shall be or remain ine 
owner iA 2 porpome except the administration of the criminal la 
of said State of any civil process therein. 


Mr. aeaee jg This bill passed the Senate, as Iam informed, with- 
out opposition. 

The amount proposed to be appropriated will be more than realized 
from the net revenues of the post-office at the city of Spri , Ohio, 
within the time it will require for the erection of the nilding. I 
can not give the exact population of this city, but some estimate may 
be made from its voting population. 

At.the last November election the aggregate vote cast in Spri d 
was 7,905. The population of the city may from this be y esti- 
a 3 — ts for the 1884 $56,205.93, and 

e receipts for year was an 
the 9 same year was $37,204.67, although the letter- car - 
rier system is maintained there. 

BF rian te of money-orders and postal notes issued in 1884 was 

11,824, and the amount received for the same was $104,477.24. 

The number of money-orders and postal notes received and paid in 
that year was 38,203, and the amount of the same for same time was 
$178,377.24. Registered letters to the number of 21,068 were received 
in that year. 

Carriers delivered 2,577,073 pieces, collected from boxes 1,123,482 
pieces, and handled 3,700,555 pieces in 1884. 

The number of letters and postal cards dispatched was 2,338,344, and 
of pieces of second, third, and fourth class matter was 6,777,751. 

This large amount of revenue received from and the immense business 
done at the Springfield office shows the necessity for having good and 
ample accommodations fow mail matter, clerks, letter-carriers, Ec. 
Springfield is a rapidly gro city both in ulation and business. 
In seven years the business of thé post-office increased more than 
100 per cent. The population of the city is ed a part of the post- 
office patrons, for there is a thickly settled region all around it. 

Mr. Chairman, the rent paid or required to be paid for a suitable post- 
office and other Government offices at this place would more than pay 


poses 
mone 
direct 


the interest on the cost of the building. 
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The 


of eld has had no for anything at any 
time, nor 


any part of my district; but it has paid in internal-reve- 
in net revenue, and in other ways large sums into the 
United States 


Pag ing pel cn TE AEEA NBG BIA NLT AB 
15 nited States, and it 3 eee 88 eb 
t is a manufacturing city. ve 50 per cen e reapers 
mowers made on the continent are made there. 

There is also manufactured there grain-drills, corn plows and drills, 
thrashers, hay-rakes, turbine water-wheels, sewing machines, and nu- 
merous other articles in common use throughout the United States. 
oral pm GAGE CRIN TINE AA 

It will be economy to erecta suitable public building at Springfield, 
at a cost for site and building not exceeding $100,000, and I hope no 
e “Sap H D 

Mr. WELLER. I move that amendment be laid on the table. 

Mr. KEIFER. This, a city of 40,000 inhabitants [Cries of 


Regular order!’’] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Me ERE I submitted a motion thas this amendment do lie 
on e. 


Mr. CASSIDY. By unanimous consent we waived every motion of 
that kind in the agreement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that would not be 
in accordance with the agreement. The motion of the gentleman, if 

„ would take the amendment and the bill itself to the table. 

ad e question is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman 
m 0. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were —ayes 53, 


noes 42. 

as 3 I make the point of order that a quorum has 
not voted. 

Mr. CASSIDY and others. That point of order can not be made. 

0 I make the point of order that no quorum has 
voted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania de- 
sires to make a statement to the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I do not waive the point of no quorum on this 
question; I insist on it. 

Mr. CASSIDY. But that can not 33 having been expressly 
waived by unanimous consent in the agreement. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask the calm attention of the House for a few 
moments. I desire to say with perfect to every member here 
that this is a most unseemly 5 is late hour in the session. 
We are pi ee if persisted in will inevitably pre- 
vent the sundry civil appropriation bill from becoming a law, thereby 


forcing an extra session. 

It is being 5 the demands of individual members for 
ws | public buildings. (Applause. I therefore ask gentlemen to cease 
and let me get m of this bill that I may it to the Senate, 
secure a conference, and avoid an extra session. Aer! 

„ I rise to a question of order. [Cries of Regular 
order 

Mr. RANDALL. I have given all of the time that could have been 
allowed to these different amendments. The Senate, as I am informed, 
will have to have its desks removed and in other respects with 
reference to furniture so as to provide for the tion ceremonies; 
and I beg of gentlemen here to let me have possession of the bill and 
cease offering these amendments. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire right here to rise to a question of privilege. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania We are taking up more time in this 
than would be occupied in adopting the amendments. 

Mr. BUDD. I desire “iui state to the House in a very few 
moments one or two facts. [Cries of ‘‘ Regular order! 

The point of order I make is that no quorum 


ted. 
Mr. KEIFER. That point of order can not be made under the 


agreement. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I submit that no such point of order can be raised 
except upon two questions. 

Mr. THOMPSON. If I can have the ear of the Speaker, and if the 
Speaker can hear me, I will try to state the point of order. Upon the 
last vote the Speaker announced 53 voting in the affirmative and 43 
voting in the negative. I rose at once and demanded the presence of a 
quorum before that amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. CASSIDY. But the House has already provided by unanimous 
consent substantially that no such point should. be raised. 

Mr. THOMPSON. The Constitution of the United States provides 
that this House can not disc its duties unless there is a quorum 
on the floor, if any member shall demand it. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The Constitution implies that when a motion is 
3 by unanimous consent it is supposed that every member is 
presen’ 


1885. 


Mr. THOMPSON. The whole House can not do away with the re- 
quirements of the Constitution. N : 

«Mr. WELLER. Iwould like to know if members of this House can 
override the Constitution. 

Mr. THOMPSON. I desire to read from the Constitution—— _ 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman yield to me fora moment? 

Mr. THOMPSON. Certainly. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to suspend the rules to coneur in the 
amendments thus far inserted, and that a conference be appointed on 
the sundry civil bill. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Well, you will have to geta quorum. 

Mr. BUDD. I rise to a question of personal exp i 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This question is not debatable. 

Mr. BUDD. I understand I have the right to take the floor at any 
time on a question of privilege. k 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. The gentleman moves to suspend the 
rules and agree to the amendments thus far incorporated on this bill, 
and ask a committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses. 

Mr. RANDALL. This is the only relief I can get so as_to secure 
control of this bill to get it to the Senate in time. 

Mr. BUDD. On that motion I demand a second. 

Now, if I can get two minutes to make a brief explanation I shall not 
press that demand. 

Mr. THOMPSON. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
heard for two minutes. 

Mr. BUDD. I will not occupy longer than that. [Cries of Reg- 
ular order !’?] 

Mr. THOMPSON. Can not the gentleman be heard for two min- 
utes? 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. BUDD. I withdraw the demand for a second. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. Cassi and Mr. RANDALL were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; but before the announcement of the re- 
sult of the vote, 

Mr. CASSIDY withdrew the demand for a second. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules thirty minutes are allowed for 
debate. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not claim that time at present. 

Mr. BUDD. I repeat, I will not occupy two minutes of the time of 
the House if it will give me its attention. I desire to state that this 
morning I asked the House to allow a vote to be takenon a bill which 
has been on the Speaker’s table for nearly a year. That bill was unan- 
imously passed by the Senate. I requested that it might be voted upon 
as an amendment to this bill. We went into this matter by common 
consent; there was no objection to it, and we passed other amend- 
ments, 

There were certain agreements made on the floor solemnly that have 
been broken. I was on my feet at the first moment and offered an 
amendment, and members of this House went to the Speaker pro tem- 

and 
about it after my amendment was offered. 

A MEMBER. That was clever. 

Mr. BUDD. And it was honorable, I suppose the gentleman will 

. All I have to say is, that I understand this matter ought to be 
expedited and I want it ted. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia desires to get this matter to the Senate. He is the gentleman that 
demanded a separate vote upon each of the amendments. Let these 
amendments be considered as in the bill. But strike out the San Fran- 
cisco post-office bill then, if you can, and I will not say a word about it. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER rose. 

Mr. BUDD. Iam not objecting to the amendment of the gentle- 
man. I make this tion to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL]. Let all amendments offered be sent to the desk and 
be considered as in the bill, and if the gentleman wants to strike out 
San Francisco, and can do it, if I get a vote thereon I will not say a 
word. I do not wish to filibuster longer. We have now secured the 
$100,000 appropriation for the Sacramento public building, as well as 
other needed appropriations, and California has now over half a million 
appropriated by this bill. Lask the gentleman will heaccept my propo- 
sition. It is in his power to strike these amendments out in confer- 
ence, if the Senate conferees will agree and he does not wish an extra 
session. It is a fair proposition. 

A MEMBER. You mean to strike them out in the conference. 

Mr. BUDD. Yes; if youcan. I mean the new amendments. Or 
take them all in if you do not want an extra session. We are putting 
the question of extra session or no extra session on the shoulders of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Will the gentleman accept this propo- 
sition? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will accept nothing. 


Mr. BUDD. Then you can take the responsibility of the extra ses- tial 


sion. 
Mr. RANDALL. - What I want is to get this bill through, and the 
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men who are standing here preventing this bill going to the Senate sim- 
ply because they want to Ree ee are the men who will 
ve the 3 15 of an extra session, if there should be one. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. It is the gentleman himself who is 
preven the bill l going to the Senate. 

Mr. BUDD. the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who was it 
ay Le e ac ann Saturday that he did not want a session 
on Sunday 
Mr. RANDALL. I did not want a session on Sunday, and did not 
vote for it. 

Mr. BUDD. You did not want a session on Sunday? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is what I say; and I am on record. 

Mr. BUDD. And I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania who, on 
Monday night, broke the quorum but himself? And who forced this 
bill through the House without debate? 

The SP. R. The gentleman from California will discuss the 
subject before the Houso under the rule. \ 

Mr. BUDD. I was trying to make an ent that would not be 
broken. I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, if he wants this bill 

ut through, whether he will take the bill and strike out these build- 
I want to get to a vote on the San Francisco bill. I have been 
working hard for it. It has been on the Speaker’s table for a year. It 
the Senate unanimously, yet it has not had a hearing here. My 
colleague, after deferring long to parliamentary etiquette and has 
for a long time been working hard for its passage, as have I. It was 
understood and unanimously-agreed in open House to-night that we 
should have a vote on this San Francisco building. if we had a vote 
it would pass surely. We offered it first of all theseamendments. It 
should have been first in order of recognition. This was due it. 

But the temporary chairman a SPRINGER] has persistently re- 
fused to recognize my colleague [Mr. SUMNER], who has the measure 
in Influential members have gone to and got him to over- 
look the demands of San Francisco and to the fact that this 
amendment was first in the hands of the Clerk and should have been 
first in order. We have no remedy. The Speaker pro tempore may 
recognize wham he will. Give us a vote according to agreement, then 
in conference you may vote on striking out. 

Mr. KING. Why strike them out after you put them in ? 

Mr. BUDD. Ifhecan. 

Mr. KING. And so prevent the passage of an act required to meet 
the necessities of the Government. 

Mr. BUDD. I shall not force an extra session, as most of my ob- 
jects have been accomplished, and I would not be justified in obstruct- 
ing further. I have no fault to find with the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL], who is now working to prevent an extra 
session, nor the permanent Speaker [Mr. CARLISLE], who has been over- 
indulgent to our interests. I reserve the balance of my time. 

Ma RANDALL. I now ask a vote on my motion to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania, addressed the Chair. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
declines to use his time. The gentleman from California who controls 
the time in opposition reserves such ion of his time as he has not 

. Unless that gentleman yields for further debate there is nothing 
now in order but to take the vote. The question is on the motion of 
the gentleman from Ivania [Mr. RANDALL] to s the rules 
and that the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ments that have been amended in the House, insist on further dis- 
agreement on those not yet disposed of, and ask a committee of confer- 
ence. 


The rules were mere peas (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) and 
the motion was agreed to. 9 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as the conferees on the part of 
the House Mr. RANDALL, Mr. FORNEY, and Mr. RYAN. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I submit the reportof the committee of conference 
on the legislative appropriation bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d 
S170) making appropriations for the legistati i expenses 
appropriations for the ve, executive, an 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1886, and for other pur - 
poses, having met, after full and free conference have Ory 8 7 to agree. 


J. G. CANNON,” 
Managers on the part of the House. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
H. L. DAW 
N. LL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
Mr. HOLMAN. The House is aware that two of the Senate amend- 
ments are still uni of. The one involves a mere matter of form 
and a question of computation; the other amendment, numbered 29, 
appropriating $39,400 for clerks for Senators, involves the only substan- 
question presented by the conference report and by this disagree- 


ing votes of the two Houses on 
nate to the bill of tana (I. R. 


ment. 
At so late an hour, Mr. Speaker, I hardly feel justified in asking for 
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a further conference; for I could give no assurance that it would result 
in anything else than a disagreement. And yet, sir, I am disinclined 
for myself to move a concurrence in the Senate amendment. I think 
that with more time to go upon than we have, or upon a bill of less im- 
portance, I should still insist upon a further conference. I leave the 
matter with the House. i 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of this conference 
rt. 
Ne Who makes that motion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 
The report leaves the amendments for action by the House. It pro- 
poses no action; it simply reports the facts. 

Mr. HOLMAN (after a pause). Mr. Speaker, if no other motion is 
made, I shall move that the House still insist. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, is it in order now to move to concur 
in the Senate amendments? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, although wholly and utterly op- 
posed to Senate amendment 29, yet, in view of the danger of an extra 
session, I now move that the House recede from its disagreement to 
that amendment and agree to the same. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I certainly hope, Mr. Speaker, that another 
year we may not have to vote on this matter three or four times. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment to the pending 
Senate amendment No. 1, which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

55 of the sum proposed in the amendment numbered 1 insert $344,- 


The amendment was 


agreed to. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That will require the action of the Senate; but I 


suppose no conference will be required upon it, as it involves merely | be 


a matter of 33 Mr. S er, I now move that the House 
recede from, its disagreement to the Senate amendment numbered 1 
and agree to the same with the amendment just read. 

The motion was agreed to. . 


TAX SALES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the Speaker’s 
table the bill (H. R. 8236) relating to sales of real estate for taxes in 
the District of Columbia. I move to take it up with a view of moving 
that the House insist upon its disagreement to the Senate amendments 
and accede to the request for a committee on conference, 

The motion was a to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will appoint as the conferees on the part 
of the House the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. FOLLETT, the gentleman 
from West Virginia, Mr. WILSON, and the gentleman from Maryland, 
Mr. McComas. 

5 ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
concur in the following 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Let it be read. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I object to its being read. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. This is a joint resolution authorizing the 
President to open communication with other nations with a view to 
establishing unlimited coinage, with silver a full legal tender. 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Speaker, I think the time for objection is after 
the resolution has been read. 

The SPEAKER. A gentleman can announce that he will object to 
taking up a bill, and can also object to the reading of a bill. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and take 
up the bill (H. R. 1146) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Annapolis, capital of Maryland. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Speaker, I move to take up the bill (H. R. 
1341) for the relief of John W. Blake. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The regular order is called 
for. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to move to sus- 
pend the rules to pass this joint resolution? 

The SPEAKER. Itisinorder. The Chair would entertain such a 
motion unless the point of order were made against it, but if the point 
of order were raised the Chair would be obliged to sustain it, because 
there are other matters now pending before the House. 

Mr. WARNER, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
to take up and pass the following resolution 

Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, and other members. order. 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 

rinted in the RECORD the following resolution, which I will read 

Cries of ‘‘ order!“ 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the regular order is de- 
manded on both sides of the House. 

Mr. WELLER. Gentlemen object who have not even read this joint 


resolution or heard it read. Do they object to having it printed in the 
ECORD ? : 
Mr. ENGLISH and others. Yes! Yes! [Renewed cries of ‘‘ Regu- 


lar order!“ 

Mr. DUNHAM. Let us have a call of the House. I think it is per- 
fectly proper that the people should know which of the members of the 
House attend to their duties here. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
and pass a bill which involves only $170. 4 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Cassrpy] 
is perfectly aware that objection is made to all such requests and that 
the regular order has been demanded by several gentlemen. If the 
Chair should continue to ize gentlemen to make requests by 
unanimous consent when the regular order is demanded, the demand 
for the lar order would amount to nothing whatever. 

Mr. CASSIDY. If the demand for the regular order is made, that is 
all right; but I did not observe that anybody was insisting upon it. 

The a was taken on the pending amendment of Mr. PETTI- 
BONE offered yesterday (Tuesday) to the motion that the House should 
take u recess until 10 o’clock p. m. on that day. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 4, noes 25. 

Mr. WELLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The pointis made that no quorum has voted, The 
Chair will appoint the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MILLER] and 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] to act as tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 4, noes 16. 

Mr. PETERS. I move a call of the House. 

The motion was to. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. Before the names of the ab- 
sentees were announced, 

Mr. HOLMAN said: I move that further proceedings under the call 

i with by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Hatcu, of Missouri), Before the 
Chair announces the result of this roll-call he will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], who desires to submit a request 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. LAIRD. Would it be in order for me to ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of House bill 1737? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman. 

Mr. LAIRD. I ask unanimous consent to take up for present con- 
sideration the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H, R. 1737) for the relief of settlers and purchasers of lands on the public 
domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives Bros United Slates of 
America in assembled, That for the purpose of reimbursing persons, and 
the grantees, heirs, and devisees of persons, who, under the hom d, pre-emp- 
tion, or other laws, settled upon or purchased lands within the grant made by 
an act entitled “An act for a grant of lands to the State of Kansas to aid in the 
construction of the Northern Kansas Railroad and Tel ph, approved July 
23, 1866, and to whom patents have been issued therefor, but against which per- 
sons, or their 132 heirs, or devisees, decrees have been or may hereatter be 
rendered by the United States circuit court on account of the priority of said 
grant made in the act above entitled, the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as 
shall be required for said purpose, is hereby appropriated: Provided, however, 
That no part of said sum shall be paid to any one of said parties until he shall 
have filed with the Secretary of the Interior a copy of seid decree duly cer- 
tified, and also a certificate of the judge of said court rendering the same to the 
effect that such a decree was rendered in a bona fide controversy between a 
peiner showing title under the grant made in said act and a defendant hold- 

ng the patent or holding by deed under the patentee, and that the decision was 
in favor of the plaintiff on the ground of the priority of the grant made by said 
act to the filing, settlement, or purchase by the defendant or his tor; and 
said claimant shall also file with the said decree and certificate a bill of the costs 
in such case, duly certified by the clerk and judge of said court. Thereupon it 
shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to adjust the amount 
each defendant on the basis of what he shall have paid, not exceeding $3.50 per 
acre for the tract his title to which shall have failed as aforesaid, EE g the costs 
appearing by the bill thereof. He shall then make a requisition upon the Treas- 
ury for the sum found to be due tosuch claimant, or his heirs and devisees or as- 
signs, and shall pay the same to him, aking such release, a 
charge as shall forever bar any further claim against the United States on 
account of the failure of the title as aforesaid: Provided er, That when any 
person, his grantees, heirs, assigns, or devisees, shall prove to the satisfaction 
of the tary of the Interior that his case is like the case of those described in 
the preceding portions of this act, oe that he has not been sued and sub- 
jected to judgment as hereinbefore provided, and that he has in good faith paid 
to the person holding the prior title by the grant herein referred to the sum de- 
manded of him, without litigation, such Secretary shall pay to suen person such 
sum as he has so paid, not exceeding $3.50 per acre, taking his release therefor 
as hereinbefore provided. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that an amendment to come in at the end of 
the bill may be read, and I hope the gentleman will accept it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided „That the provisi f this act shall onl. tend t 
and bona fide eters on the lands aboves fled and who settled on 8 
prior to said decision of the Supreme Court touching the title of said lands, 
and shall only entitle such settlers to the compensation already provided for to 
the extent of the lands so actually settled upon, not exceeding, however, one 
hundred and sixty acres. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I trust this amendment will be accepted., 

Mr. LAIRD. Very ; I will accept it. 

Mr. BENNETT. I have been for some time on the floor to object to 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
LAIRD] asked unanimous consent to present the bill which has just 


uittance, or dis- 
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been read. After the reading of the bill, without objection, the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] offered an amendment; and the 
question is now on that amendment. 

Mr. BENNETT. Do I understand the Chair to hold that my objec- 
tion will not now be entertained? 

Several MEMBERS. Too late. 

Mr. BENNETT. Irosein my place and hallooed at the Chair for the 
p of making this objection. 

r. DUNHAM. I submit the Chair is not a telephone to be hal- 

Tea, at. 

Mr. BENNETT. Heretofore withont exception—and I want to speak 


within bounds—when a ition of this sort has been made the Chair 
has said The bill will be read subject to objection.” I rose for the 
purpose of availi of the benefit of that custom. I am here 
now for that . 

Mr. DA Illinois. The amendment was offered before objec- 
tion had been made, 


eee ef. ie yore. Before the Chair had opportunity to pre- 
sent to the House the request of the gentleman from Nebraska for unan- 


imous consent the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] obtained | the 


ition, and asked to offer an amendment, which was read at the 
Cler. JC The Chair did not hear the 
eee , e e CEO ONC e ee oF ths 


amendment. 
Mr. BENNETT. This bill was called u pner annee a eee 


the objection. 
Mr. BENNETT. Teun ohio she Oe e eee 
from Nebraska was announced, and I demanded the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is bound to accept the state- 
ss x the pan from North Carolina, who now objects to the 
eration of this bill. 


i NATIONAL BANK OF LAWRENCEBURG, IND. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish at this late moment of the session to ask a 
favor of my fellow-members; and I request that they listen to the read- 
ing of a bill which I hold in my hand. When they have heard it, I 
know every gentleman here will see the justice of the measure and the 
propriety of its immediate passage. It concerns a bank; but the meas- 
ure is no less meritorious on that account. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 770) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a d i- 
= w te certificate of deposit to the People’s National Bank of 6 
n. 


Whereas the People's National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind., deposited ae 
the assistant . 7216090 States at Cincinnati, Ohio on the 26th da 
8 notes, ack 

accordance with 
1872), andi the same was lost 
overwhelmed said town 


5 


Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind., a duplicate to said certificate of deposit num- 
bered E 35988, for the sum of $10,000" so issued by the assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Cincinnati m such evidence of loss, and upon execution of 


such bonds of eee to ‘the | 
regard to issue and payment as he shall prescribe 

Mr. WELLER. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is not in order. The 
Clerk will continue the aoa heck the bill. 

The Clerk concluded the 

Mr. WELLER. I repeat the question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. e gentleman is not in order. 

Mr. WELLER. I appeal from the decision of the Chair to the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not recognize the gen- 
tleman’s appeal. The Chair will state the question. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] asks unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill which has just been read. Is there objection ? 

Mr. WELLER. I object. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I object unless the gentleman stipulates he will not 
object to my bill. 

All right. 


Mr. HOLMAN. 
Mr. CASSIDY. The gentleman first stipulates and then capitulates. 


[Laughter. ] 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] states that he rises to a question of privilege. The Chair 


aig the gentleman, and hopes the House will allow him to 


in 


Mr. BAYNE. I only ask for a moment, 
XVI——161 


Mr. HOLMAN. Allow me to have my question by unantmous con- 
sent first 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to occupy the time of the House but for a mo- 
ment. During the discussion to-day on the Post-Office appropriation 
bill—— 

Mr. ELLIS. The House is in such disorder that we can not hear 
either the 3 from Pennsylvania or the gentleman from In- 
diana. 


Mr. BAXNE. the discussion of the conference report on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the Post-Office appropriation 
bill—— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I make the point of order that Iam 

ing the floor on a similar question. 

Mr. BAYNE. I do not yield the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky did 


claim the floor prio 5 Pennsylvania, who rises to 
ask the attention of the House to a question of personal privilege. 
The Chair will the 83 from Kentucky next. 


of 


Mr. BAYNE. 8 the discussion. of the 
ost-Office appropriation made 


bill 


sources, 
emen, that in the progress of that debate it was generally be- 
Hated in wiih T nail T ter Cap ietin tad AAAA MARES this 
House. I desire to say, in anything I said I had no intention in the 
world to reflect on member of this House. That thought was en- 
. I had no such purpose, no such feeling. 
My association with the members of this Congress has been of a 
„CFC I know of no e member of this 
th whom I have not had ae ipa ay sane believe this body 
is the most intelligent, the e 
lative body in the civilized world applause], and I am by 
word or deed to say anything that would cast a reflection on any single 
individual member of this body, and if my remarks were so construed 
by anybody I failed to make myself understood or my remarks were 
misconstrued. [Applause. ] 


PEOPLE’S NATIONAL BANK, LAWRENCEBURG, IND. 


The SPEAKER The Chair will state that he had re- 
cognized the gentleman from who called a bill up to which 
objection was By but it is now said that objection has with- 


drawn. 

Mr. TUCKER. I have not withdrawn my objection, and I desire to 

say to my friend from Indiana that if his measure can be heard and 
others can be heard, I will not object. I have noct praag Sr ane 
consideration of a little bill for the week I am perfectly willin 7 
the gentleman’s bill shall be considered, but I am not willing it 
be considered while all others are to be ruled out. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is it in order to move to go to the S er's 
table for the purpose of taking up the Mexican pension bill? [Laugh- 


e aay ap Ft peed 
pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 

man tn Kentucky on a question of privilege. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman yields to me to 
call “Seis the Mexican pension bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will for that purpose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House go to the business on 

eh Speaker’s table for the purpose of taking up the Mexican pension 


Mr. TUCKER. I withdraw my objection to the bill of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I only yielded to allow the Mexican 
pension bill to be called up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognized the gentleman 
from Indiana. The objection made to his bill has been withdrawn. 
Is there further objection to the request of the gentleman from Indiana 
for the present consideration of the bill which has already been read 
from the Clerk’s desk ? 

Mr. CASSIDY. It is on condition he will not object to our bills. 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I demand the regular order of business. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I believe it is in order, and I trust my friend will 
not Huren to my moving to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. No quorum is present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Who objects to it? 

Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. Iam perfectly willing to proceed under 
the new hour rule. 

Mr. MILLS. We will all consent to that. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Is my motion in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair decided it is not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. rr think the gentleman from Alabama wi 
his 8 1777 

Mr MILLS. I move to with all further proceedings under 
the call of the House. A ai 
Mg HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will not ob- 
j 


ws 


2562 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCE 3, 


Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I would withdraw my objection if I 
did not believe the gentleman from Indiana would renew it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I shall not. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I withdraw the objection. 
Mr. CASSIDY. Iask unanimous consent to proceed under the order 
"Hho SPEAKER e, Thero 3s a question of umania 
EAKER pro tempore. There is a question of unanimous con- 
sent pending before the House now. 
oe WHITE, 8 I object to further interruptions, and 
oye een 
seine SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the question be- 
fore the House. The from Indiana asks consideration of a 
bill which has been read from the Clerk’s desk. The demand of the 
gentleman from Alabama for the regular order has been withdrawn, 
and the Chair now re nee yee 
from 2 


r He by by that — 


by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Hewrrr}; it has been recom- 
mended by the the Treasury, and I trust it will be found 
that the measure is not only a proper one but eminently just. I hope 
it will be 
eee ee, eee ; and being 
a, Sage ey accordingly read the third time, and 

HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by w. the bill was 


peed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I desire to ask whether it is in order 
for this House under the order for a call of the House to transact any 
The SPEAKER pos tempore. Except by unanimous consent. 
TEE STRAIT. I ask consent to take up a Senate bill for present con- 
tion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
„C 
Mr. STRAIT. Then I ask unanimous consent that the Senate bill 
No. 1543, for the relief of Wilbur F. Steel, e 
ee ee 
Mr. HEWITT, of 


Mr. WELLER. „ 

the gentleman be permitted to make a statement or explanation that 
will satisfy me as to its merits. 

Mr. STRAIT. T Speen tha Sharo will be no election 10 tib 

can have a very few moments for a brief expla- 


This gentleman purchased some years ago from a railroad company 
the portion of land referred to here; but it when he was or- 
dered by the railroad y to settle on the and when a survey 


compan 
was made that it was not railroad land, but proved to be a school section 
of land. 

Now this bill simply allows him to buy the lands while the territory 
is 7... ee fied by the 
cost the Government i This has been 
Commissionerof the Land 
the indorsement of the Public 
bill has also the Senate. 

Mr. I will ask the gentleman a question, whether this 
pariy oe Se een sorecenn ol he ina? 

Mr. STRAIT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLER, And has continued so ever since ? 

Mr. STRAIT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. And made improvements on the land and cultivated 
it as his own? 
sao Yes; he has improved these lands to the value of 


Mr. WELLER. Then I have no objection. 
Mr. COOK. I have said that no bill should pass by unanimous con- 


sent from that side ETC 
the election cases. 


Mr. STRAIT. Then I move to suspend ::. 


Mr. COOK. I demand the 

Mr. CASSIDY. I desire to np Senate bill 783, for the relief of 

F its passage. I believe there 
be no ohjection to this bill Will hear it read. 

Mr. NELSON. I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. NELSON. Ido. I want to raise question of order, if the 

Chair will allow me. 


Mr. CASSIDY. Do you object to the bill on its merits? ~ 


Mr. NELSON. Under the rule adopted some days ago, what is some- 
times known as the ten- men rule, it is not competent for the Chair 
to entertain a motion for unanimous consent. I claim that it is not 
competent within the period fixed by the rule itself, until after 
the reading of the Journal, and the only motion that the Chair can 
entertain now is the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CASSIDY. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
[Cries of “Regular order! J 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. HATCH, of Missouri). ‘The regular 
5 

Mr. BEACH. What is the regular order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the second call of 
the roll, or the call of members ho did not on the first call. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Pending that I rise to a question of per- 
sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that there is a 
motion ing to dispense with the call. As soon as the Clerk has 
called names of those who were absent on the first roll-call the 
question will be taken on the motion to dispense with all further pro- 


Mr. of Kentucky. I rise toa t of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr: WHITE, of Kentucky. My point of order is that when a mo- 
tion was made for a call of the House by the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania it was then I rose to this question of personal pri and I 
was recognized by the Chair. I had with my remarks for 
some ten or fifteen minutes, when I yielded for appropriation bills, but 
I was to be by the Chair as soon as the app bills 
were disposed of. And I have yielded to gentlemen for unanimous 
consent. I donot wish to be dictatorial, or to take away from any gen- 
ee EEO a 10 GA ee eee But since there is 


from Kentucky did 
not assert his right to the floor. That matter isnow pending, and as 
soon as it is e ot the Chair will the gentleman 

Mr. BAG I ask unanimous consent to call up for present con- 
sideration the bill S. 957. 


Objection was made. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can not recognize the gen- 
tleman for that the comet Rae The Clerk 


seeking recognition 
the Chair. There is no question about the gentleman’s right. The 
Clerk will call the roll. 
The Clerk proceeded with the second call of the roll, when the fol- 
lowing members failed to answer: 


Dunn, L 55 Si 
"aam. Elliott, Millard, Skinner G. 
Barbour, Ellwood, Morrison, Slocum, 
Belmont, Finerty, Morse, Smith, A. Herr 
Bisbee, Geddes, Mulier, Smith, H. Y. 
Blount, George, Murray, Spooner, 
Bowen, Glascock, Nutting, 
Bratton, — Ochiltree, Stewart, J. W. 
Breitung, Hanback, ’ O'Hara, Stone, 
Brewer, F. B. Henderson, D.B. O'Neill, J.J. Sumner, D. H. 
Brewer, J. H. Henley, Peel, Taylor, E. B. 
Buckner, z Phelps, Taylor, J.D. 
i Hewitt, A. S. Potter, Throckmorton, 
Campbel 82 = Rankin, SAN, 
Campbell, olmes, Ranney, . alen 
Chalmers, ooper, Ray,G. W. Lopene 
Clardy, Hop! „ Reese, Wael, 
Cobb, X Rice, W: 
1 oy ‘owey, Ro $ Wemple, 
Cox, W.R. Hutchins, Robinson, J. S. W 
Crisp, Johnson, Williams, 
Culbertson, W. W. Jones, J. H. U. Wiso,J.8. 
Cutcheon, Jones, J.T. Rowell, y b 
Davie E.T. Kellogg, Ryan, ~ Young. 
Dorsheimer, x Seney, 
Dowd, Lore, Shaw, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secre 
the House that the Senate agreed to the amendment of the 


, informed 
use tothe 
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first amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8179) making appro- 
ions for the legislative, executive, and judicial of the 
vernment for the year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 
The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the sixty-sixth amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for 


sundry civil of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for 3 agreed to the conſerence asked by the 
House thereon, and appointed Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. 


Beck to be the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


F 
Mr. said: I ask that all proceedings be suspended except 


the consideration of conference è 
The SPEAKER e roll-call is almost completed, and 
there is a motion to di with all farther i the call, 


which will be put to the House when the is completed. 


The call of the roll having been completed, the question was taken 


on the motion to dispense with all er proceedings under the call, 
and it was to. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I demand the order, Mr. 


er. 
Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, I nd that the objection offered 
a moment ago to the matter I desire to call up has been withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Nevada is not in 
order. The Chair i the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Wutre], who rises to a question — ee 
cky [Mr. Wurre] 


Before the gentleman from Kentu roceeds the 
Chair will lay before the House a report from the ittee on En- 
rolled Bills. . 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, that 

the committee had examined and found truly enrolled a of the fol- 


lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

JAIL AT FORT SMITH, ARK. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore, by unanimous consent, laid before the 
House a letter from the Attorney-General, transmitting a report of the 
d j in regard to the jail at Fort Smith, Ark.; which was re- 
Fired to Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent leave to withdraw papers was granted in the 
following cases: 
To Mr. HEPBURN, in the case of M. C. Ridenour, without leaving 
a there having been no adverse report. 
Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania, in the case of House bill 6201 for 
the relief of Louisa J. Ray, there having been a favorable 
To Mr. Jones, of Wisconsin, in the case of W. W. Wiggins for in- 
crease of , there being no adverse report. 
To Mr, CONNOLLY, in the case of John C. Geyer, without leaving 
copies, there having been no adverse report. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 
` Mr. ELLIOTT, by unanimous consent, was ted leave to print 
VT ection case of Massey 
vs. j 
Mr. HART asked unanimous consent to print in the RECORD some 
remarks upon the legal questions involved in the case of Pool vs. Skin- 


ner. 

Mr. RANNEY and Mr. PETTIBONE. I ask for the same privilege. 

Mr. COOK. I object. 

Mr. COX, of North Carolina. I object. The objection also applies 
to the request of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Harr]. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. of Kentucky, addressed the House. [See Appendix. 

Mr. YOUNG. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. ; : 

The SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. YOUNG. How much time has the gentleman from Kentucky? 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I do not desire to occupy any more 
J. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has 

minutes of his time remaining. 
Mr. YOUNG. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky is kind 
enough to yield to me. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Not just now. I desire to call the at- 
oe Lie eee ee Iam warranted 

e encouragemen t whisky rings to move the abolition of 
the whole internal-revenue een Whee 
were made in 1863 there were $16,000,000 of taxes. 


Mr. YOUNG. I must insist if the gentleman from Kentucky de- 


clines to yield to others that he must confine himself to the t of 
order which he got the right from the House to discuss. 


The SPEAKER protempore. The from Kentucky is not 
discussing the point of order, but is di ing the bill. 

Mr. YOUNG. Exactly; he is not discussing the point of order. I 
make the point his remarks are too wide a di from the leave 
which he received to state his question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky has 
now seven minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. YOUNG. TheChair has not yet ruled on the question of order, 
and I ask him to rule whether the gentleman is in order in the discus- 
sion which he is now following. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. SyMpson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the adoption of the conference on the votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8239) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 
purposes. 

QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky is en- 
titled to the floor on his question of privilege. 

I insist that the Chair shall rule on my point of 


pli YOUNG. 
er, 

The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair will suggest to the gentle- 
man frankly that the point of order made by the gentleman from Ten- 


nessee, in the opinion of the Chair, is well taken as to a part of the re- 
marks, but that for a portion of the time the gentleman has confined 
himself to the statement of facts. The Chair hopes the gentleman for 
the remainder of his time will confine himself to the appeal. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lask the gentleman to yield to me for the purpose 
of submitting a privileged question. 

The SP. R pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield for that 


2 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Certainly. Before yi the floor, 
however, I ask permission of the House to ex my remarks and 
print some papers and extracts which I will not detain the House by 


There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. [See Ap- 


pendix. ] 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr, HUTCHINS. I now call up the report of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the naval appro- 
priation bill. 

The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
certain amendments of the Senate to the bill of House 8239, making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year June 30, 1886, and for 
other p having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their i ws: 

That the Senate recede from itsamendments numbered 6, 8, 12, 13, 15, 1 

That the House recede from its di to the amendments 
ate numbered 4,7, 9, 11, 16, 21, 22, 23, 24, 27, 29, 31, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe of the Senate 
numbered 28, and to the same with an amendment as follows: At the end 
3 

e That nothing herein contained shall 


other 
in determining the plans of structure of said cruisers. 
And the Senate agree to the same. 


Mr. RANDALL. It is proper, Mr. Speaker, to state to the House 
the substance of the agreement between the two Houses as reported by 
the conference committee. The final conclusion leaves the new vessel 
at the Brooklyn navy-yard without any appropriation to complete her. 
It leaves the 20 per cent. as the figure for the tof repairs to wooden 
vessels of the Navy. It provides for the building of two cruisers, one 
heavy gunboat and one t gunboat, leaving the responsibili 
b th ere eee but Nen (os Pree = 

y the ent to create 
an advisory board if he may see fit. 

It for the armament to the amount of $500,000 for these 
vessels. It leaves the monitors for. The Senate re- 
eedes from the of what is as the Ericsson 5 
which involved an appropriation of $212,000. The Senate recedes 
that position. 

Mr, COX, of New York. I was not able to understand what the 
committee had done with reference to the monitors. i 

Mr. RANDALL. We did nothing; no appropriation was made for 


them. 
I now ask the previous question the adoption of the report. 
The previous question was E 
the conference was adopted. y 
Mr. RAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
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tee ee ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
EUGENE B. RAIL AND OTHERS. 

Mr. CASSIDY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman who objected to the 
n (S. 723) has withdrawn the objection, and I now ask consent for 

Ta penen consideration. 

5 SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to ob- 
foz Dill is as follows: 
George WH Ho} is ‘Lloyd Eaei and Asehibeld N. Beats Srath reds m 
L. Gregg, given as security for the 
bya — aid Greg of his duties as receiver of 1 moneys at G 8 City, Nev., A 
une 17, 1865, be, and the said sureti ied States or ine sum 
ras 1 upon the payment to to 8 m ok GI 000 147 
soever on 3 of said bond, or any Ea AAC ETT OO ead 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
rae vor acts the bill taken from the Speaker’ 

ection, the was en e s 
C0000 Biped egiie eed ths 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. CASSIDY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following title; 
when the Speaker si the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7938) granting a pension to Amanda Allen, 

THANKS TO THE SPEAKER. 

Mr. KEIFER. I rise to submit a privileged resolution. 

Mr. REED, of Maine. I wish to offer a resolution. 

Mr. KEIFER. My resolution relates to the Speaker of the House. 
I ask its present consideration, while the Speaker is out of the Hall, 


and I hope ev: will give attention while it is read. 
The SPEAK ro tempore (Mr. HATOH, of Missouri). The Clerk 
will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Kay Dharam enh a OOS nba wh fg amp mete Jonx G. 

CARLISLE, the Speaker, for the courtesy with which he has treated all its mem- 

— unaa and ſor the — fe and fairness with which he has presided over the de- 
berations of the House during the Forty-eighth Congress, 


ie KEPER 

I rise to ask that in taking this vote it be done by a 
vote, as ya ge e to the gentleman whom 

11 10 8 


Mr. WHITE, of 8 I second the motion. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The present occupant of the chair takes 
great pleasure in stating the question to the Representatives of the 
3 All who are in favor of the resolution just read 
will rise and stand until counted. [After a pause. ] Three hundred 
and twenty-four tatives have voted, and the resolution is unani- 
mously agreed to. [Loud and prolonged applause. ] 
THANKS TO HON. J. C. 8. BLACKBURN. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. PoLAND]. 
Mr. POLAND. [offer the resolution which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the thanks of this House are hereby tendered to the Hon. J. C. 
S. BLACKBURN, the Speaker pro tempore, for the ability and 3 with which 
he presided over the deliberations of the House during the period he occupied 
the Speaker's chair. 

The question being taken on the resolution, it was unanimously 
adopted. 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. RANDALL, I — areport from a committee of conference. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the ere g votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill R. 8256) making appro aoe for 
sundry civil 8 of the Government for the fiscal year en 
having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 3 paul pr do 


recommend to remo og amb Houses as follows: 
That the Senate e from its amendments numbered ee eee 


umbered 613; BTA IGA 18 19, 20 2. 25, 20, 27, 33, 418 8,08 0 
43,47, 8,60, n a 54, 05, 56,57, 2 A ioe, 84 01 
That the House TOBIA from its ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed ** $100,000; “ and 
the te recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 66, and agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its eee. to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 120, and agree to the ith an amendment as follows: In lieu of 


of naval officers;"’ and in lieu of the sum insert “ Strike out 
also, after the word “d the follo “For epar Rares 
e e „81.000; 812.000; to the same. 
That House its t to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 141, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
sum 8200, 000; and the | Seles So he aes, 
SAM. J. ALL, 
W. H. Fo 
THOMAS RYAN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
EUGENE 
B. BEC 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. RANDALL. For the purpose of saving time and with a view 
to the quick transmission of this report to the Senate I refrain from 
making any other remarks than to announce to the House that when 
this conference report has been adopted this House will have finally 
acted upon every appropriation bill. I sapere 

The SPEAKER. The question is on adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the = 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TAX SALES IN DISTRICT. 


Mr. McCOMAS, I present a rt by a committee of conference. 

The Clerk read the report, as follows 

The committee of conference on the d of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill 23 on entitled “An act relating 
to sales for taxes in the District of Colum! rien after full and free 
conference have agreed to recommend and to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment e 

That the House recede from its d to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 2, and to the same with an A. substituting for the 
words stricken out by the Senate the words “and the affidavit hereinafter re- 
quired;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from e eee of the Senate 
numbered 3, and to the same with an amendment as follows: 

Strike out the fi owing words: 

Provided further, That where the commissioners are satisfied that any lot is 
of his pre sparty, they IAY eovens A ones tn full payment of the emcee, nos lees 

property, they may s sum in paymen same, 
dir och of the assessed value of the lot.“ 
mand insert the Solowine: 
Be dee "Se peal nothing contained in this act shall be construed to affect 

n suits.” 

ind Senate agree to the same. 


Mr. McCOMAS. I move the adoption of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. MCCOMAS moved to reconsider the vote by which the re 
adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MAGINNIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
and put on its the Senate bill 2609, to provide permanent res. 
ervations for the Indians in Northern Montana, and for other pur- 


poses. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. MAGINNIS)} 
asks consent to take from the S er's table and put upon its passage 
a bill the title of which he has indicated. 

Mr. MAGINNIS. This bill has been recommended by the Commit- 
tees on Indian Affairs of both Houses and by all who are familiar with 
the subject. 

ae Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

BENNETT.. Mr. Speaker, this is read subject to een is it 
S 


The SPEAKER. Of course. 

Before the 3 of the bill was concluded several members called 
ſor the order 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privil report, 
which I will send to the Clerk’s desk. It is a report of those claims 
referred by the Committee on Claims to the Court of Claims under the 
act of March 3, 1883. The Speaker entertained it and ordered it entered 
upon the Journal at the close of the last Congress, and I present it here 
now. 

The SPEAKER. That was done by unanimous consent. There is 
no rule at mth ean the subject. 

Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and to 

take from the S er’s table the Senate bill (No. 2530) known as the 


rt was 
on the 


bill for a retirement of General Grant. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side 
Mr. BENNETT and other members. Regular order. 
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1 fo WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the consideration of that 
Mr. RANDALL. I move to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair has ruled repeatedly during the last two 

or three days that a motion to suspend the rules is not in order if ob- 

jected to while other motions are pending before the House. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think that if the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] will allow me to attach an amendment to that 
bill pensioning every Mexican soldier he may get it passed. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regular order!“ J 

Mr. COVINGTON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to make a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Maryland [Mr. COVINGTON] 
rises to submit a privileged report. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, has the Chair decided that unani- 
mous consent is required to entertain a motion to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of taking up and passing the bill that I have indicated ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that under the rules of the 
House a motion to suspend the rules is simply a motion which, like any 
other parliamentary motion, is in order only when there is not another 
matter pending before the House. 

Mr. RANDALL, Will the Chair please indicate what subject is now 
pea ne Dome the House which interferes with the opportunity I de- 
sire to have to move to suspend the rules for the purposes I have stated? 
[Cries of ‘‘ Regular order !’"] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the report of the Com- 
mittee on Elections in a contested-election case is ing. 

Mr. RANDALL, I appeal to my friend from North Carolina [Mr. 
BENNETT] to take that obstruction out of the way. [Cries of Regu- 
lar order!“ 

Mr. ALL. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and to lay on the table the report of the Committee on Elections. [Re- 
newed cries of- order!“ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think that motion to suspend 
the rules, if objected to, is any more privileged than other motions to 
suspend the rules. : 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. There are several other motions pending be- 
fore the House, motions to take a recess and for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER. Yes; there are motions for a recess upon which 
the House has been trying to vote for nearly two days. The Chair has 
consistently ruled that a motion to suspend the rules is notin order 
wie WILLIS. Mr 1 : as 1 niry 

5 2 er, to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 


IOWA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. WILLIS. If the House should take a vote on this contested- 
election case, then would not the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania be in order? 

The SPEAKER. If the contested-election case were out of the way, 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania would be in order. 

Mr. BENNETT. If this House will now consider the contested- 
election case of Frederick vs. Wilson, all objection to the motion of the 
e from P Ivania [Mr. RANDALL] will be withdrawn. 


ennsy 
pplause on the Republican side, and noisy demonstrations through- 


out the Hall. 

The SP. The Chair will entertain no motion and will rec- 
oguize no gentleman until the House is in order. The Sergeant-at- 
Arms will see that gentlemen take their seats and order is restored. 


The depu . h the Hall bearing 
the mace. Wulle was attempting to restore order Mr. BENNETT ad- 
dressed the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. Gentlemen on the floor must be aware of the fact 
that it is utterly impossible to transact business unless we can have 


order. 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa ( on a chair). Mr. Speaker 
Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, I want it distinctly understood (be- 
cause I keep faith with men and women) [laughter] that the objection 
to tlie motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be withdrawn 
if we can have this election case considered. I do not say more. I 
do not keep the indvidual consciences of members. God Almighty has 
made the human mind free, and gentlemen can vote as they please. 

Mr. RANDALL. I appeal to the gentleman from North Carolina to 
take a vote on the election case at once, so that I may have an oppor- 
tunity to call up this other bill. 

Mr. BENNETT. I demand the previous question on the motion to 
1 the consideration of the contested-election case of Frederick 
v8. m. 

Mr. WILsoN, of Iowa, rose and held up his hand as if seeking recog- 
nition from the Speaker. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] de- 
sires to make a statement. I trust the Chair will him. 


The SPEAKER. . The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] desires 
to make a statement, and is recognized for that purpose. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, if this House will vote to put 
General Grant on the retired-list, I am willing to be sacrificed 
that, [Loud applause. ] 


Mr. BENNETT. I demand the previous question upon the resolu- 
Hone. roa by the Committee on Elections in the case of Frederick 
vs. Wilson. 

The SPEAKER. But there are motions pending to take a recess, 
and amendments to such motions. 

Mr. BENNETT. They are withdrawn by the gentlemen over the 


way. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. I will state to the House that if 
they will permit a vote on the proposition of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania we will withdraw all objection and take a vote immediately 
upon the He of the gentleman from North Carolina. [Cries of 

‘Oh, no!” 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Well, then, in order that there may 
be no excuse, I withdraw my motion in order to permit a vote on the 
proposition of the gentleman from North Carolina, and I ask this House 
to act with fairness upon both votes. 

Mr. BENNETT. I demand the previous question on the resolutions 
reported by the Committee on Elections in the case of Frederick vs. 
Wilson. [Cries of Vote!“ Vote!’’] 

The SPEAKER. There can be no vote unless gentlemen will pre- 
serve order. [Renewed cries of Vote!’’ ‘“‘ Vote!’’?] The Chair will 
not entertain any motion or recognize any gentleman until order is re- 
stored. The Chair will state the question. The gentleman from 
North Carolina demands the previous question upon the adoption of the 
resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections in the contested- 
election case of Frederick vs. Wilson. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I move to take a recess until fifteen minutes 
before 12 o’clock. [Cries of Oh, no!’’] 

Mr. SPRINGER. I submit the point that a motion for a recess is 


not in order pending the demand for the previous question. 
The SPEA . Under what rule does the gentleman make that 
point of order? 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I withdraw the motion for a recess. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question is on ordering the previous 
question upon the resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now upon the adoption of the res- 
olutions, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved. That James Wilson was not elected as a Representative in Co 
from the fifth district of Iowa, and is not entitled to a seat on the floor of this 


House. 
That 1 T. Frederick was duly elected as a Representative in 
the % 


Congress from district of Iowa, and is entitled to be sworn in as a 
member of this House, 

The question being taken, the resolutions were adopted. [Lond ap- 
plause. 


Mr. BENNETT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BENJAMIN T. FREDERICK presented himself at the bar of the 
House and was duly qualified by taking the oath prescribed by law. 


RETIREMENT OF GENERAL GRANT. 


Mr. RANDALL, I now move to suspend the rules to take from the 
Speaker’s table and pass Senate bill 2530. 
The bill is as follows: š 
À bill (S. 2530) to authorize an oe appointment on the retired-list of the 
rmy. 


Be it enacted, c., That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, 
authorized, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint on the 
retired-list of the Army of the United States, from among those who have been 
geoerale commanding the armiesof the United States, or generals-in-chiefof said 

rmy, one person with the rank and full pay of such general or general-in-chief 
as the case mer be, and the total number now allowed by law to compose said 
retired-list 1 be, on such appointment, increased accordingly. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I demand a second on the motion to suspend the 
rules. [Derisive cries on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
demands a second. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. MCMILLIN, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
MILLER. The tellers will take their places. 

The House proceeded to divide; but before the result of the count by 
tellers was announced, 

Mr. MCMILLIN said: We agree to consider a second as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. There are now thirty minutes allowed for debate, 
fifteen minutes in support of the proposition and fifteen against it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I waive my right to debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines to oc- 
cupy any time in support of the motion; and unless some gentleman 

es the floor in opposition [Cries of Vote!“ ‘‘ Vote!’’] Gen- 
tlemen by these interruptions are simply delaying the consideration of 
the very measures they desire to advance. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, in demanding a second I had no 
purpose to defeat action on this bill. As the Speaker and many other 
gentlemen will bear witness, I sought an opportunity to make a bare 
statement before it came to the pointof demanding a second. Failing 
in that, my only remedy was to demand a second. I shall not occupy 
all the time assigned me. I simply ask the attention of the House 
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now to state that my opposition to General Grant’s retirement hereto- | Morgan, 


fore and now has not arisen from any want of appreciation of his dis- 
tinguished services, nor from ai want of sympathy with his present 
physical condition. But through six years of service here, as all gen- 
tlemen who remember anything of my action will bear witness, I have 
in the case not only of Grant but of every other man I believe save 
one (who had been expelled from the Army)—certainly in the case of 
every one who voluntarily left the Army have entered my protest 
against putting him back in the military service for the purpose of re- 
= him on high pay. 

It Sted pate i alow. It is one that can result in no good to 
the discipline of the Army—an Army which last year, I think the Sec- 
retary of War reports, had 30 per cent. of deserters. Ido not speak of 
officers. But I oppose it because I think sound public policy demands 
that when a man of this Army for political honors leaves it and wears 
himself out in the political arena the Government is not under any ob- 
ligation to give him a compensation of fifteen or twenty thousand dol- 
lars a year when he can not and does not render any service therefor. 

Thus much, Mr. Speaker, I thought it proper to say. I have no feel- 
ing, as I have eee against General Grant, but I think sound 
pos policy dictates a different course from that which is proposed 

to-day. 


I now yield whatever time I have left to the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Matson]. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced the adoption of the conference report on the ing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1886, and for other purposes. 


RETIREMENT OF GENERAL GRANT. 


Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, it has not been demonstrated to this 
House that General Grant is in actual need of this relief. There is no 
proof of that fact, while there are tens of thousands of men who served 
their country who are at this very hour in distress and in sore need of 
relief, and the pension of this had better be given to them 
than to one who already has a sufficient income. When they have been 
relieved it will be time enough to relieve General Grant and others who 
are not in distress, 

And, sir, for that reason I shall object to the passage of this bill. I 
have voted against retiring General Pleasonton, who it was alleged 
was forced out of the Army, and I have also voted against the retire- 
ment of General Averill, who was similarly required to leavé the Army 
he certainly did not leave it voluntarily. I could not, therefore, vote 
to retire General Grant after having made that record against these very 
gallant and meritorious officers. 

Mr. GOFF. Is not this an exceptional case ? 

Mr. MATSON. The other is an exceptional case. 

Mr. GOFF. And these cases are not alike. 

Mr. MATSON. Will you pension one man and refuse to pension the 
others ? 

Mr. COX, of New York. I would him. 

Mr. MATSON. Can you give it to him and refuse it to the others? 
[Cries of ‘ Vote!“ 

! 8 The question is on suspending the rules and pass- 
ing the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN demanded the yeas and nays. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 42, noes 133. 

So (one-fifth having voted in the affirmative) the yeas and nays were 
ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 198, nays 79, not voting 
46; as follows: q 


YEAS—198. 
Adams, G. E. Cox, S. 8. George, Johnson, 
8 J. Culbertson, W. W. e 3 
erson, Cullen, 5 ones. 

n, Curtin, Graves, Jordan, 
Bagley, Outcheon, Greenleaf, Kean, 
Barr, BE 3 = Guenther, Keifer, 
Bayne, 8 Hanback, Kelley, 
Beach, Davis, R. T. Hancock, Kellogg, 
Bingham, Deuster, Hardy, EDk 
Boutell Dingi ' Hatch, H. H. ta 

utelle, * „ 
Brainerd, Dorshi x Haynes, Laird, 
tton, Dun Henderson, D. B. Lamb, 
Breckinri: Elliott, Henderson, T. Lawrence, 
Brewer, F. B. Ellis, Hepburn, Le Fevre, 
Ellwood, Hewitt, A. S. Libbey, 
Browne, T. M. lish, H 8 Long, 
Brown, W. W. Ermentrout, Hit Lore, 
Bromm, H A Lovering, 
Budd, Everhart, Holmes, Lo A 
Campbell, Felix Ferrell, Holton, 22 
Campbell, J. E. Fiedler, i cAdoo, 
Campbell, J. M. Findlay Horr, McCoid, 
Cannon, Finerty, Houseman, McComas, 
Carleton, Fol Howey, McCormick, 
Cassidy, Foran, Hunt, Ma ry, 
Olardy, ick, Hurd, Mil 
Hutchins, Miller, S. H. 
Connolly, Fyan, Jam ken, 
Converse, Jeffo Mitchell, 


Maron 3, 
7 
Phelps, Sn z Vance, 
Morrill, Poland, —— Wadsworth, 
Moulton, Post, Spriggs, Wait, 
Muller, Potter, Steels. Wakefield, 
Murphy, P: A Stephenson, Wi 
Murray, Randall, Stevens, W. 
Mutchler, Ranney, Stewart, J. W. W. rn, 
Nelson, Ray, Ossian Stone, ‘Weaver, 
Nicholls, Reed, T. B. Storm, Wemple, 
Nutting, Ri Strait te, J. D. 
Ochiltree, RO n, W. E. Struble, White, Milo 
oO $ Rockwell, Sumner, C. A. Whiting. 
O'Neill, Charles Rogers, W, F. lbott, Wilkins, 
` Rowell, Taylor, J. D. Willis, 
— pea. ‘Thompson Winans, John 
yne, yan, om ë 0 
Payson, Seney, A Wise, J. 8. 
Perkins, Seymour, Townshend, Worthington, 
` Skinner, C. R. 5 
Pettibone, k Van Alstyne, 
NAYS—79. 
Alexander, p. Lanham, Singleton 
Ballentine, Culberson, D. B. MeMillin, Skinner, T G 
Barbour, vidson mith, A. 
Barksdale, Davis, L. H. Miller, J. F Stewart, 
Belmont, Dibrell, iis, ` 
Bennett, Dockery, Money, 8 
Blackburn, Dowd, Muldrow, Taylor, J. M. 
Eaton Neece, Tucker, 
Blount, Oates, Turner, H. G. 
Bu n, Forney, O' Ferrall, Turner, Oscar 
B $ des, Patton, Van Eaton, 
Cabell, Gibson, Pierce, Warner, Richard 
Caldwell, Green, Price, 'ellborn, 
Clay, Halsell, Pryor, Winans, I. B; 
Clements, Hammond, ET w Wise, G. D 
Cobb, Hatch, W. H. J. W. olford, 
Cook, Hemphill, Reese, ood, 
ve, Hewitt, G. W. Rogers. J. H. Woodward. 
Cox, R Jones, J. H. Shively, 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Aiken, Dixon, Morrison, Springer, 
Arnot, Dunn, Morse, Sumner, D, H. 
Belford, Hardeman, O'Neill, J.J. Taylor, N. B. 
. Hen! Ranks in, va i 
wen, enley, 
Boyle, Herbert, Ray, G. W. Warner, A. J, 
tung, Holman, Rice, Weller, 

J. H. ý Robertson, iams, 
Burleigh, : Robinson, J. S. Tork, 
Burnes, Jones, J. T. Shaw. Young. 
Candler, Slocum. 

Smith, H. X. 


So (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the bill was passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
reading of the names. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER. I object. 

The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the names, but before conclud- 
ing the objection was withdrawn. y > 

The foll additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. Stocum with Mr. YOUNG, on this vote. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. ROBERTSON, on this vote. Mr. ROBERTSON 
would vote no.” 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to record my 


vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall when his namo 


was called. 

Mr. MORSE. I was unavoidably out of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain the gentleman’s re- 
quest for unanimous consent under the rule. 

Mr. MORSE. I wish to state that if I had been here I should have 
voted for the bill. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded, and 
was received with cheers and loud and 3 applause. 

Mr. SKINNER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the Speaker of the House be directed to send a telegraphic dis- 

to General Grant announcing the result of the vote just taken. . 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the motion of the gentleman 
from New York ? 

Mr. COBB (from his seat). I object. 

Mr. MILLER, of Pennsylvania. Nobody rose in his seat to object. 

Mr. KEIFER. The Speaker can send that dispatch anyway. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw the objection. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. BARKSDALE. I ask unanimous consent to print some remarks 
on the bill for the retirement of General Grant. 

Mr. SINGLETON. I also make the same request. 

Mr. POST, of Pennsylvania. I ask unanimous consent that all gen- 
tlemen who desire to do so may have leave to print remarks on this bill 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

PAYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 

Mr. COVINGTON, from the Committee on Accounts, reported back 

9 the following resolution; which was read, considered, and 


Resolved, That there is hereby appropriated out of the contingent fund of the 
House a sum sufficient to pay for the service of stenographer te the Committee 
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on Public Buildings and Grounds in investigation in relation to purchase of GENERAL U. S. GRANT. 

ced oases of Said 8 PS 3 eee on Guat: Mr. BOUTELLE addressed the Chair. 

man of said committee and by the chairman of the ttee on Accounts, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, OPELOUSAS, LA. 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules, take from 
the Speaker’s table Senate bill 634, for the erection of a public build- 


ng ppan; La., and pass it. 
e is as follows: 

Beit enacted, &c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to purchase or otherwise procure a suitable site, — cause 
to be erected thereon, at the city of Opelousas, in the State of Louisiana, a 
tial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for the use of the 
United States district and circuit courts, post-o . internal-revenue and office, 
for other Government uses; the plans and estimates for said building to be 
pared, examined, and approved as required by section 3734 of the Revised 
utes of the United States, and at a cost which not exceed the sum of $50,000 
when finaliy completed, including both the cost of site and building: 

ropriated for said building shall be used ae valid 


fire in t buildings by an o space of at least fifty feet, incl: g 
streets and al eya shall bo vested in United States, nor until the of 
Louisiana shall have ceded jurisdiction over the same for ail purposes, d g 
the time the United be or remain the thereof, ex: forthe enforce- 
ment of the criminal laws of the State and the service of civil process 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded on the motion of the gen- 
977 ͤ ͤ WW 

A second was not demand: 

3 was taken; and on a division there were —ayes 90, 
noes 11. 

Mr. MORRILL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order being made that no quorum has 

the Chair will appoint tellers. 
Mr. MORRILL and Mr. LEWIS were appointed tellers. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. S 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 7706) to authorize the Sec- 
ioe or the Treasury to issue duplicate certificate of deposit to the 
People’s National Bank of Lawrenceburg, Ind. 

; ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, that 


reported 
they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the following 


title; when the . signed the same: 
A bill (S. 723) for the relief of Eugene B. Rail and others. 


COMMITTEE TO WAIT UPON THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask consent td offer a resolution 
which is customary and necessary at this time in closing the session of 
the House. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Ordered, PFF... inte Lapeer O bagi sad elk sen 
House, to join such committee as may be ted by the Senate, to wait upon 
the of the United States and him that Congress, having fin- 
ished its business, is now ready to close its session by adjournment. 


The resolution was to. 
The SPEAKER appointed Mr. SPRINGER, Mr. Cox of New York, 
and Mr. REED of Maine as such committee on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. NEECE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bi that the 

committee had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the follow- 
title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 2530) to authorize an additional appointment on the re- 
tired-list. 

(Applause. ] 

Several MEMBERS. That is quickly done. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Sympson, one of its clerks, in- 
formed the House that the Senate had appointed Mr. MORRILL and 
Mr. HARRIS a committee, to join such committee as may be appointed 
by the House, to wait upon the President of the United States and 
inform him that Congress, having finished its business, is now ready 
to close this session by adjournment. - 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT OPELOUSAS. 


Mr. PAIGE. I move to the rules 
The SPEAKER. The House is voting now on a motion to suspend 
the rules. 


The tellers (Mr. LEWIS and Mr. MORRILL) reported that there were 
ayes 167, noes 4. 

So (two-thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and 
the bill was passed. : 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. WINANS, of Michi I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
present consideration the bill (S. 671) for the relief of Elone A. Marsh 
and M. La Fevre. I beg to state that all the parties interested assent 
to the settlement made by this bill. 

The bill was read. 
cr SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? 

Mr. ANDERSON. I object. 


5 — SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from Maine 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask unanimous consent to make an announce- 
ment that will occupy buta few seconds, and that I know will be of great 
interest. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I have the great pleasure of an- 
nouncing to the representatives of the people that the Senate of the 
United States, in open session and by a unanimous vote, has confirmed 
the nomination of Ulysses 8. Grant as General of the Army of the 
United States on the retired-list. [Applause.] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TUCKER, I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker’s 
table for present consideration the bill (S. 895) for the relief of J. D. 
Morrison, surviving partner of C. M. & J. D. Morrison. 

Mr. BREWER, of New York. I object. 

Mr. ANDERSON. I withdraw the objection to the bill S. 671. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to lay before the House some 
personal requests of members, 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BOYLE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw from 
the files of the House the papers in the case of S. Dillinger & Sons, there 
having been no adverse report thereon. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw petitions filed by him for the passage of the Mexican pension bill 
with the Senate amendments without leaving copies. 

Mr. WELLER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw 
petitions filed by him in favor of the Mexican war ion bill. 

Mr. HARDY, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw the 
papers in the case of Martin Van Ness; no adverse report having been 
made thereon. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. ELLIOTT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to print in 
a eime remarks on the contested-election case of Massey vs. 
ise. 
NOTIFICATION OF THE PRESIDENT. 


Mr. SPRINGER. The committee appointed on the part of the House 
to wait upon the President of the United States in conjunction with 
the committee appointed on behalf of the Senate have performed that 
duty, and report that the President has requested them to inform the 
ara ieat of Congress that he has no further communication to make 

em. 
ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 


During various periods of the last day’s session the following reports 
were made from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, but not announced at 
the Clerk’s desk: 

By Mr. WARNER, of Tennessee: 

A bill (H. R. 5692) to adopt the Revised International Regulations 
for Preventing Collisions at Sea. 

By Mr. HOLMES: 3 

Joint resolution (S. R. 114) to provide for printing the annual re- 
ports of the Smithsonian Institution; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 100) authorizing the printing of certain naval 
and military rts. 


By Mr. SNYDER: 

A bill (H. R. 7572) granting a pension to Amos McDowell; 

A bill (H. R. 7836) for the relief of Mrs. Ida B. Belcher; 

A bill (H. R. 7933) granting a pension to Henry Biederbick; 

A bill R. 6982 ting a pension to W. H. H. Coleman; 

A bill (H. R. 7000) for the relief of Clark G. Maine; 

A bill (H. R. 7034) to increase the salary of the clerk of the Court 
of Alabama Claims; 

A bill (H. R. 7169) granting a pension to Elizabeth Kaler; 

A bill (H. R. 7447) granting a pension to Sebert Toney; 

A bill (H. R. 7485) granting a pension to Alexander Weide; 

A bill (H. R. 3947) granting a pension to Joseph Raible; 

A bill (H. R. 5191) granting an increase of to Augustus Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 5330) granting a pension to Octavia A. Newhall; 

A bill (H. R. 5378) granting a pension to Henry Milkey; 

A bill (H. R. 6220) regulating appeals from the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia and the supreme courts of the several Territories; 

A bill (H. R. 6357) granting a pension to Christian Bauman; 

A bill (H. R. 389) granting a pension to John Boyle; 

A bill (H. R. 691) for the relief of William W. Thomas; 

A bill (H. R. 1004) relating to the Chinese indemnity fund; 

A bill TE abt) Sete e f ae Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 2154) for the benefit of the legal representatives of A. 
re bill . K. 2975) 

i granting a pension to Marion D. Egbert; 

A bill (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the 

Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; 
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A bill (H. R. 8155) granting a pension to Addie L. Moore; 

A bill (H. R. 7502 ting a pension to Richard W. Barnes; 

A bill (H. R. 7522) tor the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 7938) granting a pension to Amanda Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 7618) granting a pension to Henry H. G. Kislingbury, 
Walter F. Kislingbury, Wheeler Schofield Kislingbury, and Douglas 
E. L. Kislingbury, respectively, children of the late Frederick F. Kis- 
D a lieutenant in the Eleventh Regiment United States In- 

try; 

A bill (H. R. 7990) granting a pension to Joseph Sansom; 

A bill (H. R. 8030) making an appropriation for the Agricultural 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 


A bill (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the claims of 
officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property de- 
stroyed in the military service of the United States; 

A bill (H. R. 5740) for the relief of Grigsby Foster; 
A bill (H. R. 6173) for the relief of Rose Dougherty; 
A bill (H. R. 6940) granting a pension to Sarah M. Bissell; 

A bill (H. R. 7047) granting a pension to Patrick Murphy; 

A bill fl. R. 7334) granting a pension to Judson Bostwick; 

A bill (H. R. 577) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to 
the city of Kirwin, Kans. ; 

A bill (H. R. 603) granting a pension to Rachel Nickell; 

A bill (H. R. R for the benefit of John C. Herndon; 

A bill (H. R. 3058) to amend section 1889 of chapter 1, title 23 of 
Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to general incorporation 
acts of Territories; and 

A bill (H. R. 4382) for the relief of William H. Davis. 

By Mr. NEECE: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 341) to authorize the printing of 50,000 
copies of the second annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
for the year 1885; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 342) to authorize the printing of 310,000 
copies of the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for 
the year 1885; 

A bill (H. R. 7993) for the relief of William Stansberry; 

A bill (H. R. 25 granting a pension to David Sears; 

A bill (H. R. 8179) making eee for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8255) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1885, and prior years, 


and other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 8256) appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
year ending June 30, 1886, and for 


of the Government for the 
other purposes 

A bill (H. R. 8270) making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, and for the armament thereof, for the year ending 


June 30, oe 
A bill (H. R. late re ting a pension to John Sparr; 
A bill (H. R. 7728 the relief of Parten H. Morey; 
A bill (H. granting pension to D. W. Pitts; 
A bill (H. granting a pension to Thomas M. Mechecney; 
A bill (H. R. 7938) granting a on to Amanda Allen; 
A bill (H. for the relief of Christian Arndt; 
A bill amending section 764 of the Revised Statutes; 
A bill for the relief of Charles L. Alden; 
A bill for the relief of Fredrick Hutten; 
A bill granting a pension to William H. Kinman; 
granting an increase of pension to John O. Gard- 


H 
II. 
I. 
H 
A bill (H 
ner; 

A bill (H. R. 7248) to increase the pension of Jane D. Brent; 

A bill (H. R. 445) to empower the Secretary of War to permit the 
establishment, under certain conditions, of a horse-railway upon and 
over the island of Rock Island and the bridges erected by the United 
States connecting the cities of Davenport and Rock Island; 

A bill (H. R. 4216) granting a pension to David N. Bryan; 

A bill (H. R. 6760) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Rock Island, III., and Davenport Iowa, and 
to establish it as a post-route; 

A bill (H. R, 5146) granting a pension to Jesse C. Buck; 

A bill (H. R. 5304) for the relief of Mary Royal; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) for the benefit of soldiers and sailors who have 
lost an arm at the shoulder-joint; and 

A bill (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stip- 
ulations with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1886, 
and for other purposes. 

By Mr. PETERS: 

A bill (H. R. poth: granting a pension to Mary J. Dickson; 

A bill 5 R. 5747) to authorize the increase of the capital stock of 
the First National Bank of Larned, Kans., not to exceed $250,000 

A bill (. R. 6089) for the relief of Moses F. Carleton; 

A bill (H. R. 6824) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint Passed Assistant Engineer Nathan B. Clark, United States 
Navy, a chief engineer on the retired - list of the Navy; 


Maron 3, 
A bill (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pension to the widow of 
. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United States Army; 
A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Matilda Cody; 
A bill (H. R. 8034) for the relief of the estates of Hugh and Byrd 


wy 95 deceased ; 
A bill (H. R. 3593) for the erection of a public building at Chicago, 
1 . 


-? 

A bill (H. R. 4067) to change the limit of appropriation for the pub- 
lic building at Louisville, Ky. 

A bill (H. R. 4684) fori the Telier of certain citizensof Marion County, 
Tennessee; 

A bill H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 4856) granting a pension to Bvt. Col. C. 9 Cilley, of 
North Carolina; 

A bill (H. R. 1580 ſor the relief of John W. Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 1567) for the relief of the legal representatives of the 
late Capt. John G. Tod, of the Texas navy; 

A bill (H. R. 1618) to provide for the construction of a court-house 

office at Clarksburg, W. Va.; 
ill (H. R. 2123) for the erection ‘of a public building at Wichita, 
ane 

A bill (H. R. 2872) granting a pension to Jacob Funkhouser; 

A bill (H. R. 2949) for the erection of a public building at Port Town- 
send, Wash. ; 

A bill (H. R. 3343) for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Auburn, N. Y.; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 347) to provide for the printing of addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Committee on Military Affairs on the 
investigation of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 

A bill (H. R. 851) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, 
deceased ; 

A bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F, 
Shepard; 

A bill (H. R. 1132) to place J. Washington Brank.on the muster- 
rolls of Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry; 

A bill (H. R. 1321) for the erection ot a public building at Reading, 
Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 1566) for the relief of O. L. Cochran, late postmaster 
at Houston, Tex., reimbursing him for money erroneously collected 
from him by the Post-Office Department. 

By Mr. PERKINS: 

A bill . R. 4055) granting a pension to Sarah Tyler; 

A bill (H. R. 5148) granting a pension to Jacob Lafferty; 

A bill (H. R. 5554) granting a pension to Sarah Parry; 
bill (H. R. 5998) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan C. 


A 
A bill (H. R. 7805) granting a pension to Ca Bigaa Phelps; 

A bill (H. R. 8090 e eee ee 

A bill (H. R. 8138 are seades vrome TT 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other 


U 

H. R. 200) granting a to Thomas Jeffries; 
H. R. 1220 for the relief of John Taylor & Son 
H: R. 1235 sing en l l le 

R. 1327) for the relief of J. H. Hammond; 

1901) for the relief of Harrison Mitchell; 

2085) granting a pension to Joseph Melntoch; 

8142 ting a pension to Mrs. Lucy Parr; 

8152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth; 

granting a pension to Chancey G. Darrah; 

A bill (H. R. 8229) to grant a pension to James Dye; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) in relation to the claim made by Dr. 
John B. Read against the United States for the alleged use of projectiles 
claimed as the invention of said Read, and by him alleged to have been 
used pursuant to a contract or arrangement made between him and the 
War Department, and for which no compensation has been made; 

A bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of John P. Peterson; 

A bill (H. R. 6533) for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 6775 2 a pension to Edward Wilcox; 

A bill (H. R. 6904 the relief of John F. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 8069) granting a pension to Catharine Helton; 

A bill (H. R. 8132) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Rachael 


A. Quenn; 

A bill (H. R. aa for the relief of Addison M. Copen; 

A bill (H. R. 4021) granting a pension to Abraham Cover; 

A Dill (II. R. 4458) granting a pension to Harlan Jackson; 

A bill R. 4668) for the relief of Nathaniel Pond, jr.; 

A bill R. 4679) for the relief of Sarah E. Webster, administratrix; 
R. 5100) granting a pension to Emma O. Zeigler; 


R. 

R. 
R. 
R. 


A bill 
. R. 5103) granting a pension to Joshua F. Justice; 
A bill R. 5728) granting a pension to Anna Beck; 
A bill (H.-R. 1587) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Randall, 
widow of Capt. Fernando Randall; 
A bill (H. R. 1873) for the relief of Edward Kraemer; 
fon, Mame bill H. R. 2263) for the relief of the State National Bank of Bos- 


A bill 


tii ot ies 


A bill (EL R. 2457) granting a pension to Richard Dillon; 


— 
2 
CO 
pr 
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R. 3340) granting a pension to James M. Pike; 
R. —.— granting a pension to Mrs. Lucretia G. Ripley; 
R. 37 granting a pension to Mary A. Grennon; 
ill (H. R. 73) to provide for the retirement of Col. 
as a major-general of the United States Army; 
ill (H. R. 383) granting a pension to Creet H. Dougherty 
H. R. 888 granting a pension to Elizabeth Mame: 
H. R. 552) granting a pension to Lemuel J. Bennett; 

A bill (H. R. 1142) granting a pension to Nelly Roberts; 

A bill (H. R. 1401) to amend section 1556 Revised Statutes, giving 
longevity-pay to certain officers of the Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander S. Dana Green; 

A bill (H. R. 7938 granting a pension to Amanda Allen; 

A bill (H. R. 7659 ganting a pension to Mrs. Emily L. Alvord; 

A bill (H. the relief of Martha Turner; 

A bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of certain settlers on the Duck Val- 
ley Indian reservation, in Nevada; 

hill H. R. 838 granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia S. Huggins 

A bill (H. R. 870) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Aberdeen, Miss., for use as a post-oflice, United States court, and for 
United States internal-revenue offices, and for other Government pur- 


bill (H. 


bill (H. 
Lar H. 


ee 


H 
eee FN 


B 


poses; 
A bill (H. R. 1091) granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. Mor- 
, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a brevet brigadier-general 
the United States Army, and brigadier-general of volunteers; 
Callers bill sa R. 1615) for the relief of the heirs of the late Langley B. 
ey 


A bill . R. 1813) granting an increase of pension to Ann Cornelia 
Lanhan. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
announced he had approved and signed bills and joint resolutions of the 
following titles, namely: 

An act (H. R. 48) providing for the erection of a building to contain 
the records, library, and museum of the Medical Department, United 
States Army; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 339) providing for printing the sixth and 
seventh annual reports of the Director of the Bureau of Ethnology; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 320) authorizing the printing of the report 
of the Commissioner of Education for 1883 and 1884; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 338) providing for printing additional cop- 
5 of ee . and rit a annual reports of the Director of the United 

tates 

Joint resolution öl. Res. 340) provi for printing monograph 2 of 
the publications of the United . Ged Survey; 

We H. R. 5938) to pension Julia A. um; 

An act (H. R. 3108) to protect the fish in the Potomac River in the 
District of Columbia, and to provide a spawning-ground for shad and 
herring in the said Potomac River; 

An act (H. R. 6087) authorizing the jag by the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States to Charles H. Getman, the firm of 
E. W. Rathbun & Co., thefirm of Kinyon, Wright & Co., the firm of 
Bond & Jenkins, and the firm of Page, Fairchild & Co. certain duties 
paid by them on imported lumber accidentally burned while in cus- 
tody of officers of customs, and before the same had entered into con- 
sumption; 

An act (H. R. 6824) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint one passed assistant , now on the retired-list of the 
NAVY a chief engineer on the re’ -list of the Navy; 

An act (H. R. 8120) making appropriations for the support of the 

for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; 
Siepe, act (H. R. 948 ſor the relief of John M. Dorsey and William F. 
An ack (H. R. 5713) to provide for the settlement of the claims of 
officers and enlisted men of the Army for loss of private property de- 
stroyed in the military service of the United States 

An act . R. 2158) ſor the benefit of John C. Herndon; 

An act (H. R. 8034) ſor the relief of the estates of Hugh and Byrd 
Douglas, deceased ; 

An act (H. R. 9) for the relief of William H. Davis; 

An act (H. R. 4686) for the relief of Fendall ter; 

An act (H. R. 1132) to place J. Washington Brank on the muster- 
rolls of Company B, Second North Carolina Mounted Infantry; 

z An act (H. R. 851) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Jane Veazie, 

An ae H. R. ma for the relief of Alexander D. Schenck; 

An act (H. R. 2722) for the relief of Martha Turner 

An act (H. R. 441) forthe completion of a public building at Council 
Bluffs, Iowa; 

An act (H. R. 1618) to provide for the construction of a court-house 
and post-office at Clarksburg, W. Va.; 

An act (H. R. 870) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
Aberdeen, Miss., for use as post-office, United States court, and for 
United States internal-revenue officials, and for other Government pur- 
poses; 


To 


lca ee e erection of a public building at Port 
Keane H. R. 1321) for the erection of a public building at Reading, 


au ae (H. R. . 3343) for the erection of a public building in the city 
u 
An act (HR R. 2123) for the erection of a public building at Wichita, 


N. 7659 granting a pension to Mrs. Mt. Wagle; Alvord; 
R. 5543) granting a pension to David M. 
. R. 5798) granting a pension to John E. 
H. R. 7617 stra i ei to Mrs. Ann E. Gridley; 
H. R. 5364 a pension to William H. Whitcomb; 
H. R. 6029) for the relief of Jeremiah McCarty; 
R. 6940) granting a pension to Sarah M. Bissell; 

An act R. 1091) granting an increase of pension to Sophia A. 
Morgan, widow of the late Charles H. Morgan, a brevet brigadier-gen- 
eral in the United States Army; 

Anact (H. R. 7830) granting a pension to the widow of the late Com- 
mander S. Dana Greene, United States Navy; 

An act (H. R. 7655) granting an increase of pensi ion to the widow of 
Maj. Thomas T. Thornburgh, late of the United Fi States Army; 

An act (H. R. 4088) to incorporate the Luther Statue Association, to 
erect and maintain a monument or statue in memory of Martin Lu 
in the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 577) to donate a cemetery site on the public lands to 
the city of Kirwin, in the State of Kansas; 

An act (H. R. 2185) for the relief of Rosa Vertner Jeffrey and others; 

eres oar eee er egen e tural 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other pur- 


poses; 

An act (H. R. 847) for the relief of Francis B. Van Haesen; 

Ho HEB Tae) crest eh ptt 

An act 566) for of O to 
at Houston, Tex., reimbursing him for money erroneously collected 
from him by the Post-Office Department 

An act (H. R. 6658) to provide for the salo of the Bab and Fox and 
E reren ons, in the States of ne ere and 
or other 

An act H. R. 30 R. 3008) for the relief of certain settlers on the Duck Val- 
ley Indian reservation in Nevada; 

An act (H. R. 3593) for theerection of a public building at Chicago, 


‘Xn act (H. R. 4067) A lara limit of appropriation for the pub- 


lie building at Louisville, Ky. 

An act (H. R. 5452 for the relief of John W. Martin; 

An act (H. R. 6089 for the relief of Moses F. Carleton; Ţ 

An act (H. R. 5747) to authorize the increase of the tal stock of 
the first National Bank of Larned, Kans., not to exceed 88008 


An act (H. R. 3058) to amend section 1889 of chapter 1 tle 23 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to general incorpora- 
tion acts of Territories; i 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 124) autho the collector of the port 
at New York to deliver, free of duty, a silver cup won by Sergt. A. 
B. Van Heusen, as a member of the American rifle team, at Wimble- 
don, in July, 1883; 

An act (H. R. 8179) making appropriations for the legislative, exee- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7970) making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty 

2886 254 f with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
and ſor other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8138) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and 


apt other 
act (H. R. 8 R. 8239) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the f fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 7785) making approp priations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of thè nited States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1886, and for other p 

An act (H. R. 8279) making eee. for fortifications and other 
works of defense and for the armament thereof for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1886, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8255) mak ing appropriations to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the year ending June 30, 1885, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses 
vet the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for 
other 

An ak H. B. 652) for the relief of Brannin Summers & Co.; 

An act (H. R. 653) for the relief of John B. Davis; 

An act (H. R. 691) for the relief of William W. Thomas; 
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for the relief of John Taylor & Son; 

for the relief of J. H. Hammond; 

for the relief of Edward Kraemer 

for the relief of Lieut. Nathaniel Johnson Colln; 
for the relief of Nathaniel Pond, jr. ; 

for the relief of Elizabeth W. Creighton; 
for the relief of Mary Royal; 

for the relief of Charles Milk; 

for the relief of Grigsby Foster; 

for the relief of Rose Dougherty; 

for the relief of John P. : 

for the relief of Dr. Thomas J. Jones; 
for the relief of John F. Chase; 

for the relief of Charles L. Alden; 

for the relief of Clark G. Maine; 

for the relief of Frederick Hutten; 

for the relief of Daniel McAlpin; 

522) for the relief of Joseph F. Wilson; 

for the relief of Parten H. Morey; 

for the relief of Mrs. Ida P. Belcher; 

for the relief of Christian Arndt; 

3) for the relief of William Stansberry; 

for the relief of Addison M. Copen; 

152) for the relief of William D. Farnsworth; 
4679) for the relief of Sarah E. Webster, administra- 


2263) for the relief of the State National Bank of Bos- 
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R. 4684) for the relief of certain citizens of Marion County, 


R. 1901) for the relief of Harrison Mitchell, late of Com- 
gH eee eee 
200) granting a pension to Thomas Jeffries; 
E. 389) granting à pension to John Boy 
granting a pension to Jo e; 
S 
granting a pension to Lemuel J. Bennett; 
granting a pension to Rachel Nickell; 
) granting a pension to Mrs. Lydia S. Huggins; 
granting a pension to Nelly Roberts; 
granting a pension to Annie E. Bailey; 
granting a pension to W. Bean; 
granting a pension to Cal L. Knick; 
ting a pension to Joseph McIntosh; 
granting a pension to Mary Allen; 
granting a pension to James Stockton; 
granting a pension to Richard Dillon; 
granting a pension to Jacob Funkhouser; 
granting a pension to Marion D. * 
eee 
eae 


granting S Tonin 
granting a pension to Joseph 
ting a pension to Abraham Cover; 
granting a pension to Sarah Tyler; 

granting a pension to David M. Bryan; 


granting a pension to Ellen Edmiston; 
granting a pension to Bri. Col. C. A. Cilley, of 


ting a pension to Emma 0. Zeigler; 

„E Justice; 

granting a pension to Jesse C. Buck; 

48) granting a pension to Jacob Lafferty; 

£330 granting a pension to Octavia A. Newhall; 

Pati granting a pension to Henry Milkey; 
5554) granting a pension to Sarah Parry; 

. 5728) granting a pension to Anna Beck; 

6357 granting a pension to Christian Bauman; 

6775 Coulter 6 — — 
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7177 creating a pecan ta Willen H: Rina: 
7334) granting a pension to Judson Bostwick; 
7340) granting a pension to John Sparr; 

7434) granting a pension to Sylvester Greenough ; 
7447) granting a pension to Sebert 
R. 7485 AoE k enan io DAERA eide; 
502) granting a pension to Richard W. Barnes; 
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granting a pension to Catharine Helton; 
granting a pension to Lina J. Sterns; 
granting a pension to Albert Harper; 
granting a pension to David Sears; 
granting a pension to Mrs. Lucy Parr; 
granting a pension to Addie L. Moore; 
granting a pension to Chancey G. Darrah; 
granting a pension to Mrs. F. M. Norton; 
8229 777771... TAAA DYI 
granting a pension to Mary J. Dickson; 
R. 5191) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
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‘On R. 7178) granting an increase of pension to John O. Gard- 


H. R. 8048) to increase the pension of Ferdinand Hercher; 
H. R. 7248) to increase the pension of Jane D. Brent; 
(H. R. 8132 to restore to the pension-roll thename of Rachel 


An act . R. as} restoring John Snyder to the pension - ol 

An act (H. R. 2645 a pension to Esther Hudson, 3 
William H. Hudson, deceased, late of Company G, 88 Reg- 
iment ee bee Volunteers, and Company E, One hundred and 
inety-first Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers; 


Eng 
SEE REE 3432355525 


iy 
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B. Culley; 
An act (H. R. 445) to empower the 8 
establishment under certain conditions of a horse-railway upon and 
over the island of Rock Island, and the erected by the United 
States eee eee of Davenport Rock Island therewith; 

An act (H. R. 449) ee for the de eee and sale of lots 
in the town of Peru, Dubuque County, Iowa; 

An act (H. R. 1567) for the relief of the legal representatives of the 
late Capt. John G. Tod, of the Texas navy 

An act (H. R. 5692} to adopt the Revised International Regula- 
tions for Preventing Collisions at Sea; 

An act (H. R. 6760) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Rock Island, III., and Davenport, Iowa, and 
to establish it as a post-route; 

An act (H. R. 8102) to ive the assent of Congress to the construc- 
tion of a railroad bridge by the East and Middle Tennessee Railroad 

y over the Cumberland and Caney Fork Rivers; 
An act Ye 4080) ee g section 764 of the Revised Statutes; 


An act (H. R. 4089) to em er the commissioners of the District 
— Columbia 77 dee e the of, and providing ſor the payment of, 
orsey, 


An act (H. R. 6220) regulat 8 from the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia and the su e courts of the several Territories; 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 347) to provide for the printing of addi- 
tional copies of the report of the Committee on Military Affairs on the 
investigation of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 
3 (H. R. =a for the benefit of the legal representatives of A. J. 
sell — n (H. Res. 341) to authorize the ting of 50,000 
copies of the annual report of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
for the year 1885; 
N act E H. R. $183) to remove the political disabilities of W. H. Mur- 
,0 
An tej 2 R. 1004) relative to the Chinese indemnity fund; 
Rms act H. R. 7 7034) to increase the salary of the clerk of the Court of 
An act (H. R. 3500) for the benefit of soldiers and sailors who have 
lost an arm at the shoulder-joint; 
An act (H. R. 1401) to amend section 1556 of thè Revised Statutes, 
giving longevity-pay to certain officers of the Navy; and 
Joint resolution (H. Res. 342) to authorize the printing of 310, 000 
copies of the annual report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the 


year 1885. 

On motion of Mr. HAMMOND, by unanimous consent, it was ordered 
that all members having reports authorized by committees may file and 
r . with leave: to thomi- 
nority, if any, to submit their views on said reports. 
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eee the foregoing order reports were submitted and disposed of as 
WS: 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the De- 
partment of Justice, submitted a report (No. 2645) in writing, relating 
to defalcations of public officers and unsettled accounts; which, with 
an accompanying resolution, was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VAN ALSTYNE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Thomas P, Westmoreland; which 
was read twice, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. VAN A from the Committee on Claims, also reported 
back without amendment the bill (S. 1035) to authorize the 
of the Interior to settle the claims of S. W. Marston, late United States 
Indian agent at Union agency, Indian Territory, for services and ex- 
penditures; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEVENS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for H. R. 5427, a bill (H. R. 8282) to provide permanent 
reservations for the Indians in Northern Montana, and for other pur- 
par which was read twice, and, with the accompanying report, re- 

to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to lie on the table and be printed 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee o on Claims, re 
pet back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 919) for the relief of 
8 5 which was referred to the Coenen ca 

ole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on 3 re- 
ported, as a substitute for H. R. 4507, a bill (H. R. 8283) referring to 
the Court of Claims the claims for property seized by General Johnston 
on the Utah expedition; which was read twice, and, with the accom- 
panying report, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

On motion of Mr. PEEL, the Committee on Indian Affairs was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of House Executive Document 
No. 14, on the subject of the claim of the Old Settlers, or Western Chero- 
kees, against the United States; and the same was ordered to lie on the 
table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

Mr. COSGROVE, ftom the Committee on Private parce map ro- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 5746) authorizing the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to issue a land-warrant for 
one hundred and twenty acres of land to the holder of warrant No. 
51456, with certain provisions and upon certain conditions; which, with 
the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Illinois, from the Committee on Co: reported 
back without amendment the bill (H. R. 7591) to the licens- 
ing of vessels engaged in towing to carry persons in ition to their 


crews; which, with the accompanying 
Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. STEWART, of Texas, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
to which was referred the resolution requesting the President to take all 
— measures to induce the Government of Chili to pay to Wells, 


report, as referred to the House 


& Co. the value of certain bank-note forms and other 
belonging to them, reported a joint resolution (H. Res. 345) for the relief 
of Wells, Fargo & Co.; which was read twice, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be 
Mr. CURTIN, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which were 
referred certain of the President of the United States in rela- 
tion to the participation of the United States Government in the Congo 
conference, submitted a report in writing thereon, accompanied by the 
following resolution, which was referred to the House Calendar, nae 
Resolved, That prospect of commercial een, eh 
from the traditional Polisy of this Government whic! forbids 4 ail ya —.— 
alliances with the nations of the Old Won: ana that the 3 of the 
delegates of the United States in the so-called Congo conference, while care- 
fully guarded, as your committee is 5 in — . — 
wers to the consideration of commercial in 
n so far as it is „ the policy ‘hich, „„ 
the United States to in any political combination or movement out- 
side of the American continent. 


Mr. BELMONT submitted the views of the minority of the said com- 
mittee; which were ordered to be printed with said report. 

Mr. "HITT, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
without amendment H. R. 4002; which was referred to the Committee 
of roan Whole House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
» Mr. FER from the Committee on War Claims, reported a bill 
(H. R. 8284) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Johnson; which was 
read twice, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Com- 
3 ne the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
prin 


Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

back without amendment the bill (H. R. 996) forthe erection 

of a public building at Camden, N.J.; which was referred to the Com- 

mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MILLIKEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back bills of the House of the following titles, with 
amendments (except the bill numbered H. R. 8020, which was reported 
without 8 ; which were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with accompanying re- 
ports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3700) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the city of Manchester, in the State of New Hampshire; 

A bill (H. R. 8020) to provide for the erection of a public building 
at Montpelier, Vt.; and 

A bill (H. R. 6957) providing for the erection of a public buildingat 
Springfield, Mass. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported without amendment the joint resolution (H. Res. 207) pro- 
viding for the erection of a public building at the city of Texarkana, sit- 
uate on both sides of the boundary line between the States of Arkansas 
and Texas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
also reported, asa substitute for H. R. 2825, a bill (H. R. 8285) for the 
erection of a public building at the city of El Paso, in the State of 
Texas; which was read and, with the accompanying report, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

... ting yg i and Grounds, 

back without amendment the bill (H. R. 7729) to change the 

limit of appropriation for the public building at Rocheste>, N. V.; which 

was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Talon and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. WEMPLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds, to which was referred the letter of the Secretary of the Treas- 

ury transmitting report and accompanying papers of the commissioners 
eee appraise the premises, with the buildings and improve- 
ments thereon, bounded by West, Laight, Hubert, and Washington 
streets, in the city of Nen York, also submitted a report in writing 
thereon; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. WORTHINGTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back without amendment the bill (H. R. 7800) to 
amend an act entitled An act for the erection of a public building at 
Quincy, III.,“ a ved May 9, 1882; which, with the accompanying re- 

rt, to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, from the Committee on Commerce, rted, as a 
substitute for H. R. 8265, a bill (H. R. 8287) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Mississippi River at or near Alton, III., and for 
other purposes; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with 
e 

AF, from the Committee on Payment of Pensions, 
Bounty, and Back Pay, reported back without amendment the bill (H. 
R. 8235) for the relief of Ferdinand Plocher; which, with the accompa- 
nying report, was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GREENLEAF, from the Committee on Patents, also reported a 
bill (H. R. 8288) for therelief of James Albert Bonsack; which was read 
twice, and, with the accompanying report, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HENLEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, reported a 
bill (H. R. 8289) to declare forfeited certain lands granted to the South- 
ern Railroad Company by the act of Congress approved July 
27, 1860 which was read twice, and, with the accompanying report, 
referred to the House Calendar, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back bills of the following titles, without amendment, accom- 

by reports in writing thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8290) for the erection of a public building at Owens- 
borongh, Ky.; and 

A bill (S. 505) for the erection of a public building at Huntsville, 
Ala. 


Mr. BRAINERD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back the bill (H. R. 3621) in relation to the public 
building at 3 Kans.; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House onthe state of the Union, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate S. 2617, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report in writing thereon; which 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HEMPHILL HILL, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
. of e eee, e were referred certain charges against Will- 

Comptroller of the Treasury, submitted a pe 
(No. 965) in writing thereon; which was ordered to be printed, and 
on the e. 
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Mr. ROSECRANS, from the Committeeon Mili 
struction, by resolution of the House of May 26, 1884, to in 
ent of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, sub- 
mitted a report in writing thereon; which was ordered to be printed, 


under in- 
vestigate the 


and laid on the table. 

Mr. TULLY, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with an amendment the bill (H. R. 1466) for the relief of the heirs of 
Thomas Black; which, with the accompanying report, was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with- 
out amendment the bill (H. R. 1089) for the relief of the heirs of the 
late Solomon Spitzer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HART, from the Committee on Elections, to which was referred 
the preamble and resolution relative to the case of Hon. JAMES S. RoB- 
INSON, a Representative from the ninth Congressional district of the 
State of Ohio. submitted a report in writing thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and laid on the table. 

Mr. TUCKER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, under the res- 
olution of January 15, 1884, instructing said committee to inquire 
whether the President, by and with the advice and consentof the Sen- 
ate, can negotiate treaties with foreign governments by which the duties 
levied by Congress on importations can be changed or abrogated, sub- 
mitted a report in writing thereon; which was orderded to be printed, 
and laid on the table. 

Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Depart- 
ment of Justice, under instruction toinvestigate certain charges against 
Lot Wright, United States marshal for the southern district of Ohio, 
in relation to the election at Cincinnati, submitted a report in writing 
thereon. 

Mr. EATON, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, under instruc- 
tion by resolution of the 23d ultimo to inquire into the alleged discrimi- 
nation against American products by the German Empire, submitted 
a report in writing thereon, accompanied by the following resolution; 
which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed: 


of the treaty of 1828, made with Prussia, and now in force between the United 
States and ihe German Empire. 


Mr. WARNER, of Ohio, from the Select Committee on the Payment of 
Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, under resolution of the House of Jan- 
uary 12, 1880, continued by resolutions in the Forty-seyenth and Forty- 
eighth Congresses respectively, submitted a report in writing in relation 
to claim agents and the administration of the Pension Office; which was 
ordered to be printed, and laid on the table. 

Mr. BREW. of New York, from the Select Committee on the Pay- 
ment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back Pay, to which were referred bills of 
the House of the following titles, reported the same severally without 
amendment, accompanied by reports in writing th ; which were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying reports, ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 1595) for the relief of Mary Ann King, mother of An- 
drew King; and 

A bill R. 8015) for the relief of Edward G. Pendleton. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
back without amendment the bill (H. R. 7051) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Garetta H. Pierce; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the e report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RAY, of New Hampshire, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back without amendment the bill (S. 2661) granting 
a ion to Miss Amelia J. Gill; which was referred to the Committee 
0 ee House, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
05 motion of Mr. STEVENS, the Committee on Indian Affairs was 

from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3945) for the 
relief of A. L. Dickerman and others; which was ordered to lie on the 
table, and the accompanying report to be printed. 

Mr. EATON, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which was 
referred the message of the President of the United States, with the cor- 
respondence on file in the Department of State relative to the claim of 
William J. Hale against the Argentine Republic, submitted a reportin 
writing thereon, accompanied by the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be advised to demand the at- 
tention of the Government of the tine Republic to the claim of William J. 


Hale, and to take such measures as in his judgment will assure the speedy set- 
tlement thereof. 


Onmotion of Mr. EATON, the Committee on Foreign Affairs was dis- 

from the further consideration of certain resolutions submitted 
by Mr. BELMONT, Mr. FINDLAY, and Mr. ABRAM S. HEWITT in rela- 
tion to the recent dynamite losions in London; which were severally 
ordered to lie on the table and the accompanying report to be printed. 


Mr. YOUNG, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back without amendment the bill (H. R. 677) for a public 
hci, ai Monroe, La.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on Rules, to which was re- 
ferred the subject of the preparation of a general index of the Journals 
of submitted a reportin writing thereon; which was ordered 
to be printed, and laid on the table. 


UNITED STATES SURVEYS, ETC. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. WAIT as a mem- 
ber of the joint commission on the part of the House to consider the . 
present organizations of the Signal Service, Geological Survey, Coast and 
Geodetic Survey, and the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Department, 
in of Mr. LyMAN, whose term of office expires with the Forty- 
eighth Congress. 

INDIAN SCHOOLS. - 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. 
W. H. HATCH, Mr. PEEL, Mr. CANNON, and Mr. RYAN as the commit- 
tee of five members-elect of the Forty-ninth Congress to inquire into 
and investigate the expenditure of appropriations for Indian schools, 
&c., and also to inquire into the expenditure of public money and the 
administration of laws relating to the Yellowstone Park as provided in 
the act making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judi- 
cial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1886, and for other.purposes, approved March 3, 1885. 


FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 


The SPEAKER (at ten minutes before 12 o’clock noon). Gentlemen 
of the House of Representatives: The work of the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress is now completed, and the time has come for the performance of 
my last official act as the presiding officer of this House. I should do 
violence to my own feelings and be guilty of the grossest ingratitude if 
I should declare a final adjournment without returning to you, indi- 
vidually and collectively, my sincere thanks for the 3 
resolution passed this morning. I thank you also, gentlemen, wi 
equal warmth and sincerity, not only for the confidence reposed in me 
at the beginning of our labors here, but for 1 
which have characterized all your personal and intercourse wi 
me since that time. 

The membership of this House is so large, its business is so great, and 
the struggle on the floor for priority in the consideration of measures is 
so earnest that without your cordial co-operation and it would 
have been utterly impossible to conduct our proceedings in an orderly 
or regular manner. It is but simple justice to say that your support 
and co-operation have been promptly and cheerfully given in every 
emergency, and to that fact, more than to anything else, must be attrib- 
uted whatever measure of success has attended my efforts to preserve 
order and facilitate the transaction of the public business. Very few, 
even among those who are best acquainted with our legislative history, 
have an adequate conception of the increased labors and responsibilities 
devolved upon Congress by the events of the last quarter of a century, 
and none, I am sure, who have not had actual experience can fully 
ee tae U Seinen Senne Hio transaction of business in 7g te E 
so large as this. 

In the first the House of Representatives consisted of only 
sixty-seven members—less than the present membership of the Senate. 
Now there are three hundred and twenty-five, besides the Delegates 
from the Territories. From the organization of the Government to the 
close of the Twenty-fifth Congress, a period of fifty years, there were 
introduced into the House, as shown by its records, 8,777 bills and 
joint resolutions; while during the two sessions of the present Con- 
gress, 8,630 bills and joint resolutions have been introduced—almost 
as many as during that half century. At present each one of our prin- 
cipal general appropriation billsembraces as much money as the whole 
amount of the net ordinary expenditures of the Government during 
the first nine or ten years of its existence, and the specific objects to 
be investi and provided for in those bills have so increased in 
number that it has become a very considerable task even to enumerate 


them. 


Although this House has passed a larger number of bills than any 
of its predecessors, except, perhaps, one or two which sat for a longer 
time, it is not at all strange, gentlemen, in view of the facts just men- 
tioned, that it should be compelled to leave unfinished a very large 
percentage of the measures presented. It is evident that unless some 
constitutional or legislative provision can be adopted which will relieve 
Congress from the consideration of all, or at least a large part, of the 
local and private measures which now occupy the time of the commit- 
tees and fill the Calendars of the two Houses, the percentage of busi- 
ness left undisposed of at each adjournment must continue to increase 
from year to year. It is not reasonable to suppose that an alteration 
of the Constitution can be effected, but it is worthy of serious consid- 
eration whether a general law might not be enacted which would au- 


thorize the several Executive Departments and the courts of justice to 
hear and determine these matters under such rules and regulations as 


CONGRESSIONAL 


would amply protect the interests of the Government and at the same 
time secure to the citizen a more expeditious and appropriate remed; wor A ara 
than is now afforded. If this shall be done time and opportunity 

be afforded here for the deliberate consideration of those great public 
questions which the Constitution has committed to the legislative de- 
partment, and something might be done to promote the welfare of the 
whole people without neglecting the special interests of any. 

I congratulate you, gentlemen, upon the spirit of harmony and good 
feeling which has prevailed throughout your deliberations. It is true 
that wide differences of opinion have been developed and the largest 
liberty of debate has been exercised, but each member has honestly 
endeavored to respect and to protect the rights and privileges of his as- 

‘sociates, and I am sure that no animosities 8 
dered that will survive the close of your official relations. We 

part to-day better friends than when we met, and hereafter, I trust, 
we will all recall with pleasure the fact that we were associated as mem- 
bers of the House in the Forty-eighth Congress. 

For my part I shall always consider myself indebted to you for the 
highest honor of my life, the honor of presiding over the deliberations 
of the American House of tatives—a | tive body which, 
while it has always respected the just authority of the ee e has 
never failed to assert the rights of the people. When it ceases to do 
either it will no longer be an honor to preside over it. 

Gentlemen, renewing my profound thanks for your assistan 
your forbearance, and for the expressions of esteem and eee 
nae 4 iro Jose st placed upon your record, and each one of you 

es for his success in every honorable aspiration, I now 
2 9 iit this House adjourned sine die. 
[Loud and prolonged applause in all parts of the Hall and in the 


galleries. ] 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
2 s were laid on the Clerk's desk, 


The following petitions and 
under the rule, and reſerred as 
Buy Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of citizens of Bienville Parish, La., 

for increase of widows’ pensions—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BRAINERD: Petition of citizens of Oil City, Pa., relating 
to the Mormon question—to the Committee on the Ju 

By Mr. W. W. BROWN: Joint resolution of the Legislatare of Penn- 
sylvania, protesting against the abolition of the National Board of 
Health—to the Select Committee on the Public Health. 

Also, joint resolution of ne i of Pennsylvania, urging the 
placing of General U. 8. Grant on the retired-list—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 


By Mr. EVERHART: Petition of manufacturers of vinegar under IM 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


act of March 1, 1879, denying allegations of New York State Cider Vin- 
egar Association—to on—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

8 GUENTHER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 

Wisconsin, asking for the maintenance of the Sturgeon Bay and Lake 
Michigan Ship Canal—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HALSELL: Petition of the Madison Female Institute; of 
the estate of John G. Holloway et al., Thomas W. Campbell, assignee; 
of the estate of Albert Buford, J. W.M t, administrator, for Tef- 
erence of their respective claims to the Court of Claims under the pro- 
visions of the Bowman act—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JEFFORDS: Petitionof W. L. Gay, trustee of D. Gay, 
L. W. Do and A. Verrett, that their several be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—severally to the same committee. 

By Mr. MILLARD: Petition of citizens of Waverly, N. Y., 
Tonic for the suppression of Mormonism—to the Committee on the 

By Mn PRYOR (by request): Petitions of the one 8 
reſerence of their to the Court of EY to 

1 T. King, of Virginia; James W. on Eli N. Leay, 


Ab N Mr. STEPHENSON: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Wis- 
consin, against the importation of foreign-contract labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Petition of Joseph Buchanan and 27 oth- 
ers, citizens of Steubenvill 1 County, aio, praying for the 
of pol; aiey ateria the so-called M. Church 2 

polygamy. ormon tobeu 

and treasonable—to the Committee on the J udiciary. 


The following petitions for the passage of the Mexican war pension 
bill with Senate amendments were presented and severally referred to 
the Committee on Pensions : 

By me: W. W. BROWN: Joint resolution of the Legislature of Penn- 
sy. 

By Mr. KEIFER: Of William H. Kennedy and 124 others, citizens 
of New Holland; and of Joseph W. Davis and 70 others, citizens of 
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Repeal of Certain Internal Taxes. 


SPEEOH 


or 


HON. W. W. CULBERTSON. 


OF KENTUCKY, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monday, January 5, 1885, 
On the bill H. R. 5432) repealing certain internal-revenue taxes. 


Mr, CULBERTSON, of Kentucky, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: During the first of the last session of Congress, 
more than a year since, I introduced a bill (H. R. 669) for the considera- 
tion of this House the provisions of which did away with the internal- 
revenue regulations imposed on tobacco so far as the planter was con- 
cerned. Several other bills were introduced of the same kind covering 
a broader field. Some of these bills wes: rejected; none of them met 
with favorable action, and it is in view of these facts that I beg to call 
the attention of the House to this subject, to the bill offered to-day. 

Taxation in some form is of very ancient origin. With the formation 
of governments taxation began. Far back in the dim misty when 

t was new, when the civilization of after deeply impress 
its traces on Persia, Egypt, Greece, and Rome, existed for ages, an 
was on the wane, even at the beginning of this ancient Indian empire, 
direct taxation was no new iment. - 

In the treaties of the ee with conquered provinces 
the consideration of taxes played an important part. We find with 
the Hebrew tribes, as long as they were governed by the immediate 
direction of Almighty God, every male was taxed 30 cents. A tax 
was on the first fruits, and first born of the domestic animals; a first- 
born male of the family was taxed; a first and second tithe for the sup- 
port of the Levites, and a tithe for the poor was collected. After this 
people selected a king, the tax was tly increased. Houses and 
other property were taxed, and a tariff was levied on the import or 
introduction of foreign merchandise. King Solomon, who has the 
reputation of having been a very wise man, collected a large revenue, 
and the people were grievously taxed during his reign of glory. The 
stoning to death of Adoram, the revenue collector, and the secession of 
the ten tribes at the commencement of the reign of young Rehoboam, 
the wise man’s son, indicate how oppressive had been the taxation. 
The Athenian republic imposed many kinds of taxes, a certain part of 
the product of mines, &c., and a tariff on imported goods from foreign 
countries. They avoided a direct tax. The common people paid no 
tax; but on the contrary large sums were expended by the govern- 
ment for public games and amusements. In Rome, under the repub- 
lie, the spoils of conquered nations and their annual tribute defrayed 
the greater part of the expenses of the government. But after the 
empire almost every kind of tax was resorted to, regardless of the pro- 
tests of the people. These taxes became most oppressive to the nation. 

During the Middle Ages the kings lived off their lands, and in war 
their vassals, the barons and knights, furnished men and munitions for 
war. Venice first came near our modern model of taxation, imposing 
a direct tax on lands, a tax on goods manufactured, and a duty on goods 
imported. Various schemes and experiments were tried in all the na- 
tions of the earth, both ancient and modern, particularly in Europe, 
for the collection of a revenue. Some of these plans were of the most 
oppressive character, and it seems strange that in England and France, 
in comparatively modern times, no better methods were adopted. The 
erudest and most clumsy ways were often pursued, monopolies were 
often established by the governments, in fact werecommon. Byselling 
certain privileges to individuals or companies the treasury was re- 
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plenished. In this way the great East India Company was created and 
continued for many years; in fact itis in existence at this time. In 
France, about the year 1600, out of the vast revenues of the State col- 
lected, only one-fifth reached the treasury. 

It is therefore made evident that no system had been ized or es- 
tablished as a standard for the collection of taxes. It was done in a very 
loose manner, and was always felt to be a great burden by the people, 
who never ceased tocomplain. Consequently the effort by the people 
to accumulate wealth was stifled by the enforced taxes of the Govern- 
ment. From what has been said the fact will be ized that in the 
manner of „ we are to some extent still experimenting. 
There is a wide difference of opinion as to the best mode of raising a 
revenue, but it may be safely said the true way to create a revenue is 
to do it in the manner that will cause the people to feel it least. All 
will agree to this. The question is how to doit. When we know it 
is only within the last one hundred years that the best methods of 
creating arevenue are beginning to be understood, it is not strange there 
should be a difference of opinion on this subject. But we are convinced 
the prevailing opinion and experience of the world is against direct taxa- 
tion or internal taxes. Even in countries professing freedom of trade 
heavy duties are laid on goods brought from other nations to sell, com- 
ee Dene their own manufacture, and we find that all civilized na- 
tions have advocated and practiced this plan. 

Having seen so much of the creation of revenues in other nations, 
we may now look at the United States. We have tried direct taxes 
four times, namely, in 1798, 1813, 1815, 1816. In all of these years the 
tax was upon lands, houses, and slaves, the slaves being taxed 50 cents 
each, little and big, and in each instance such was the outery of the 
people against it the tax was in force but a single year. Indirect rev- 
enues, such as tariffs on imported goods, were in force all the time, and 
were the chief source of revenue to the country. In 1791 a tax on 
spirits distilled in the United States was imposed, ranging from 9 to 
25 cents per gallon; stills were taxed 60 cents per gallon on their ca- 
pacity. In 1794 taxes were fixed on carriages, retail dealers in spirits, 
snuff made in the United States, auction sales, refinéd sugar; and in 
1797 stamp taxes were imposed on certificates, letters patent, insurance 
policies, bills of exchange, promissory notes, &c., thus fully establish- 
ing a system of internal revenue, which was commenced soon afterthe 
adoption of the Constitution. 

In 1802 an act to repeal internal taxes swept away the tax on dis- 
tilled spirits, license to retailers, sales at auction, stamps, &c. But in 
1813 these taxes were restored, and the office of Commissioner of Rev- 
enue established; in 1815 the list of articles taxed was largely increased. 
The collection of internal taxes when our country was new caused great 
discontent among the people. Shay's rebellion in Massachusetts was 
one of the results of this discontent; the rebellion created great con- 
sternation and was only put down by the most prompt action and the 
loss of life. The whisky rebellion of Pennsylvania was quite a serious 
affair, requiring 15,000 troops, the personal supervision of Washington, 
the President and Commander-in-Chief of the Army. This rising of 
the people cost the Government near $2,000,000, and was the result of 
resistance to the collection of the internal-revenue taxes. The feelings 
of the people are fully made manifest by these disorders (have the 
people changed since then?); the failure of the Republic was imminent, 
and secession was talked of by those, many of whom had been most patri- 
otie in the war for independence. The aversien of the people to inter- 
nal or direct taxation has always been so great that such taxes have 
been repealed at the earliest practicable moment. This can not be denied. 

The act of August, 1861, after a lapse of forty-five years, imposed a 
direct tax on States and Territories in proportion to the population of 
each. This modeof taxation was fair, was uniform, as the Constitution 
directs; not as now imposed. This act also provided for an income tax. 
As much as $61,000,000 was derived from this tax in one year. In 
July, 1862, the present internal-revenue law was adopted. Theinternal 
revenue collected from 1791 to 1849 was $22,000,000, from 


$200 in 1843 to over five millions in 1816; the income from custom du- 
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ties or tariffs during the same period was nine hundred and forty-six 
millions. 


In five years from June, 1863, to June, 1868, the receipts from inter- 
nal revenue were $1,185,000,000. The amount received from customs 
duties in one year was over $179,000,000. During all these years the 
people have been patient, patriotic, and good-humored, because they 
thought the taxes were needed by the Government. But the time has 
come when the people demand the repeal of all internal-revenue laws, 
because they are no longer needed by the Government, as is admitted 
by all parties, and for the reason the collection of these taxes is in viola- 
tion of the Constitution. After a fair and equal support of the Govern- 
ment, to sell the product of your labor freely and without restraint is 
an t right common to freemen; to deny it is to say you are not 
free. ‘These laws force monopolies upon the nation, keeping the poor 
out of employment and favoring those in better circumstances, as we 
shall show. If a citizen buy of the Government the right to pursue 


a business, that business becomes a monopoly to the liber- 
ties of the people. Sanctioned and ed by the Government such 
sales by the Government are ex only in times of great distress 
and must be the last resort. The of these laws is demanded be- 


cause the collection of a tax from people of a few States and not 
Hon Sa people of all the States is not uniform, as the Constitution 
rovides. 
= The repeal of the internal-revenue law is demanded because it is un- 
fair to make the people of one State or section pay thousands of dollars 
taxes that the people of another State orsection are not required to pay. 
Fair and equal taxation is the demand of all spirited ple. If the 
people of Kentucky pay taxes on their tobacco and products to 
the amount of eighteen and a half million dollars per year, why should 
not the people of Ohio pay fifty-two million do those of New 
York pay seventy-eight i and Pennsylvania pay sixty millions? 
Why should net the great State of Texas pay over twenty millions in 
a sum of two hundred and ten tho ? The rich 
tate of Iowa, which pays less than three millions tax, should pay more 

than twenty-five millions. These sums would be in proportion to the 

pulation of these States and in conformity to the provisions of the 
Gonstitation. This would be fair, and just. It would come 
up to the American idea of fair play. It is well known this is not the 
best mode of creating a revenue, for the reason, as has been repeatedly 
shown by argument and by most valuable experience, the foreigner pays 
the duty or custom tariffs, while the American citizen pays the tax of 
the internal-revenue laws. Besides all this, the first section of the Con- 
stitution says: 

i es shall be ned am the several States which may be in- 

cluded within this Eaten piconet ok to their respective numbers. * 

Thus is made manifest the fear ever tin the minds of the fathers 
relative to unfair taxation. In the section of their Constitution 
they provide that the direct taxation must be equal; that it must be in 
proportion to the population of each State. 

Of course some will say this is not a fair argument; but will any one 
deny that the people of one State pay a tax tothe Government ten times 
as much as the same number of people do in other States? Look at the 
difference in taxes paid. The six New England States, with a vote of 
744,000, pays internal-revenue taxes amounting to $3,433,000; Illinois, 
with 672,813 votes, pays internal - revenue taxes amounting to $23,500, - 
000; Iowa, with over 375,000 votes, pays internal-revenue taxes amount- 
ing to $2,757,000; Kentucky, with over 276,000 votes, pays internal- 
revenue taxes amounting to $18,500,000; Texas, with over319,000 votes, 
pays internal- revenue taxes amounting to $210,150; New Jersey, with 
261,210 yotes, pays internal-revenue taxes amounting to $3,500,000; 
Ohio, with over 784,000 votes, pays internal-revenue taxes amounting to 
$13,500,000; Pennsylvania, with 899,778 v: pays internal-revenue 
taxes amounting to $7,889,000; New York, with over 1,167,000 votes, 
pays internal-revenue taxes amounting to $13,760,000. 

South Carolina, Georgia, Mississippi, Alabama, Louisiana, and Flor- 
iga allanly pay Jens than omo poe a half millions taxes. Kentucky, with 
less than one-fourth the vote of New York, pays eighteen anda mill- 
ions. This shows the inequality of the taxation of the different sec- 
tions. It will be seen that the people of some States are forced to pay 
many times as much taxes asan equal number of people in a neighbor- 
ing State. 
is this uniform taxation, as the Constitution provides? If the people 
of Kentucky or Illinois are heavily taxed, why should not the people of 
Ohio or Texas be taxed in the same proportion, so that 10,000 people in 
Texas will pay as much tax as the same number in any other State? 

If a farmer wants to raise tobacco he may do so, but as a farmer he 
can only sell not to exceed one hundred pounds in the leaf to his farm 
hands, and may sell not to exceed one hundred dollars’ worth to his 
neighbors or to any one by retail; all eee of Stee OTE a hee 
of tobacco—five, ten, fifteen, or twenty thousand pounds—he is fo: 
to sell to a tobacco dealer, who buys the right to deal in tobacco from 
the Government. The farmer is forced to exhibit to any revenue officer 
who may demand it a sworn statement of his sales of tobacco, number 
of hogsheads, cases, pounds, with the name and residence in each in- 
stance of the person sold to and the place where it was shipped to. If 
the farmer fails to do this he may be fined $500. The farmer must not 


twist or press his tobacco. Oh, no! this operation is reserved ſor a 
more favored class, who buy their right from the Government, and are 
called manufacturers. A little twist or roll of the tobacco which he has 
grown may get a respectable farmer into great trouble, because he has 
not bought the right to twist or roll his tobacco from a Government 
which does not need the purchase-money, and is resorting to every means 
to keep from collecting money from other people, as, for instance, the 
Spanish treaty of to-day; but the tobacco farmer must pay. 

Remember the efforts made last session of Congress to reduce the 
tariff on the foreigner who wanted to sell his goods in the United 
States. We have too much revenue“ was the cry. Some will say this 
taxation is not direct, therefore the reasons do not apply to it. When 
the slaves were taxed fifty cents each, little and big, it was generally 
conceded this was direct taxation. No one has ever said it was not. 
And yet it is well known, beyond dispute, that in many instances the 
owners of these slaves had more to do with their origin and growth than 
the planter of tobacco has to do with any plant ever produced. 

If to avoid this compulsory selling of his tobacco to certain parties 
authorized by the Government to buy it, and to get rid of the surveil- 
lance of the revenue officers, the farmer thinks he will become a free 
man, a tobacco dealer, as the law has it, he is badly mistaken, because 
the dealer can only sell to other dealers and to manufacturers, and he 
gets into amaze of book-keeping and laws which would compel him 
to hunt an expert to understand what the Government does want; and 
ifhe don’t live up to the requirements of the law, he may be fined 
$5,000 and imprisoned one year. 

If the farmer dares to twist his tobacco into the old-fashioned hanks, 
or if he makes cigars of his tobacco, he becomes a manufacturer; must 
hang out his sign announcing he is a manufacturer; must give bond in 
from two thousand to twenty thousand dollars, and is eee to a 
whole book full of rules and regulations, which require a lawyer to get at 
the meaning, andif he fails to live up to these rules, laws, and regulations 
he may be fined $5,000 and imprisoned five years. If the farmer wants 
to sell his tobacco as other farmers sell their wheat, corn, or oats, he must 

y $250 per year (before 1883 it was $500 per year) and $30 on each 
$1,000 he sells over $500, and he is subject to all the rules, fines, and 
annoyances that this inquisitorial modeof taxationcan suggest. Inthe 
face of all these facts there are those who will tell you the planter is 
not taxed, and are surprised that he asks for relief. j 

are some of the reasons why the planters of tobacco ask that 
the tax imposed on them shall be extinguished. Again, we say the 
Constitution explicitly and pointedly provides that such direct taxation 
shall be for the purpose of paying debts, and to provide for the com- 
mon defense and eee nited States. (See sections 1 
and 8.) The spirit of these sections of the Constitution evidently is 
that such taxes are only to be levied in cases of emergency, when money 
must be had and can not be raised any other way. No one pretends 
that this tax is needed for the Government now, either to pay debts, 
for the common defense, or for the general welfare of the United States. 

In fact, for the last year the great lamentation has been, Our reve- 
nues are too large; how shall we reducethem?’’ There seems to be but 
one idea on this point, both political parties joining in the er, Too much 
revenue!” Now, if this is true, why single out the tobacco-planter for 
atax? Is he peculiarly obnoxious to the Government? hat has he 
done that above all other farmers he should pay a special and an oner- 
ous tax? We know most of these men are good citizens, patriotic and 
true, meung n0 special punishment at the hands of the Government. 

The prevailing and true principle of our Government is that free com- 
merce and trade should exist between the people of the different States, 
and that the people of each Stateshould have equal and the same rights 
under the General Government, and that all should be treated alike. 
This special direct tobacco tax violates this idea and provision of the 
Constitution, because the people of to wing States are made to 
pay a tax the people of other States do not pay either in kind or in 
amount. It is a class legislation, exempting the farmer who raises 
grapes, hemp, cranberries, &c., from a tax that the tobacco-grower is 

orced to pay. The welfare of the Government does not demand the 
tax; in fact the reverse is the case because the tax prevents the more 
diffusion of the culture of tobacco throughout a country well 

ada to its growth. 
small farmer, with little money and less knowledge of the law, 
fears to en in tobacco-raising lest he fall into some of the many 
traps set for him by the law and the minions of the Internal-Revenue 
Department. The Chinaman who raises tea in China sends it to the 
United States and sells it free of duty or tax, while our tobacco-planter, 
who is a citizen of the United States, who may have risked his life and 
shed his blood for the glory and ation of his Government and is 
liable to do so again at any time, who has for years paid State, county, 
and town taxes and spends all his money in the United States—this 
citizen is taxed a special, additional tax on the product of his 
because he raises tobacco, while all the substance of the China- 
man and the money we pay him goes to support the glory of the Chi- 
nese Empire, which never has done us any good so far as heard from, 
What does the Chinaman or any other foreigner do for the United 
States in time of war or in paying State, county, or town taxes? Who 
fights our battles, defends our freedom, and makes the name of an 
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American citizen glorious? Not the foreigner, but our own native and 
citizen. Why, then, do we tax this true man of our own coun- 

try and let the foreigner go free? 

Listen to what we have done during the last fiscal year. 


itted the following sums of imported articles to be brought to the 
nited States and sold free of duty or tax—two and a quarter million 
dollars’ worth of horses, two and a quarter million dollars’ worth of 
cattle, nearly two million dollars of quinine, fifty million dollars of 
coffee, one and a quarter million dollars of cotton, two and three-quarter 
million dollars of eggs, near two million dollars for bananas, tea four- 
teen million dollars, sugar seven million dollars, more than four and 
a quarter million dollars’ worth of wood unman and other 
articles to the amount of two hundred and ten million. ile these 
vast sums were being sold here free of tax, and the money taken to 
foreign lands, our own citizens were being taxed for the privilege of 
raising tobacco. Has the Chinaman who raises tea in China or the 
negro who produces coffee in Brazil performed such signal and distin- 
services to the United States that he can sell the produce of 
farm here free of tax, while our good citizen, who defends his Gov- 
ernment, pays all the ordinary taxes and the charitable assessments of 
his is made to pay a special tax, an extraordinary tax, to 
that Government he has offered his life tosave? Is this fair play? Is 
this justice? Is it an exercise of common sense? Is it not ingratitude 
of the kind? Is it not ion most foul? Is ita crime to 
raise tobacco, that he who engages in it must be punished by an extraor- 
dinary tax? 

The collection of this tax is attended by rules, regulations, and cir- 
cumstances which render it peculiarly offensive. As before said, many 
small farmers in remote regions are afraid to engage in tobacco raising 
because of the minions of the tax-law, who, in many i seek to 
entangle the ter in the meshes of the law, so that he, the minion, 
may get his money in the shape of fees. No greater outrage was 
ever on the people of this Republic than the continuance of 
this law without the shadow of an excuse. 

Let us look at the workings of this law in —_ puae By hook or 
by crook a third-rate lawyer gets appointed United States commissioner 
by a United States judge, and is located in some remote town in the 
mountains, where the mass of 3 while brave, patriotic, hos- 

itable, and naturally of , are poor and not versed in the 

wledge of the law. ey live on small farms; many of them can 
only uce, as a cash product 2 their taxes, &c., tobacco, and 
— o , the yield of their orchards. The United States commissioner is 
supplied with a deputy marshal and bailiffs, and the commissioner is 
for action. There must be one or two cases before him every day 
to make the office profitable. Warrants are procured for men who are 
dragged on foot ten, fifteen, twenty miles from their homes to this United 
States commissioner’s court, where they are compelled to stay one or two 
nights, and must be put in irons, , lest they get away. 
en the prisoner comes into the a presence of this United 
States commissioner he is told that he is accused of selling a quart of 
brandy, or of =i ST tobacco illegally. After suffering all this igno- 
miny, frightening his family, and torturing his flesh and mind, he is 
generally declared innocent, and allowed to walk twenty miles to his 
home. But the United States commissioner gets his fees; so do the 
marshals, bailiffs, &c. This machine is kept going from day to day 
for the express benefit of these officers. What redress has the prisoner, 
without money or influential friends, or even knowledge of the law? 
None whatever. Who could have redress? This United States com- 
missioner is only removed by the judge who appointed him, and he has 
‘become indifferent by use, as the butcher does to the plaintive bleat of 
the lamb. 

About three times a year what is called a raid is ordered. The deputy 
marshal and a number of bailiffs start out; they ride as fur away from 
the small towns as practicable, arrest from twenty to seventy-five men, 
whoare brought before the 1 eee accused of distil- 

selling brandy, tobacco, &c., illegally. commissioner generally 
And these men guilty, and orders them taken from two to three hun- 
dred miles to the United States circuit court for trial, being careful to 
see that there are nearly as many guards appointed as there are pri $ 
the guards of course being his friends. This whole raid is made to show 
how vigilant these officers are and what a good work they are doing. In 
the United States circuit court most of the prisoners are found not guilty; 
but the United States commissioner, marshals, bailiffs, guards, witnesses, 
Ko., are all paid their fees, and the poor prisoner, after being in jail for 
days or weeks, is turned loose to return to his mountain home as best 
he can. 

Think of a man not guilty being taken, dragged suddenly, without 
ase from an isolated home, a sick family, a frightened wife, hun- 
dreds of miles, to be gaped at, stared at by the idle crowd as he is pushed 
along as a criminal among who have been t by the pub- 
lications of the day to consider this the worst class of ders ! 

Think of this monstrous outrage being perpetrated as a business, 
coolly and deliberately, to satisfy the cupidity of the minions of this 
tax Jaw. We could readily believe this thing occurred in farmed- 
out Turkey, but many will doubt its existence in free America. But 
if the prisoner is found guilty in the United States court, what then? 


We have | thus 


He is fined three, four, or five hundred do and confined in jail six 
months. For what? For using the products of his little mountain 
farm as any and all freemen have a right to do. What gross ou 

perpetrated in the name of the United States! And this thing 
has gone on so long it has ceased to attract attention. We become 
used to anything, however much we are shocked at first. 

Is it strange the officers of this law are hated and feared by the citi- 
zens? Is it wonderful they are shot down asacommon enemy? I 
7 to any freeman to know if he would not instinctively grasp his 

ifle at the approach of these minions of the law? 

This is no imaginary sketch; too many sad cases of this kind make 
it true. Many, very many persons, will bear witness to the truthful- 
ness of these statements, and will tell you it is not in the least 
atedorcolored. Objection is made to the tax on cigars of the same kind; 
in fact most of the reasons urged for not taxing the leaf-tobacco of the 
planter are appropriate for the cigar-maker. The tax favors monopolies 
or the large manufacturer, and destroys the small operator, whose cap- 
ital is his hands and the knowledge how to work. The revenue officer is 
his Nemesis. Any person who will take the trouble to examine the Tax 
Manual for cigar-makers sent out by the Government will be 3 
to find so much of it, and to see it is so hard to comprehend. of 
our most distingui public men has said of this book, to understand 
all the provisions and tions embodied in it would require of an ex- 
perienced lawyer much careful study. Its sectionsand paragraphs are 
numerous, and many of them convey their meaning by reference to 
other sections or paragraphs. For instance, on one page you will read: 
any manufacturer selling cigars or removing them from the place where 
they were made without complying with the requirements stated in 
Nos. 9, 10, 12, and 13 subjects such cigars to forfeiture, and incurs 
liability to fine and imprisonment. 

Suppose a poor widow with a half-grown family wishes to engage in 
cigar-making, she must first communicate with the -collector in a dis- 
tant town, must pay a special tax for making cigars, must give a bond 
as cigar-maker, must buy stamps for the boxes before she can sell cigars 
out of the boxes, and must put them on the boxes; she must keep an 
account of the number of ci she may make and the number she 
may sell, and must show on her books each purchasé of leaf-tobacco, 
stems, or other material used in making cigars; she can not move these 
cigars from one house to another before paying the tax, nor can she 
move the cigars before bond is given. If any of these provisions are 
violated, she forfeits to the United States not only the cigars she has 
on hand, but all raw material, machinery, tools, implements, apparatus; 
fixtures, boxes, barrels, &c., together with her estate or interest in the 
building and the lot or tract of ground on which such buildings are lo- 
cated, with everything belonging thereunto. - 

When we view the gentle, paternal provisions of this law it is easily 
seen that poor women, and men too, are shut out from this industry; 
by means of which they could find employment for themselves and 
their children, giving to them a retired, quiet means of living. The 
business is given to with more money and experience in the 
law. Why is this? Does the nation need the taxes? Does an insignifi- 
cant industry like this need to be surrounded with taxes, laws, regula- 
tions, and forfeitures sufficient to prevent the poor and timid from en- 
gaging init? We answer no. During the last year, from one end of 
the land to the other, it has been proclaimed by all parties that ourreve- 
nues are too large, and for this reason we have reduced our charge to the 
foreign producer bringing goods here to sell (see revenue act March 3, 
1883), while we have starved the poor widow and herchildren at home. 
A shame it is! 

Thus it will be seen that a large class of needy citizens, without 
money, are thrown out of an employment peculiarly suited to them, 
while it is given to the more prosperous person, who has money and 
may engagein any kind of business. Let us have fair play; the Amer- 
ican citizen as much as any person in this world believes in justice} 
fairness, and honesty. The object of the Government ought to be to 
put all such employments into the hands of the needy, of the poor 
and the timid, who can not jostle through the crowd of more vigorous} 
grasping, and able persons. Let us remember that governments are 
formed for the ha of the people, and that as governments are 
good the people will be happy. 

When the silk industry came to Western Europe, the governing 
classes took the lead as an example in raising the silk-worm. It wasa 
thing the most humble citizen could engage in, and the advantages 
were it gave to the country a valuable industry, and gave tothe people 
who needed it employment in addition to their otheravocations. Ought 
a government like ours to distinguish against the poor? Certainly not. 
This is essentially the poor man’s government in theory; for God's sake 
and for the welfare of humanity let it be so in practice. We bought 
from foreigners, we imported nearly ten million dollars’ worth of to- 
bacco during the last year. More than $3,000,000 of this was paid 
out for cigars which ought to have been made at home. In place of 
trying to keep this large sum in America, we seem to be doing our best 
to prevent the product and the manufacture of tobaccoathome. From 
the depths of valleys, the tops of the mountains down to the vapory 
smoke of the cigar-store, the cultivation, man and sale of 


this weed, tobacco, is taxed, is hampered by perplexing laws, rules, and 
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regdlations, repressing and hindering its growth and manufacture in 
the United States, while we send millions of money for tobacco to a 
despised foreigner without comment or remark. Think of it; 810, 000, 
000 a year sent out of our nation never to return for tobacco which we 
can produce at home! 

Few people know the work, the risk, and the vigilance required to 
be a successful tobacco-planter; his work is never done until the tobacco 
is in market. There is no crop raised which is attended with so much 
care and risk, and liable to so many vicissitudes, even without the hated 
tax, Why is it Congress has so tenaciously stuck to the tax on tobacco ? 
There being no longer a need for the tax, as is generally conceded, the 
eontinuance of the law, as before said, being contrary to the spirit and 
even the letter of the Constitution, makes the tax still more of a mystery. 

It is claimed the low-tariff people fear to take the internal-revenue 
taxes off lest the tariff must be increased on the product of the foreigner 
brought here to sell. If this is so, it clearly proves Tey ee to tax 
our own citizen rather than tax the foreigner. They would rather see 
the ten millions go, never to return, than to relieve the tobacco industry 
of our own country. But, forargument’s sake, admit the free-trader’s 
theme, the tariff is a tax,“ to be true, and that the tariffs must be 
increased if the tax of twenty-five millions is taken off tobacco. We 
say admit this; would it not be still better to have the whole nation 

y the tax than to force a small industry confined to parts of a few 
States to pay it? Clearly the last shadow of an excuse is gone for the 
tobacco tax. 

The experience of this nation has proven the people never wanted an 
internal tax. It is not the best mode of collecting a revenue in this 
country. These taxes are always felt to be oppressive by the people. 
While the revenue collected by the tariff on foreign importations is not 
felt by the people, because the foreigner pays it, as has been clearly 
shown by many arguments made on the tariff question during the last 
session of and by the active experience of the nation during 
the last twenty-five years, there may have been a time when the neces- 
sities of the Government called for these taxes; but that day, thank for- 
tune, has gone, and no lo: can this Internal Revenue Department be 
maintained. Away with its monopolies, oppression, and partial taxa- 
tion! Away withits minions, suited forarrests, cruelty, and evil deeds! 


Interstate Commerec. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. JOHN B. STORM, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, December 16, 1884, 


On the bill (H. R.5461) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate com- 
merce, and to regulate such commerce. 


Mr. STORM said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: If there be any feeling of hostility to railroads in this 
House, I am sure that I do not participate in it. - On the contrary, I 
regard them as indispensable instruments of modern civilization. I 
take no part in the denunciation of railroad corporations as such. 
There are enterprises too gigantic for unorganized individual effort. 
There are undertakings that can be carried out successfully only by 
associated capital, under the privileges of a liberal charter conferring 

rpetual succession and other immunities. Canals have been dug, 
streams bridged, mountains tunneled, and continents spanned by means 
of the advantages derived from incorporation and the bestowment of 
certain franchises, privileges, and immunities. ; 

The question is often asked, Who owns the railroad? The railroad 
advocate says the stockholders. This is undoubtedly correct if by the 
question you mean to inquire as to the legal title to the property of the 
corporation. When the question is asked, For whose benefit is the cor- 

ration created? the railroad advocate again says for the stockholders. 

is answer is disputed, and I think I can show before I close my re- 
marks, by citations from the constitution of my own State and of other 
States, that railroad corporations were created as well for the benefit of 
the publie as for the private gain of the stockholder and incorporator. 

The idea that a railroad company exists solely for the purpose of 
earning money for its stockholders, regardless of the interests of the 
public, is as unsound as the communistic idea that stockholders have 
no rights which the public is bound to Were the restrictions 
and limitations imposed by the laws and constitutions of all the States 
upon corporations placed upon the ownership and t of pri- 
vate pr , they would be denounced as agrarian, and no free people 
would submit to them. A correct idea on this subject will aid us very 
muchin solving the question of interstate commerce and its i 

Had the true theory of the relation of railroads to the public alwa; 
been kept in mind by State Legislatures and courts, had the law. — 


ee ing powers kept in view the fact that railways were 
public highways and common carriers; the proposed legislation would 
not, perhaps, be necessary. 

In the early history of my own eee railroad building was in 
its infancy and needed encouragement, Legislature and courts were 
favorably inclined in the granting of charters, passing of laws, and in 
construing them. 

In the course of time the common-law theory was lost sight of. 
Railroads were no longer regarded as common carriers, but were em- 
powered to enter into every conceivable kind of contract relations, 
acquire and hold lands, engage in mining and manufacturing, as fally 
and completely as individuals might. 

Under this monstrous perversion of a just and correct theory that 
railroads were common carriers, we witnessed at once this strange and 

us condition of affairs: lways owning most of the coal lands 
of the State, and engaged in mining coal, manufacturing iron and steel, 
owning machine-shops and car-shops in which they manufacture not 
only their own rolling-stock but that of other rai and in fact 
pes these things which private individuals alone should be empow- 
ered to do. 

Sometimes, it is true, these things were not done directly by the cor- 
porations, but indirectly by an auxiliary corporation, in which the 
owners and man are the same persons who own and the 
railroad to which the auxiliary corporation is a mere tender or feeder. 
This is only a mereevasion and subt These facts are well known 
to all who are acquainted with the history of my State. 

It is needless for me to tell you what has been the result of such leg- 
islation. In one remarkable case it has proved disastrous to the cor- 
poration itself. But the far more serious result has been that individual 
enterprise in certain channels has been crushed out by eee 
corporate competition. The corporation not only owned the mine an 
mined its coal, but had exclusive control of the vehicle of transporta- 
tion. The individual owner of a coal-mine, who is dependent on a 
railroad also engaged in mining its own coal, might as well own an ice- 

in Alaska. Therefore, individual coal-mining in Pennsylvania 
will soon be a thing of the past. It is now monopolized by a few rail- 
road companies who possess the power to crush out all competition. 
To-day the boundless mineral wealth and resources of Pennsylvania, 
sufficient in quantity to enrich a vast empire, is under the control of 
four or five railroad corporations. Itisin their power to say how much 
coal shall be mined, or whether it shall be mined at all. can dic- 
tate what shall be its price in Philadelphia, New York, or any other 
place on the Atlantic coast. 

To such a pass had things come that in 1873 the people demanded a 
change in the organic law of the State. A convention was called; it 
was composed of the best men of the State; the result of their deliber- 
ations was our excellent constitution of 1874. These fundamental 
principles were, in substance, set forth in it: 

1. Railroads are public highways. 

HE They shall receive m eaeh other's passengers, tonnage, and 
loaded or empty, without delay or discrimination. Dec Eg 

4. All individuals, associations, and corporations shall have equal right to 
nck angen and property transported over railroads,and no undue or unrea- 
soni discrimination shall be made in charges for, or in facilities for, transpor- 
tation of freight or passengers. 

5. Persons and property transported over any railroad shall be delivered at 


any station at charges not exceeding the cha: for transportation of persons 
and property of the same class, in the same direction; to any more distant sta- 


tion. 

6. No railroad corporation, or the lessees, purchasers, or managers of any rail- 
road, shall consolidate the stock, property, or franchise of such co: tion with, 
orlease or purchase the works or 2 oſ. or in — 7 way control any other 
eee corporation owning or having under its control a parallel or competing 

ne. 

7. No corporated company doing business as a common carrier shall, directly 
or indirectly, prosecute or engage in mining or manufacturing articles of trans- 
portation over its works. 

8. No such company shall, directly or indirectly, en; in any other business 
than as common carriers, or hold or 8 lands, old or leasehold, di- 
rectly or indirectly, except such as shall necessary for carrying on its busi- 


ness, 
9. No discrimination in charges or facilities for transportation shall be made 
between transportation companies and individuals, or in favor of either, by abate- 


ment, drawback, or otherwise, and no railroad company or lessee, manager, or 


employé thereof shall make any preferences in furnishing cars or motive power. 

Similar provisions, I might add, are to be found in the constitutions 
of Alabama, Arkansas, California, Colorado, Georgia, Illinois, Michi- 
gan, Neb’ and Texas. 

Had these principles been adhered to by the States in the beginning 
the Reagan bill, in my opinion, would not now be under consideration 
by us. But the evil been to a great extent consummated. The 
remedy came too late. The sacredness of vested rights and the obli- 
gations of contracts implied in the charters of these corporations left: 
the people in a measure remediless. 

A partial remedy for the evils is still left in the bill under diseus- 
sion, and for this reason I will give it my hearty support. 

Mr. Speaker, I frankly acknowledge that my early prejudices and 
studies at first inclined my mind against the constitutionality of this 
measure. But after a careful and impartial examination of the whole 
subject, and all that has been said for and against this bill, I 


hearing 
have not the slightest doubt as to the power of Congress to pass it. 
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And I am as thoroughly convinced that there is a necessity forit. The 
elause of the Constitution which confers this power says, among other 


things, the Congress shall have power ‘‘to regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations, and among the States, aud with the Indian tribes.” It 
is a simple, naked, unconditional grant of power by the States to 
Congress. The purpose for which this power is to be exercised is not 
mentioned, as is the case in some other grants. There is no other clause 
in the Constitution which in any way limits or restrains its general 
meaning, or even hints that it may, like the taxing power, be exercised 
concurrently with the States. It is a grant to Congress alone. The 
necessity for such a provision led to the convention which framed our 
Constitution. That incomparable instrument was not a mere theory 
emanating from the brain of a few metaphysical speculators, but grew 
out of the dire necessities of trade and commerce. The clause in ques- 
tion, with the exception of the words and with the Indian tribes,’’ 
was reported in the original draught of the Constitution, and wasadopted 
without opposition. 

The plain and simple meaning of this clause was not questioned until 
the year 1824, when the appeal of Gibbons vs. Ogden, reported in 9 
Wheaton, page 1, came into the Supreme Court of the United States. 
The question before the court involved the constitutionality of an act 
of the Legislature of the State of New York granting to Robert R. Liv- 
ingston and Robert Fulton the exclusive navigation of all the waters 
within the jurisdiction of that State, with boats moved by fire or steam, 
foratermof years. William Wirt, then Attorney-Ge of the United 
States, and Daniel Webster argued the case for the appellant and against 
the validity of the act in question. The speech of Webster was masterly 
and eloquent; the advocate was worthy of his cause; his argument was 
unanswerable. John Marshall was then Chief-Justice; among his asso- 
ciates were Bushrod Washi and Joseph Story. The Chief-Justice 
delivered the opinion of the court. That opinion alone would make the 
reputation of any jurist. In it he has ably sustained his lasting repu- 
tation acquired as the judicial expounder of the Constitution. That 
Opinion will stand, while this Capitol stands, as a landmark of true 
constitutional interpretation. 

It was then solemnly decided and settled that the power of Congress 
to regulate commerce extends to every species of intercourse 
between the United States and foreign nations and among the several 
States, and that it does not stop at the external boundary of the State; 
that this power has no limitations except such as are prescribed in the 
Constitution itself, and is exclusively vested in Congress, and no part of 
it can be exercised by the States. The Chief-Justice said: 


reign nations, 


Steam as a motive power was unknown when the Constitution was 
adopted. It was not until 1807 that Fulton applied it to the propulsion 
of poem But when this case awe Saeed court to that 05 com- 
merce clause applied to vessels pro y steam or as well as to 
Stub Seosed Uy wind and sails. When this case was decided rail- 
roads and telegraphs were unknown; they have become two potential 
agents in inland and interstate commerce. Both have grown up within 
the last fifty years. 

The opponents of the bill before us do not now deny the power of 
Co to regulate commerce on the high seas and on the navigable 
rivers and lakes of the country, but say we have no right to doso when 
the commerce is carried on by meansof railroads. What is the reason 
for this distinction? What is the annual value of our foreign trade? 
By the last report of the Secretary of the Treasury the total amount 
of our exports and imports, including merchandise, gold, and silver, 
amounted last year to $1,512,770,947, while the amount of merchan- 
dise carried by railways during the same period was, in round num- 
bers, $15,000,000,000, or nearly ten timesas much. How preposterous 
the idea that Congress can not, under the broad grant of power to regu- 
late commerce among the States“ (‘‘intermingled among the States, 
as Chief-Justice Marshall said in the case just cited), regulate this im- 
mense internal interstate commerce amounting to $15,000,000,000 an- 
nually ! If we can not, then indeed our Constitution is a rope of 


The Constitution is not = code; it does not attempt any definitions 
of the powers granted; it simply enumerates them. It enumerates the 
gen principles upon which all free representative governments like 
ours must rest. It was not intended by those who framed it that it 
should be subject to frequent changes, and therefore they have made 
any attempt to change it exceedingly difficult. There were no amend- 
ments of the Constitution from 1804 to 1865, a period of sixty-one 
years, covering the whole period of steamboat, railroad, and telegraphic 
development—the most remarkable period of our country’s history. 
It has not been found necessary whenever some genius has applied 
steam to move boats and railroad cars, or electricity to send messages 
with the speed of lightning, to go to work and the Constitution. 
The framers of that instrument did not build in that way, When 


railroads and te hs came into use as instruments of commerse, 
they at once came er theclause of the Constitution which regulated 
the steamship in the navigable waters of the country. 

Therefore it is that Redfield, who is acknowledged by every lawyer 
as high authority on all questions relating to railroads and to railway 
law, says in his admirable work on railways, page 720-722: 


have neither the power nor apay 
tring berated eg pasare e any efficiency the interstate It must 


pulses—an experiment never tried in any other country. 

In keeping with this thought is the opinion of Chief-Justice Waite 
in the more recent case of The Pensacola Telegraph Company rs. The 
Western Union Telegraph Company, reported in 6 Otto, page 9. The 
Chief-Justice says: 

The powers thus granted are not confined to the instrumentalities of com- 
merce, or the postal service known or in use when the Constitution was adopted, 


„ ey are intended for the government of the 
which they relate, at all times and under all circumstances. As they 
A ert the nation, it is not 


1 e vat the t; . torcourse ong the 
on u o see n am 
Stakes end the transmiesion of 


intelligence are not obstructed or unnecessarily 
encumbered by State on, 

Here we see how the powers of Congress to regulate commerce are 
made to pace with the progress of the country and adapt them- 
selves to new developments of times and circumstances. 

But further citations are not needed. I am content to rest the case 
on the authority of Marshall, Story, Kent, and Webster. Independent 


of authority and judicial decisions on the question of the of Con- 
gress to late interstate commerce carried on by every 
principle of reason and common sense that this regulation to 


inland waters of the 


railroad. No one can use its track without the consent of the company. 
Mr. Speaker, this bill does not propose to regulate the railroads of the 
country or to interfere in their management. It does not pro to 
even fix the priee peri, eh to injure to the extent of one dollar the 
eg of capital said to be invested in the 125,000 miles of 
ways. i 

What does it propose todo? It 

gaged in interstate commerce back 


1. Public high 
7 0 ways. 
2. Common carriers. 
3. That their charges must be reasonable for transporting freight and 


passengers. 
4. That they must not make any unjust discriminations for like and 
contemporaneous services, and shall not charge more for a short than 


for a lo 
The Dill seeks to accomplish these ends by, first, prohibiting any 
allowance of rebates or drawbacks, and, secondly, by prohibiting any 


propos to bring the railroads en- 
to the common-law theory that they 


combination for the p of pooling the freights of competing roads. 
In addition, the bill to enforce compliance with its provisions by 
means of | proceedings provided therein, and by means of fines and 


ties. It only seeks to provide a sure, speedy, and effective remedy 
‘or the enforcement of those duties which the common law says every 
common catrier owes to the public. Who can say this is unjust? 

Every one at all acquainted with the carrying trade as conducted by 
railroads in this country very well knows what these unjust discrimi- 
nations and charges mean. 

I live on the line of a railroad running from the Scranton coal-fields 
to New York city. I am fifty miles from the place where the coal is 
mined and loaded on the cars; New York is nearly one hundred and 
fifty miles from the mines. Yet a ton of coal costs the consumer living 
in Stroudsburg nearly $1 more than it does the consumer living in New 
York city. I might be willing to admit—and the bill under consider- 
ation allows it—that they should charge the consumer in my town the 
same as they do the consumer in New York; yet, in the name of jus- 
tice, have they a right to charge more? ; 

By this method it will be seen that the people along the line of the 
railroad receiving freights at non-competing points are virtually taxed 
to make up for what advantages the railroad may be deprived of at com- 
peting points. ; 

Such a condition of things ought to cease. The bill says it must 
cease; the welfare of the nation says it must cease; the ucer and 


consumer, the miner and manufacturer, the merchant and farmer—all 
say it must cease. We can not, we dare not grant a less measure of 
relief than the Reagan bill proposes. 
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Interstate Commerce. 


SPEECH 


OF 


HON. WILLIAM P. HEPBURN, 
OF IOWA, 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, December 11, 1884. 


The House having under consideration the =e (H. R. 5461) to establish a board 
of commissioners of interstate commerce, and to regulate such commerce— 


Mr. HEPBURN said: 
Mr. SPEAKER: In my judgment there is no question that has occu- 
pied the attention of this Congress which is so important as this one, 
nor is there any in which the people of this country are so greatly in- 
terested. For more than ten years it has been the subject of frequent 
discussion inside and outside of these Halls. There is no doubt but 
that the Congo 6 ial legislation 
that may be necessary, or that great q of transportation— 
the alowed of the labor products of the country, with all of the in- 
terests connected therewith—is too near an object of interest to the peo- 
ple of this country to be left in the hands solely of one party. 
The object to be attained is, fair, reasonable, and uniform 
rates; and second, equal privileges. many of the States these ob- 
qes have been attemp ted through schedules of tariffs enacted by the 
egislatures. In the State in which I reside, more than ten years ago it 
was attempted to accomplish these objects by the establishment by law 


of tariff schedules, ce showed that it was entirely imprac- 
ticable to accomplish this objectin this way. We know in the analysis 
of the thing which we call tion that there are more than forty 


elements of cost, and it is not possible to find cases arising on different 
roads where these elements are found in the same proportion. The 
Siemens in grades, ihe 6 oreaee I tolume of 
in the cost of construction, the differences of climate, 
the regularity with which . East ena N A 
or North and South contemporaneously—all of these elements, with 
TOAT ONORE, ADEO ATENT O WONS MET DO DJUR TAS MtO SES 
zp Sven te in MIIAN DY IAEA statutes to effectuate jus- 
th to the shipper and to the carrier; so that in all of the States, I 
think, ps with one exception, the idea of regulation through these 
means has been A EN E 
remedies. 
It is admitted that in 


under the same circumstances. 

I have already said that in my oom onary ought to be a rem- 
edy, but the subject is of such a character and the interests are so 
great and of such diverse nature that we ought to approach it with very 
EEOAE OAS TAS WEN lath” eee eee or protect the in- 
terests of the shipper, we destroy still other interests with which the 

ity of the country and its commerce are so closely interwoven. 

In the State in which I reside, when the attempt was made ten years 
ago, through the tion by statute of a scheduleof tariffs to effect this 
remedy, it resulted in the almost total stoppage of construction of rail- 
ways; so that d four years of the existence of that statute but 
little more than the 6 year preced- 
ing the passage of the statute, or the third year after its repeal. Men 
were un to invest their capital in rises of this character 
where it was to be jeopardized, as it had been from the operation of an 
in arg and ruinous statute. So that the people of the State, in 

er to secure the continuance of railway building, were forced to re- 
peal that statute and to resort to an entirely different system of control. 

We have now offered to us in the bill reported by the Committee on 
8 a system of control primarily through a commission. In 


the substitute offered by the gentleman from Texas we have offered a 
series of assumed remedies are to be enforced by the courts by 
the o! and methods. In my judgment, the courts un- 


rdinary 
‘aided can not afford adequate remedies. There are, perhaps, many 
visions in the substitute of valueif they could be enforced. Bat it is 
in the enforcement of these where the great difficulty will 


be experienced. For example, it is provided that rates shall be rea- 


sonable, and if a shipper is overcharged, if he is charged an unreason- 
able rate for a service, he may recover triple damages, and in cases of 


have other recoveries. But in order to secure his 
He must furnish the 
ledge of the subject at 


willfulness he may 
remedy he must esate burden of 
witnesses—witnesses who are from their 


issue competent to speak. 
Now, it isa truth that those | who would be most competent to 
as wi those with all the those who know, 
V e aro upon 


the other side of the question. He has no one who is able to speak and 
whom he can call as a disinterested and dispassionate witness. How, 
is he to establish the fact that the rate which was charged was an unrea- 
sonable rate? Suppose he calls his witness to the stand, and the witness 
says, This rate is an unreasonable one.“ He is subjected to a cross“ 
examination: ‘‘How do you know, sir?’’ Perhaps the answer would 
“I have com it with other shipments upon other roads.’ 
„Well, sir, do you know what the grades of that road are as com 
with this? Do you know what are the effects of frost and snow u 
that road as compared with this? Do you know how its traffic is 
tributed as to seasons of the whether or not it can use its cars 
continuously both ways of its traffic, or whether half of the time it has 
to haul its cars empty? And so on to the end of the chapter, testing 
his know — to cost of building, equipping, maintaining, and op- 
erating a 

The 1 8 would have to answer that he had no infor- 
mation at all upon subjects of this kind; that he was not an expert or 
a specialist. Then how would it be possible for the suitor so situated, 
without expert testimony, to establish the proposition that the 
made by the carrier was an unreasonable one. And without doing this 
how could he maintain his standing in court? I insist, sir, that this 
difficulty is an insurmountable one in the great majority of cases. It 
is one that every man familiar with the methods of the courts will 
recognize and appreciate. 

It seems to me that the provisions of this bill simply invite litiga- 
tion; that they will flood our courts with innumerable suits without 
accomplishing any good for any person, except possibly the man who 

may institute the suit as an attorney, enabling him to secure from the 
railway company certain facilities for himself. The promise of the 
law is triple damages, and in some instances unusual costs—personal 
expenses and attorneys’ fees. We know that in almost every county in 
every State there are practicing attorneys—men with little practice— 
who are constantly on the watch for this kind of litigation, who will 
institute a suit for an interest in the possible recovery, sometimes 
with noother ion than to familiarize themselves with practice 
. Lope OF gotning songes Aien 
engage in itigation wi e of gaining e t 
carrier an advantage for eee eee any thought or care 
as to the effect of their counsel or action upon the interests of the man 
who, for the time, has given them employment. 

Iremember an instance in my own State. Under the statute that I 
have spoken of as having been ed some years ago there was a 
provision a recovery in cases where a in excess of 
the statutory rate was made. An attorney brought a number of suits 
against a railway company, alleging in each suit an overcharge. Those 
suits have been upon the docket for several years; and the 
only cost to the corporation ate having investigated the matter and 
having found it was cheaper to pursue the course they did) was to give 
to the attorney who brought the suits an annual pass, which enables 
him to travel free over the road when and where he pleases. This 
species of b would in very many instances be resorted 
to and the dockets of the courts would be flooded with this class of 
suits, suits that would result in no good to the suitors, who were de- 
luded into becoming plaintiffs and would only serve to harass the 
defendants into a resort to the questionable, reprehensible means that 
I have referred to. We ought not to invite men to this feast of unpro- 
ductive litigation. It is not sound policy to do so, and it is a mock- 

ery to call this course a remedy for the evils for which the people de- 
elie a remedy. 

If we really desire to give by law a remedy, let us amend and then 
adopt the bill of the Committee on Commerce. It proposes to estab- 
lish a commission of three, to whom all men aggrieved by an interstate 
carrier may make their complaint. This commission must be com- 
posed of men who thoroughly understand the transportation question, 
men who are experts, men who have practical knowledge as to all the 
elements of cost in transportation, and who, under the provisions of 
the bill, may have access to the carrier’s books, and may summarily 
examine the carrier’s officers and servants, and this, too, without trou- 
ble or expense to the complainant. He but makes his complaint; the 
commission then takes the matter up; it becomes his champion in the 
investigation of his wrongs; it searches for witnesses if they are needed; 
and examines them with the intelligence of men thoroughly informed, 
and with the impartiality of men executing an important and honorable 
lic trust. The commission, after the most searching and intelligent 
investigation, makes a report of its findings of fact, which, under the 
bill as it now is, furnishes the basis of future p in the courts. 
These provisions are wise and helpful to the suitor, even if they went 
no farther, for he, under the committee’s bill, still has his resort to 
the courts if he is so advised, but with this great advantage, he has the 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


opinion of learned experts as to whether or no he has a meritorious 
case, entitling him to jadgment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, with a very few amendments we could, in my 
judgment, greatly add to the merits of the committee’s bill. Let us 
increase the number composing the commission to nine, appointing one 
from each judicial circuit. This larger number would diminish the pos- 
sibility of the commission being dominated by railway influence, and by 
distributing the members to each judicial circuit would increase the in- 
formation in regard to local necessities and influences that bear upon 
questions in dispute. Then hy an additional amendment that would 
in all court proceedings give to the report of findings of the commission 
the status of prima facie truth, we would effect a change in the burden 
of proof that would give to the wronged complainant at least an equal 
standing in court. Under the substitute of the gentleman from Texas 
the complainant has the burden of proof, which from the nature of the 
controversy, and from the fact that competent witnesses are in the in- 
terest of his adversary, he cannot meet. Under the other bill, amended 
as proposed, in all the court proceedings the burden of proof would be 
changed. The report of findings would establish the complainant's case. 
It would entitle him to a recovery of all his actual damages; and in case 
the wrong complained of is found to have been willful or continued after 
notice to desist therefrom, then he may have judgment for costs, 

fees, expenses, and disbursements,’’ unless the carrier is able to 
disprove the truth of the findings of the commission. 

I shall seek at the proper time, Mr. Speaker, to have the bill amended 
as indicated, and with these amendments how much simpler would be 
the remedy offered to the wronged shipper. In the one case he is in- 
vited to a legal contest of the most unequal character. Often he is with- 
out adequate iary means; without competent counsel; without 
judicious advice as to his mode of procedure; without competent wit- 
nesses, and with the burden of proof resting upon him. In the other 
case he is furnished a wise, honorable commission to inquire into his 
wrongs; to ascertain his grievances; to advise him as to his remedy; to 
testify in his behalf, if he has been wronged; and to shift from his weak 
and incompetent shoulders the burden of proof and cast it upon his ad- 


versary. 

The fourth section of the substitute prohibits the carrier from charg- 
ing a greater sum for a shorter distance than it charges fora longer dis- 
tance. In other words, it says, in effect, to the carrier between Chicago 
and New York, ‘‘ You must not charge less from Chicago than you do 
from points lying between Chicago and New York.” If you charge 
$75 per car from Fort Wayne to New York, then you must not transport 
a car from Chicago to New York for 850.“ The rate from Fort Wayne 
may be entirely reasonable. It may give entire satisfaction to the Fort 
Wayne shipper; still from Chicser to New York, being the greater dis- 
tance, the rate per car shall not be less than $75, if that happens to be 
the rate from Fort Wayne to New York. In order to get the business 
at at the assumed rate of $50 per car, the shipper is compelled 
to give at least as low a rate to every shipper at each intermediate point 
on line. 

Ibelieve this provision to be most unjust and unnecessary, for it must 
be borne in mind that the priorsections of the bill provide for securing 
to the shipper from the intermediate point, as well as all others, a rea- 
sonable rate. Might we not pertinently inquire, ‘‘If the shipper at 
Fort Wayne has a rate that is reasonable, that is satisfactory to him, 
what business is it to him what lower rate the Chicago shipper receives?“ 
Justice is done him. He obtains all that belongs to him. Why should 
he be concerned that his neighbor, who labors under the disadvantage 
of living at a point more remote from the seaboard, from the rivalries 
of carriers, from the volume of traffic from Chicago, or from 
the better terminal facilities furnished by that city, gets a rate that per- 
haps but simply covers the cost.of handling his freight. 

The State of Iowa is largely an agricultural State, and her rich fields 
yield an immense product beyond the possible consumption of her 
people. Her immediate market is the city of Chicago. Into that 
market she sends each year her fat cattle, numbered by many tens of 
thousands; her fat hogs (and their product), numbered by millions; 
her corn and wheat and other measured by tens of millions of 
bushels. The market of Chicago is all-important to the people of Iowa, 
and they are interested in the ability of the merchants of Chicago to 

y the highest price possible for this immense surplus production. 

tever diminishes the power of the Chicago merchant to pay this 
highest price is a stab at the most vital interests of my State. Chicago 
is more than a thousand miles from the seaboard cities, to which at 
least 90 per cent. of all the products of Iowa in the end find their way; 
and it is their price at this ultimate market—the seaboard cities— 
that establishes the price given by the Chicago merchant to the Iowa 
farmers. 

Hence, the rates of transportation between Chicago and Eastern cities 
is a matter of the highest consideration to usof Iowa. Chicago, because 
of the almost fabulous amount of freights that she furnishes; because 
of her unequaled terminal facilities for handling them cheaply and ex- 
ee because of the large number of hostile and rival railways 

ing from her huge elevators and stock-yards eastward, and because 
she has during eight months of the year a water route to tide water, is able 
to secure for her shipments rates of transportation of an exceptionally 


vantages; 


interest by paying us a less price for what he buys from us. 
willing that this should be done. And yet it is the result that must 
follow this legislation. No one believes that the rates from the inter- 
mediate point will be lowered to correspond with the terminal rates, 
but that the terminal or competitive rates will be raised. And itis that 
selfish end perhaps that is desired. Communities residing near the sea- 
board have great advantages over the people of my State because of their 
proximity to the great markets. 

Our lands are as productive as the best; our people are as indus- 
trious, as frugal, and as skilled in agriculture as any to be found; yet 
the farmer near the Atlantic or the Gulf can produce twice the value 
from each acre that we can, simply because of his location. Is not this 
enough? In addition to this advantage of location must you take from 
us the slightly compensating advantage we obtain from the carriers 
because of the long haul ” they make for us. The principle on which 
this section is based is that of distance. It is the only factor consid- 
ered, and if you carry it out it results in increasing the value of lands 
near tide water, and co: dingly diminishing the value of our lands. 
If distance is the only factor to be considered, then all of our products 
must be condensed in bulk in order to bear the charges of transporta- 
tion to our ultimate market, or we must be ruined. 

There are roads leading from Chicago eastward that are given great 
advantages by this section—those that connect with the through 
Canada. Those lines can defy the provisions of this bill and, because 
of the slightly lower rates they may give, divert the business from our 
own roads and deprive the roads running through the States of all of 
the Chicago business, crippling them to such an extent that the less 
rates sought to be secured to the intermediate station can not be given; 
for it certainly is true that as the volume of business done by a road is 
diminished its ability to do it cheaply is diminished. 

I am not one of those who believe that pooling is necessarily and al- 
ways harmful. On thecontrary, I think pools in many instances bene- 
ficial. The objects to be sought by this class of legislation are not only 
reasonable rates but uniform rates. The shipper is greatly interested 
in uniform rates, not simply uniform as to person but uniform as to time: 
There are many business enterprises that must be carried over months 
of time, They can not be undertaken to-day and completed to-morrow} 
but weeks and months must elapse before they can be carried to sue: 
cessful ending. In order that they can be intelligently undertaken a 
knowledge of prospective rates of transportation must be had. Con; 
stant fluctuations in rates preclude this knowledge, and constant flue- 
tuation is the rule where pools are inadmissible. Carriers become 
ov to secure business, and offer undue advantages. These in 
turn are met by still lower rates, or by secret promises of drawbacks or 
rebates. And then follow disastrous wars in rates—wars that are dis- 
astrous tostockholders, and often most disastrous to shippers. In man 
instances these fluctuations in rates are as harmful to individuals, if no 
to entire communities, as exorbitant rates are. I can point to in- 
stances, many in number, where men possessed of skill in business, of 
large experience, and abundant means for the ordinary pursuit of their 
business, were ruined by these fluctuations in rates. 

Many gentlemen who hear me may remember that a few years since 
the roads leading from Chicago to Missouri River points engaged in one 
of these wars. It was carried to such an extent that car-loads of cattle 
and hogs were carried from the Missouri River to Chicago for $1 per 
car. The result was that all cattle and hogs tributary to these points 
were hurried to the Chi market without much regard to their con- 
dition, entirely breaking down prices because of the glut of the mar- 
ket. I knew many men doing business at interior points in Iowa and 
Missouri who months before had made purchases of cattle and hogs to 
be delivered at this time. They had to receive them, they could not 
hold them, and were compelled to throw them on the glutted and over- 
crowded Chicago market, to their utter and complete financial ruin. I 
am fully persuaded, Mr. Speaker, that these men, at least, with their 
bitter experiences, flowing from a want of uniformity in rates, would 
not approve of legislation that would prohibit stability in rates by pro- 
hibiting pooling. - 

But, sir, the substitute of the tleman from Texas does not pro- 
hibit or propose to prohibit all pooling. It only prohibits money pools. 
Combinations to keep up rates do not meet with its disapproval. Now, 
sir, if there is anything objectionable of this nature it is such combina- 
tions. The public have no interest in the disposition of the money, 
but it has in the unjust combination by which the money is secured. 
If the policy of prohibiting combinations for securing rates is to be 
adopted, then it should not be confined to those alone where the re- 
sultant money is divided among the members of the combination. One 
of the objects that ought to be desired is the prevention of discrimina- 
tions—not simply discriminations between the patrons of a given line, 
but between the shippers at a given point. Pooling prevents these dis- 
criminations. But here there is rivalry, and each carrier is doing the 
best possible for itself; the patrons of one road may for a time secure ad- 
iscriminations are made in their favor by the road they pat- 
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ronize over the patronsof another line. These may not exist for a long 
time, but often long enough to disturb business and give to some ad- 
vantages not possessed by all. 

I surely would not give countenance to those pools or combinations 

of any class that are entered into for the purpose of exacting exorbi- 
tant rates. All such are at war with justice and the true interests of 
trade; but on the assumption that a reasonable rate is secured, then, 
in my belief, combinations or agreements by which uniform, continu- 
ous rates are secured are not open to criticism. If all men have jus- 
tice done them by securing a fair equivalent for the money they ex- 
pend, I can not see how they are concerned in the final distribution of 
this money. 
We have been told during the course of this long debate that no leg- 
islation of any character is necessary; that transportion, like all other 
“commodities,” is obedient to the laws of supply and demand, and 
that effectual remedies are to be secured through competition. These 
gentlemen must forget that at much the greater number of points in 
this country there can be no competition, because there are no compet- 
itors; that much the larger number of points have but one carrier. 
Again, they fail to remember that competition is the exception when 
combination is possible; that interest and experience I in the di- 
rection of combination. With the undoubted power that the Congress 
has to effect remedies by legislation, the inviting of competition through 
the building and operation of new lines of railway parallel to each 
other, in my judgment, is not in all instances the part of wisdom. The 
ability to carry cheaply is largely dependent upon the amount of freights 
to be carried. The company that moves fifty trains of loaded cars each 
day can do business much more cheaply than the company that moves 
but five trains, other things being equal. So that it often happens that 
increasing the number of carriers diminishes the power of all to carry 
at low rates.. 

Suppose that a given city has one line of railway that has the capac- 
ity to do all of the carrying trade of that city. Having it all, an amount 
that tests itscapacity to the utmost, it can do the business at very low 
rates. Another parallel road is built. It does not increase the busi- 
ness to be done, nor does it increase needed facilities for doing the busi- 
ness; but it does decrease the capacity to do the business cheaply. 
Now, two sets of general and local officers are necessary, two tracks are 
to be kept in repair, the interest on the cost of two roads has to be 
earned—in short, very many of the expenses are doubled. The business 
is divided, and in order to earn a fair interest on the investment and 
to pay operating expenses, the first road is compelled to increase its 
cha Is it not true that by. unwise methods, striving unwisely for 
relief 4 adopting among others these false ideas of competition, and 
striving for the means with which to compete—rival parallel roads 
we have in many instances put it out of our power to obtain those low 
rates that the necessities of those parts of the country that are remote 
from the great business centers-so persistently and rightfully demand? 

I have not the time, sir, to discuss all of the features of these two 
bills. I do not believe that either will accomplish all that is desirable. 
The difficulties in the way are many. I believe that it is the wish of 
the friends of both measures to do complete justice to all ies, but 
I have adecided preference for the committee’s bill, if it can be amended 
in the manner I have suggested. 

It has been suggested that a commission such as is contemplated by 
the bill of the committee would be the creature of the railroads. Ido 
not believe this to be true. I have no sympathy with the man who 
thinks that in all of this land nine men can not be found of the needed 
intelligence, virtue, and firmness to execute this great trust. He who 
has so poor an opinion of his fellow-man must have the privilege of 
looking inwardly upon a very corrupt scoundrel, and gathered his 
knowledge of men from most unfortunate companionship. 

It is my belief that if this bill becomes law there will be selected a 
commission from our most eminent men, men who are wise, honest, 
and co us, and who would be inspired by a laudable ambition to 
solve the vexed questions involved in contentions between the people 
and the carriers; who would see to it that each party secured its full 
measure of justice—the people securing their transportation at rates 
that were reasonable and uniform, each man getting equal service as to 
time and expedition, and the carriers securing their just compensation 
on such terms as would do away with the ruinous traflic wars that are 
destructive not only to the uniformity of rates but the interests of stock- 
holders, 

This commissioner system where it has been tested, has been of ben- 
efit. It may not have done all that its more impatient friends have ex- 
pected or hoped for, but it has proven itself to be a long step in the right 
direction, and has inspired its friends with hope that, with such addi- 
tions of power as future observations may show to be necessary, it will 
within reasonable time bring substantial relief from many pressing ills. 

I will, Mr. Speaker, at the proper time, if I may be ized, move 


the amendments that I have indicated to the bill of the Committee on 
Commerce, and, when so amended, strive to secure their passage. But, 
with the opinions I have of the disastrous effect the provisions of the 
fourth section of the Reagan bill would have upon the interests of my 
constituents, I can not give it my approval or vote. 


Repeal of Certain Internal Taxes. 
SPEECH 


HON. GEORGE E. SENEY, 


OF OHIO, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monday, January 5, 1885, 
On the bill (H. R. 5432) repealing certain internal-revenue taxes, 


Mr. SENEY said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: It is proposed by this bill to repeal the laws imposi 
internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco, snuff, and and the s 
taxes imposed upon the dealers in these articles, and to l also the 
laws imposing internal-revenue taxes upon liquors distilled from appl 
rede one all other fruits—and also to authorize d 
spirits, except for use as a beverage, to be withdrawn from bond with- 
out the payment of the internal-revenue tax. 

It is to be regretted that a measure of so much importance to the 
country is to be passed upon by the House upon less than an hour’s 
consideration, A measure like this, to be properly understood, should 
be thoroughly discussed and without limit as to time, except the hour- 
rule of the House. But few of the many consid bearing w 
this subject can be thought of, much less understood, within the 
minutes allowed for this debate. There is some reason not apparent 
for considering this bill in this hasty and unusual manner. When, at 
the last session, a bill for the reduction of the duties upon imports was 
before the House, time for its consideration was unlimited. More than 
one hundred members of the House eee at length upon that measure. 
Two-thirds of the revenues of the Government were affected by that 
bill. Fully a month was occupied in its discussion. The entire country 
was deeply concerned in the debates and awaited with breathless 
anxiety the final deliberations of the House upon that measure. This 
bill is no less im nt. It, too, affects the ee revenues, not onl 
upon tobacco and spirits distilled from fruits, but upon spirits distilled 
from grain. Nearly $77,000,000 of our revenues, this bill, if made a 
law, will affect. My information is that the public revenues are grow- 
ing less and the public debt more. ‘This consideration, without any 
other, admonishes us that time for reflection and study is ~ It 
is not likely that any other measure of finance or taxation will come 
before the House at this session. 

The country is looking for no legislation by this on matters 
of taxation. Upon the next will devolve the duty of revising 
and reducing the existing tariff duties. Nothing, I insist, should be 
done at this time that will be in the way of the work expected from 
the next House. It has been stated that the of this bill will 
reduce the revenues $40,000,000. This of itself is an-unanswerable ob- 
jection to enacting this bill into a law. Pass this bill, and in the next 
Congress the law and its expected effect will be urged as reasons why 
the present duties on imports should not be disturbed. To the extent 
that we do away with internal-revenue taxes we can not hope for a re- 
duction in tariff duties. 

A reduction of $40,000,000 of internal-revenue taxation means that 
the public revenues then will be sufficient to meet the wants of the 
Government, and, therefore, further reductions in taxation can not be 
made. There are more than 3,000 articles upon which revenue is 
raised. Why remove the tax upon two and not remove it upon others, 
where the tax is equally objectionable and equally offensive? We tax 
heavily salt and sugar, also the cheaper cotton and woolen goods worn 
by the classes of our people; why not reduce or these taxes 
as well as the taxes on tobacco and fruit spirits? the proper 
time comes, and surely it is not far off, I will cheerfully vote to reduce, 
if not to repeal, the tax on tobacco. 

The tax on tobacco last year was $26,062,399. It bears heavily upon 

r men, because as a rule they either chew or smoke tobacco. To- 

is the poor man's luxury. Habit makes it a necessary, as much 

so as tea or coffee. Neither tea nor coffee pay a duty, and upon tobacco 
raised and manufactured in this country there should be no tax. To 
remove this tax now, and by this bill, may defeat other measures to re- 
lieve the laboring interests of the country from oppressive taxation. 
Now is not the time to legislate respecting this particular interest; nor 
is it the time to repeal the law imposing a special tax upon the dealers 
in tobacco. These special taxes amounted in 1884 to $1,302,926. 
They are onerous and unjust, and the law imposing them will, as I be- 
lieve, be repealed in due time. When all taxable interests are before 
us, then the tobacco interest will, I feel sure, have rightful consideration. 

The repeal of the law taxing tobacco, it will be noticed, is specially 
urged by the friends of the tobacco producer. As I understand this 
subject the tax is not paid by the producer. The consumer of tobacco 
pays the tax, and from him we hear no complaint. From what has been 
said in support of the bill I judge that the friends of the producer do 
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not object so much to the tax as they do to the manner in which the 
law providing for the tax is executed. If this be so, the real complaint 
is not against the tax, but against those who have to do with its levy 
and collection. If the objection is to the tax, the most that the producer 
can say against it is that it subjects him to some annoyance. 

The tax on spirits distilled from fruits in 1884 amounted to $1,023,- 
350. While the revenue from this source is comparatively small, the 


policy of remo the tax should have more than a moment’s consider- 
ation, If disti spirits are to be taxed no distinction should be made 
between fruit 8 8 5 and grain spirits. The fruit-grower and the grain- 
grower should have equal advantages. In taking the tax off of fruit, 
or its 1 it ought not to be put on corn and rye, or their roduct. 
Should this bill become a law, spirits distilled from fruit will be un- 
taxed, while spirits distilled from grain will be taxed 90 cents per gal- 
lon. This legislation will do the grain- ee farmer great injustice. 
Repeal this law and a door for fraud stands wideopen. The numer- 
ous frauds upon the revenue for twenty years past will be as nothing 
compared with those which will be perpetrated against the revenues 
should this law be repealed. With two kinds of distilled spirits, 
alike in appearance and not unlike in taste, how is the difference to 
be known except by achemical test? With a tax of 90 cents a gallon 
upon the one and no tax upon the other, every cheat in the land would 
rub his hands in glee. The repeal of the law taxing fruit spirits would 
setin motion a thousand cies to defraud the revenues. The market 
in ashort time would be glutted with spirits called fruit spirits, but not 
distilled from fruit, nor from but made from all sorts of fluids and 
substances, e the 3 ee kept in the jars of the apoth- 
ecary. Fruit spirits, 1 doctored to improve their taste, 
look, and smell, e be on sale side by side with grain spirits wherever 
intoxicants are sold. The price of the one would be, say, 30 cents 
a gallon, or 3 cents a drink, or two for five; the price of the: other, 
say, $1.20 per gallon, or 10 cents a drink, or three for a quarter. Under 
laws making such methods possible, how long would it be before.the 
revenue from grain spirits would fall below the amount collectedilast 
year? In less than twelve months, in my ion, the revenue from 
spirits would show a very large reduction. Grain spirits paid 
585 1,860 internal- revenue taxes in 1884. Fortunate will it be if 
one-half of this sum is realized from this source in 1885 if this bill goes 
to a law. 
It would, in my judgment, be far better to repeal all Jaws imposing 
an internal-revenue tax on distilled spirits than to vote off the tax on 
fruit spirits. While we would lose the revenue that distilled spirits 
pays we would not make countless frauds on the revenues possible, 
and the e would be saved from the fearful pests that are sure to 


come if fruit spirits go untaxed. In os respecting internal- 


revenue taxation no ter blunder be made than to relieve the 
egy of we m taxation and retain the tax upon spirits dis- 
— coger long as spirits distilled from grain are taxed, so 

fog musta e upon spirits distilled from fruit. Com- 

tion between these two parently alike and for general 
eat ype as well as the other, differing in cost as 1 

2 5 ce and observation teach wrong if the cheapest does 


not hold 8 85 Galas and the dearest be forced from the market. 

The of the law taxing fruit spirits would, as I believe, greatly 
impair values invested in the business of distilling spirits from 
grain. The price of grain spirits on hand and for sale would be greatly 
reduced; indeed, it would be doubtful whether they would sell above 
the tax. Should we pass this bill, before the year closes there may be 
a necessity for reducing the tax on on grain spirits, so that stocks on hand 
and what may be manufactured yield some revenue to the Gov- 
ernment, if no return to the manufacturer or dealer. Spirits distilled 
from grain will, unless I am mistaken, go down in price upon the 
sage of this bill. If corn, rye, banog or wheat fall in price this might 
remind us that our legislation affects other interests beside those of the 
fruit-grower. Millions of money are invested in this business. It can 
not be otherwise than that the operation and effect of this repeal will 
depreciate the value of such property. The competition that would 
ensue between untaxed fruit spirits and taxed grain spirits would work 
ruin to many who for years have put their time, labor, and money into 
the manufacture and sale of spirits distilled from grain. 

The interest served by a repeal of this tax, in dollars and cents, is too 
small and too unimportant to take chances on the mischief that may be 
done to the internal revenues, as well as to the investments of thousands 
of our deserving people. 

There is another interest that appeals with more force for relief from 
internal-revenue taxation. More than $18,000,000 of our internal rev- 
enue comes from ale, beer, and and from the tax imposed upon 
brewers and dealers in malt-liquors. The special tax imposed npon 
brewers and dealers should be repealed. There is no more reason for 
imposing a tax upon the business of making or selling malt-liquors than 
for imposing a tax “pon m the business of making or selling any other 
article Which the people consume. If the dealer in tobacco, snuff, and 
cigars is to be relieved from the payment of special taxes, why not re- 
lieve brewers and dealers in malt-liquors from the payment of the same 
tax? 

The removal of the tax on malt-liquors would reduee their price to 


the consumers. If a repeal of the law taxing fruit spirits will be of 
benefit to the fruit-grower, a repeal of the law imposing a tax u bt 3 
malt-liquors would be of benefit to the grower of hops and bar 
The one interest is as worthy of our favor as the other. Indeed, uta 
tween the two interests, malt-liquors, especially beer, has more claim 
to be freed from tax than fruit spirits. The consumption of beer is 
large, and yearly increases. The lovers of beer are to be found every- 
where. Beer is the poor man’s drink, and for this reason the price 
should not be increased by legislation. The general use of this mild 
and healthy stimulant has lessened greatly the use of distilled spirits 
asa beverage. The number of gallons of malt-liquors made in 1884 
was 759,944,760. The internal-revenue tax was $17,573,722. Of fruit 
irits 1, 137,056 gallons were made in 1884. The tax is $1,137,056. 

What the people consume most should be taxed least. 

Before we lessen the cost of apple-jack and peach brandy let us 
cheapen the priceoflager-beer. The interest the least deserving ought 
not to have the first attention. 

But the wrong, if not viciousness, of this measure does not stop here. 
The bill pro; to relieve from internal- revenue tax all spirits used 
for medicinal and mechanical purposes. In other words, it is proposed. 
to tax spirits when used as a beverage 90 cents per gallon, aud when 
used for any other purpose no tax shall be imposed. its 3 
spirits not taxed! Distilled spirits are worth when e, say, 30 
per gallon. Adding the tax, the price is $1.20 per gallon. This bill 
aims to put two prices, one low, the other high, upon the same article. 
When spirits are to be used mechanically or as a medicine, the price 
will be 90 cents less on the gallon than when they are to be used asa 
bev The price of medicine spirits will be 30 cents per gallon; 
The price of beverage spirits will be $1.20 per gallon. At the drug 
store, where spirits are supposed to be sold for medicinal and mee 

ical purposes only, their price will be 30 cents a gallon, and 
portionally less by the pint or single drink. At the saloon, w — 
spirits are sold as a beverage, the price would be $1.20 per gallon, and 
less for a less quantity. No saloon would have drug-store spirits, and 
no drug store would keep saloon spirits. What a revolution this bill 
when a law, will work in the business at drug stores and saloons ! 
stores would become saloons or have saloon attachments, and saloons 
would be drug stores or have drug-store advantages. The wholesale 
or retail dealer, of course, might make mistakes in selling taxed and 
untaxed spirits from the same barrel. 

But such mistakes ure not likely to occur every time a sale is made: 
Two casks, one marked medicine,“ the other ‘‘ beverage,’’ kept in dif- 
ferent apartments, say, cellar and garret, would surely 3 these 
mistakes. Of course, every customer wanting spirits would inquire for 
medicine or mechanical spirits, and would be satisfied with no other 
kind. If he buys spirits for medicinal or mechanical purposes only; 
and subsequently changes his mind and uses a part of his purchase as 
a beverage, he will at once report to the dealer and pay the difference 
in the price. 

Few persons keep spirits at their homes except for medicinal use or 
for the sake of the arts and sciences. All spirits bought and not used 
at the place where they are sold would be either m cal or medic- 
inal spirits. Whena pint bottle, a quart flask, or a gallon jug is to be 
filled there will be no room inside for beverage spirits. When spirits 
can be bought, upon demand, at 30 cents per gallop, who will pay $1.20 
for a gallon? The man who loves his country more than his own in- 
terests may. Large as the number of these patriots may be, little will 
they add to the revenues and less to the Government conscience fund! 

The saloonist would certainly be in constant trouble if he could not 
sell beverage spirits from the medicinal spirits bottle or medicinal spirits 
from the beverage spirits bottle. Two bottles for the same article is 
one bottle too many. There is no difference in the article; the differ- 
ence is in the bottle and in the price. The saloonist would make many 
mistakes. Persons drinking at the bar would frequently call for me- 
chanical or medicinal spirits instead of beverage spirits, for no other 
reason than that the drink is the same, but the price under one name 
is four times less than under the other. Shakespeare was mistaken 
when he wrote, There's nothing in a name.“ 

What proportion of spirits sold for medicinal or mechanical purposes, 
under this changed law, would be used as a beverage? Who can esti- 
mate the quantity of spirits subject to the tax that would be retailed 
and wholesaled free from tax? He who sells and he who buys have the 
= temptation before them to wrong therevenues. Norulesorregu- 

ns respecting this traffic could prevent these wrongs. Which kind, 
the taxed or the untaxed, would dealers sell the most of? The de- 
mand for untaxed spirits would be large. That for taxed spirits would 
be small, Sales for medicinal and mechanical purposes, for use in the 
arts, if you please, would largely increase, and for beverages would pro- 
portionally decrease. 

The friends of prohibition, however, will find little to comfort them 
in this state of the traffic in intoxicants. The consumption of spirits 
as a beverage will be no less then than now. The chances are that this 
consumption will largely increase when spirits can be bought for 30 
cents a gallon. All lawyers know the difficulties in the way of enforc- 

statutes and municipal ordinances regulating the trafic in 


penal 
intoxicating liquors. Every conceivable shift and device are used to 
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evade their operation and effect. With this what may be 
expected under laws taxing intoxicants when sold for one purpose and 
pits ee rp gl paar ange e Allaccount- 
ability is with the seller and the buyer. The sellerrelies on the word 
ofthe buyer. This word is a legal excuse for the seller. The respon- 
sibility iswith the buyer. His ingenuity will always be equal to the 


market without endangering the collection of the revenues from the 
large distilleries, and enabling them to commit frauds upon the Govern- 
ment, I should be glad to support some such measure. But, as I have 
shown, this bill has no such object. 

The tobacco tax is about $25,000,000, all of which the Government 
would lose and the consumer would receive no benefit from it. I 
would reduce the revenues, Mr. Speaker, but I would not give the peo- 

le free whisky and tobacco and high-taxed, high-priced food, cloth- 
and shelter. That is not my. idea of taxation. Early in this Con- 
= I introduced a bill which placed 5 the free - list coal, salt, and 
umber. And I am glad to say that the honorable Committee on Ways 
and Means of this House reported a bill at the Jast session putting 
these articles, and these only, upon the free-list. It was a part of the 
Morrison tariff bill, and the whole country knows that a little band of 
Democrats joined with the Republicans and prevented even a consider- 
ation of that bill. The placing of these articles alone upon the free- 
list would have relieved the people of taxation upon these necessaries: 
of life to the extent of several millions of dollars. I can not refrain 
from quoting upon this point from the able speech delivered in this 
House by Hon. WILLIAM R. Morrison, on the 15th of April, 1884, 
when that bill was under consideration: 
FREE SALT, COAL, AND LUMBER. 


To the list of articles now 3 free of duty, amounting to nearly one - 
third of all our importations, it propeesd to add salt, coal, wood, and lumber. 
Salt is already freed from tax for fishermen, also for the exporter of m. to 
lessen the cost of food to the people of other countries, not for our own; is 
untaxed for use on vessels having by law the exclusive right to the 
trade, or engaged in the foreign carrying trade—a privilege denied to persons 
engaged in other pursuits. Such privileges and exemptions should not be con- 
fined to the few, but extended to all. It is now more. than twelve years since 
the ionists themselves, the late President Garfield among them, passed a 
bill in the House placing coal and salt on the free-list. Since then they have 
done nothing which so much commended them to the people. 

The revenue from wood and lumber imported and hereafter to be admitted free 
of duty has in the ten years last past not much exceeded $10,000,000, or $1,000,000 

rannum. The census returns show the domestic wooden ucts to exceed 
„000,000 per annum. If the ave duty of 20 percent. on the imported wood 
adds but 10 per cent. to the price of that prod here, its increased cost to the 
people has been $50,000,000 per annum, or $500,000,000 in the ten years. In these 


When intoxicants are to be bought it is as easy to buy them for med- 
icinal use or for mechanical purposes as itis to buy them for a beverage. 
After their purchase they may be put to such use as the purchaser may 
prefer. Repeal the law taxing fruit spirits and relieve all other spirits 
when not used as a beverage from taxation, and the next annual report 
of the Internal-Revenue Commissioner will show the wisdom or the 
folly of this measure. 


Sopa of Internal Taxes on Tobacco, Fruit Brandies, and Dis- 
are Spirits used in Manufacturing, Mechanical, and Indus- 
trial Arts. 


SPEECH 


HON. STROTHER M. STOCKSLAGER, 


OF INDIANA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monday, January 5, 1885, 
On the bill (H. R.5432) relating to duties on tobacco and distilled spirits. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER said: 
Mr. SPEAKER: The objects of the bill under consideration, as stated 
by the gentleman having it in charge, Mr. Hiscock, of New York, are, 


, to all of the internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco; second, | ten 2 arene’ 5 oi taxing this article to secure $10,000,000 of revenue, 
first, 1 : 125 com to pay 800,000, 000 in bo to urage the de- 
to repeal the internal-revenne taxes upon distilled ts so far as they Aruction of forests and the felling of trees; and in the — we here given 


are used and consumed in the manufacturing, ical, and indus- 
trial arts; and third, to repeal the internal-revenue tax upon brandies 
distilled from fruits. 

The same gentleman estimates the decrease of the revenues of the 
Government which would be effected by its passage at $40,000,000. 
There is, perhaps, no one upon this floor more earnestly in favor of a 
reduction of taxation than Í am. All taxation, in whatever form, is 
burdensome; but when equally distributed and based upon the prop- 
erty it is the duty of the citizen to bear the burden thus imposed to 
the extent, and to the extent only, which may be necessary for an 
honest, administration of the affairs of theGovernment. Beyond 
this I think the Government has no right, constitutional or moral, to 
go. It has no right to deprive the citizen of his property except for 


more than 18,000,000 acres of land under the timber-oulture act as bounty to en- 
courage the planting of other trees and other forests, 

To these reductions I would add a reduction of one-half of the tariff 
on sugar and molasses, which would lighten the burdens of the people 
on these articles of every-day consumption—articles of prime necessity — 
about $23,000,000. This I would do and do it at once, had I the power, 
and let the next Congress make a general revision of the tariff. 

I can understand the reason why my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] is in favor of this bill, ay, of going further and at one sweep 
wiping out the whole $121,000,000 of internal taxes annually collected 
from liquors and tobacco, The distinguished gentleman, in a speech 
made in Pueblo, Colo., two years ago, was reported in the American Pro- 
tectionist of September 2, 1882, as making the following statement: 


public purposes. Unnecessary taxation is unjust taxation, and unjust | Now the Government wants so much money every year, and if it gets it out 
$ i of internal taxes it does not t it out ot duty; and I * to bear that in 
taxation is legalized robbery. mind. We raised last ear $140,000,000 more than we neede rand hence the re- 


Neither, Mr. Speaker, is there any member of this House more op- 
posed than I am to accumulating a large surplus revenue in the Treas- 
ury. In addition to the wrong done the citizen in sae se ana 
it from him, it withdraws a large sum of money from circulation 
is a fruitful source of extravagance and invites all kinds of jobs and un- 

itures. 4 
988888 these facts, and the additional fact that all 
parties admit we now have a large surplus in the Treasury, accu- 
mulated by excessive taxation, I am not willing to.-begin the reduc- 
tion upon the very last articles which in my judgment should be re- 
lieved of such taxes. While we have an annual interest 8 
nearly $50,000,000, and a pension: list which now requires from $60, - 
000,000 to $80,000,000, I for one shall never consent to the removal of 
$40,000,000 or any other portion of the tax on tobacco and liquors. 
They are taxes which are voluntarily paid. They are not in any sense 
‘necessaries, but luxuries which do not benefit the citizen and which 
the great body of the moral people of the country consider absolute evils, 
and think if deprived of their use entirely we would perhaps be better 
off. I am, therefore, in favor of collecting from liquors and tobacco 
the highest amount of tax consistent with an honest collection thereof. 

It is the policy of all governments to make these articles contribute 
liberally to their support. In France it is a great monopoly, yielding 
large sums to the government, and I believe every civilized government 
in the world raises a considerable part of its revenues from tobacco and 
stimulants, including liquors, opium, &c. Besides, we are told by the 

tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Tompson] and by other gentlemen 
that if we allow brandy or whisky to be distilled from fruit free of 
taxes, all that we consume of distilled spirits in this country will be 
immediately manufactured from these commodities, and the entire rev- 
enue now raised from this source, between seventy and eighty millions 
of dollars, will be lost. I doubt not this is correct. No whisky or 
brandy would be made of anything else than fruit, and it would all thus 
; taxation. If some regulation could be made which would enable 
the farmers to distill their own fruit into brandy and put it upon the 


sult is the corrupt legislation of this last session of this the first session 
of the Forty-seventh—a Republican—Congress). They i y, we have got 
the money there, it is lying d why not use it? * è * I say those are not 
Only internal taxes, but they are infernal taxes. 

“Infernal taxes, because they prevent the increase of the taxation, 
and consequently to a greater or less extent the increase of the cost, of 
the poor man’s food, clothing, shelter, and other necessaries of life. 

Thealacrity with which gentlemen who believe as these distinguished 
gentlemen do support this bill is not at all surprising to me, The 
reason for it is given in the first sentence of the above quotation from 
Judge KELLEY’s speech: 

The Government wants so much money every year, and if it gets it out of in- 
ternal taxes it does not want it out of duty; and I want you to bear that in mind. 

They do bear it in mind, and it is the key to their action. But 
I am at a loss to know upon what ground the persons who are not so 
solicitous for the people who use tobacco and whisky, but have a deep 
solicitude for the great body of the people who are bearing largely ex- 
cessive and unnecessary burdens for the benefit of a few persons in 
order that they may make, as the last census shows they do make, 37 
per cent. upon their investment, can support this measure. 

I know very well, Mr. Speaker, that in certain sections of the coun- 
try the people have been greatly oppressed and outraged in pretended 
attempts at executing the internal-revenue laws, and the whole system 
has thus become very odious to those people. But, Mr. Speaker, the 
objection to the whole matter is to the system of collecting the revenue 
and not to the law itself. This bill leaves all this objectionable ma- 
chinery in force, and therefore gives no relief to those people. If this 
bill should become a law, it means an increase of the tariff. Are the 
people prepared for this? I think not. And I apprehend, Mr. Speaker, 
that the people who, flatter ourselves otherwise if we will, understand 
these great questions as they never understood them before, will hold 
us to a strict account for our action upon this bill. In the firm belief 
that I am right, and that my action is in the interest of the masses of 
the people of this country, I shall vote against this bill. 
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Repeal of Certain Internal Taxes. 


SPEECH 


HON. WHARTON J. GREEN, 


OF NORTH CAROLINA, 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monday, January 5, 1885, 
On the bill (H. R. 5432) relating to duties on tobacco. 


Mr. GREEN said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The bill under consideration, although it comes from 
the other side of the House, is so entirely consonant to my own feelings 
that I am compelled to yield it my vote and support. 

In fact I take some credit to myself that the proposed repeal of tax 
onone of the articles enumerated—namely, fruit brandy—was the end 
in view of almost the very first bill introduced by me after ifyi 
as a representative of my people. It is House bill 4564, ‘‘to encourage 
the cultivation of fruits.“ It was so captioned in order to have it re- 
ferred to a committee in which its fate was not 3 It was so 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and a favorable report ren- 
dered which I had the honor to submit, only three gentlemen of that 
ae eee pr opposing its adoption. 

main ground of objection to it was I believe mainly one of juris- 
diction—that it should have been referred to the Ways and Means in- 
stead of to our committee. I nevertheless held, although but a tyro in 
1 requirement, a suckling babe in the Manual and the 
ules, that reference was final as to jurisdiction. As stated, that view 
was sustained by a three-fourths vote of the committee. 

It failed for want of consideration in the last hoursof the last session. 
Some of the reasons given for such abolishment of the tax on brandy 
distilled from fruits are set forth in the report which is here partially 
reproduced. The reasons for including tobacco are equally cogent: 


Mr. GREEN, from the Committee on Agriculture, submitted the following re- 
port, to accompany bill H. R. 6540; 

The Committee on Agriculture, to whom was referred the bill H. R. 4564, re- 
spectfully submit the following report: 
ing all measures of legislation which are calculated to advance or re- 


rosperity, t to the ius 
pas rit of the fundamental law, aad can: never be justi- 
except 


a 
Tour committee furthe: 


on any uct of the soil, whether in its state or on the manufactured 
article into which it is naturally convertible by the producer to enhance its 
marketable value, is a * it tend to or restrict uction of 
the natural article. It is demonstrable where each vidual date- 


bearing palm tree is subjected toa fixed tax. A like capitation tax upon the vines 
of France or upon the wines would do more to throttle or exterminate the 
greatest marketable of the world than even the dread phylloxera has been 
able thus far to — 

Your committee can see no greater reason for taxing apple or peach trees, 
or ponos — . — brandy, in the United States, than the grape vines in France 
or b uct resulting. The effect of such tax has long been obvious. 
They hold t the decadence of orchards in sections remote from market is 
directly traceable to cause assigned. 

The committee are unable to see in the i ificant item of revenue derivable 
from this source a corresponding equivalent for the loss ed by it, mon- 
etary, tary, and dietary. If revenue is aim, end, and ultimate intent of 
all justifiable taxation, it may well be asked, Why perpetuate a needless tax on 
any 8 article of the soil, crude or manufactured, which requires a complex. 
organ machinery and an army of employés to collect it, and at a cost of at 
least 33 per cent., which gives to the collector and his deputies the opportunity, 
if it does not entail the necessity, for the exercise of era and tyrannical 
a unworthy any free people, but especially 8 to the great Eng- 


Trace, . memory of „5 with liberty, antedates 
that of all others, and all for the paltry sum derived from this particular source? 
In fact, the ittee on Agriculture are not disposed to concede that an 


thes. test infrin ular as regards the mode and agencies 
coll Domiciliary visit, arbitrary arrest, or destruction of private prop- 
erty, abi and possible murder, can sanction no taxation, however 


personal abuse, 
essential. And yet “ot would utter no word of complaint against the exaction 
if it can be shown that imperative public necessity authorizes a temporary and 
abnormal levy from direct or indirect source, always looking with jealous eye 
to abuses named, if not existing. 
It is a reflection of Macaulay that ship-money (one of the e causes that 
8 the great revolution) was not t. if it could be shown that the 
pu exigencies demanded it; but,“ he ef 8 the edict of one of the Edwards, 
requiring the long toes of the shoes of the foplings of his day to be cut off, was, 
becanse an unwarranted exercise of arbitrary power.“ May not an onerous, un- 
necessary, and to all intents unproductive tax be, likewise so classed ? 
The committee reiterate the opinion that the amount of revenue so derived 
is entirely d rtionate to the cost of collection, leaving out of account the 
le features incident to the present mode of collection. Finally, the 
committee is impelled to the conclusion arrived at by consi of 
next to those of individual 


s pro 
harbors and the encouragement of highways by which to run out produce 
to market, 
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The of fruit which annually rots upon the ground and to 

0 to bu 0 h: rates of NN 
er o E e E 
ble products of the „and consequently give fresh impetus to its material 
1 Actuated by these and other conside: unnecessary to dis- 
cuss, the committee have reported favorably on said substitute to House bill 
4564, and recommend its adoption, 


To-day my bill reappears. I recognize my little bantling in the bor- 
rowed swaddling clothes of the tleman from New York [Mr. HIS- 
cock], and cosily cuddled up with its little twin brother Nicotine. 
Common consistency, not to speak of parental pride and affection, for- 
bids a disavowal of my own offspring. It is not to be wondered that 
its putative father of to-day would like to claim the honor of its pa- 
ternity, and that in view of recent events, occasioned by the un 

stop in the turn of the political wheel, his party would not be averse 
to standing sponsor at the christening. It looks a little unnatural, it 
must be confessed, that the other side do not object to eing aae cher- 
ished war 8 Internal Tee throttled by this ETES, at 
cules. While the motive might be open to suspicion, nev ess I, 
for one, hail their conversion in this regard as an omen of good, and do 
not scorn their readiness to lend a helping hand. I know full well, 
my friends across the aisle, as you know too, that survival of internal 
revenue” means patronage for us. And yet I say, with due delibera- 
tion, choke the war-born hydra. 

It was your pet yesterday. Therearesome who would make it ours 
to-day, fo: ing it may be yours again to-morrow. As ours, I would 
distrust 333 W . t 
perchance to be again, I loathe it, spurn it, and fear it, as worse 
than the serpentine coil which crushed Laocoon. It is true that Gov- 
ernmental administration is just passing into the hands of the party 
to which I belong; and as a lover of ancient honesty, rational liberty, 
and old-fashioned methods, I pray God that the day be distant when 
the newly acquired scepter shall fall from them again. 

But while we would have it so, it behooves wise statesmanship to 
look possibilities in the face. To realize that more unstable than water, 
more uncertain than a woman’s preference or a jury’s verdict, is that 
most potential element in free States called popular favor.“ The 
party which goes into power to-day with a universal acclaim and flour- 
ish of trumpets may be execrated to-morrow and bid step down at the 
recurring count. Time and again, in recent years, have we seen the 
proudest pinnacle in the world attained by sheerest accident. An in- 
judicious letter, a chance utterance, a Sybarite dinner, excess of the 
coward’s virtue called prudence, these in turn have played their part 
in unmaking and therefore making Presidents. Nay, worse; a disap- 
pointed or venal ward politician can make himself the Warwick of the 
situation. Truly exclaimed old Mirabeau, from the capitol to the 
Tarpeian is but a step. So realizing, it is well for ‘‘the in” 
to 1 for the possible advent of the party out — ip its 
nails, draw its teeth, or ham-string it for mischief. The measure under 
consideration is one of that sort. A iotic party desires no undue 
power for itself. It will, though, if it be wise, guard against the re- 
possession of such in an adverse party or hostile faction. 

Thus much by way of prefaceand apology for ing any radical 
measure originating at first or second hand on the other side of the 
Chamber; for my politics are of the Greek-fearing school. We come 
now to consider the merits of the measure. I start ont, Mr. Speaker, 
with the broad assumption that unless party profession is a hollow cry, 
neither party on this floor can ignore or disregard any measure looking 
to rational tax reduction. The necessity for it is admitted by all, what- 
ever the means to be employed. With a redundant revenue of over a 
hundred millions for each recurring year, it could not beotherwise. For 
one, I say if it can not be brought about in one way, then let us try 
some other. Noone on this floor surpasses me in espousal of tariff reduc- 
tion. From my first acquaintance with Jeremy Bentham and Adam 
Smith, proximate free trade has been the creed of my political life. But 
inasmuch as tariff reform has been relegated to a future day, I am no 
less the advocate of internal- revenue“ reduction; and especially for 
internal-revenue modification as regards the mode, system, and man- 
net of collection. 

Irepeat, Mr. Speaker, give us revenue reduction in one way or another; 
for to my thinking an overplethoric treasury is a standing menace to free 
states. Far better a small deficiency than an overflowing surplus; for 
recent years have shown in our own history, as all antecedent days have 
proven in that of older republics, that surcharged money-bags are no 
less pernicious to the state than to the citizen. In both cases they en- 
gender waste and extravagance, fraud and corruption, arrogant assump- 
aie ipe ponema — ee > 3 ee in the de- 
ents, follo unerringly eminacy rotin 

Under Periclesit was illustrated in Athens; in Rome, under the Cæsars; 
and in the mediæval republics of Italy under Guelph and Ghibeline; 
in Holland, Spain, and the Netherlands. Ay, Mr. Speaker, greed next 
to gratitude is the bane of republics. Redundant money-vaults are 

recursors of di Magnificent spendthrifts, like the 
the first in constructing gorgeous works with mosaic 

but in building these they pave the way to tyranny. 
as I believe, the greatest boon ever conferred on man, 


vements; 
Pert liberty 
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most fortunate is man and state that is not cursed with redundant 
revenue, 

Let others exult over ours, quintupled in two-and-twenty years, and 
expenditures in no wise laggard. To me it is food for gravest thought 
and most dread apprehension. aig and frugality are the hand- 
maidens of liberty; wealth and waste the wet-nurses alike of despots 
and slaves. Perhaps I have followed the thought too far; but feeling 
ry eee and drives me to express in most emphatic terms a 
no abhorrence for a surplus than nature entertains for a vacuum. 
So believing, any rational scheme looking to a reduction of taxation 
and revenue, direct or indirect, shall have my sanction and support, 
until the lowest amount of the last essential to an economical — - 
istration is reached. That mode of collection of the first which most 
impinges on the freedom of the citizen and the ts of man will ever 
encounter my sternest ition. Of thatclass, Mr. Speaker, I do not 
scruple to denounce our internal-revenue system of taxation as at pres- 
ent administered in the Southern States as one of the most corrupt and 
corrupting, iniquitous and tyrannical ever yet devised by the ingenuity 
of man. It is of a piece with the accursed ‘‘ farming-out’’ system of 
old Rome, where the right to tax a province was let to the highest 
bidder, and that right was hardly circumscribed as to mode and amount 
which he was at to wring from his wretched victims. 

Under either of the two kindred systems the powers wielded by the 
tax-collector would be dangerous if reposed in the discretion of an Au- 
relius, an Aristides, a Hampden, a De Witt, a Sully, or a Washi 3 
for, sir, power is indeed a thing by ver wielded. 
It is rarely used and not abused, and never lightly yielded. Tell me 
not of the natural depravity of historical tyrants. gore to be a 
y ee as a rule, makes a tyrant. That power is most ly enjoyed 
(if not fully given) by the creatures now extorting my—I will not say 
curse, but compliment.“ On the threshold of the throne young Nero 
wept because he had learned to write and had to sign the death-war- 
rant of a subject. A brief space after the enjoymentof imperial power 
he again, but this time because his native city had not a single 
neck in order that he might decapitate it with a blow. For twice a 
thousand years his name has been the synonym for brute, monster, and 
demon. Had he not been born in the purple” he might have been 
the Howard of his licentious age. a 

ar wry n cue in this boasted age of liberty and land of 
freedom have miniature upstart Neros by hundreds, and shame 
we tacitly the powers claimed to tyrannize over their betters as 
legitimately conferred, instead of grinding them and the claimants into 
impalpable powder and scattering their vile dust to the four winds of 


heaven! Ay, Mr. er, it is alas! too true that the tax-collector of the 
class described can be, and too often has become, as potential a factor in 
his little sphere in doing the devil’s work as was Nero or Cara- 


calla, Commodus, or Domitian in their more extended field of action. 
I repeat, oh, shame! that Saxon men of the Angle cross should permit 
these petty and pusillanimous satraps to wield the powers of imperial 
despots. I shall not waste the time of the House with the supernuga- 
tory work ge eg ip roofs that such is the case. But in the light of 
day and in the face of Heaven I charge that such is the case—that some 
of these fellows of the baser sort, eee brief au- 
thority, play such fantastic tricks before high Heaven as should make 
the very angels weep.” 

I songs them, as a class, of hi 

nay HONS instances; of violations of the law a hundred-fold 
greater than his who distills without license or otherwise evades the pay- 
ment of the tax which constitutes their pretext for overriding, rough- 
shod, time-honored barriers. Ic them with perjury and suborna- 
tion of perjury; of duplicity and espionage; of bribe-taking and bribe- 
giving; of connivance with frauds on the revenue which they are charged 
to collect; of extortion under threat and intimidation; of insolence of 
office most offensive and unwarranted; of forcible entry into the sanctity 
of homes; and, I blush to speak it, of violating, in one at least well au- 
thenticated instance in my State, that sanctity in a way most repul- 
sive and loathsome to honest manhood. I charge them with porong 
through premeditation and design innocent violations of the law by the 
ambiguity of instructions, that they might seize upon the property of 
honest and innocent men. I them with persistently tampering 
with the freedom of elections by bribery or intimidation. And, finally, 
Mr. Speaker, I charge them with murders many, most foul, and unpro- 
voked. 

If you ask how they elude the penalties attaching to such crimes, I 
noy by the most monstrous perversions of law ever yet devised to 
8 d such knaves. They claim, and have their claim allowed, that 
inasmuch as the offense is committed in the service of the Federal Gov- 
ernment none but the Federal courts have jurisdiction of the case. 
Once there and the Government, by construction, becomes ostensibly 
their sponsor. The Government counsel are naturally disposed to look 
with lenient eye on ‘‘overzeal’’ in the Government service, and to re- 
lax correspondingly in their efforts to convict. They have even been 
known to shift about, and from prosecutor to become counsel for the 
2 Hence the rogues, as a rule, almost always go unwhipt of 


crimes and misdemeanors, in various 


If I have been correctly informed by one qualified to know, not one 
of them has ever yet been convicted of capital felony in my State, and 
it is more than doubtful if in any other, although outraged public sen- 


timent would have hung a score of them. These are grave charges to 
bring any class of men, Mr. Speaker, and if unfounded should 
subject him making them to the contempt of all honest men. Do you. 


ask for proofs? I will not refer you to popular rumor or the public 
prints. Go seek the evidence for much alleged, and you will find it 
embraced in reports of special Senate and House committees. Go ask 
Senator VANCE and Representative SPRINGER for corroboration, and 
unless I greatly err they will unearth it for you from the depth sof their 
voluminous reports 
Believing, as I do, that such abuses are daily trated under the 
guise of law, I were recreant to my manhood sense of duty to my 
people did I fail to raise my voice against them or scruple to vote for 
any measure likely to curtail their abridgment or to confine the powers 
of those claiming theright to perpetrate and to te them. The 
bill under consideration is only a step in that di but still it is 
astep. Ifit can be shown, as shown it can be, that revenue de- 
rivable from this source is out of all proportion to the vast machinery 
employed for its collection, that it is unnecessary and superfluous, that 
it is an unjust tax on agriculture, that its mode of collection is tyran- 
nical and inquisitorial, and its moral effects pernicious, in Heaven’s 
name, I ask, upon what ground can it be justified or defended? 
and plausible dicta as to the i 
of taxing luxuries. None will deny that, other things being An ; 71 — 
ut, Mr. 


or tho 

the wor! precious ſew of 

the special and 
ruce in every 


less luxury is liberty. No tax-law which infringes her 

ever receive my sanction or support. I trust that it has been shown 
that the internal-revenue laws as i are a tax on liberty, or, 
what is the same, a violation of it. Rather than submit to the slightest 
i t of that luxury I would much prefer to be taxed, as I now 
am, under protest, for almost all the necessaries of life. 

Yea, Mr. Speaker, let not the tax-gatherer lay so much as his unhal- 
lowed little finger on that precious muniment . fathers. 
If he berg 1 it, be he functionary of high or low degree, oes it at 
his peril. me five score years and ten ago, Mr. Speaker, a trite but 
„ born in this land of ours to justify the 
taking of arms against recognized authority; or, to make it plain, to 
extenuate rebellion. 

ee. sé passion, it flew from mouth to mouth with the rapid- 
ity of tongued on the grass blades of the prairie. It was heard 
in the shop and in the field, from the pulpit and the rostrum, in the 
marts of commerce and in the schools, and in the highways and the by- 
ways, until at length it became the slogan of a Airp eede sur- 
passingin beneficent results all the struggles of recorded time. Thecry 
went up, Taxation without representation is at 

The times, Mr. Speaker, call for a para of that now universally 
admitted truism, and here it is: Taxation without occasion or neces- 
are m less tyranny, and the party which imposes it no less a tyrant 
and a robber. 

‘The tax considered in the bill is most undoubtedly one of the class 
named. In behalf of thousands of honest men and good citizens, who 
are endangered by its continuance, I implore its abrogation. In the 
name of outraged personal liberty we ask relief; in the name of justice 
we demand its repeal. Convinced of the truth of allegations uttered, 
will any turn a deaf ear to the cry of distress of an outraged people 
covered by a common flag and entitled to the benefits of a communit; 
of laws? I can not believe, Mr. Speaker, that any here present will 
withhold redress, because there is not community of suffering. Iscorn 
tothink that, because exempt themselves, they can look with callous and 
indifferent eye on the wrongs endured by less fortunate countrymen. 
Gentlemen of the North, full well I know you feel it not—this outra 
and oppression to which others are subjected. With you thetax- - 
erer is the servant of the law and keeps within the pale of the law. 
With us he is above the law, or rather his lordly will and pleasure isa 
law unto himself. 

You have a wide field of selection, whichever party is in power, of 
anes sg citizens and honest men, from which to select that august 
individual. The field of choice is sometimes circumscribed with us to 
porua adventurers, tricksters, and time-servers to their superiors, 

ut tyrants, as I have said, to those with whom they dare play the 
tyrant. 

Ask yourselves whether such creatures, envenomed by the conscious 
contempt of their fellow-men, are fit depositaries of power rivaling that 
of a Roman proconsul or an Oriental rajab. If, as I hold, through mis- 
taken views of the connection subsisting between our two systems of 
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taxation, it is impossible to sweep the entire swarm away, let us do the 
next best thing and abridge the vile brood to the fall extent i 

by the bill under consideration. The loss to the Government of the 
few millions of revenue is a gain to the people of my own and sister 
States incaleulable in dollars and cents. It is a resumption to that ex- 
tent of endangered liberties and suspended franchises. Itis anew birth 
to waning loyalty. It is an assurance to the sufferers and a rebuke to 
their would-be masters. Tell me not, Mr. Speaker, that a paltry peck 
or so of yellow dust outweighs these priceless boons. Blessings so 
gop will ere long cease to be blessings to those exacting as well as 


furnishing. 5 

One other thought, Mr. Speaker, and I have done. The fear exists 
with some that a reduction of the excise tax begotten of war necessity 
implies the necessary and indefinite continuance of the us war 

Could anything be more fallacious? Eliminate from the budget 
the hundred millions or so derived from the entire excise tax, and which 
in effect constitutes our present surplus, and then reduce the tariff by 
the horizontal scale to the average 15 or 20 per cent. contemplated by 
the Morrison bill, or even to 40 or 50 on some articles by a discriminat- 
ing tariff schedule, and I have read the teachings of finance to little pur- 
pea instead of reducing you do not increase the revenue derivable 

customs duties. Take, for example, the items of woolen and cotton 
goods, steel rails, and sheet iron, now yielding virtually no revenue, 
owing to our prohibitory tariff on such articles, and reduce the tariff 
rates to that point where foreign competition could enter, and a fool, 
though blind, is bound tosee that instead of diminution there must be 
an accretion of revenue from those several sources. 

Syllabus. John Smith wishes a pair of coarse blankets, costing in 
Scotland $2 a pair. He can not get the Scotch blankets here because 
the custom-house gates are closed against them, owing to the 100 per 
cent. duty (proximate) which they would have to pay if entered. But 
still he pays to the home manufacturer the natural cost of the Ameri- 
can blankets and the tax required to keep the foreign out. Reduce 
the tariff tax to that point which would enable the Scotchman to brin 
his in, say to 50 per cent., and is it not obvious that both Smith an 
the Government would thereby be a dollar better off - the first by saving 
what he would otherwise have had to pay to the home manufacturer, 
owing to the absence of competition, the last by the tax which Smith has 
now paid to the Government instead of the manufacturer? Again, 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad requires athousand tonsof steel rails. 
They would cost in Wales, if I have been correctly informed, about 
$18,000, and, naturally, delivered in New York not exceeding $20,000. 
But, Mr. S er, the Welsh or English rails are not to be had in New 
York for the reason that the Government has forbidden their impor- 
tation as effectually by a prohibitory tariff tax as if it had imposed 
the penalty of decapitation on the importer. The railroad is driven 
to buy the American or home-made rails, and to pay $32,500 for them. 
Assuming that the figures are correct, is it not as obvious as the full moon 
of a starry night that the Baltimore and Ohio Company pays $12,500 
tax to the American manufacturer of steel rails, but not a stiver to the 
Government? Let us now suppose that the tax is reduced to a figure, 
say one-half of what it now is, and the door thrown open to the Eu- 
ropean competitor, does it not follow as the night the day that the 
purchaser would save some five or six thousand dollars in tax to the 
home manufacturer, and the Government at the same time realize 
something like the same amount in the way of tax from customs duties? 
In view of the illustration, which is incontrovertible, who dare gain- 
say my proposition that the direct-tax system can be abolished root 
and branch, the indirect reduced, and the revenue maintained or even 
inereased? So, off with the head of this objection to internal-revenue 
reduction or repeal. But if these luxuries must be taxed, and for one 
I am not stiff-necked about it, why can not the end be attained by 
leaving it to the States to do it? 

Take my own State, Mr. Speaker, and let the amount of tax and 
stealage from her by the gentlemen of the revenue department 
on the three taxable articles be diverted from Mr. McCulloch’s 3 
eles and the pockets of the rogues and turned into the State's coffers, 
and I will agree to take the job, and pay a good bonus for the privilege, 
of carrying on the State government as now administered, support a 
munificent of common schools, maintain a university or two, 
besides a home for disabled confederate soldiers and an orphan asylum, 
and relieve every other article in the State of one iota of taxation. 
* a fair proposition: if the tax must be imposed let the sheriff 
collect it. 

Is it not equally plain that if the people are relieved of taxation on 
all other articles for State, county, and municipal revenue, that they 
could the better afford to submit to the requisite amount of indirect 
taxation which is required to carry on the General Government ? 

Is it not equally plain likewise that if the revenue official is divested 
of his Federal cloak of ly and power he would quickly abate his 
august and insolent pretensions; that if left to State officials the cost 
of collection would be but a fraction and the stealage not a tithe of 
what it now is? I trust, Mr. Speaker, that in these rambling remarks 
some thought has fallen fit for reflection. If so, let us trust that the 
House will chew the cud, and that good results will follow. 


Internal Taxes on Tobacco. 


SPEECH 


HON. WILLIAM W. BROWN, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monday, January 5, 1885, 
On the bill (H. R. 5432) relating to duties on tobacco. 


Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I shall vote for the bill under consideration with 
some reluctance. First, I am not certain that the revenues of the Gov- 
ernment should be reduced, and, second, whether, if there should be 
any reduction, the reduction proposed in this. bill does not go too far. 
we were not about to have a change of administration, and that change 
in favor of the party of revenue reform,” so called—which means, as 
Iunderstand it, a general assault upon customs duties—I would unhesi- 
tatingly vote against the bill. I would do so for the reason that I do 
not believe the income of the Treasury is a dollar too large. Pay the 
soldiers the pension which common honesty and a decent regard for 
the great service they have rendered their country demand, build the 
Navy which prudence dictates, provide for the construction of needed 
public buildings and improvements, and pay the balance upon the 
national debt as fast as it falls due or becomes payable, and it will be 
found that the surplus will not be troublesome. 

But, sir, I know full well that there is to be a demand by 
the majority for a reduction of import duties as long as there is the least 
show of excusein the nature ofsurplus. The ‘‘surplus’’ isthe ghost that 
haunts the incoming Democracy! It is a matter of which they know 
but little experimentally, and in some way it must be removed from 
their sight. Shall it be done by taking off the internal-revenue tax, or 
by a reduction of duties upon imports? This is the question I am com- 
pelled here and now to decide. To my mind it is only a choice between 
two evils. Of the two, the latter seems infinitely the more 
to the people of the country than the former. Indeed, I think it can be 
clearly demonstrated that there is greater need of increasing duties on 
importations—if the general good is to be considered—than of reducing 
them. I attribute the present depression in business in this country, 
whereby thousands of laborers are thrown out of employment, entirely 
to the too great importation of cheap goods and cheap labor—which are 
exactly equivalent—and to the almost universal fear entertained by 
capital that the door is to be opened still wider for their advent. Induce 
the people to believe that they ate to manufacture their own goods by 
their own laborers and with their own capital, and the matchless pros- 
perity that preceded tariff tinkering ’’ will spring into full vigor again 
before the end of January. 


Repeal of Certain Internal Taxes. 


SPEECH 


HON. WILLIAM C. OATES, 


OF ALABAMA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Monday, January 5, 1885, 
On the bill (H. R. 5432) repealing certain internal-revenue taxes. 


Mr, OATES said: - 

Mr. SPEAKER: Ishall vote against the bill, first, because I do not 
like the source from which it comes—the Republican side of the House, 
and without the sanction of any committee of the House; secondly, 
because I am opposed to repealing nearly all the internal-revenue du- 
ties and retaining all of the machinery and agencies fog their collection: 
The Republican side of this House is almost without exception in 
favor of retaining the tariff at its present high rates, and the prime ob- 
ject of the bill underconsideration is toso reduce the revenuesas torender 
tariff reduction impracticable. I am in favor of a thorough revision 
of the tariff laws, which will be done at the next session of Congress. 

I am in favor of fixing the rates of tariff duties, as a rule, at the dif- 
ference in the cost of production abroad and in this country, and I be- 
lieve that from such a tariff a greater amount of revenue will be derived 
than from the present laws. Then I will vote to totally repeal all in- 
ternal-revenue laws. I had rather vote for such a repeal now than for 
this bill. The only reason why I donot now favora total repeal isthat 
it would uce a deficiency in the necessary revenues of the Govern- 
ment. I however, that the time will soon come when the whole 


system will be wiped out. 
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Interstate-Commerce Bills—Some Discursive Observations. 


SPEECH 


HON. CHARLES A. SUMNER, 


OF CALIFORNIA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, December 16, 1884, 


On the bill (H. R. 5461) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate com- 
merce, and to regulate such commerce. 


Mr. SUMNER, of California, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: All who have spoken thus far in this debate appear 
to agree that some legislation should be had with reference to the sub- 
ject in hand. The general concession is that public sentiment justly 
e soy sg Sar po ch cope on the part of Congress in the prem- 
ises. Even the gentleman from P lvania [Mr. BOYLE], who in an 
able and candid speech presents objections to bo ing measures and 
states why he can not support either of them, does not hesitate to imply 
that he would lend his sanction to a bill wisely designed to control in 
one or more particulars the matter of interstate commerce by railroad 
transportation. If we venture to assert or suspect that any gentleman 
here announced favor for the main proposition with the view and intent 
of Sony a van und for more effective criticisms, for closer 
fulerum of obstruction, it should not detract from the emphasis of con- 

ion at this time. For this dissimulation would be good testi- 
mony at this time. Here is a House of Representatives almost unan- 
imous in its declaration that there should be Congressional legisla- 
lation in some manner supervising and ting interstate railroad 
traffic. There has been a majority heretofore but not such unanimity. 
Here is an advance, brought about by the public sentiment which ex- 
ists and which it is believed will rapidly extend and deepen because 
of the enlightenment springing from this discussion. 

Many of us can the time long prior to the formal considera- 
tion of this topic in Congress—when in a few of the States it was vainly 
sought to obtain a full and patient hearing before legislative commit- 
tees on the proposition of limiting tolls upon railroads within the 
boundaries of the respective Commonwealths. Then there was a short, 

and immediately successful confronting of all such propositions 
by boards of directors or their attorneys. It is true that then the evils 
to be complained of were not so great as now, leaving out of account 
the largely increased distances of travel and magnitude of investments. 

Twenty years ago the monopoly of which we have now to complain 
in this relation was pointed out, was by isolated individuals publicly 
d ted, was afterward protested and petitioned against by a few; 

then, amid many derisive interruptions by the incredulous, the 
growth which it was destined to have, if unregulated and unchecked, 

‘was depicted in a sure word of prophecy. There has been an advance. 
Let us rejoice at this and let our satisfaction be enhanced by a knowl- 
edge of the indisputable fact that many prominent citizens who fifteen 
or twenty years ago were either indifferent on this subject, in spite of 
all appeals made to them in their private or representative capacities, 
or absolutely antagonistic to any such anti-railroad monopoly bills as 
those that haye been offered at this term of Congress, are now among 
the foremost in advocating the legislation proposed by the substitute 
bill before the House. We will believe, indeed we know, that there 
has been an honest conversion here; while thousands of cunning dem- 
‘agogues without these walls appear to have discovered or to have come 
to the conclusion that it is more to their interest to speak as champions 
of the people’s rights against the rapacity of oppressive railroad cor- 
porations than to earn a fee or accept a sti in the ranks of the 
avowed agents of the great railroad and telegraph masters of the Union. 

Let us see if we can get approximately at the surface-lettered opinion, 

isposition, willingness of the members of this House on this subject. 

Is it not already ascertained and disclosed that a bill providing simply 
for a commission of inquiry with respect to railroad management in thi 

would not meet with any objection from, but would have the at- 
firmative suppot᷑t of all, the members who object to the substitute? If 
that beso, it might be asked, Why not consent to the preparation and pre- 
sentaionofsuchabill? And why not upon its passage claim an anti-mo- 
nopoly victory? To do this would, in my judgment, be almost as much 
of a failure in responsive action and a pretense in profession and a sham 
in jubilee as to pass a telegraph-contract bill for the benefit of Norvin 

Green or Johnny Mackay, or both, and call it a postal-telegraph stat- 


ute. 

` Many, and I think a majority, of the members of this House differ 
‘vith those who at this time call for a national railroad commission, after 
the order provided in the —— aeg we Peek this or 0 
against anything beyond it—because we are y of the opinion 
such a commission would be of no practical benefit whatsoever to the 


A corridors, often placing themsel 
est generally affected by and related to interstate commerce. Passing | their attorneys, the ablest in the United States all of them paid out of the 


from the so often heard during the last “You must 
not legislate at ali,“ we come perhaps to the proposition how not to 
do it. For one, I would infinitely prefer that we adjourn without leg- 


islation at all on this subject at this session, than place upon our statate- 
book a law for the organization of a board of commissioners such as is 
contemplated in the committee report. It would not be a mere failure 
to CCF 
practically put out of the hands of Congress for many years to come the 
power to initiate or to enforce remedial provisions on the subject. Of 
course it would be possible for Congress to legislate by repeal or amend- 
ment at a following session. But, guided by the lamp of experience, I 
speak of the practical effect. : 
iil sos ee T 
ings of this case, t by our 

where, That . be the outcome? Except party exigency com 
the appointing power to i y announce a choice (fora 
CCC of the commission) there wo 

three or four months exhausted in consultation as to the best men 
for the place. Then as many months more for tion of the 
commission itself. Then at least six months for junketings from one 
end of the country to the other. Then six months more for ts 
and consultations. And it would be immaterial whether the commis- 
sion bad absolute power to act on its own motion with respect to any 
particular road or company, or whether it had to be set in motion by 
the filing of a complaint and a prosecution for bare damages in a court 
of competent jurisdiction. And, by the way, following the provisions 
of the committee’s bill, the aggrieved shipper must approach the au- 
gust tribunal, into whose hands we shall have committed the power 
which was lodged with us, with as much introductory ceremony and 
CCC 
diplomatic audience with the Tycoon of Japan. 

ithin the last six months of the official life of the second, or four- 

year-term, commissioner—they holding, tively, for two, four, and 
six years on first appointment—there N possibly be a little con- 
ceded shaving of the rates ſor one staple from the West to the East, with 
here and there a few other prescribed reductions; all of which would 
have been announced at as early a date whether there had been a com- 
mission in existence or not. Thenand thereupon, of course, we should 
have elaborate eulogies of the members of this commission printed in a 
thousand and one newspapers of the land, whose editorial columns, alas 
are always at the service of the monopolists when the exigency demands 
a publication of thisnature. [See Appendix A.] 

Then would come a second reorganization of the commission, and 
after that changes in conformity with the wishes of the railroad man- 
agers—a minimum of reductions for a sake. These and the 
other two years with the same history. And by that time (are we fools 
that we do not know it in the light of the past?)—by that time these 
monopolists would have obtained such power, focalized in this direction, 
that they would be enabled to perpetuate the commission; strengthen- 
ing it in isolated and exclusive powers; making sure that the members 
of it were their personal property and their ready, obsequious officers. 
All this is supposing that there would be any respect at all paid by the 

ents to the act of that they would not its 
validity from the outset, as some (shall I call them communists?) have 
declared that they would do. [See Appendix B.] 

It might be said, if there was condescension for any rejoinder, ‘‘ Do 
you mean to say that such a man as Mr. would prove faithless 
to the people in the office of commissioner?’’ For a first response it 
could properly be answered that under the terms of this commission bill 
acommissioner might possibly act up to the line of his trust in good faith 
and yet accomplish nothing beneficial. But there is not time for me to go 
into the analysis of this committee bill with this point in view. It should 
be replied, ‘* We do not know that the man whom you now suggest as a 
commissioner would be nominated or would t.“ As a matter of 
fact we do not believe that some of the distingui gentlemen whose 
names have actually been called out on the floor in this connection 
would take the office. Ifwe are to enter into considerations like these; 
while we are making ready to evade our duty by transferring our au- 
thority, we may assume that there will be a different class of appoint- 
ments from those which have been indicated. 

Some one might hasten to say, You are too suspicious; you are 
captious in your objections to the bill, and you are unwarrantably dis- 
trustful lest the very best men for the place should not be selected: 
You are singular in this.“ It is with great satisfaction that I heard the 
introducer of this substitute [Mr. REAGAN] say, as you will find his 
words recorded on the thirty-fourth page of the Recorp for this session: 

If we provide for the appointment ofa railroad commission, either by the Pres- 
ident or any other authority, however honest and patriotic his intentions may 
be in making such appointments, we must remember that the railroad corpora- 
tions, few in number as to the heads that control them, can easily combine their 
influence and bring to bear by indirection, if they dare not do it directly, influ- 


ences which will be likely to contro! in the appointment of commissioners. If 
we get co: issioners ap; the interests of these rations we can 


W. the 
officers filling the committee-rooms 
upon the floor of this House, with 
peo- 


th 
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Fig gl eet pone ge heeded a little simple hinting 
Se ee eS te eee power 
under the circumstances supposed. And the record be in- 
troduced will appear to have a second, a subordinate, but I think strong 
ha Pipi qe Sk eas TO gph terpenes po mee 
acter of this proposed commission—that is, commission—and 
the fact that some sectional amen woald heat tely recognized by 
eon te power in making up a decision with respect to the appoint- 


e party organs of the Union, of issue Friday, De- 


cember 12, 1884, the following statement appeared: 

During the last few days the belief has grown very generally among political 
experts that the Hon. Mr. of the State of „ will be weland's 
—— [mentioning the name of a Cabinet office], * * * The most positive 
evidence has been developed Mr. *s friends have already secured the 
influenceof * + + and that of ex-Senator Gwin, of California. Dn this poins 


This leading party organ, in the statement quoted, does but concur 
with a number of other influential party journals in conceding the great 
influence assumed or asserted to exist with respect to one of the 
very highest appointments that can come from the hand of the Chief 
Executive of the Union. 

I invite attention to the extracts from the C. P. Huntington corre- 
spondence, which were brought out on the trial of the cause of Colton 

the Central Pacific Railroad Company last winter, and published 
inthe San Francisco Daily Chronicle. Thisis a casein which thewidow 
of thelate David D.Colton, of California, alleged that Huntington, Stan- 
ford, Crocker & Co. have sought and are seeking to defraud the Colton 
estate out of millions of dollars—a description of a browbeating visit 
by the courageous Crocker to the lone widow being a part of the testi- 
mon 


. 

In 1875-76, Mr. Huntington, vice-president of the Central Pacific 
Railroad pany, and with his brother directorsin that company con- 
trolling if not exclusive owners in the Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, desired to prevent a construction of a rival transcontinental rail- 
road. To that end they had their lobby at work in this Capitol and 
sent their corrupt and corrupting agents throughout the country, es- 
pecially to the Southern States, as will appear by the extracts from 
the papers which I present: 

New York, November 10, 1875. 

Frrexp COLTON: Yours of October 23, 1875, No. 85, is before me. Dr. Gwin is 
also here, I think the Doctor can do us some if he can work undercover, 
but if he is to come to the surface as our man I think it would be better that he 
should not come, as he is v obnoxious to very many on the Republican side 
of the House, and then there very many things about our business that he does 
not know and he has not the time to learn before Co: comes and goes, It 

was very unfortunate that he came over in directors’ car with Mr. Crocker, 
hy, received a letter to-day from a party in Massachusetts that said that Gorham 
t were very much offended because Gwin was, or er come 


mari to look after our interest in Washington. Iam, however, disposed to think 


Gwin can do us some good, but not as our [avowed] t; but as an anti-sub- 
sidy Democrat, and also as a Southern man, with SAMAR influence in the South, 
in showing the Southern people that the Texas and Rail. is in no way 
a Southern Pacific road, but a road that, if built by the Government, would pre- 
yent the Southern States from having a road to the Pacific for many years. 

But Gwin must not be known as our man. 

I a letter from H. S. Brown this morning that G.“ was for RANDALL 
or Walker. Tana copy, with my reply. 

Yours, &e., C. P. HUNTINGTON. 

Ican not stop to point out all the proper inferences that can be drawn 
and that in some instances can not be disputed—from this correspond- 
ence. TheCentral Pacific Railroad Company hires and sends Dr. Gwin 
to the South, as ostensibly a next friend of the Southern people, to de- 
ceive and mislead;—the same Dr. Gwin whom leading organs of both 
parties now put forth as an indisputably powerful adviser of the in- 
coming President. This adviser is found out and exposed as a flunky 
of the Central Pacific Railroad monopoly. How many other advisers 
that are in training are unknown in their monopoly bonds and ma- 
neuvers? 

But let us proceed with the reading of this correspondence: 


New YORK, November 11, 1875. 
FRIEND Covron: Your letters of October 26, 27, and 30and November 2, Nos. 
86, 87, 88, and 89, are received. I notice what you sa: in No. 86 as to not 
ou, an 


connecting with us, as far as the public are concern 
Of course I agree with I was much su rised when I heard he was 
„FF against subsidies he 
wan co! with us, ex as s argument gu 
could say that the Southern Pacific Ratiroad mpany was a po 
pany, and could, and no doubt ond ball build to . f e any Govern: 
ment aid except the land grant that has already been given. A 


Poue, ents, 


* 
C. P. HUNTINGTON, 


New York, November 13,1875. 


Frrexp Cotton: Your dispatch that you ~~ sent $200,000, gold, is received, 
Dr. Gwin left for the South „ Kk he could do us considerable 
eee dee ed but ir itwas under. 
stood by the public that he was here in our interests, it would no doubt hurt us. 
When he left I told him he must not write to me, but when he wanted I should 
know his whereabouts, &., to write to E. F. Colburn, Elizabeth, N. J. 


people. It has a land t to the west line of the State of Texas of 4,769,230 
acres. It is owned iliam G- Dod Moses Taylor, W. M. Rice, and other 
1 ity. Dodge a few days since with a view to having 
them build to El we build to thas point to meet thom. He said they 
De Bea he was Opposed to the eee 
ing any aid to his or any other road. I have been sick ever since I saw him, 
so I went to-day and saw Moses Taylor. He said he liked the idea and that he 
would talk it up to his people, &. will be no Government aid granted 

T. Central to stand in with us and 


this session, and if you can get the H. 

offer to build a line through, we build to 

the East, I think Scott's fish will A cooked, 
Yours, truly, 


f 
j 
3 
i 
4 
i 
J 


New Yorx, November 30, 1875. 
Frrexp Cotrox: * * Gwin has just ee ore Ser Iam very 
busy, but just what I am doing it is not necessary to wri! this letter. 
Yours, truly, 
C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New Vonx, December 22. 1875. 
FRIEND 
in January. I have just returned from 
unfortunate about the 


the committee that was on his list, and I must say I was was 


this: it ve the other 
that th waa $0 boonies a great mon ewers would 
keep out of the way it would be m 
I send a few clippings. 

Yours, truly, 


ly, Co. If these —— inte: 
easier traveling. 


C. P. HUNTINGTON, 


New York, December 27, 1875. 
I notice what you say about the interest that Dr. 
doubt that we shall agree about what his in- 
I get letters from Washington nearly every day that 
almost everybody is for Scott's Texas Pacific bill and that he (Scott) is sure of 
paming 3; pigor gedan it. 


C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New York, January 3, 1876. 

FRIEND Cotton: Yours of the 25th of Decemberis received, with ings 

from Los Angeles papers. If they could build railroads by resolution, I have 

CCC as roads can not 

be built in that wees, some few = be com 3 over the hill be- 

fore they strike the iron track. I notice what aay 2 0 in. He can 

cover more 5 in a few minutes in one letter than we could in many years 
with > 3 

ours, y. 
j C. P. HUNTINGTON. 


New Yore, February 26, 1876. 


FRIEND Cotton: I have been in Washi n most of the time for several 


8 He 
his bill. He sai ting wun nis 1 244 


r. I. 8 


few days 

„ e eee 

so, and they now like it very much, and I think it makes us than we 

were without. Isend copies of the bill with this—Senate ie 2 2 

Good articles in the California papers sent to our members of Congress would 

do good. Sas Ree leo reliance E p em ong ay lia ate hurt. 5 
y 


since that if I would 


nearly everything bad is said about us I think. I have man 
I would like to say, but titi isd dark and I quit. 
Yours, truly, C. P. HUNTINGTON, 


The people of the State of Caliſornia, having suffered more from the 
exactions of 


which the rival precedence of each other in devotion 
to the interests of the people, as exemplified by platform and by nomi- 
I will to my speech the provisions of our constitution with 
respect to board of railroad commissioners, by which it will be seen 
that they are given extrao and almost exclusive power inthe 
premises. (See Ap) 0 
The platforms of the two 


were respectively claimed to be of 
and sity binding upon, . — — 
oppressive exaction; eq nominees 

the office of railroad commissioner in the line 


property party platform 
nominees made unqualified and solemn pinta nee ine poopie; There 
followed an overwhelming Democratic victory. The three Democratic 
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nominees for railroad commissi were elected by enormous major- 
ities. It might be instructive to quote from their formal and their 
Wee of promise and assurance to the people. But shortly 
after installation in office it became apparent that two of these 
commissioners were the creatures of the Central Pacific Railroad Com- 
y. They refused to give the people the relief that they reasonably 
emanded and which it was in Ae 9 power to provite we say, 
it was their duty to provide their oaths as officers and their 
declarations on campaign platforms. 

Thank God, the Democracy of the State of California had the con- 
science and the courage to cast these creatures out of the party camp, 
by overwhelming vote at the succeeding State convention. 

The Democra‘ of California and the country is the party of 
anti-monopoly; and no one known or generally believed to be in favor 
of monopoly, or known to be inits political serviceshould be elected by 
the Democracy to office; otherwise the y is an organized pretense and 
fraud. And the Democratic party must now and henceforth, to main- 
tain or acquire ascendency, in conventions and in State tures and 
in Congress show its faith by its works. The chosen must be faithful, 
the traitors must be branded and thrown out, or the party will meet with 
defeat and death. Neither Federal E nor State government 
control to-day, nor both, will much longer hold up any party banner 
when the organization is avowedly or secretly controlled by the op- 
pressors of the people. 

Now, if the majority of the people of the State of California could 
under the circumstances be so deceived and betrayed, how compara- 
tively easy it would be—may we not reasonably believe—to impose 
upon the Chief Executive of this nation in the event of the passage of 
any railroad commissioner bill? 

uch deceit and betrayal at a first election of railroad commission- 
ers, or at the beginning of the agitation of the subject referred to, in an 
BEUN sila’ met bho aaeelatiigs buh; conablertng tte MRANA ta Call 
2 the latest success of the conspiracy of treachery is something as- 

And now here comes a masquerading emissary of the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company, who was sent down into Southern States to beguile 
and delude the honorable people of that section, presuming upon and 
doubtless prevailing with and by reason of his nativity and early man- 
hood associations (ah! how this quoted correspondence must stingingly 
touch the keen sense of honor and self-respect which has been the 
theme for just and superlative boast on the part of the Southern gen- 
tleman), —here, and now comes this private salaried messenger of C. P. 
Huntington & Co., on an unchallenged dress-parade as an ‘‘influen- 
tial” counselor for the incoming Democratic administration! And if 
in view of all that has been said, and that is here restated, the leadi 
party journals of our national and of our commercial metropolis can hol 
this n up as a worthy or potential adviser with respect to Cabinet 
nominations or appointments, what must, ormight, or can be expected 
touching the nominations or appointments having di regard to this 
very railroad management? 

It could not be reasonably expected that the Chief Executive would 
appoint more than one commissioner from the list of intimate personal 
acquaintances. And the President-elect, as governor of New York, has 
confessed that he was deceived as to one of his State commissioner ap- 
pointments. (See in Appendix I list of roads that, as an influen- 
tial” agent of Huntington and Gould, Dr. Gwin would represent. 
See stock and bond lists shown in Appendix F.) 

That the chief appointing power must largely rely upon representa- 
tions of accredited counselors from different sections of the Union is 
attested by no less an authority than General Garfield, who so declared 
in letters written during his candidacy for the Presidential office, when 
the pressure was heaviest upon him in the direction of almost unvary- 
ing civil-service retention. While ina majority of instances worthy ap- 
pointments will be made, some mistakes will occur, and hence error 
would be most apt tobe made here, as clearly but cautiously suggested 
by the gentleman from Texas. Why, then (leaving out forthe moment 
ail other considerations), delegate our power, run from our responsibility, 
with the possibility of bad substitutes, with the certainty that by such 
action the success of the cause of the people, here involved, will be 
indefinitely ed ? 

The railroad lobby that is surging about this Capitol to-day desires a 
railroad commission. The members of that lobby who have spoken on 
this subject, where I have happened to be a listener to their remarks, 
have advocated that this Congress do not adjourn without the passing 
of a commissioner bill. It would appear to be an established fact that 
the monopoly speculators are aggressively seeking the establishment 
and tion of a national railroad commission. 

Mr. Speaker, if an intelligent foreigner, worthy of the adjective, and 
yet almost, if not quite, unacquainted with the history of our affairs in 
connection with railroad management, should have come and sat in our 
midst dering the past two weeks, what might have been his conclusion 
as to the attitude of disputants here, and the character of the men with- 
out, whose pecuniary investments are said to be most ly involved 
in our action on this 1 ? There have been accusa! coupled 
with names, which might well have shocked him,—as one first observ- 


ing the condition of our country in a picture drawn by Representatives 


ty eer in legiti- 
publie and 


bitually found? Would he not be apt to ize in the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. ANDERSON] another Watt Tyler? Indeed, would he 
not be apt to conclude that soms of these men who have been stigma- 
tized as extortioners and oppressors were worthy to be classed with Ark- 
wright and Stevenson and Murdock, of great mechanical and of rail- 
road engineering fame? And rding this substitute bill as having 
been passed, enacted into law, might he not agree in all the sentiment 
of apprehension displayed by Sir Leicester though far from accept- 
ing the verbose expressions of the British baronet as given in Bleak 
House ? 

Then upon my honor, upon my life, upon my reputation and principles, the 


of society are burst o „and the waters have—a—obliterated the 
landmarks of the framework of the cohesion by which things are held together, 


Suppose that he had only heard the gentlemen who have advocated 
the committee bill—for all of whom I have the greatest personal re- 
spect:—would he not have supposed that an effort was being made here 
to destroy ‘‘the business interests’’ of this country so far as they are 
involved in interstate railroad transportation? 

In a majority of instances the speculating managers of the railroad 
monopolies of this country to-day are not and never have been, in the 
sense of actual and venturesome business men, engaged in the construc- 
tion of railroads? Who built the Pacific railroads? The American 
people built them, by enormous subsidies, given—wastefully we now 
can see—by their Representatives and Senators. And following the 

t of these subsidies came examining commission upon commission, 
under the original law, through which fraud after fraud was perpe- 
tra’ in false certifying to construction and its character—to the end 
of exhaustive chapters. 

These men public benefactors! They are simply robbers. Oh, but 
they own and manage these roads now [end spen te with the thrice- 
watered stock that is said to represent capital invested]. Go look at 
the billowy track of the Cen Pacific from Reno to Ogden, and the 
ricochetting line of the Texas Pacific from Mineola to El Paso! On the 
last-named railway the engine often sinks out of sight within half a mile 
of the station and rises to view within the mile beyond. Rails are laid 
on the lap of mother earth with hardly the preliminary labor of turn- 
piking. And for this so-called and commission-certified ‘‘ first-class 
construction,’’ section after section of public domain, and in one case 
thousands of dollars in United States bonds per mile, are awarded by 
the General Government. And over these roads the toll is nearly 
or quite as much again as that ed upon the line of well-constructed 
railways,—built by private capital. I will append also some instruct- 
ive data bearing upon this subject. (See Appendix D.) 

Public benefactors! You must have a board of commissioners, with 
great salaries assigned, with a retinue of officials, with free passes for 
the transporting of themselves and their officers from one end of the 
country to the other, with magnificently appointed headquarters at the 
capital of the nation; to inquire and inquire, and visit and revisit—a 
regal exchange of civilities—with Jay Gould and Cornelius Vanderbilt 
and Leland Stanford and C. P. Huntington and Charles Crocker and 
William M. Gwin—public benefactors, their agents, allies, and adyo- 
cates! N 
All this while since I first suggested his presence—I have been think - 
ing about the impression on the rin our midst who has never 
heard that Jay Gould confessed that his ministers corrupted legislative 
candidates—being professedly Democrats in Democratic districts and 
Republicans in Republican districts—and that Vanderbilt dismissed the 
bearer of popular complaint against railroad management with ‘‘D—n 
the people.“ Starr King, twenty-five years ago, called the sharks in 
Panama Bay the Vanderbilts of the sea.“ 

It is said that the substitute bill is inelastic;’’ that it is iniqui- 
tously iron-core and steel-clad. Seeking for an explanation of these 
terms by the context in speeches delivered here, you find that the 

1 objection and plea is against the provision that no more shall 
be charged for a short than fora long haul. My complaint against this 
bill would be that it is defective in this very direction; in that it does 
not provide fora maximum by figures herein contained. But the gen- 
tleman who presented the substitute provides fora maximum within 
the termini of a railroad line, at the nomination of the railroad com- 
panies themselves. I am confident that experience will prove the bet- 
ter way to be a figure-fixing of maximum rates on section divisions of 
road or otherwise; but in my judgment it can not justly be said that in 
this bill the limit is such that there will not be sufficient 
intermediate stations. AsI understand it—and I think that it can not 
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be construed otherwise—the limitation is on transportation straight 
forward on one and the same line. And under this legislation State 
boards of commissioners could so co-operate and agree as to do exact just- 
ice between the parties interested in any given instance of transportation. 
By rules in detail affecting charges for the carrying of property that 
was to go beyond State lines, adjoining Commonwealths—through these 
res ve boards—could fix the tariff to a nicety of right. There is 
no item that belongs to the righteous consideration of the matter that 
could not be estimated and taken into consideration and acted upon to 
a fair and precise result 12 the conjoint action of State commission 
overarched, so to speak, by the letter of this substitute bill cared 
into law. And, indeed, unless I expected some such co-operation on 
the part of State commissioners in certain instances, I should offer 
and move the adoption of various amendments and additions to the text 
of the substitute. 

Under this substitute railroad companies, without restriction as to 
added distance, may charge as much for a t haul as for a long one. 
While it is claimed that railroad companies should be privil to 

more for a short than fora long haul, and while it is claimed that 
the license to charge as much fora short haul asa long one on the same 
road does not give sufficient latitude of discrimination against the in- 
termediate points, we are wondering—at least I am—why there are not 
a great number of instances brought forth to support so remarkable a 
position. In all this discussion only one geographical dot is named 
which should be signalized by subjection to the rule of a greater charge 
for a shorter than a longer distance, and that point is Winona. And the 
article to be rted which figures in the parade is a bale of cotton. 
I think that this illustration has been sufficiently answered already, if 
by any possibility it requires an answer in order to gain or keep the 
balance of minds constituting majority in this House on this subject. 

But I would like to call up to notice the general advan’ which 
would belong in the Winona and Memphis case, as well as in all others 
of similar character that could be adduced. The railroad if properly 
built and equipped and managed has great advantages over the parallel 
or competing water way. There is speed and there is comparative safety. 
With respect to articles that are perishable in their nature, the railroad 
will always have a wide margin within which greater prices for carry- 
ing can be asked, as compared with water rtation, without losing 
patro . Ihave not heard any one draw attention to this single sur- 
face fact, which belongs in the consideration of this matter; and on men- 
tioning it in conversation I have been surprised to find that it had not 
long ago occurred to all engaged in this discussion. In many instances 
the celerity of land transportation is such a factor in determining by 
what route goods shall be carried thatsolely on this accounta great per- 
centage can be and undoubtedly is obtained by the railway at higher 
prices, in bidding against the steamboat or the canal-boat or the barge 
or the sailing vessel. The stating of such an undeniable and obvious 
advantage almost demands an apology. 

Our Government has entered upon a vast scheme of harbor and river 
improvement, and in a majority of cases the prevailing argument has 
come to a foundation on competition with railroad carriage—forimprove- 
ment of depth and width of channel in bay or estuary or lake or river 
or creek. Would it be accepted by any gentleman here in open confes- 
sion that he was opposed to the building of the Mussel Shoals Canal on 
the Tennessee, or the dredging and snagging of the upper Red River, 
or the San Joaquin, orthe Connecticut, because it will keep railroad 
fares at a low figure or because—as in the instance of the Tennessee 
River improvement—it will have the future effect to largely reduce rail- 
road freight charges on several lines of road? If the Government, if 
Congress may constitutionally, may justly—ought in duty bound so to 
do—change raft rapids into safe steamboat water ways and convert 
shallow sloughs and brooks into navigable streams, when a first-men- 
tioned and most desired effect will be the pulling down of some railway 
tariff to a reasonable scale, how comes it that it is beyond our authority 
or outside of policy and propriety for us to say distinctly that all freight 
and passenger fares shall be reasonable, and fix in p terms a maxi- 
mum for such charges? 

Since river and harbor improvements began under our Government, 
many thousands of miles of streams have been rendered navigable by 
Congressional appropriation and work paid therefrom, while scores of 
harbors have been opened—sometimes created—on seashore and lake 
bank:—in evident, in announced and boasted endowments and labor 
against railroad company freight schedules. 

Suppose that you could travel as fast by water as by rail. How abso- 
lute would this rivalry of the Government with private railroad 
tions appear on nearly every occasion of river or port opening or im- 
provement? I believe that soon we shall steam over the waters of the 
ocean and great lakes as rapidly, at least, as over the iron track, and will 
only be deprived of equal speed on the rivers by considerations of 


caution against collisions in comparatively narrow channels at 
sharp elbows in the course. In such an event the interference and 
alleged arbitrary impairing or destruction of private business enter- 
rise, by our regularand systematic river and harbor cleanings, enlarge- 
and creations might be often considered by railroad monopolists as 
intolerably flagrant. - 
XVI— 163 


We have already established a precedent for Government construc- 
tion and ownership of railways by the excavations made at Govern- 
ment expense for navigation, safe anchorage, and dock ground. And in 
almost every instance we have by such action cut down the rates of the 
railroads—some times as much as 70 per cent. 7 

Leaving in part out of estimate our commerce with foreign countries, 
every harbor improvement is a measured blow at unreasonable railroad 
charges. But we have gone far beyond the line of navigation—that 
was early in the history of our national life constitutionally protected 
from any intrusion by dams and bridges;—and the demand is warranted 
for reasonable rates, ascertained and secured on simple and unembar- 
rassed application to the courts of the country, with full and complete 
and jurisdiction there under the precise letter of our laws. 

Says the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOYLE]: 

If Con has the power to declare rates shall be reasonable, then Congress 
has the t to determine what are reasonable rates, 

That proposition has not been fairly met since itsutterance. Taking 
the affirmative on the premises, the conclusion seems to me to be irre- 
sistible—only changing the permissive to the imperative or obligatory 
phrase. Congress ought to exercise the claimed and generally conceded 
right. And if Congress can authorize and appropriate money for the 
building of canals and the converting of rivulets into rivers for navi- 
gable purposes, on distances competing with railroads, then surely Con- 
gress may prescribe limits to charges upon interstate commerce. 

If Cor may create canals and rivers (and that, too, quite within 
one State), may it notbuild railroads? If wemay build railroads may 
we not fix a maximum to railroad tariff? If we may aid, by land and 
money grants in the construction of a railroad, may we not construct 
and own and operate railroads, as a Government? In other words: 
is it constitutional to give the lands and loan the money of the people 
toan individual or association for canal or railroad building, but at the 
same time unconstitutional for the Government to sell its lands and 
devote the proceeds to building a Government road? 

It must come to a mere question of policy. 

If we had reasonable fares, there would be no thought of exercising 
the power inherent in the Government to restrict and forbid. 

Opposition to direct legislation on this subject by Congress, or favor 
for the passage of a commissioner bill—which amounts practically to 
the same thing at this time—is sought to be raised or nursed by an 
appeal to shippers or consignees at what have been called terminal 
points. Let us look at that for one moment. It has been said here or 
elsewhere with reference to this issue that San Francisco, for instance, 
is interested in defeating the passage of the fourth section of this sub- 
stitute. Why? I like to meet these things fairly and frankly. Let 
us have the reason why? Because, forsooth, if as much is charged for 
arog from New York to Winnemucca or Virginia City as the aggre- 

te of through charges from New York to San Francisco and thence 
back to Winnemucca or Virginia City, the people of Winnemucca or 
Virginia City will do their trading in San Francisco rather than send 

orders to New York or Chicago. Is that so? 

In the first place, it is no part of the business of any railroad corpo- 
ration to build up one locality to the detriment of another. If inci- 
dentally, under legitimate rule and apres spat Oy happens that the 
construction of a railroad through one town and into another changes 
the proportion of the population or the tide or amount of business, we 
may well join with the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. FINDLAY] in 
deploring the result—if we have friends in the depopulated district, or a 
lively wish and anxiety for all possible prosperity everywhere—while 
declaring that there is no just cause for complaint against the corpora- 
tion. But when a railroad company starts out with or proceeds upon 
the proposition that they will in the way suggested, and as a part of a 
selfish scheme, contribute to the maintaining of business activities in 
one place, or the enhancing of them, to the detriment of another, it as- 
sumes a vocation that should be challenged by legislation. Fortunate 
are we if we have the privilege and prerogative of checking or stopping 
these plans and purposes. 

As a matter of fact, the mere charge—unjust and extortionate as it 
is—of a freight tax from New York to Winnemucca or Virginia City 
equal to that which would be incurred by sending the direct to 
San Francisco and shipping them back to the points in Nevada which I 
have named, does not result in throwing business into San Francisco. 
I believe that the practice is to leave the freight as the train goesalong, 
at Winnemucca or at Reno, though the tariff is as has been AA k 
Then the merchant at these Nevada towns, if he has any Eastern con- 
nections in the way of business, will certainly prefer to have his 
come with one straight shipment, even though he paid the amount that 
would be required for pulling them over the Sierra Nevadas and rolling 
them back. In order that the excess have any absolute weight in this 
direction the railroad 8 must charge more for shipping from 
New York to Winnemucca than for shipping to San Francisco and 
returning to Winnemucca; and will any one rise here and dare to put 

that kind of a schedule as something that under any considerations 
ane should be literally tolerated? Take that immense distance— 
across that of the Sierras—and will you say that they may justly 
add yet more to the Winnemucca freights than the aggregate of charges 
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for 
back to Winnemucca on the same track? 

I can not understand how this effort to deny the justice of the rule 
contained in the substitute bill as to long and short hauls can with- 
stand a single night-watch of reflection, on the part of an unprejudiced 
legislator. The difficulty, as it seems to me, with my much- 
friends who live upon the Atlantic border, in the New orin the 
central Commonwealths—the difficulty with them in these premises is 
eee pare pow uy Fee e eee Fee 

eee e and their lawyers—who have had their attention so 
long—exclusively for years—largely through public journals—that e 
have been accustomed to t, and that were once 
they can not realize the e e eee, deen ee, 
mistakable as it seems to us. Do they comprehend the magnitude of 
the ible and ofttimes the actual extortion in cases where the train 
goes out on the prairiesand over the mountains,—long distances where 
there are no competing water ways and the parallel railways areat the 
same time many hundreds of miles distant in their transcontinental 
beds, and either under the same ownership or eee age sia 
same thing) under a common t for schedule 

Mr. Piles Aik th ves Goce oo pum oop Sc preseaaee to class 
more for a short haul than for a long haul is never brought to bear on 
1 O, if these managers and speculators in railroad 

could only extract a little more from the traveler! It does cost 

as much to touch the borders of California with your foot by the Central 
ett Ca aie tin ee 
cisco. But no need of this limitation there. ? Alas, for the in- 
herent powerof locomotion on the part of each in ividual and the degree 
ofin thate the very humblestand most 
cated of our immigrating population! For if more should be for 
a ticket from Castle Garden or the Union tin New York, or from the 
Baltimore and Ohio or the Baltimore and mac station in Washing- 
ton, to Fort Yuma, or to Truckee, than for a ticket from the same start- 
ing places to San Francisco, it would not take a great while for the nine 
hundred and ninety-nine out of every thousand who t be inter- 
ested in this traffic—all verdant of mind and 
tricks as many of them are—to learn the advantage 
through ticket, and quietly stepping off at Fort Yuma or or 
at other intermediate points of destination, when the train shall have 
there arrived. Ah, What a pity that these ‘ ge ” men—and I will 
refer more particularly to the use of this adjective by and by—did not 
have pede er to lock people into ee not ſor temporary precau- 

tween· station eS asis done in Europe, but by rightinherent 
in them as toll-gatherers, and enduring under a ticket-commitment 
writ;—whose just privilege it was to compel the traveler to increase his 
mileage disbursements in proportion to the distance within a given sec- 
Hon okie he did not travel! Does this sound ludicrous? Or has it 
an exasperating suggestiveness? 

And while we are on this point of prejudice, which it is sought to 
create or to extend or deepen at so-called terminal points, consider thatif 
the goods are carried past an intermediate station and actually turned 
around and sent back to the ultimate destination without 3 
bulk, no one outside of the railroad company at eee sue 
by any possibility benefited,—no more than if the goods 
out of the car at the intermediate station, although the eee ven 
paid by the consignee be ſor through carriage and return. When you 
sift them there is not any substance of argument in all the volumes of 
words that have been shed abroad from monopoly headquarters in the 
oft-repeated and desperate efforts to breed favor for the atrocious ex- 
tortions to which I have alluded, andagainst which it may be said that 
this substitute as itnow reads will, when in statutory force, afford 
some, but yet inadequate remedy and relief. Here issomething in the 
right direction, responsive to our EE immediate in its effects, 

so as far as it goes. (See Appendix E. 

The fact that some able gentlemen who are intensely hostile to the 
substitute bill support the committee bill inclusive and without quali- 
fication—the first sections of the latter providing for ‘limited appeal to 
the courts—is evidence contributing if not conclusive on the proposi- 
tion that the commission, half of the measure reported would prove, as 
I have tacitly assumed all through, to be the effective in the sense of 
being the superseding portion. We are not at liberty to assume that 
the Senate would, ee with the committee's bill, strike off the 
seven paragraphs complained of and denounced by those who favor a 


commission, 

FC the distin- 
guished and all-accomplished gentleman from [Mr. 
Lona] itis stated: 

Ta ~ erat ptt ON OE TOTE eee bee -e en Peeters 
United States pay only about 3 per cent. per annum to their stockholders. 

This statément is presented in plausible j . 
tended to show that the rates ſor transportation 3 
are not excessive. While claim is not made on this 


not in so many words, the whole context e eee 
leave the impression indicated in fact renders the statement argument- 
ative, as remarked. 

Let us examine this in the light of the indisputable record presented 
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rtation on the railroad from New York to San Francisco and 


by Poor’s Railroad Manual. I quote from astatement with respect to 
ending December 31, 1882: 


2 . ·˖[·?——e 


Now, it is upon tis which. represents the total stock, bond, and 
. that the insufficient, or at least not exces- 


—j— — 


CC 
how this is answered —if answer seems to be necessary—by 
that which T shall now read from the same Manual and the same re- 
port: 


The increase of the 3 capital, and indebtedness of the railroad compa- 
December 31, 1882, was $2,023,646. 


nies for three years ending 


$70,000 per „842, or a cost of 


seve» $864, 926, 029 
98, 289, 910 

Or about $30,000 per mile as sthe cash cost. 
3 ee eee upon all the railroads 
within the United States within the past three qosa did not exceed 81,050,000, 000, 


a sum $973,000,000 less than the increase, in the period named, 9 and in- 
debtedness of the companies named. 

Of course such an enormous increase in liabilities is greatly to be regretted. 

Now, assuming the above estimate of Mr. Poor to be correct as to 
the cash cost per mile of the road, and applying it to the total mile- 
age and the total cost of the roads in the United States up to Decem- 
ber 31, 1882, it appears that as $70,000 per mile (the stock and bondea 
cost) is to $30,000 per mile (the cash cost) so would $6,895, 663,899 (the 
cost inel watered stock and bonds) be to 52,958, 284, 528 (the cash 
cost). From which it will be seen that if, as asserted by the gentlemar 
from Massachusetts, these railroads can nom pay dividends of 3 per 
de eee en er their total shares and bonded and floating debt 

cost, they must of necessity be paying on an average fully 7 per cent. 
on their cash cost on that sam which is the only true basis upon which 
to found estimates of profit. 

But let us look at Mr. Poor’s Manual again. In his book of 1884 
he gives the following statistics on the railroads of the United States, 
up to December 31, 1883: 

Total mileage ... 


——— 


mpleted in vagy ending December 31, 1883, 28,445. 
ot gee hones NN of all companies for three years 
ending December ious, 433,054. 

The cost of new mileage as represented by share, capital, and debt, being 


9 
Increase in CCC 1883, was: 


Funded debt. TTC Re eg Se 
a 169, 830, 400 
Total.. 1.004, OH, 846 


Cost of the eee certainly did not exceed $90,000 per mile. 


this to be correct and applying the rule of three to the 
problem, we find that on December 31, 1883, the sum is as follows: 

As $70,000 per mile (the stock and ‘bonded cost) is to $30,000 per 
mile (the cash cost) so would $7,496,471,311 (the stock and debt cost 
of 120,152 miles) be to $3,164,134,484 (the cash cost thereof). 

So that it appears that the ‘reputed cost of these roads is at least two 
and one-third times greater than the cash cost, taking Mr. Poor’s Man- 
ual as our authority. And in this connection it should be borne in 
mind that Mr. Poor has evidently based his calculations as to the cost 
per mile entirely on the bonded and floating debt. Now, in nearly 
every instance these bonds are taken or sold by the contractors for less 
than par, leaving them (even with this discount) a large profit on the 
contracts. Hence it follows that the actual cash cost must avi a 


EE Sas ee ee EY mile. eee eee E k 
I was astonished to hear from the distinguished gentleman fro 
sachusetts this declaration: 


Rates are generally reasonable, and, on the whole, generous to the people. 
While I would dislike to be considered h; itical or too ready to 
draw out a ble latent meaning, I can not forbear calling attention 
to the si that may well be attached to the last clause in this 
sentence, — generous to the people. My honorable friend may have 
been far from purposing to convey the idea of lordly condescension 
which the adjective so used imports or as it might most naturally be in- 
in such a relation. Generous to the people!“ Inadvert- 
ently, no doubt, the gentleman has borrowed a phrase ready and agree- 
abio ba tha DAAR of the monopolists of this country, their agents and 


attorneys. 
There is no recognition in any one of these speeches which are hostile 
to direct legislation on this subject, or eee ee 


legislation unaccompanied by sections establishing a chancery commis- 
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sion, no recognition whatever of the fact that thousands upon thousands 
of miles of these roads have been built with the aid of subsidies and by 
land and bond gifts from every source competent to endow—the endow- 
ment in some of the Pacific roads far exceeding the cost of the road. 
t‘ Generous to the people!“ Go read the schedule rates, where you 
on the Pa- 
repeat, thousands of 
te were literally laid upon the lap of Mother Earth 
[Appendix D], and even extended at great unnecessary curvature and 
angles in order to increase the distance upon which land sections and 
Government bonds might be demanded. 
“Generous to the people! ecg eal pec geben est e 
and doubtless with respect to some in good old Massachusetts, the 
t is to accommodate the people pe 
But can any one suppose that such is the 
great railroad magnates, who have been named, 
t themselves in their councils? Is it their inquiry, How cheaply 
can we afford tion and reap a fair profit from the actual in- 
vestments in this or that road?’ Does any one pretend that that is the | su 
88 to themselves and to each other? Why, in 
they do not affect to deny, but distinctly and defiantly pro- 
claim, a tariff based on as muchas the traffic will bear.“ Come now! 
of all the mockeries or jocularities that were ever indulged in in the 
name of ‘‘ business interests,” would - this be ö the 
EFF e derision of ? 
| Lam referring to the master speculators who control the long lines or 
railroad traffic. What reason or justice in seeking to institute a com- 
parison or draw a t in advocacy of this commissioner prop- 
osition from the alacrity with which local railroad managers in the 
city of Boston, where there is a public sentiment that at times can not 
be withstood by any corporation within its boundaries, obey the de- 
mands of the people for depot space and convenience? I respectfull 
submit that such an illustration, with its avowed object, has about the 
same reason or force as was exhibited in the use of the tables 
of the honest but tical opponent of our district-school system, who 
traversed our country a few years since and sought to show that our 
educational privileges and arrangements should be abolished; 
contrasting the number of young persons in the rural sections of 
irginia, reported as suffering from diseases due to habits of dissipation, 
with the longer census of youths living amid the teeming populations of 
ocean-side cities and towns in New England, and similarly afflicted. 

Mr. Speaker, the speculating managers and manipulators of railroad 
interests in this country have not treated the people ‘‘generously;’’ but 
quite to the contrary. These emperors within our Republic have not 
treated the peopledecently. (See Appendix G.) Were they not boastfully 
incorrigible weshould have inclination to pray that without the restrict- 
ive force of law they might reform some of their methods al It 
is true that they would not have made so many millions if they had 
dealt fairly by the people, instead of watering their stock and keeping 
upor increasing or insufficiently reducing their charges. By playing in 
the market, by gamb in the great exchange rooms, while they in- 
creased their shares or (occasionally) diminished them, and 

ly increased or diminished their charges for transportation, and di- 
Elhe (but never increased) the wages of the laborers on their lines, 
some men have amassed immense fortunes; have acquired millions in 
values where they might have had but one million under an honest 

ent and control. Lean not combat the probable truth of such 
statement or supposition. Vast wealth has come to the gambler where 
far less of riches would have been in all probability the recompense - 
the honest man engaged in the same enterprises. Iam bringi 
moral element into consideration. Will it provoke a smile or a ? 
Very likely. Why,“ it has been and will be said, anybody would 
sre: done the same thing under the same circumstances; 8 
sessed of equal intelligence and an equal comprehension of the adyan- 
tages of the situation to the unscrupulous.” I deny it. Yousaythat | the 
these men have been or are generous to the people. I deny it. The 
record shows they have been neither generous nor honest. But I agree 
with you that they ought to have been honest and fair and just, and 
that there would have been no need of national or State legislati 
of the character that is contemplated here. The world knows they 
have not been honest, to say nothing of generous. For the venal world 
is deriding the man who would FCC 
ee DA WOA DA y the rascal and the extortioner in the same 
manner that Vanderbilt, Gould, Huntington, Stanford, and Crocker 
and their immediate associates have done. 

In one breath it is said that this substitute bill will be destructive 
of business interests, and in the next breath it is declared that it will 
be a brutum fulmen. And then there comes an agreement that a com- 
mission which shall be above all things a board of inquiry, and sec- 
ondarily and a certificate-giver unto a victimized shipper on 
his from a United States district a = 1 
have paid his special fee to a United States court ustice, 

thing to eee ee eee e work here on this 
ject. All C 
Teds thas, thas be aaa So Do ce of the 


past, let us have a reasonable experiment e prog 


ress. The power belongs here, and should eee, ee er 
with direct le Whatever inquiry is necessary should be made 
by the committees of this House, session by session and day by day. 
Pass this commission bill and you are building upa wall and bulwark 
for the railroad-stock manipulators and the monopolizing extortioners 
in railroad management. 

Mr. Speaker, we must make further advance by legislation on this sub- 
ject. We have no advance so far to chronicle;—save that exhibited in 
conceding that in deference to public sentiment some kind of legislation 
under this title must be had. But outside of the monopoly councils 
and stock there is ground and cause for the popular demand 
for reformatory . praen It is notorious that there is corruption in 
every part of the Government by reason of the solicitations, first to the 
officers who administer the laws as they exist, and then addressed to the 
Representatives, as those Representatives propose, in obedience to popu- 
lar requirement, to take some legislative action in the premises. State 

tures and State commissioners can not reach this subject in its 
length and breadth. There must be action by the National Legislature! 
supervising, limiting, controlling, reforming. Corruption runs riot in 
the land. Jay Gould, C. P. Huntington, and associates unlock their, 
vaults in every political campaign and disburse their greenbacks and 
their gold by hundreds of thousands of dollars to secure the election’ 
of men who will be their creatures or who will not be their antago+ 
nists. This is notorious. How long is this to continue? Bring these 
rations down to reasonable fares and freight charges and they, 
de have no motive for corrupting elections. old, now is the hour 
to lay the ax at the root of the tree, 

Consider the magnitude and consequent prevailing strength of the 
temptation. Many a man goes into the halls of other capitols who could 
not be in the corrupt sense for a hundred or a thousand or 
perhaps five or ten thousand dollars. But the offer comes for . and 


y | a hundred thousand dollars, and then he falls! 2 


the bench whose opinions and judgments may not be for sale in the th 

sands notch. But the hundreds of thousands or the millions w 

can overcome his virtue are at hand. What is the dire conjunction 3 
It is an and a competency. An exigency where itis worth 
thousands and tens and hundredsof thousands to a given corporation or 
association of corporations to prevent the passage of a certain bill or to 
secure the repeal or amendment of a particular statute. This being 
worth so much, as I havestated, it implies possession of the money by the 
corporation or corporations with which—howsoever it may be effect: 
ively applied—to secure the passage or defeatenactment. And so with 
the decisions of courts. Nowitis worth millionsof dollars to Jay Gould 
and C. P. Huntington and company to have and to retain and to en- 
large the power which dwells in their hands to-day. 

I will placein an appendix to my speech a list of the Huntington and 
Gould roads, as in itself sufficiently and appallingly indicative of the 
tremendous influence which these men and their can exert if 
and when disposed so to do. If this substitute bill is not indeed—or 
will not prove to be—a brutum fulmen on the statute-book, then it is 
worth thousands of dollars for the railroad magnates to defeat its 
passage. The temptation, the corrupting forces exist; and they will 
css yon exerted, to demoralize and to debauch legislation through 

and through, until these tyrants are by some legislative methods 
pao, dethroned, or compelled to trausact their business within thé 
es of ae and right. It is remedial, reformatory, emancipating 
onal legislation, or it is Revolution. 

The man in office once bribed is as an officer gone for all time. Those 
who have had to do with seducing him are thenceforth his masters 
while he remains in office and while he make a pretense to honor! 
When he becomes shameless, then he is comparatively worthless even 
in the eyes and according to the measurement of the monopolists. 

How sickening is this spectacle! editors and clergymen prating about 
= poe es sone of the times and in the same hour lauding to the skies 
ee 2 5 of all others pee most to do, have almost 
to an initiative and supporting sense, in pollut- 

the national fountains of justice. * 
t has been said by some disputants here that they are not opposed 
to railroads.” Who is, pray? Certainly there is no one here of such 
feeble intellect that he can not comprehend in general the excellence 
of their achievement in civilization. The spectacle of a steam-engine 

in motion is one of ever fresh and abiding interest. 

In his comedy of The Flying Scud Boucicault puts in the mouth 
of one of his characters an exclamation of surprise over the deplorable 
fact that so noble an animal as the horse should be the direct cause of 
such ineffable meanness in man. With far greater emp hasis might we 
utter sentences of wonder over the greed and rascality that in a likè 
sense of paternity might be attributed to the birth and splendid power 
of the iron steed. 

It has been said that charges for railroad service are less in this country, 
than in Europe. There are many reasons why they should be in some 
instances mnch lower here than there,—in cases where the lower rates 
can with truth be claimed. But it is also true that there isa gross decep? 
tion in the figures that are sometimes given in this relation — a decep? 
TTT guilt on the of the 
speaker. the class and character of conveniences ed, un- 


swis 
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der the names of first, second, and third-class for passen and fast 
and special and slow for freight, are shown—for a full ee 
sive and therefore just comparison— these taken in conjunction with 
estimate of cost of construction, maintaining, &c., and dividends on ac- 
tual cost—it will be seen that weare far behind the people of European 
nations in the matter of railroad accommodations at reasonable prices. 

It has been repeatedly said or intimated that the railroad managers 
were continually and carefully studying the problemsof transportation; 
that their time was largely absorbed in anxious efforts to graduate their 
rates on a correct basis or scale and develop traflic to the uttermost. 
On local lines there is such inquiry and endeavor; but with the great 
monopolists the factis quite to the contrary. Itis with these largestock- 
holders and stock manipulators simply a proposition of how they can 
best make a tricky turn in the market by a change in the rates, or, 
which is more frequently the case, by stock sales or purchases on the 
instant adopted to bull or bear! to their advantage. There never 
was in this country any systematic and extended study of the absolute 
and comparative cost of carrying different articles by rail until Albert 
Fink began his inquiries as to relative and trade areas, on the 
Lonisville and Nashville line and its branches and immediate connec- 
tions. 


On the Pacific coast, especially in California, the inquiry is made in 
each individual case: How much is the profit? or What will probably 
be the market price of this article now offered for transportation? What 
is this bushel of potatoes worth in Los Angeles? What will it bring 
the vendor in Tucson? These questions being answered, the freight is 
fixed at a sum that will absorb the larger part—from 70 to 80 per 
cent.—of the profits. 

For pulling a car-load of watermelons and peaches last October from 
Fresno City to Modesto, Cal., a distance of about eighty miles over a 
level country, the charge was $95—nearly or quite twice as much 
as the would have been for similar carriage to San Francisco, 
one hundred and ten miles beyond Modesto on the Southern Pacific 
line. The consignees protesting, and refusing to unload the melons, 
and the item—one of many of like character—being of some value in 
the local campaign as an illustration of the extortions of the company, 
there came a telegram reducing the demand about 50 per cent. It was 
thought that on account of the property being of a quickly perishable 
nature the fruit merchants would be compelled to pay the enormous 
sum named on the hour of demand, but the Modesto market being un- 
expectedly supplied at the time, from sources and by means not neces- 
sary to mention here, the fact of threatened decay and destruction con- 
tributed to foree the San Francisco agents—who were only faithfully 
carrying out their employers’ general orders, to charge all the traffic 
will bear ’’—to drop the price to an almost reasonable amount. 

A few days ago a joint committee of the California State Horticult- 
ural Society, the State Fruitgrowers’ Association, and the Viticult- 
ural Convention complained to one of the agents of the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company of San Francisco of the outrageous exactions of the 
monopoly; and it was shown how by a reduction of rates one-half the 
road would receive ten times as much freight as during the past season, — 
resulting in a profit to grower and railroad company, besides advan- 
tages of many kinds to people in Chicago, New York, and other East- 
ern cities. All this appears to have been news to the management 
that is so often represented in the attitude of desperate, midnight-oil 
contemplation and worriment on such subjects! 

Give us a direct law and our people, individuals and voluntary asso- 
ciations, will do and perform all necessary work of inquiry and investi- 
gation that is needed outside of the fit and not properly delegated labor 
of committees of Congress. The true interests of all honest and worthy 
stockholders are to be conserved and promoted by straightforward pro- 
hibitory legislation without the intervening of commissions;—to say 
nothing whatever of our transferring our authority altogether. 

The Union, Central, and Southern Pacific railroad charters expressly 
provide for fixing the passenger and freight fares on those roads by Con- 
gressional action—direct tariff-rating in a Federal statute—and in con- 
formity with that provision I introduced bills at the last session which 
should now be on thestatute-book. By reason of their explicit founda- 
tion, and because of the fact of far greater extortion by railroad man- 
agement on the Pacific coast than elsewhere in the Union, such bills as 
Nos. 99 and 1803 should have first been presented and That 
was in the natural order of things. But while we lament the failure to 
do the best that could have been done in the premises, let us not the less 
on that account give our hearty support to any and all measures in the 
class where the substitute bill of the gentleman from Texas belongs. 

Pass this substitute bill, make the first reformatory trials under its 
sections, and then go on, as experience shall advise, to control with 
closer words these great lines of traffic, and the greater strain of cor- 
ruption from monopoly sources will be checked; and ultimately it will 
bestayed when the bills which I introduced, and which were referred 
to the Pacific Railroad Committee, and which should have had preced- 
ence, shall have been enacted into Jaw. 

Mr. Speaker, attention has been drawn to the fact that the bill of 
the committee is liar, in that while it forbids it directs 


the commission to inquire into the expediency of adopting such a po 
` hibitory section. o 


First hang the man and then try him!“ O, 


we should have been criticised and ridiculed if we had been guilty of 
such written proposing. But tomy mind this is not so strange, singular 
as itis, as the position of those who contend that pooling should be al- 
lowed, and that there should be no such maximum fixed for freight 
charges as is found in the fourth section of the substitute bill; and who at 
the same time concede that there are gross wrongs in the railroad man- 
agement in our country, and favor the pa a bill authorizing and 
creating a board of railroad commissioners. pooling and rebating are 
not wrongs to be remedied by Co ional legislation, directly or in- 
directly, why have we not been told by the disputants to whom I have 
just referred what wrongs there are in the railroad management that 
call for any kind of interference by national legislation? Are not gen- 
tlemen who take the position indicated logically, absolutely self-accused 
to that extent that they have no argument in this forum on these points 
at this time? For it seems to be acknowledged that the greatest evils 
complained of under the general term discrimination“ are to be more 
particularly described by the word ‘‘ rebates.” The company’s sched- 
ule certainly does not say that A shall be c somuch for the trans- 
portation of a certain class of goods and B, a merchant in the same city, 
shall be required to pay a differentora higher sum for the same service. 

And there are so many contradictions in the same minute—made un- 
wittingly or inadvertently, I have no doubt—by gentlemen opposed to 
this substitute bill, that Iam at a loss as to which should be most prom- 
inently noticed, or which selected to the exclusion of the others. Itis 
conceded that gross wrongs exist in connection with railroad manage- 
ment, and an adjacent declaration is that the condtict of business in 
this has not only been fair but generous, Some insist that re- 
bates should be permitted and are absolutely necessary for the promo- 
tion of the business interest” of the country. And then may follow 
an illustration which, if it have any force in such juxtaposition at all, 
is hostile to the general statement I have quoted. e have heard it de- 
clared upon this floor, in effect, that the great railroad monopoly specu- 
lators are honorable gentlemen, who have nobly earned their wealth 
and the eminence in power that belongs to the possession of great riches 
and the control of great enterprises; and immediately follow derisions 
and sneers and even the ‘‘chuckle”’ of gloating over the unsophisticated 
countryman who has been induced to invest his hard-earned store in 
railroad stocks and has become a victim to these same lords of trans- 
portation. 

Mr. Horr, of Michigan, in his interesting speech of December 9, 
1884, very cleverly undertook to defend and extol Messrs. Gould and 
Vanderbilt; giving them a credit, however, to which Ithink they have ns 
right, but boasting of their market operations—which properly and in- 
disputably belong in their peculiar crown of rejoicing. Mr. Horr 
said: 

Take for example the two men, Gould and Vanderbilt. I take them be- 
eause they are the men who secm to be ever present in the minds of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and the gentleman from Kansas Mr. ANDER- 
sox]. These men are said to have obtained vast wealth, but canany man here 


say that they have wrung it from the wages of the laboring masses? The roads 
they own and have built have been paid for. 


What an inadvertent or shrewd ignoring of the subsidies and securi- 
ties by which the Pacific roads were constructed. 

The men who did the work, who handled the shovel and the pick, who fur- 
nished the ties and laid the iron, have all been paid for their labor. These men 
have made money,and made it very rapidly in two ways. First, they have 
taken property that has been badly until it could be purchased cheap, 
choy have bought it on the market, and then, by good eee, 7 utting 
brains into the business, have made the same property valuable. What was 
worth but little by their superior skill has come to be worth a good deal. Is 
not that legitimate gain? Such transactions benefit the owners, but they also 
benefit the country. 

Again, theso men have undoubtedly made large sums in another way. Seat- 
tered all over the country are men who come to the conclusion that they are 
fitted for careers of speculation, and with their money they rush into Wall 
street to take a bout with these old bruisers of the ring.“ [Laughter.] They 
at once tackle stocks“ buy long and sell short.“ A few weeks or months and 
the contest is over. The “lambs are shorn" and the leaders of the flock return 
to their fold “fatter and better fed.” [Laughter.] The money thus accumulated 
does not come from the poor people, and takes nothing from the workingmen. 


In all the leading current publications of the land, including the 
principal religious papers and periodicals, advertisements abound, call- 
ing upon the people to come forward and purchase these railroad stocks. 
Often in religious and other periodicals there are editorial indorse- 
ments of the stock advertised, or commendations so printed as to bear 
the appearance of editorial language to the inexperienced reader of 
such pages. And now the honorable gentleman from Michigan, with- 
out knowing it, echoes the laughing speech of ‘‘ brainy and legitimate 
stock-waterers and fleecers of honest, trustful, but simple-minded or 

ing men and women. 

Mr. Speaker, one of these assertions must be wrong: either there is 
gross mismanagement requiring the intervention of Congressional leg- 
islation, or we have no right or duty in this line of labor as legislators. 
If there were no evils in the rule of railroad monopoly, justly com- 
plained of, provoking a desire and a disposition for Congressional leg- 
islative interference, why is not that fact made so plain by the man- 
agers, agents, and attorncys of these great corporations that there could 
not be any kind or sort of question or quibble with respect to it? If 
there be such wrongs as to admit of or call for Congressional interfer- 
ence, then they are so manifest in general ənd particular that there is 
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no necessity for a commission of inquiry. The degree of clearness 
which will warrant or justify any legislation at all upon this subject 
makes it imperative upon us to legislate directly, without the inter- 
vention of an existing or a contemplated commission. I lay that down 
as a proposition, against which I challenge question or controversy. 

Business interests!” This is a pet phrase at which we must all 
stand aghast! I must confess that I lost respect for it as a brace of 
bullying words, to be thrown in the face of every man who seeks for 
reformatory legislation, when I heard it proclaimed and reiterated dur- 
ing the season when the conspiracy to defraud the people out of their 
choice for Chief Executive—in 1876—’77—was in process of confirmation 
and execution. In 1877 no less a man than Montgomery Blair boldly 
published a pamphlet, in which he declared that the railroad corrup- 
tionists were most instrumental in carrying through the plan forstealing 
the Presidency ;—the telegraph monopoly sedulously and successfully 
co-operating with the pulsating cry of Hush! The business interests of 
the country demand its consummation !’’ 

Business interests!“ exclaimsand reiterates Jay Gould (this benevo- 
lent patriarch—next friend of widows and orphans; who is accompanied 
in his daily rounds by a gentleman slugger and bully to guard against 
the affectionate demonstrations of the men and women whom he has be- 
friended and enriched). Hear him! The same man who last summer 
publicly and conspicuously congratulated one man on his nomination 
for the Presidency; declaring in his Associated Press dispatches toward 
the close of the late campaign that his election was absolutely required 
by the business interests of the country; and then hastened to send 
a telegraphic of co {ulation to another and directly oppos- 
ing candidate when it appeared that the latter had been chosen to our 
highest office; congratulating Mr. Cleveland substantially because of his 
approved official record as a conservator of the business interests of the 
ey: Is it not about time that this phrase lost its blaze and blind- 
ing force ? - 
"Aho is opposed—in all sobriety and common sense let us inquire— 
to the prosperity of any class or department of legitimate industry? 
What man of common, i instincts and common honor is not 
allied in sympathy and and resolution with the sincere and in- 
telligent 3 of honorable boards of trade and chambers of com- 
merce and leagues of labor? Does Jay Gould or C. P. Huntington 
or Cornelius Vanderbilt or Norvin Green or Johnny Mackay—do: they 
se or collectively and exclusively re t the business in- 
terests of this country? (See Appendix K. 

Why, even the staid and conservative old New York Journal of 
Commerce has this to say, in a recent issue: 

t one visit the 
‘ne ing hell in aay. part of the world will show a madder throng or more pas- 
sionate playing. A was 5 oniy true of the stock N but it is 
more and more ending feature exchanges 
character of most of the business therein 


Alas ! too many people are dazed and stunned by the cheek-filling words 
and phrases projected with greatest emphasis by those who come from 
and t the dens of the speculator, the stock-waterer, the rail- 
road and telegraph monopolists:—even as of old men and women were 
awed into silence and subjection and craven submission by the loud 
and emphatic pulpit utterance of anathema blown from the lips of 
the fanatic and the bigot, the theological tyrant and inquisitor. 

The real business interests of this country will be best subserved at 
this time, so far as interstate commerce is concerned, by the of 
laws that shall forbid and prevent the wrongs and evils that have been 
partially enumerated on this floor in the consideration of these meas- 
ures. e true business interests of the people of this country are ex- 
plicitly opposed to that theory of transportation charge which proclaims 
that the tariff should be as high as the traffic will possibly bear. 

Mr. S „I do not assume, much less assert, that the of 
this substitute bill, which in many particulars is not the bill which I 
would have drafted or originally urged upon the favorable attention of 
this „will be a panacea for all our woes or bring us a business 
millennium. But it is astep in the right direction; it is a movement 
progressive, and not a pretense in any of its terms; nor are its sections 
collectively a proposition or a scheme to retire Congress from the consid- 
eration of thesubject. The passage of this bill means progress. Whether 
it—by its present lettering and an honest, active administration under 
it—will very greatly and lastingly ameliorate and improve the condition 
of the producer, the trader, and the consumer, or not, it is a beginning 
of a legislative march of remedy and reform. Has it defects which will 
be disclosed by the first consideration of courts and shown so many that 
aggressive and wholesome application can not be had under it,—as 
would appear to be intimated by some of its opponents? Then future 
amendatory legislation must come. But if you pass a commission bill, 
you go back. And youdo more than retreat from that combative rep- 
resentation line up to which I understand we have sworn to carry and 
keep our colors. You fasten a bad system of reference upon us which 
it may require many years to remove. 

Mr. Speaker, whatis to bind this great nation together? What are 
chief among many physical conveniences which ought to be practi- 
cally at the command of all the people? Rapid intercommunication 


at reasonable rates; the quickest safe passage of persons and property, 
and of ideas of ‘every salutary and enlightening sort, for the lowest rea- 


sonable sums. Uniformand universal privilege and right in this respect 
is what should be desired, demanded, obtained, and retained by the 
people of this country. Not merely cheap excursion rates or picnic party 
tolls, but the lowest reasonable fares for every-day travel; not only 
cheap press dispatches by telegraph, but the cheapest day rates for every 
one who wishes to correspond by telegraph. There is no method by 
which you can have this great facility and bond between and for all 
the people save by national, Congressional, direct-action legislation. 
Do what we will in our separate Commonwealths, lawfally conspire as 
much as we may between commissioners and commissioners in the one 
State and the others, the achievement and the consummation most 
needed, most essential for the approximate realization of that felicity and 
that unity which our Constitution by the very first lines of its introduc- 
tion in problem and conditional prophecy promises and guarantees, can 
not be had nor hoped for without such sections as these in the volume of 
living Congressional laws. 

We have not arrived in practice and accomplishment half way up to 
the mark of the high standard of political civilization which is justly 
illuminated by those words that remain to cheer and admonish us from 
that statesman, patriot, and martyr, Abraham Lincoln,—assuming for 
our Nation the closest approximation to the ideal Republic—‘‘A gov- 
ernment of the people, by the people, and for the people.“ 

In part by false use and effective reiteration of a wise saying com- 
mended to our consideration— That is the best government which 
governs least ’’—the Congressional legislation which ought tohave been 
had has been misrepresented and refased. And these words have been 
text and plea, of considerableinfluence, used by theattorneys of railroad 
monopoliesafter enormous subsidies had been granted to private corpora- 
tions at times when the Government could (and should) have built the 
roads for which endowment was given at less than one-third the recorded 
outlay for thesame purpose from the people’s Treasury and inheritance. 
Itis time that the people acted upon their plain 3 these 
matters. The general enlightenment is sufficient. There been 
enough preliminary investigation. The subject is popularly compre- 
hended and understood. In great patience, an afflicted people have too 
long borne the burden of these monopolies. The failure to accomplish 
that which is commonly and righteously desired at the hand of legis- 
lators in this country can not much longer be attributed to other than 
the most influential and really procuring causes. 

Business interests? General prosperity? Yes. Abundant op- 
portunity for labor and good wages and resultant happiness for the will- 
ing and honest citizen throughout the length and breadth of the land. 
How are these to be had tosuch degree and extent as to be charac- 
‘eristic? Expressing a proverbial condition of the Republic? Many 
iuings, material, political, moral, spiritual, must enter into the group 
of acknowledged and gratefully appreciated and jealously and 
fostered causes. Butlet there be to-morrow from one end of this nation 
to the other and in all parts thereof intereommunication for persons and 
letters and property at the lowest reasonable sums, based upon actual 
cost, and all save the monopoly masters would rise up and rejoice in a 
Day of Deliverance from a tyranny unmatched in its meanness, into a 
new and glorious light of freedom, of privilege, and enjoyment. Not 
to-morrow will it come, but reason and sentiments of justice and pa- 
triotism combine to make us hope and resolve that by all our struggles, 
under divine guidance and favor we shall yet, in our generation, hai 
the opening of the era whereof we discern some reflected e, 
heard the proclamation of its coming in the language of aspiration an: 
benediction from our fathers. 
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campaign their services—more efficient by reason oftheir masquerading hitherto 
master railroad and te 


of a venal press, the monopol 
continue to rob the people. 


APPENDIX B. 


Since the date of the delivery of this speech, Mr. PHELPS, of New Jersey, has 
addressed the House and said : 

“The railways, if these restrictions should become laws, will ostentatiously 
break them all. They will invite litigation until the wheels of the courts are 
clogged. That will challenge public attention, and publie attention is redress. 
Or they will issue an order, which the whole railwuy system shall obey, that 
every locomotive from sea to sea shall stay in its roundhouse.” 

And this language has been approved by the New York Tribune and other 
organs of Gould, Vanderbilt, Huntington, Stanford, and Norvin Green. 


APPENDIX C. 


The following is the twenty-second section of the constitution of California, 
providing for a board of railroad commissioners, conferring exclusive powers 
upon the board, &c. The majority of the new board has proved recreant to 
pledges, platform and individual, and California is still subject to the grossest 
extortions in fares and freight charges: 

“Sec. 22. The State shall be divided into three districts as nearly equal in 
population as practicable, in each of which one railroad commissioner shall be 
elected by the qualified electors thereofat the regular gubernatorial elections, 
whose salary shall be fixed by law, and whose term of office shall be four years, 
commencing on the first Monday after the first day of January next 5 
their election. Said commissioners shall be qualified electors of this State, an 
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of the district from which they are elected, and shall not be interested in any | cilities for the transportation homers classes of freigh chiara 


corporation, or other 3 company as stock holder, credi this State, or coming from or y other — Persons an 
t, yen or employé; act of the ity of said commissioners TEn over any railroad, or a any y other transportation company or — 
shail be mea the act of said commission, 8 shall have shall mee delivered at any on, landing, or port at 


the . — rane it shall be their duty, to establish rates of charges for the trans- 
portation of passen and freight by railroad or other transportation com- 
panies, and d publish the same from thoe: totime with such changes as they may 
make; to examine the books, records, C 


not 
persons and p the same class in thesame 


APPENDIX F 1. 


pœnas and all other to hearand determine complaints p 
1 eee 8 sonsand Stock, bonds, and mileage of principal railroads in the United States at the present 
administer oaths, takes teat 8 po ge ish for contempt of their see oom 3 tne. 


processes, in the same manner and to pen extent as courts of record, and 
enforce their decisions and correct abuses through the medium of the courts, 
Said commissioners shall 8 a uniform 5 of accounts — be kept by 
all such corporations and companies. Any 

tion company which shall fail or refuse to conform N tae Takes — 
tablished by such commissioners, or shall ratesin exceas thereof, or shall 
fail to keep their accounts in accordance with system prescribed by ‘the com- 


Company. Miles.| Stock. 


nt, and employé of any such corporation or company who shall demand or | Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé... „| 1,820 913,000 996 
8 rates 8 excess thereof, or shall in any manner violate the provisions of | Central of New Jersey. .. "530 18 B68 290 8288 — 
this section, shall be fined not ex ing $5,000. 8 n the county | Central Pacific. oseese 59,275,500 | 82,054,680 | 93,394 
jail not exceeding one year. In all controversies, vil or eri t 32,818,110 | 32,528,500 | 125, 425 
and by said e eee exit be deemed conclusively 17, 660, 572 | 11,423,400 | 34,216 
garana reasonable, and in any action against such corporation and company 79,055,000 | 85,030,186 | 41,041 
Canade sustained by 3 rates, the plaintiff, in addition to 63,700,321 | 93,169,820 | 37,519 
the ae res in — d 9 judge or jury, — — 41, 960, 000 | 17,500,000 | 43,055 
commission shal governor annually r 
. cir facis aa may ba doomed —— —— e eee one: 
on n m m: ng ions nst any suc 
‘The Leg re may, in addition to any penalties herein described, F 
enforce their article by 8 of charter or otherwise, and may confer such 14,991,600 | 8,227,162 | 59,383 
yee: on commissioners as shall be necessary to enable them to perform the 23. 500, 000 | 18,763,000 | 199, 353 
6 "this and theforogoing section. ee grey aiana 20! 000 000 8.88 
vo power wi vi members use to re- 
5 more of said Si and whene from — office for dereliction of duty, aat Eibs read Seios 
or corruption, or 1223 and whenever any cause a vacancy 5 1 000 | 14,137,300 166 
office shall occur in said co: on, the — og poet nor sll fi the same by Hie 888 wi 1.747 
pointment 5 thereto, who shall the office for the residue 10,000,000 | 5,394,019 | 84,582 
of the unexpi . 25, 000, 000 | 74,530,962 | 48,199 


APPENDIX D. 

The time-card issued the Union Pacific Railroad Company gives all the Miles 
. ne both of the Union and Cen Railroads Name offroad: Capital Bonded of 
from Omaha to rancisco, together with the distance of each from Omaha stock. debt. road. 
and elevation cee sea-level. In this alone there 5 z 
‘mind of any one at all pe: 55 
Reno, at the eastern foot of Sierra Nevadas, to Ogd W — 
of Nevada, was built almost entirely without 738, 204 630,000 | $126, 120 284 
In other words, it was built without any attempt to make a regular 29, 962, 125 859, 000 57,431 990 
rail laid on the surface of the country. — 89, 428 300 997,233 | 140,408 993 

Reno, Nev., is 4,497 feet above the sea-level, and from there I start the table. New York, Lake Erie and Western — 85, 284, 600 267,137 | 123,883 | 1,296 

The Geos claws shows the station from which the — si is made. New York, New Haven and Hartford .. 15, 500, 000 000, 000 79, 766 257 

Pa ae column the station where the comparison ends. Norfolk and Western. 21, 975, 000 284, 600 74,521 503 

tude of last station made. 1 Pacifi -| 88, 807, 068 836,690 | 68,457 | 2,332 

Tae Eal A JJV “| 92, 619, 750 770,150 | 113,690 314 

The fifth, increase in altitude between first station and last station on same 34, 734, 675 363, 685 170,706 8932 
R . 

The seventh, average increase or decrease per mile ef altitude); which is pre- 20, 000, 000 | 33,518,000 | 44, 498 | 1, 203 
sumed to show the grade per mile. ..| 82,161, 900 | 43, 283, 139 50,736 | 1,418 

z 60. 888, 500 |136, 863,653 | 82,595 | 1,819 
2 In some of the above the total debt does not show alone the cost of the road, 
oa as, for example, Delaware and Hudson has large amo unts of coal lands. 
From. Te $3 APPENDIX F 2. 
E In the estimates of cost per mile of the Central nion Pacific, and 
= other roads the calculations have been for construction Se oe Se ee 
< clude railway stock, &c. The following letter is — 2 the New York Times of 
— — December 31, 1884. and is instructive as to actual cost of railroad construction : 
Feet. “THE MEXICAN NATIONAL RAILWAY. 
oe * To the Editor of the New York Times: 
2210 “In eee eee correspondent y 
1'235 pence the construction of * — it 4 cost a mile to 
4.228 s Ee tit Cine eee of cost, Thisisso wide 
4.332 a misstatement of fact that I venture to ask a e 
4.385 In point of fact, $90,000 per mile is more than four times the cost of the con- 
4.422 stru n and equipment of this road. The building being done in a fi 
4.511 count * involved exceptional elements of cost, and much of it has been 
4.685 thro a mountainous region, and in ascending the plateau from the level of 
4.841 the sea. Notwithstanding it is being built and equipped at an average cost 
4.897 not exceeding n original estimate. There are to-day nine 
5,063 5 constructed which have been built ata cash 8 
5.20 out rolling-stock and interest during 55 $18,596,857, being $20, 
5, 340 per — Nash or ate per mile including r rolling-stoc! 
5° 629 “This includes organizing the w: Se eaten and abadias of the most ex- 
6.007 pensive section of the northern — southern ends, including one division from 
5,973 the City of Mexico to 8 miles—crossing a mountain mile. 
4.812 at 10,000 feet above the level of the ocean, which cost about TIDO por mity 
85 There are also five e miles additional surveyed, 
constructed. This mileage is to complete the link of three 8 L 
| nine miles in the through I line from the United States to the City of Mexico, feet er flow 


to finish one or two short branches to coal-mines and fo 
mates made by the best engineers show that this five hundred ——— be com- 
leted at an additional cost of $5,360,000, making, say, 1,400 miles, costing $23,- 
857, or an 8 er 112 ernie These five hundred miles can — Pra 
be built within the ve given if construction were entered on now, 
since labor and 8 — cheaper than they were when these were 
mad and the whole could be finished within nine months. 
en these 1,400 miles—the present 910 miles built and the 500needed to com- 
plete the through line from the City of Mexico to the United States and round 


Miles of track Reno, Nev., to Tacoma Station, 438. 


Difference in altitude increases between stations, total 
Decreases between stations, total 


Total for 438 miles. TTT . 4,295 


Highest grade from station to station, as shown by above table, 4f feet per 
mile; lowest, I of a foot per mile; average, 93 feet per mile. 


pay the system—are finished they will have cost, including equipment, not over 
SER $20,000 per mile. For this the owners 8 have a — a solidit; 
APPENDIX E. and excellence of construction, It is,I believe, the judgment of every railroad 
The following is the twenty-first section of the constitution of California, man who has visited that country t the Am in Mexico built 


viding against the short-haul extortion. It was fully discussed in the recent 
ifornia constitutional orayan on: and there adopted (and afterward by popular 


vote a 
Re 4 23 icap staal ba ais ty 
r —— company between places or persons, or in the fa- 


under the supervision of the Government and up toa standard required in their 
are of a character heavier than those of the average railway in the 


United States. 
“WILLIAM J. PALMER, President, 
“New YORK, Tuesday, December 30, 1884.” 
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APPENDIX G. 


the cost of the 


rpo agnates, 
cepting the bribe e of the Spreckels’ sugar monopoly to charge 2 cents on su; 
from Ne aie 


—.— San 
by which one shipper is 1 rich and another poor are constantly ages 
ligh of which the recent case in Ohio of Schuremer, Scofield & 
the © Shore Railroad is an illustration, In England, where 
competing corporations, they are obli; to keep a book at every 
ublic spot heed the ruling tariffs of rates, Itis natural that 
railways should prefer a way commission, without laws and penalties, to 
* as it yown be fe fees for the criminal classes to prefer a police 
oree withou laws and pree mg nst crime,” 

The Sacer of the West are willing to 8 with the railroads, but when it 
comes to ving Pes to vate monopolies the entire proceeds of their labor they nat- 
urally o ning to think that something must be done for 
their own Teiler, Ite is plainly evident that the sentimentin favor of railway reg- 


Seen Dy. legislation is daily growing stro Bee, ber, 
4 44 B in 8 where the 


by the score, and 
eee 3 are l between jaces and individuals in the 
flay deliver without the 


are 
— | by 
station for 


a ag Jet ene of $1,000,000, and ain a 
But rallrond rates remain substantial 553 well on to $20, 
remain substantiall e same as a year ago, 9 
— Aag D many cases, as we have Shown, they are 
3 of accounts of " meetings to 


2. wars,” but there is never any meet- 
— . to“ oe ort dete rates ween stations and non-competitive ts, 
for these have never been let down. when the railroads have years 
they have doubled their stock, as the Rock Island did a few phe apa dems 
have accumulated a surplus like that of the Northwestern, w! amounts 


iar ooo or they have stretched half way across the continent i like the Bur- 
} J bed yeni, Hio thee now n us, the roads insist that the 
r farmer shall still continue to make good all this pile of Wall-street fictions. 
Homustgo on paying dividendson the capitalization ofall the locomotives, cars, 
ne reads ever had, se a bags part of them 5 since been 


—— yr Dahe very ten years ago—figure in the volume 
of the eee sid sauna nad piahi ayen baes ey mete i stocks and 


the managers. 
it fondly believed to be its impregnable po 
s over 2 oe on our terms shall you market your products. Ch 
Tius are r olut d in La quarters of the West of a spirit among the 
farmers ‘that may trouble, We hear from many sources re- 
e eg 8 6 The low 
ei receive for their stuff are recie edge to abuses of which 
ey have lo dong been sonaas: pasa wh: Lege aca have Mclean in the easy good- 
humor of When the farmer received a dollar for every 
e eee the fact that the only place at which he could 
his wagon-load was at the solitary elevator by the side of the track did not 
Sister him. He did not care that railroad rates were high—no harm to him, 
who was doing so well, if the railroads, too, did well. But when he receives 
oniy 8 stants ab in Dakota for No. 1 hard wheat, or 35 cents a bushel in 
© sees 
of the N If there was not a manor ey. of 3 0 elevator business, and 
wheat, he might get a few cents 


jed on the soil of Ne DEKA. 
There is nolackof substantial grievances. The railroads have by special rates, 
| facilities, and other contrivances put the business of buying grain along 
— es into hands of monopolies. Asingle company or firm sometimes 
elevators along a railroad. What t elevators choose to pay — 
jee ino take. Then, while ore else has gone down, railroad ra 
are as high as ever, and in some cases igher. The pronunciamento from which 
we have quoted givesan instance; “ Buta short time ago,“ it says, the Bur- 
lington and Missouri River road could carry corn to Chicago for 30 cents a hun- 
dred pounds, Now it wants 35 cents. What does this mean? It means just 
this: How much will you stand ” ™ 
The Bee youches for the fact that freight rates in parts of Nebraska are higher 
than they were in 1879. The people of Butler and Polk Counties alone could 
have saved $200,000 if their wheat and corn had been carried this year at the 
rates of 1879. In the case ofa cattle shipment it mentions the rate in Nebraska 
was 812. per car for one hundred miles, while the same shipment was 
on its way through Iowa and Illinois but $9 per car for one hundred miles. 

The chances that these extortions and inequalities will be heard from at the 
coming sessions of the Western Legislaturesare exceedingly good. The Union 
Pacific makes a slight bend to thestorm b coe its poe 2 as just announced, 
5 cents per one hun pounds on n. s the right kind of 
ht amount. A roa 3 can sell and ponita for — a ton in 


He sees the comi: 


EA noe y devour them, 


policy is to reduce rates, abolish ray eA treat all alike, and dalle their 
— on the good-will of the rence a orohicage ber, 1884. 
One of the principal minin; ee of Utah recently d that “with the 


urn our ores right over to the ae 
exaggerated statement of the condition of affairs in e N. long 
been worse in Ne Hundreds of mines, t to the line of the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company, aei die to-day, as they have been for years, 
because the rates cha for transpo: the ores to San Francisco, Salt Lake, 
ints where . for . — ion could be obtained, were too high 
e mine owner ay adequate com ponent for his toil and risk in pros- 
pecting for ore, extracting it from the mine and hauling it to the railroad. The 
soma 19 — All not fix rice oe gol ton, for hauling ores; it must have a t- 
age ee The miner will be eee eno tolive 

upon, C share of the 
t is the tribute of the Turkish serf to the Sultan that the cone barons have 
demandéa and exacted, but a great — ries has come over the spirit of the Amer - 
ple of late. Its first manifestation was in the dethronement of the Re- 


pubi can 8 which had become the subservient tool—the willing, obsequious 
slave—of the railway lords. Its culmination will be, let us ho; nts stern but 
legislation in the States and in Con and honest admin: ion by the 


8 party of laws which shall out 
to the railroads,— Virginia (Nev.) Chronicle, —— 
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The following will show list of roads owned by the Central Pacific or the 
Union Pacific—Stanford, Crocker, Huntington, Gould & Co.—or in which a 
portion of the directors are the same: 


THE UNION PACIFIC SYSTEM. 
Consolidation of Union Pacific. 


justice to the people and 
er. 188. 


1. Union Pacific. 
2. Kansas Pacific. 
3. Denver Pacific, 
ne 
ablican ican Valley. 


and ike Hills. 


„ Bole and Park Glty, 


Central. 
12, Denver, South Park and Pacific. 
13. Lawrence cary iy 
5 Junction and Fort Kearney. 
15. Solomon 
16. Salina and Southwestern. 


17. Denver and Boulder Valley. 
18. Golden, Boulder and Caribou. 
19. Kansas Central. 


These roads are all under the care of one or more of the directors of the Union 
Pacific. They are the Dries and Gould roads: 
Canada Southern 


Missouri, Kansas and Texas. 
Missouri Pacific. 
Saint Louis Bridge Company. 
Saint Louis, Iron Mountain 2a Southern. 
Saint Louis and San Francisco. 
Sedalia, Warsaw and Southern. 
Saint Louis, Salem and Little Rock. 
Chicago, Saint Paul, Dagan crs and Omaha, 
Sioux City and Pacific. 
Delaware, Lackawanna and Western. 
Erie and Pittsburgh. 
New York, New Haven and Hartford. 
New York, Lackawanna and Western. 
New York and New England. 
Delaware and Hudson. 
Central Railroad of New Jersey. 
Manhattan Elevated, 
cago and Canada Southern. 


Cincinnati, Indiana; iapolis, Saint Louis and Chicago. 
Wabash, Saint Lone Pacific. 
Chicago and Northwestern. 


THE CENTRAL PACIFIC SYSTEM. 


VFFFͤͤ tae! 


Central Pacific, 

California and Oregon. 

San Francisco and Oakland. 
San Francisco and Alameda. 
San Francisco an 


San Francisco, Alameda and Stockto: 
Weste 


Consolidated with Central Pacific. 


Marysv' 
San Soudata Valley. 
Southern Pacific of California. 
. San Francisco and San José. 
ee ee 3 Consolidated with Southern Pacifie 
. California Southern, 

Santa Clara and Pajara Valley. 
. Colorado Steam Na on Company. 
. California Steam Navigation Company. 
Western Deve epa pa 5 


ee 


line. 


. Los Angeles and San 


26 
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21. Southern Pacific of Arizona. 
22, Southern Pacific of New Mexico, 
23. d Placerville. 


24 po 
25. Los Angeles and Independence, 
26. Amador Branch. 
27. Berkley Branch. 
28. Northern Railway. 
29. San Pablo and Tulare. 
30. California Pacific. 
31. oad nied Harrisburg and San — 
cific Improvement Company ge). 

33. Chesapeake and Ohio. 

hesapeake and Ohio and Southwestern. 
Kentucky Central. 
Morgan's Louisiana and Texas steamship and railroad lines, 
Texas and New Orleans. 
88. Louisiana Western Extension Company of Texas. 
39. Louisiana Western Extension Company of Louisiana. 
40. Louisiana Central. 
41. Elizabethtown, Lexington and Big Sandy. 
Market Street Railroad (San Francisco). 
43. Potrero and Bay View Railroad (San Francisco). 
44. California Street Railroad (San Francisco). 

CENTRAL AND UNION COMBINED. 
1. Pacific Mail Steamship Company. 
2. Occidental and Oriental Steamship Company. 
8. Western Union. 
4, Atlantic and Pacific. 
RECAPITULATION, 
Companies merged into Union Pacific and charged in expenses. . 
Companies controlled by same directors as Union Pacific.............++ << 29 


1 
2. 
— 56 
3. Companies owned by Central Pacific . . . . . . — 
4. Other companies controlled by Cen 


r scss cases ecacnce csssen casero cveese necese csenssponsoese 17 


5. Controlled by Central Pacific and Union Pacific jointly 
6, Other companies in which Huntington has a controlling interest... 


ArrENDIX K. 

It is in this immense increase of fictitious capital that is to be found the cause 
of the general distrust which prevails. From 1879 to near the close of 1883 a most 
singular delusion rested upon the public as to their value, and this delusion was 
taken advantage of ona vast scale by able and unseru us adventurers. What- 
ever was manufactured and put afloat was seized with avidity by an eager and 
uninformed public, The delusion was increased and gas ae by paymanta on 
a very large scale of interest and dividends from capital. In this delusion the 
most loud-mouthed and unscrupulous promoters usually had the Fa ao suc- 
cess. The delusion culminated about the time of the opening of the Northern 
Pacific, in connection with which visionary schemes of immense — wager gy had 
been put upon the market. Their worthlessness and the rapid ne of their 
— id exerted a powerful influence over the public mind, which continues 
unchecked to the time of writing this. 

If it be assumed that the cost in money of all the roads in operation in the 
United States in 1883 did not exceed, asit certainly did not, the amount of their 
funded and debts, $3,787,410,728, the actual investment was a most seh 
itable one. The net earnings for the year were $336,911, 884, a sum 8 ut 
9 per cent. on their cost. I the. fctitious capital could be eliminated t ac- 
counts their would ha eee 


ern ce Review. 

Says the New York Shipping List and Price Current for January 3, 1885: 

7 capitalists once become convinced that the water has been squeezed-out 
of these railroad properties and begin to invest in them, and the! ion of 
the enormous accumulation of idle money in the banks will follow, and the dis- 
appearance of this evidence of the stagnation of trade will be the first tangible 
proof that improvement has been inaugurated.” 


Saratoga Monument. 


SPEECH 


HON. SAMUEL S. COX, 


OF NEW YORK, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, December 4, 1884, 


On the bill (S. 1309) to provide statuary and historical tablets for the Saratoga 
monument. 

Mr. COX, of New York, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: Perhaps no nation known to history had so remark- 
able a love of monumental glory as Greece. Athens was the eye of 
Greece, and Greece through Athens gave refinement to what Egypt 
gave to her. She gave symmetry, proportion, and glory to her temples 
and monuments in celebration of her heroes. It was a part of her re- 
ligion. Her mythology exalted her heroes into demi-gods, and her gods 
were made monumental and immortal in every niche of her parthenons. 
It was a sign and a proof of the refinement of her civilization. It was an 
illustration of the remark of our revered ex-Governor Seymour, quite 
apposite to the present occasion, that national monuments not only mark 
bnt make civilization. 

When Pericles proclaimed in his oration over the dead of Marathon 


that the ‘‘mighty monuments of Hellenic power were witnesses for 
Greece to make her the wonder of succeeding ages, he but anti 

if he did not ize upon, the primal virtues of such monumen 
testimony to ism. 

But, sir, time lapses and monuments decay. Perhaps there is noth- 
ing left but the living word of history. By the elemental, and I may 
say chemical, dissolutions of nature new forms and new orders are 
made in the economies of our star. Chaos becomes cosmos, and cosmos 
becomes chaos. 

The monument which marks a great era in this new hemisphere 
most conspicuous, permanent, and patriotic in our history, is that which 
now attracts the attention of the American Congress. 

One hundred and seven years ago, upon a peculiar and lofty ground 
of vantage, overlooking the Hudson, now the historie spot of America, 
was fought the decisive battle of our Revolution. Our independence 
turned upon this battle as the pivot. 

Men like Horatio Seymour, Hamilton Fish, George William i 
William L, Stone, Benson J. Lossing, and John A. Corey 
the Saratoga Monument Association, under a New York charter, to 
make as memorable as stone and bronze can make them, the deeds of 
that battle-field. 

Theirmonumenthasarisen! Theirstructureiscompleted! Over one 
hundred and fifty feet, a classic shaft arises, upon a bluff twice that al- 
titude, and overlooking the rare scenery of our majestic Hudson. Bub 
it is not because of the scenery—hill and dale, sparkling water, beau- 
teous woods, ethereal vault of blue, and misty mountains of enchant- 
ment—that this locality allures and holds the vagrant vision. 

This monument is the of patriotism. 

New York has given its $25,000; the United States has added its 
thirty thousand; the good people interested in this locality have added 
from their private store their ten thousand; and this organization, of 
which I have the honor to be a trustee, now asks of you enough for the 
completion of its sculptural and other adornments. It asks for this ob- 
ject forty thousand. This sum and object the Senate has approved. 
Is this House less generous and patriotic? 

We come with our designs consummated. We come with niches pre- 
pared for the statues of the great generals of that day and of that con- 
flict. Wecome with tablets in bronze, almost ready for their places. 
We come to ask you to engrave, by word and allegory, legends of e 
and inspiration, that will perpetuate the ſame of the Schuylers, tho 
Gateses, the Morgans, and I was about to say the Benedict Arnolds, who 
fought in that grand and decisive le. 

There was an almost bitter rivalry between the generals of that Army. 
Bancroftdetracts from the encomium due our officers. He the 
battle as that of the husbandmen.” He is not in giving 
to the negro a good share of the credit; but no history is just which 
fails to lift above mere local fame the names of such of the New 
land and Continental heroes as Cilley, Scammel, Livingston, Cook, Col- 
burn, and Dearborn. They forma part of that gallaxy in whose honor 


the shaft points starward. 
How much, Mr. Speaker, ded upon the embattled courage and 
skill of that perilous hour! How wide and far- are the results 


ae ge of ae meen the events of that 17th af Or 
tober, when yne surrendered upon these Saratoga 

and hills! The capital chapter, sir, of that Revolution, illumined with 
the prudence and valor of Washington, Greene, Knox, Wayne, La Fay- 
ette, Kosciusko, Steuben, Pulaski—men of every clime and race—here 
received a fitting and glorious finale. That army which left the shores 
of England with so much prestige and pride, proclaiming with su 
cilious yaunting its unjust and tyrannic insolence of control, Leaking 
its audacious approach and its successful maneuvers and movements 
by the whoops of the ‘‘hell-hounds of savage warfare,’’ marking its 
march, flanked by tory and Indian allies, in the consternation and 
desperation of the people of the colony and city of New York, was here 
discomfited, first upon the 7th of October, and ten days afterward by 
its humiliating capitulation ! 

The centuries come and go, but such deeds live forever. They live 
because they are mementoes of noble thought. Such thoughts are only 
not divine. The seminal and grand idea of Saratoga is independence. 
These men fought not for liberty. They never lost their liberties, 
They fought because their liberties, their English and colonial privi- 
leges, their God-given rights and their natural and just demands against 
a foreign foe and a despicable tyrant were disregarded and outraged. 

Saratoga was the wand that smote the rock of the national re- 
pate er It was the magic that revived the ‘‘dead corpse of public 

it. 

When the smoke of thisstruggle floated away from the Bemus Heights 
and hills around Schuylerville, the cloud of financial distress and of 
military gloom which shrouded the United Clonies and their Congress 
andarmies parted. Through its rift appeared that blessed goddess which 
always appears, at least, in Homeric imagination, to give grace and 
glory to the es of heroic men. 

This battle more than usual significance. It led to the French 
alliance. It made possible, a hundred years French 


afterward, 
art and genius, that lofty effigy for New York Harbor, of Liberty lifting 
up her torch, beckoningand illuminating all mankind by its radiamcy. 
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The State of New York, ar Saeed Sg this 3 from the 
Federal Treasury, has not been its own perpetuate 
Revolutionary memories. The final d of the British troops 
from America, and the erection of a statue of Washington upon the 
spot where he took the oath of office as President, as well as another 
event already made memorable by a tablet at the Battery, where Wash- 
i bade farewell to his officers to surrender his commission and 
retire to his home, have been celebrated by the munificence and thought- 
fulness of New York citizens. 

But the event at Saratoga dominates all. It is full-orbed in splen- 
dor! It marks something that belongs not merely to the century gone 
by or to England and America, but to all ages and to mankind. The 
surrender at Saratoga was not merely the surrender of Burgoyne and 
his army; it was the surrender of a distant and haughty prince and an 
obsequious and corrupt Parliament to thirteen weak and remote colonies. 
It was the most conspicuous step in that grand march of events, so ex- 
traordinary and un , that the English historian of our Revo- 
lution, Stedman, says that they bade deflance to all human fore- 
sight,“ and which found their consummation at Yorktown. It was 
the flower of that fruit which gave us our matchless Constitution. It 
was a surrender, in advance, of this hemisphere to democratic-repub- 
lican autonomy, in which public and personal, local and national, 
liberties are guarded with vestal vigilance under written charters, and 
where in the course of one century after the auspicious event neari 
sixty millions of enfranchised people are encircled by a zone of felici- 
ties unexampled in the annals of mankind, and who, rising up, call the 
men of that day, that tried sinew and soul, blessed beyond most martial 
and civic heroes who have glorified our planet! 


Internal Taxes on Tobacco. 


SPEEOH 


or 


HON. JOHN V. L. FINDLAY, 


OF MARYLAND, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monday, January 5, 1885, 

On the bill (H. R. 5432) relating to duties on tobacco. 


Mr. FINDLAY said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: There are three propositions covered by this bill: 

First, to repeal all taxes upon tobacco in any of its forms, and also the 

taxes levied by way of license upon the business of dealing in 
tobacco and its products. 

nd, to repeal the taxes upon distilled spirits so far as the same 
are used in manufactures and in the arts. 

Third, to repeal the taxes upon brandy distilled from fruits. 

The first two propositions have my cordial assent. I the to- 
bacco tax as a burden, not so much upon the luxuries of the rich as 
upon the necessities of the poor. The vast bulk of it is paid by men who 
literally earn their bread by the sweat of their brows. The manu- 
facturers of this product, icularly in the form of cigars, are ham- 

by restrictions which render the conduct of the business by men 
of small means exceedingly difficult, and to such as are without cap- 
ital impossible. In this way an ordinary source of livelihood has been 
closed to hundreds who before the imposition of the tax carned an 
honest and secure subsistence by engaging in this manufacture. 

The machinery for the collection of the tax has in more than one in- 
stance been oppressively set in motion so as to grind the face of the poor 
and destroy the weak in the interest of the rich and powerful. Iam op- 
posed to the tax itself and the modes by which it is collected, and, other 
things being equal, nothing would induce me to withhold my vote from 
a proposition for its repeal except an absolute necessity for revenue to 
meet the expenditures of the Government. The second proposition 
also meets my approval. It has been stated upon good authority that 
one-half of the alcohol made in the country is consumed in the arts; 
and as the bent of our present economic investigation seems to be the 
discovery of the means by which the cost of domestic manufactures 

be diminished so as to give us a living chance in the markets of 

the world, I would favor any just measure which would place our 

manufactures upon a competing basis with the products of other coun- 
tries. 

There can be no justification for maintaining this or any other tax, ex- 

jt the requirements for revenue, and as there seems to be a conces- 
sion underlying all these discussions, that the tax is not needed for 
revenue purposes, I can see no reason why it should not be abolished. 
I desire to say in passing, however, that it is by no means clear to my 
mind that the Treasury is in that plethoric condition which is made 
the subject of boast by one party and of reproach by the other. As I 
read the Secretary of the Treasury’s report, there would have been a 


surplus of about $103,000,000 during the last fiscal year if there had 
been no debt to pay and none to provide for. 

In point of fact, however, there was $46,000,000 in round numbers 
required for the sinking fund and $57,000,000 more actually applied in 
the redemption of the public debt, so that at the end of the year there 
was no surplus. The public debt bearing interest has been reduced, I 
believe, to somewhere in the neighborhood of $1,196,000,000, but as long 
as this amount is outstanding, to say nothing of the non-interest-bear- 
ing debt, some $636,000,000 more, I can not exactly see by what argu- 
ment the theory of a surplus can be maintained, particularly when we 
add to this enormous sum a pension charge of about $60,000,000 per an- 
num, which capitalized at 3 per cent. would equal $2,000,000,000 more. 
I understand, of course, that the conten! ion is that as the national bank- 
ing system is founded upon the public debt, and is very generally by 
most sensible people recognized as the safest and most beneficent system 
of ae the country has ever enjoyed, it would be unwise to nibble 
away the foundation by the redemption of Government bonds deposited 
to secure circulation. But this argument is by no means satisfactory 
to my mind. 

Sooner or later, if the public debt is ever to be paid, this foundation 
must be swept away. It isnot bed-rock, but the shifting sand, and all 
contrivances which attempt to evade or avoid the consequences of this 
fundamental weakness in the system will prove but temporary props 
to help us over a present difficulty. Still, for the sake of relieving our 
manufacturers and affording them every opportunity for competition, I 
would vote to remove the tax on spirits to the extent of their consump- 
tion in the arts. But both these propositions for the relief of tobacco 
and spirits are combined in the bill with a third, so extraordinary in itself 
and so inconsistent with the proposed relief to spirits as to impeach the 
good faith of any one less sincere and candid than the honorable gen- 
tleman from New York who stands sponsor for this measure. I allude 
to the third provision of the bill which proposes to exonerate brandy 
distilled from fruits altogether from the excise tax. It must be per- 
fectly obvious at first sight that this free brandy, metamorphosed by in- 
genious transmutation into every species of beverage which the average 
American te craves, would just as certainly drive out and supplant 
the old tax-ridden brands of bourbon and rye as a debased circulat- 
ing medium drives out honest money. 

business would become so profitable that grain grown for dis- 
tillation would measurably cease, and in its stead farmers would go into 
the business of apple, peach, and grape culture. The increase of the 
brandy product would keep on until it finally secured full on 
of the markets, and in a very short time the tax obtained from whisky 
would be so inconsiderable as scarcely to be worth the coll 
There is an irrepressible conflict between free and taxed spirits, in whi 
= Mics the natural laws of trade will inevitably get the better of 

e tax 

But in addition to the loss of revenue to the Government a great in- 
jury would be inflicted upon the distiller of spirits from grain. It is 
just that kind of an injury which a government in the exercise of the 
taxing power should be careful not to inflict. This isa er which 
can only be legally exercised by methods which contemplate approxi- 
mate equality. The Government has aright to go into the people’s 
pockets and take from all alike, but it has no right to empty one man’s 
pocket while it refuses to touch, let alone fill, another’s. i 

There was a great deal said on a recent occasion somewhat famousin 
the discussions of this body about the iniquity of levy taxes upon 
the people for the support ofthe manufacturing interests of the country 
to the prejudice of the general consumer. But what representation of 
this alleged monopoly, however grossly ted, can equal the pict- 
ure of the Government freeing one class of its citizens entirely from a 
tax to which another classis subjected. Alcoholic liquor derived from 
the peach, presumably only to be used as a beverage, is to be freed from 
the tax, while the same article precisely, with the difference that it 
may be used also in the arts, is to pay at the rate of 90 cents on the gal- 
lon, and all this, too, in a bill the object of which seems to be to tax 
alcoholic beverages and to exempt alcohol when it takes other chan- 
nels of consumption. 

If the argument against its legality rested upon general principles 
alone, I do not think it could be successfully assailed. But, ſortunatel 
for the grower of grain and the distiller of that product, there is an old- 
fashioned instrument known as the Constitution of the United States 
which has, if I mistake not, an important bearing upon this subject. 
I have not the instrument before me, but one of its clauses after pro- 
viding for the levy of the excise requires that it shall be uniform. To 
exempt alcoholic liquor distilled from fruits and to tax the same sub- 
stance distilled from grain would not, in my opinion, bean uniform ex- 
cise within the meaning of this requirement of the Constitution. 

It would be to except one class of manufacturers from the operation 
of a burden which the framers of the Constitution intended to operate 
alike upon all persons embraced in the same class, It will not satisfy 


this rule of uniformity to group distillers of fruit brandy into one class 
and distillers of spirits from grain into another, and then claim that a 
uniform exemption of one class and a uniform taxation of the other, 
making no exception, either as to exemption or taxation, among the 
members of the respective classes, is all that the Constitution requires. 
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The classification itself is vicious and can not be maintained. The tax 
on distilled spirits is levied upon the proof and not on the wine gallon, 
and the reason of this is that a uniform tax could not be justly levied 
upon the mere liquid measure as the unit of valuation. The value of 
the ts is tested by their and not by mere quantity, and 
therefore a certain volume of alcoholic liquor, to be determined by a 
prescribed m: was made the standard of taxable value. Thepres- 
ent rate is 90 cents on the proof-gallon, and every gallon of spirits con- 
taining the prescribed quantity of alcoholic liquor is subject to this 
tax. 


unj 
power, and if it is - 


injustice than this I am at a loss to conceive what it would be. For 
as the bill can not be amended so as to cover what I ap- 
prove in it without embracing also what is manifestly unreasonable and 
unjust, I shall be reluctantly compelled to record my vote in the nega- 
tive. 


f 


Department of Agriculture. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. ORLANDO B. POTTER, 


OF NEW YORK, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Monday, December 15, 1884. 


The House having under consideration the bill (H. R. 1457) to establish a de- 
partment of agriculture— 


Mr. POTTER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I claim to have as much interest in farming and 
in farms as any member on the floor. Iwas born ona farm, and reared 
on a farm, and practiced farming in my early manhood, and have re- 
ne 

delight. 

But, sir, I have seen, with sorrow, a growing tendency of the General 
Government to take charge of all domestic affairs and concerns of the 
people of the several States. If there is anything that is of domestic 
concern, if there is anything which pertains to self-government of the 

le at home, it is agriculture. It has been carried forward to the 
position it occupies in this country by competition of free and am- 
bitious States rivaling each other in this noble work. It seems at last 
to have come to this, that the farmers are to be encouraged to come to 


Washington to get the seeds which they are to sow upon their 


farms, 
and be taught what breed of cattle they are to raise, and to learn those | his 


other things which can be learned better at their own firesides under 
the neighborhood rivalry of domestic life, where agriculture has its 
best stimulus and its greatest reward. + 

As was said, Mr. Speaker; by one much wiser than myself, when the 
farmers of this land shall have to make pil to Washi š 
either personally or through their representatives, or shall need to come 
here to be taught how, in their various latitudes and longitudes and 
climates, they are to carry on this great but domestic work of agri- 
culture, its decadence and decay will have commenced. 

\ To my mind, sir, unless we are to depart from the great purpose of 
this General Government, which was to secure local self-government to 
all the people of all the States, and are to deliver over to a central gov- 
ernment at Washington legislative control of the domestic affairs of the 
peopleof the States, we should reject this bill. I hope, sir, that we will 
go no further in this direction. 

There is nothing that the Commissioner of Agriculture can teach in 
reference to agriculture which our people do not know and which they 
can not practice for themselves, 

This bill proposes no practical way in which toincrease the knowledge 


of agriculture or advance progress in agriculture. It simply proposes 
to make another Cabinet office, to usurp by the General Government 
what belongs to the people of these United States. That is all it can 
accomplish. 

[Here the hammer fell]. 


Saratoga Monument. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. EDWARD WEMPLE, 


OF NEW YORK, 
IN THE HOUSE oF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Thnrsday, December 4, 1884, 


On the bill (S. 1309) to provide statuary and historical tablets for the Saratoga 
monument, 

Mr. WEMPLE said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Sara Monument Association is incorporated 
under perpetual charter by the State of New York. This association 
is com of patriotic citizens from many States of our Union. Hon. 
John H. Starin, of New York city, is its president, and among the list of 
trustees are such men as Horatio Seymour, Hamilton Fish, William L. 
Stone, Benson J. Lossing, George William Curtis, and others, of New 
York; General Kirke, of South Carolina; General Rodyers, of Rhode 
acess Giles B. Slocum, of Michigan; and E. B. Canning, of Massa- 

usetts. 

This association has acquired title to four acres of land within the 
line of Burgoyne’s intrenchments, overlooking the field of surrender, 
and have erected thereon a beau monumental shaft one hundred 
and fifty-five feet high. The exterior walls of this granite monument 
are now finished. 

The board of trustees have most judiciously and economically ex- 

led the money intrusted to them. The structure has so far cost 
„000, $30,000 of which was appropriated by the General Govern- 
ment, $25,000 by the State of New York, and $10,000 were raised by 
private subscription. They have now to show for this a most handsome 
and artistic monument. It will require about $75,000 to finish this 
monument as desired. 

This bill appropriates $40,000. If the General Government will give 
this amount we are that the State of New York will again con- 
tribute twenty-five thousand, and the board of trustees pledge them- 
selves to again raise by private subscription the sum of ten thousand. 
With this amount they intend to place in the outside niches on three sides 
statues of General Schuyler, General Gates, and General Morgan. The 
Ppa ag being left unfilled, with the name of Arnold engraved un- 

erneath. 

On the interior of this monument they intend to place bronze his- 
torical tablets commemorative of incidents of the Revolution. Many 
interesting incidents will also be described in terra-cotta tablets, as the 
parties having this matter in find that they will be unable to 
raise money sufficient to have them placed in bronze. 

Hon. Andrew D. White says of this part of the monument now 
completed: 


Ha 
honor 


country. 

For the past several years much interest has been awakened in the 
State of New York in our Colonial and Revolutionary history by hold- 
ing centennial celebrations commemorative of these important events, 
and our patriotic citizens have with liberal hand erected many monu- 
ments marking these historical spots, and have for none of these asked 
any aid from the General Government; but the battle of Saratoga is 
characterized as one of the fifteen decisive battles of the world. It 

the nature of the war of the Revolution and secured for us the 
alliance of France. : 

Here rebellion was made revolution, and the darkened hopes and 
drooping energies of the American Army revived. Until then the 
Declaration of Independence was but a declaration, a patriotic purpose, 
asserted in bold words by brave men, but on this ground it was made 
a fact by virtue of armed force.’’ 

Here the royal standard of Britain was lowered to the American 
flag; on this spot American independence was made a great fact in 


the history of nations. Therefore I trust there will not be one objection 
on this floor to the passage of this bill, which is for so patriotic and 
meritorious an object. 
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American Zollverein or Customs-Union-of America—The most 
effectual Means for Securing Extension of our Commerce with 
Mexico, Central and South America, and to Rebuild our Mer- 
chant Marine. 


S PE E OH 


HON. RICHARD W. TOWNSHEND, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Saturday, January 10, 1885. 


The House having under consideration the bill (H. R. 7857) making appropri; 
ations for the consular and diplomatic service of the Government for fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1886, for other purposes— 


Mr. TOWNSHEND said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I send to the Clerk’s desk a proposition which I in- 
tend to offer as an amendment to this bill. It is a copy of a joint res- 
olution introdaced by myself in this House January 7, 1884, about one 


year ago. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, requested to in- 
vite the co-operation of the governments of the American nations in securing 
the establishment of a commercial league by and between the said nations, to 
be known as the Customs Union of America,“ the arrangement of a common 
basis of bapor duties from other countries than those which pay compose said 
league, and that the commercial intercourse among the people of all the Amer- 
ican states may be freed from the payment of any customs or other dues what- 


ever, and that a common system of — and measures may be also estab- 


lished for the purpose of facilitating intercourse. 
COUNTRIES EMBRACED IN THE ZOLLVERELN. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. This is intended to be an initial step for the 
formation of a commercial league or trades-union of all inde- 
dent and sove vernments of the American continent. It 
oes not include any of the adjacent islands, nor does it embrace any of 
the provinces of European governments, because I think it best in this 
scheme to avoid any complications with European governments or in- 
terests, and confine it exclusively to American governments. Thereis 
more likelihood of securing unity among our own people by avoiding 
the influence of European powers through their American provinces 
and thereby avoid disputes among ourselves over the tariff. 
It includes only the United States, the republics of Mexico, and 
Central and South America, and the Brazilian Empire. 


NOT POLITICAL BUT COMMERCIAL IN ITS NATURE. 


This proposition is not political in its character, but purely commer- 
cial. I do not believe it to be desirable or beneficial for us to make 
4 conquest in any quarter. The welfare of these countries can 

best promoted by the continuance of their separate and independent 
sovereignties. The territory subject to our political power is already 
large enough. I would rather see our flag supplant that of England 
over the commerce of the seas than behold it the symbol of political 
sovereignty over the whole American continent. We ought not to wish 
to govern the Spanish-Americans, but fo trade with them. They will 
be unfriendly whenever we approach them with a menace against their 
independence, but will receive us with open arms when we come with 
the arts of peace, to show them the way and to assist them in the de- 
velopment of their marvelous resources and the promotion of their pros- 

ity. 
Fer z OBJECT OF THE PROPOSITION. 

This proposition it will be seen has for its aim the establishment of 
free commerce among these countries, with a common rate of customs 
duties against the products of Europeans and others. It contem- 
plates as a basis the same principles as that of the German Zollverein, 
and would result in bringing about the same freedom of trade on this 
continent as that which exists among the States constituting our na- 
tionality. It would open to our agricultural, manufacturing, and min- 
eral products a free market in these countries, with protection against 
the competition of England, France, Germany, and the remainder of 
the world. The American Zollverein would accomplish for the Amer- 
ican nations what the German Zollverein has done for the German states. 
It would develop into vast proportions the trade of the southern coun- 
tries, whichis nowso insignificantin proportion to their population and 
natural resources, for as they become acquainted with our people and 
observe our mode of living and attainment in arts and sciences their 
desires for the comforts and conveniences of life will increase. 


CAUSE OF PRESENT BUSINESS DEPRESSION. 


The present general depression of business, paralysis of manufacturing 
industries, and low prices of farm products in this country are due to 
the limited extent of our foreign market. We do not produce too much, 
but our misfortune is that we can not sell what we produce; therefore 
our trade has become stagnant, and unless relief is found greater dis- 


tress and financial ruin will follow. Bradstreet, in December last, es- 
timated that there were 350,000 unemployed wage-workers in the 
United States. Three hundred and sixteen thousand two hundred and 
nineteen of these are enforced idlers. It isalso well known that wages 
have been reduced from 10 to 30 per cent. 


EXTENSION OF OUR FOREIGN MAREET THE REMEDY, 


Now, how can we find relief from this condition of things? Will 
diminution of production produce relief? It might increase prices, but 
it would also increase the cost of living and the number of idle hands 
and paupers. The surest road to relief lies in the extension of our 
foreign markets. We must find sale for our surplus products. Where 
shall we look for these markets? Not to populous and wealthy Europe. 
She manufactures all the goods she needs, and it isclaimed at a cheaper 
cost than we can furnish them to her. She will take from us only 
what she is compelled to have—breadstuffs and provisions. But we 
now supply her with all the agricultural products she is compelled 
to take from us, 

We can not find the market we seek among the barbariansof Africa. 
Europe controls the small trade of the few civilized es found there. 
Where, then, can we find this market? Why, sir, it at our door. 
It is nearer to us than to any other commercial nation. It is south 
and west of us. For the present I will confine my attention to that 
south of us. It is indeed marvelous, but it is true, that other nations 
of less enterprise and energy, much farther away, brave the dangers of 
the Atlantic Ocean, come to our door, and monopolize that market. 
How strange it is that a so much coveted, and in such easy reach, 
goes to others. Why is it so? Perhaps it is to some extent because 
we have been so much absorbed in the consideration of domestic issues 
and local interests that the vision of American statesmanship has only 
at long intervals been lifted beyond our borders. Let us putasideour 
domestic wrangles long enough to see if we can not promote the gen- 
eral welfare by findinga SP fi market for the fruits of our labor and 
the employment of our capital. 

THE ZOLLVEREIN BETTER THAN RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 


I am gratified that the President has taken some steps to enlarge our 
foreign markets by negotiating the recent reciprocity treaties; and while 
Iam not prepared to say what course I may take with regard to those 
treaties in their present form, I feel nse that the proposition which 
I submit for a customs-union will far more effectually accomplish the 
object we have in view, for the reason that under the most favored na- 
tion clauses of existing treaties between the southern and European 
countries the same advantages offered us can besecured by them, thereby 
lessening the value of the privileges which may be obtained by us by 
such treaties. 

But, if the southern countries will enter into such a commercial union 
with us as I propose, we shall secure such exclusive privileges and ad- 
vantages as will enable us to take away from the countries 
most of their valuable commerce on this continent. It would secure 
freedom of intercourse and exchange with the people of these countries, 
while at the same time it would set up a barrier —— competition 
from other nations. It is claimed by many that without high protect- 
ive duties our manufacturers can not compete with Euro nations 
within our own borders. How, then, can we hope su: y to do so 
in foreign lands unless we can obtain privileges not accessible to our 
competitors. From this point of view it will be admitted that a method 
must be devised which will restrict the power of our rivals in compet- 
ing with us or we shall not be able to share to any considerable extent 
in the trade of the world. I do not admit that tariff protection is essen- 
tial to commercial success at home or abroad. I will not, however, go 
into that question here. But will say, as enormous tariff duties are laid 
to raise revenues for the support of the southern governments all can 
see how greatly the advantage would be in our favor if our products 
should enter these countries free while European products should con- 
tinue to be burdened with duties. 


WHAT SHALL WE GAIN FROM SUCH A UNION? 


Now let us see what we would gain by such an alliance. Fairer 
lands are not to be found beneath the sun than those lying south of us. 
Nature with her bounteous hand has endowed them with her richest 
blessings. She has favored them with more hidden mines of wealth} 
luxuriant vegetation, majestic trees, luscious fruits, and greater fertility 
of soil than she has any other. If their population and development of 
resources were commensurate with the earth’s surface which they cover; 
the states established there would be among the most powerful of the 
world. It is to the acquisition of such a grand field for American enter- 
n and commerce that my proposition points the way. It was the 

of 5 learning, wealth, = err when our on 

land was stee in barbarism, ignorance, yject poverty. They 

had educated people, palaces, temples, houses, and cities when the land 

we occupy was peopled with savages living in wigwams and the open air. 
AREA AND POPULATION OF THESE COUNTRIES, 


The Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department has very kindly 
furnished me tables showing the area and population of those countries, 
their capitals and principal seaports, which I will append to my re- 
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marks. Iam also indebted to that bureau for some other valuable 
statistics that I may use in my remarks. 
From these tables it will be these countries cover an area of 


8,118,844 square miles, and have a population according to the latest 
reliable data of 42,770,374, The development of the internal resources 
of those countries and the more frequent intercourse with our own 
people which this Union will secure will vastly increase their popula- 
tion, wealth, and importance. This was the immediate effect of the 
creation of the German Zollverein upon the German states. The great 
natural advantage which we have over European governments will be 
seen from an examination of the distances between our chief seaports, 
those of the southern countries, and England. 

Their ports on the Atlantic are part of the same coast-line with New 
York and New Orleans, and the Pacific ports occupy the same coast- 
line with San Francisco. Wealready havea continuous railway for ship- 
ments, without breaking bulk, from our railway systems to the heart 
of Mexico, which might and doubtless will beextended into every coun- 
tryin Central and South America, whereas over four thousand miles of 
ocean travel separate their nearest ports from European markets. The 
natural advantages, with others which would flow from the establish- 
ment of this commercial union, ought to give us nearly all the trade with 
these countries. 


WHERE THE SOUTHERN COUNTRIES BUY THEIR IMPORTS, 


Let us see from whom they now buy their imports. 

The statistics for 1883 show the value of the imports of merchandise 
into the following nations of Mexico, Central America, and South 
America from the United States and Great Britain and France, as fol- 


lows: 
From 
France. 


From From 
Imports of merchandise into United States. | Great Britain. 


$14,370, 992 $9,058,669 | $5,376, 582 
1, 936, 813 3,617, 591 440, 904 
6,719, 787 4,947,322 | 4,696,574 

2, 363, 211 2, 288, 739 961, 
— 9, 159, 830 33, 460,531 | 11,989, 411 

1,885,755 7,081,352 | 4.099, 
3, 357, 670 20, 277, 328 807, 159 
2,837,551 14,598,780 | 5,811,913 
ieas 487, 360 4,791,881 | 1,600,287 
N 42,598, 469 100, 122,193 | 54, 783, 601 

The total commerce of those countries was as follows: 

Lo ae eae $331, 100, 599 
ZZZ sa whet ene nies et semen esses 391, 294, 781 
CGE OA on oo cre pedey R 722, 395, 380 


Of the $331,100,599 merchandise sold to those countries the share of 
the United States was only $42,598,469. And yet we are their closest 
neighbor and have easiest access to them. 


THE TRADE WITH CHILI AND PERU. 


But see how humiliating is the insignificant share which we have in 
the import trade of Chili and Peru, as compared with that of our Euro- 
competitors. England imported into these countries in 1883 
19,390,661; France imported $7,412,190; their imports from the United 
States were only $3,324,911. England sold them nearly six times as 
much as we did. The disparity in the trade with Peru is absolutely 
astonishing. England sold to the Peruvians $4,791,881; France sold 
them $1,600,287; and yet, with all our boasted enterprise, we only sold 
our Peruvian neighbors $487,360, notwiths ing Callao (Lima) lies on 
the same coast-line with San Francisco, whereas England, after travers- 
ing the Atlantic Ocean and incurring the hazards of a voyage around the 
Horn for a distance of 11,604 miles to the same port, or via Straits of 
Magellan of 10,162, or else by breaking bulk and crossing the Isthmus 
of Panama, a distance of 5,912 miles, outstripped us by selling the Pe- 
ruvians nearly ten times as much merchandise as we did. 

Surely these startling figures should put every American statesman 
on inquiry for some way by which we may obtain at least a fair propor- 
tion of the commerce of the continent on which we live. The census 
of 1880 revealed to us the fact that only 2 per cent. of our manufact- 
ures reached the foreign markets. Had it not been for our farm prod- 
ucts, which constituted over 77 per cent. of our exports, our foreign 
commerce and financial condition would be subjects of pity, if not, 
contempt, with all civilized people. With such facts staring us in the 
face, is it to be wondered that we have stagnation in business and dis- 
tress among our people? Can anything else be expected if we lack the 
wisdom and enterprise to sell our surplus products to our nearest neigh- 
bors, who would unquestionably rather deal with us than with coun- 
tries across the seas? Financial ruin is inevitable to the manufacturer 
who can not sell his wares or the farmer who can not market his products. 


HOW THIS TRADE MAY BE SECURED BY US. 


We have the capacity to furnish all the merchandise that goes into 


these countries; but while of course this can not be expected, yet if the 
American Zollverein is established the foregoing figures would be re- 
versed and our trade would exceed that of combined Europe. 

As I have already intimated, the reason assigned by protectionists why 
our trade in the southern countries is so meager is because, owing to 
cheaper labor and abundance of capital in Europe, we can not compete 
with those manufacturing nations. On the other hand, free-traders in- 
sist that our inability for successful competition arises from the high 
price ofraw material and cost of living, occasioned by high protective- 
tariff duties. Now, this scheme, if adopted, would obviate the diffi- 
culties which both of these theorists claim to exist, for by establishing 
a common rate of duties on European products, with a free market for 
all American products, we would be able to undersell our foreign com- 
petitors in the southern markets. 


NO SERIOUS LOSS OF REVENUE ON ACCOUNT OF THIS UNION, 


No serious loss of revenue to the United States would occur, for the 
reason that over 83 per cent. of our imports from these countries now 
come to us free of duty. On the other hand, all ourexports into those 
countries are heavily taxed at their custom-houses. 

The following table will show the amount of dutiable and free im- 
ports into the United States from the nations mentioned during the 
year ending June 30, 1883: 


Countries. 


i 


Dutiable, 


1——— ͤ——— $4,211,328 | $3,965,795 
Central American states. 4, 876, 506 244,809 
Br 38, 902, 469 
4, 878, 285 293, 1 
4, 885, 249 
5, 889, 985 
7855 
E a OET AE EN EE 2, 499, 237 
All other South American count: 1, 600, 736 


5 | Our Lonisiana sugar friends need not fear competition from the sugar- . 


lanters of those countries, for only $5,418,534 of sugar was imported 

m all those countries during that year. 

Brazil sent us $44,488,958, and only took from usin exchange $9,252,- 
894. Of the whole amount imported from that country $38,902,469 
were free of duty, whereas everything sent to Brazil was heavily taxed. 
Not only does she tax all we send her, but she levies an export duty on 
all the coffee we buy from her, which constitutes $27,797,748, or nearl 
two-thirds of all ourimports from that country. Our trade with Brazil 
is so tly to our disadvantage as to make it a one-sided affair; she 
has lion’s share. 

EFFECT OF THE ZOLLVEREIN ON COUNTRIES CONCERNED, 


I believe that this union would, as in the case of the German Zoll- 
verein with Germany, stimulate the development of the resources of all 
the members of the union, would divert our southern republics from 
the tendencies to frequent revolution, and turn their attention to the 
cultivation of the arts of peace, and at no remote day make this the 
most rous continent known in history. It would at once infuse 
new life into the industries of the United States, and put in operation 
every silent factory, relight our fo: start every plow in the farm 
season, give employment to every idle hand, furnish remunerative use 
for every surplus dollar, and revive our industry of ship-building. 

THE WAY TO REBUILD OUR MERCHANT MARINE AND NAVY, 


Perhaps there is no public question of paramount importance to that 
of rebuilding the American merchant marine and navy. Iwill not dwell 
here upon the causes which have produced the sad condition of our ocean 
commerce and the humiliating position of our flag on the seas. All recog- 
nize the insignificance of our shipping interest aside from our coast wise 
service. It has fallen from the proud position of rivalry with the greatest 
maritime powers under President Van Buren to the foot of the list under 
President Arthur. Then over 84 per cent. of our imports and exports 
were carried on American bottoms, now it has fallen to 16 per cent. 

Twelve lines of steamers run to Europe from the Argentine Repub- 
lic, but none to the United States. 

It is stated in the daily press that last year only two American vessels 
sailed from New York to Europe, neither of which were steamers. 

We are paying now over one hundred millions annually to foreign 
ships for carrying our commerce. Nothing can be done, in my judg- 
ment, which will more effectually and permanently rebuild our mer- 
cantile marine than the establishment of the American customs-union. 

One of the prime questions to be considered by members of the Amer- 
ican customs-union would be the means of transit and intercourse, as 
between the United States and all those countries except Mexico the 
connection will be by water. Articles should be adopted by the zoll- 
verein assembly which would apply the benefits of the freedom of com- 
merce and exchange only to carried on vessels owned by the coun- 
tries forming the union. This is the only method which will secure 
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for us what the President in his last message expressed the hope of ob- 
taining by reciprocity treaties, in which he says: 

procal commercial treaties with the countries of America 
movement of trade. 
The conditions of these treaties should be the free ion of such merchan- 
dise as this country does not produce in return for the admission free or under 
a favored scheme of duties of our own products, the benefits of such exchan 

to apply only to goods carried under the flag of the parties to the contract; the 
removal, on both sides, from the vessels so privil of all tonnage dues and 
national er so that those vessels may ply 1indered between our ports 
and those of the other contracting ee without infringing on the re- 
served home ng trade; the remo or reduction of burdens on the ex- 
ported products of those countries coming within the benefits of the treaties, 
and the avoidance of the technical restrictions as pees by which our inter- 
course with those countries is at present hampered. 

I have already stated the reasons why I did not think exclusive ad- 
vantages can be obtained by such treaties because existing treaties 
between those countries and European nations entitle them under the 
favored-nation clauses to the same benefits and advantages that may be 
granted to us. But by the establishment of an American zollverein 
all countries outside of the verein would be excluded from the benefits 
and privileges I have indicated, This would give us control of the 
carrying trade of this hemisphere. It would revive our languishing 
shipping interest, and lift it from the foot of the list to the highest de- 
gree. e would eventually dethrone England’s sovereignty of the 
seas and become the great maritime power of the world; for the great 
increase which that trade would give to our shipping would enable 
our ship-owners to compete for a fair share of trade in all the seas. It 
would send our flag to ports where it is now a stranger, and transport 
American products under an American flag on American bottoms to the 
markets of the world. 

HOW TO REBUILD THE NAVY. 

By rebuilding the American merchant marine we will lay the best 
foundation for rebuilding the American Navy. In the report of the 
Admiral of the Navy last year will be found the following observations: 

I have long looked forward to the time when Co: would take some steps 
toward tating our mercantile marine, which long been languishing 
for the want of Government action in its behalf, A large number of merchant 
steamships would in time of war be an important adjunct to our regular naval 
force, for many of them would, with comparatively little alteration, make the 
best co yers in the world, and also the best destroyers of com- 
merce-destroyers. 


This quotation renders any remarks of my own on this branch of the 
subject unnecessary. 

As the German Zollverein united countries connected by land, no 
such immense advantages could result to the merchant marine of any 
of those countries as would be brought about by such a union among 
the American nations. 7 

THE ZOLLVEREIN WOULD SECURE GENUINE RECIPROCITY. 

An American customs-union would secure genuine reciprocity of 
trade and mutual advantage. It would bring to us products not adapted 
to our climate and which we must have in exchange for our surplus 
products, these, with but few exceptions, are not produced in those 
countries. There is a greater degree of reciprocity of trade on lines of 
longitude than on lines of latitude. In one case there is a similarity 
of products because of a similarity of climate; whereas in the other 
the products are different because of a difference of climate, and there- 
fore the necessity and desire for interchange of commodities exist in the 
highest degree. 

The Spanish-American countries have no factories of consequence. 
They will not, therefore, farnish competition with our manufacturers, 
but they will need our manufactured articles, as well as our bread- 
stuffs and provisions, and we need their raw materials. Then let us 


freely trade. 
ITS EFFECT ON ISTHMIAN CANAL QUESTION. 

If such a league or union should be established it will be a matter 
of but little consequence by whose capital an isthmian canal is built, 
whether of France, England, or Germany, or of all united, for the com- 
munity of interest among the states of the American zollverein would 
intensify the Monroe doctrine, and unite all the members of the union 
in opposition to any attempt at political or commercial dominance of 
any power on this continent. 

The difference of weights and measures existing between us can be 
equalized by the zollverein assembly. 

THE MONETARY UNION AND SILVER COIN. 

I see no reason why this union could not properly perform the func- 
tions contemplated by the excellent suggestion of the President in his 
last message for the establishment of a uniform currency basis for the 
countries of America, thereby utilizing the surplus productions of our 
mines and mints and removing all pretexts for the demonetization of sil- 
ver. There is no need of the separate existence of what the President 
calls a monetary union of America,“ for the American customs- 
union can carry out his idea, and by it, as he it, the out- 
put of the bullion-producing countries and the circulation of those 
which yield neither gold nor silver could be adjusted in conformity 
with the population, wealth, and commercial needs of each.“ 

DISCRIMINATION AGAINST AMERICAN PRODUCTS IN EUROPE, 


Some countries have declared war the introduction 


discriminating against them. Heretofore they have based their op- 
position to our hog-products on the false pretense that they are af- 
fected with trichinosis, although the scientists of those countries have 
by the most thorough and convincing tests demonstrated the absolute 
falsity of the charge. In February, 1883, the German parliamentary 
bodies finally adopted enactments prohibiting their importation into 
that empire. I immediately presented to this House a joint resolu- 
tion authorizing the President to adopt retaliatory measures against 
certain imports; but this was done so near to the close of the 
then short session that it could not be reached for consideration. I 
presented a similar measure at the commencement of the next session 
applicable to other European governments which had pursued the same 
course, and it was referred to a committee, where it now lies, without 
final action. Three committees struggled for jurisdiction over that 
measure when it was presented; but it seems that their zeal over the 
question has ended. 

When it is remembered that statistics show that we have in this 
country 47 per cent. of all the hogsin the world, Isubmit that our inter- 
est is large enough to deserve some protection against such unjust action. 

France soon followed the course of Germany, but not content with 
assailing our meat product, she has restricted the importation of our 
breadstuff by burdensome taxation. 

Emboldened by the supineness of the American Congress in the face 
of these outrages against our agricultural products, and the indifference 
manifested for the protection of these interests in the European mar- 
kets, Austria is advancing to a position of open hostility to all American 
commerce in Europe. 

EUROPEAN COALITION AGAINST AMERICAN FARM PRODUCTS, 

She uses no mask of false pretenses that our merchandise is unwhole- 
some, but openly advocates a continental coalition against the importa- 
tion of any and all American farm products into Europe. To foster 
their agricultural interests and prevent competition from American 
farmers Austrian statesmen and press advocate the prohibition of our 
agricultural products as the only salvation for the European peasant 
for the future.” The Vienna Tagblatt urges as a reason for prohibi- 
tion that the United States has vastly superior natural advan in 
our immense area of fertile lands, capable of permanent and 
unlimited productiveness; that, having no standing army to maintain, 
the States do not take the working population away from the soil to 
make soldiers of them; our farmers are free from the immense burdens 
resting upon the agriculturists of Europe. ‘‘ Therefore,’’ says the Tag- 
blatt, American competition can only be overcome by shutting out the 
American from the European market.“ And it is asserted that the 
chief minister, Taaffe, is an advocate of the project. 

Time will show whether the consumers in Europe will submit to a 
policy which will enormously enhance their cost of living, or whether 
discontent may not only grow into bread riots, but also to such formida- 
ble disturbances as will shatter the despotic governments guilty of mak- 
ing such oppressive laws. But there is enough in this movement to warn 
us that our domestic industries are seriously threatened. England is 
making considerable headway in finding new sources of supply of her 
breadstuffs in India, Australia, and other provinces of hers. If she 
should fall in with the Austrian moyement, our agricultural interest 
will indeed reach a deplorable condition, unless we can find an outlet 
for our surplus in the southern and the Pacific Ocean countries. If we 
can control the southern markets through the agency of a zollverein, 
we may not only defy European combination, but we shall strike a blow 
against her manufacturing interest which will do her far more harm 
than any advantage she may gain by the prohibition of our agricultural 

roduets. 
p EFFECT OF THE ZOLLVEREIN IN GERMANY, 


One of the most eminent living political economists has said that the 
German Zollverein was the resultof the highest sagacity, intelligence, 
and wisdom.” Its wholesome and salutary action caused an imme- 
diate and marked improvement in the condition of the German states 
and the enlargement of their commerce. The progress of the Saxon 
cloth manufacturers in three years following their admission to the 
Union, from 1834 to 1837, is stated in an official report to have been 
greater than in the thirty years preceding. 

PLAN OF THE GERMAN ZOLLVEREIN RECOMMENDED, 

The proposition which I submit does not prescribe the terms upon 
which this union shall be formed. It merely authorizes the President 
to invite the co-operation of those governments in forming a union upon 
such conditions as their representatives may after due deliberation de- 
termine. There is nothing in this proposition that binds them to any 
conditions, but they are left perfectly to decide whether any alli- 
ance will be desirable, and, if so, what shall be its nature. I believe 
they will find the plan of the German Zollverein most desirable. No 
doubt some of its features will be found incompatible with the insti- 
tations and conditions on this continent. All such can be modified or 
rot Ts, and others substituted which may be found more 


If the union is formed will in time, no doubt, show the 
need of in the terms of its tion, which can be 


European upon 
of our meats and breadstuffs into Europe and have adopted measures made by the members of the union when their representatives assemble 
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at such stated periods as will be designa 
or other regular meetings of the representatives of the nations concerned 
to consider the general welfare, hear complaints, adjust difficulties, and 
make such new enactments as may be required. 
HISTORY AND NATURE OF GERMAN ZOLLVERELN. 
3 Zollverein has been tested by the experience of over sixty 
Such defects as were discovered have been remedied. Its mem- 
ers have Goring A that long period sought harmoniously the utmost de- 
ility. The right and interest of all have been sera u- 
83 guarded and Each and all have derived inestimable 
advantages from its formation. The smallest and rar States as 
well as the and have been benefited. So successful 
and beneficent has been its results, that the eminent political economist 
McCulloch, in his great work, has declared of Prussia, who was chiefiy 
instrumental in forming the union, that— 


Next to the — — of the Prussian Government to diffuse the blessings of edu- 
8 F.... jp raarton ope o Germany consti- 
= „ the gratitude and esteem of their own subjects and of 

wor! 

McCulloch defines the word zollverein (literally customs-union) as a 
compound word: 

It means the association of a number of states * establishment 3 

regard foreign 1 0 
suppremion of both for the intercourse of the states with each other ithin the 
line. Fanny ea agp Nan ec e nRa — 

name for the customs league. 


The e of the Zollverein is described as follows by that em- 
inent writer: 
y Prussia with 


Rudol- 
jom 


t the mporta- 
in Erona and the 3 should B iden- 


that these i should be — along the frontier of the dominions of the 
pane that each id ici: uce of such du- 


constituting state monopolics, 
ie sat orl ith 


as salt and cards in Prussia to articles of native 
a different rate of duty on n in one state from what they pay in an- 
other; and third, = preys uced under patents conferring on 
certain pri a ee the patents. With these 
ex 5 8 most perfeet freedom of com- 
merce 9 the allied s 

Since when the ee or the alliance were laid, it has eee 
extended, it now comprises more t three-fourths o: {the 


A commod. 

L tho fr frontier of ng Foe, rape 

rance, throughou e 2 

ow preeinete of their own terri- 

iance may be sent to every 

z was that each may apply itself in preference to those departments in 
natural or d to depend ſor 


within the tariff 
half century pre- 


8 from the allied states meets annually to hear 
ost d culties, and make such new enactments as ma: 


tagos, e new system 
© com: with its former amount, and has enabled hundreds of custom- 


the discrepancy in wei used in diffe parts of Germ: 
occasioned considerable 8 it is i — tear Ao piaia d 
tion of weights and measures, and their reduction to a common in all 
thealied states, is declared to be one of the objects of the 

In order that the nature of the zollverein may be fully seen I will 
append to my remarks a translation of the more im: t clauses of 
the customs treaty of March 22, 1833, as I find itin the work I have 
heretofore mentioned, which clearly present the articles of that union. 

WILL THE SOUTHERN COUNTRIES JOIN US IN SUCH A UNION? 

It may be that some of the southern countries at first will hesitate 
to join us in such a league, as was the case at the of the 
German league, but if only a few of those nations would join us at the 

, have no doubt all others, seeing the mutual advantages 
which would flow from such a union, would eventually seek admission 
e ee This was the history of the German Zollverein. 

3 on Recent and Existing Commerce, when discussing 
verein, says: 

— yan foaia; in the belief a would lose rather than gain. 

their „trivial as it was, in the 

in a sort of independence by England and 

Some who have commented upon ition have 
belief that the southern conte aon not enter into —— 


Many states 
Others did 
convention, and were enco 
France. 


with us, because, as they derive most of their revenue from im 
duties, the free introduetion of American products would supply 
markets and diminish their custom receipts to such an extent as to 
force them to some new method for collecting revenue. But, sir, if 
the plan of the German Zollverein is ted, and we should follow the 
course pursued by Prussia, no such difficulty will arise. Yeates says: 
Prussia tock meager mre to conciliate the numerous German states 
whose jealousy of Prussia, or fears 8 
caused * the . Thus, by the ee of 
ceeds according to pope should have received three-fourths the 
tolls, but accepted He eleven 


The immense ‘advantages prt gained by Prussia as the domi- 
nant nation in population, wealth, and industrial development fully 
compensated forall the sacrificesshe made. The enormous advantages 
which would accrue to us; our superior producing power and capital, 
and the free introduction of our surplus products in those countries, as 
well as in many other ways, would undoubtedly far exceed any sacri- 
fices we might make to induce our weaker neighbors to join us in this 
league. The large increase of our business resulting from our enlarged 
markets would cause such an increased demand for imports from other 
countries as would make good any loss of customs revenue by division 

the other members of the union. 

Ishall advert to this question again and show by a comparison of facts 
and figures, based upon the trade statistics of all the countries which 
are eligible for membership in the customs league, that we shall gain 
more by the remission of duties upon our merchandise exported to 
countries in the zollverein than we shall lose upon the merchandise 
imported by us from them, and that both we and they shall be gainers 
as against the countries not admitted into the union. 

Several of the southern countries by recently 8 commercial 
reciprocity treaties with us have manifested a strong desire to establish 
free commercial relations with us. When the commission authorized 
at the last session of Con to gather statistics, &c., of the trade of 
those countries were in the City of Mexico a few weeks ago President 
Diaz assured the commission that his government was disposed to do 
everything possible to build up the trade and to facilitate the commer- 
cial relations of the two countries. He said Mexico is disposed and pre- 

to goas farin this directionas the Government of the United States. 

The World’s International Exposition at New Orleans would have 
been an auspicious occasion for the assemblage of such a meeting of 

tatives as is here contemplated, and had this proposition been 
adopted, as I urged in this House at the last session, time enough would 
have been afforded for the appointment of representatives by all the 
governments concerned. Even now its speedy adoption as an amend- 
ment to this bill would impress the agents and visitors from these coun- 
tries to the New Orleans Exposition with its importance and practica- 
bility, and when they return to their home governments they would 
no doubt be largely instrumental in securing their favorable action. 
Some idea of the interest which they have taken in that exposition can 
be ascertained from the fact that Mexico appropriated $200,000 for her 
exhibits there, and has erected on the exposition grounds two large and 
magnificent buildings in the Mexican style of architecture. 

But, sir, even if the representatives of those governments when they 
assemble should determine that it is unwise or inexpedient to establish 
such a union and separate without further action, much good would 
still result from this assemblage in directing the thoughts of the people 
of those lands to the benefits which will result to the general welfare 
by the cultivation of more intimate acquaintance and closer commer- 
cial relations than now exist. 

EFFECT OF THE UNION ON OUR TRADE WITH WEST INDIES, CHINA, ETC. 

The successful establishment of this union would lead to better trade 
relations with the West Indies and the countries bordering the Pacific 
Ocean, by means of which, if we do not outstrip Europe in those markets, 
we may at least obtain the share in that trade wii our juxtaposition 
to those countries and our similarity of political institutions justify. 


The West Indies imported $117, 408, 154 
La, WONG LIMLIOD CX DOLCOC ooo Smears 130, 530, 

CC Seek tok a tr eles A tse) het SS E 247, 938, 694 

The United States sent there 33, 300, 832 

The United States brought from there 88, 309, 091 

121, 609, 923 


Of the $247,938,694 imported into the West Indies only $33,300,832 
came from the United States. 


The countries lying in and around the P; the west coast 
of the United States, imported $529,553,000, of T abih United States 
supplied the sum o only $20,497,000, or less than 4 per cent. 


RICH RESULTS TO UNITED STATES. 


If this Government will lead the way and secure this alliance with 
the southern countries we will speedily realize the rich results which 
will flow from the present southward tendency of material develop- 
ment, such as the projected routes across the isthmus connecting the 
two oceans, the extension of our railway system to the City of Mexico, 
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the projected intercontinenta! eee through Southern Mexico and 

the fourteen other republics of Cen and South America, the steam- 

ship lines in operation and projected from our Atlantic, Gulf, and Pa- 

cific ports tothe Spanish-American ports and the countries in the Pacific. 
CAN NOT BE ACCOMPLISHED BY WAR, 


What we may achieve by this union can never be conquered by war. 
We want their friendship and trade. They can be obtained by the 
arts of peace, but not by the arts of war. For these purposes the pen 
is indeed mightier than the sword. Treat the southern countries as sis- 
ters in an American family of nations and they will follow our lead with 
love and pride. Such a policy will give usa position and power in the 
history of the world far greater and more N that which 


Rome ever achieved by bloody uests. Her policy provoked the 
hatred of the world, and she ruled it only so long as she was able to 
wield the sword of the world. 
Peace hath her victories 
No less renowned than war. 


WHO WILL OPPOSE THIS PROPOSITION? 


Now, who is there here carats ede anor ota Will any 
advocate of protection do so? Surely he will not, for it extends the 
line of protection beyond the borders of the United States and em- 
braces all the southern nations. It protects our manufactures not only 
en European competition in the United States, but also in Mexico, 
tral and South America. A protectionist who would oppose this 
would advocate restrictions upon the commercial freedom 

among the States of this Republic. 

Will any advocate of free trade oppose this proposition? Certainly 
he will not, for it enlarges the area of free trade and demonstrates its 
advantages over a restricted market. 

Our farmers, mechanics, and capitalists are not afraid of competition 
from those southern countries. The only class who seem to hesitate 
moving in the direction I have indicated are politicians, who fear to 
pope mii questions. Some of them are too busy in the pursuit 
ofo to bestow attention and study upon questions broad h to 
embrace a consideration of our commercial relations with the world. 

This is not a partisan political question; itrises higher than partisan- 
ship; it is a question of the highest statesmanship. Iam, however, 
vonvinced that the party which shows itself possessed of wisdom and 
progressiveness sufficient to enable it to rise above merely domestic is- 
sues and lead the way to securing our rightful share in the commerce 
of the world will in the future be awarded the greater glory and renown. 


APPENDIX I. 
Population of the capitals and principal seaports of Mexico and South America. 


f Popu- 


Capitals and seaports. ss lation. 
MEXICO. | 
T EE ee E TEE E i 250, 000 
ARGESTIXNE REPUBLI | 
nonoo rr aiei aa aT E: | aA 
BOLIVIA. 
A ĩðV!½ „ IIE SNA ta) 26, 000 
Fastis hw Bs TTTT—T—TTVT—T—T—T—T—TV—T—T—V—V—V—VX—V—T————————————ůj—ß—ß— 1s38 2,300 
BRAZII | 
Pará — ä 5 : (a) 20,000 | 
bf ae — | 4) 9,000 | 
Pernam — 12 113.671 
Macayo............ tah 2 
Bahia (San Sal 1 328, 929 | 
Rio de Janeiro Á 1872 274.972 


ARITIBG GUIANA. 


CHILI. 
18.4 
DUTCH GUIANA. 


SCT ADDON, 


Pk“... ß ener arene ee 


È 


~ 
La 


RERA BEE 
28 Sd 8388 


1 
s 


83 


(a) Not stated. 
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Statement showing the area in square miles and the number of inhabiiants of Mexico, 
„ nigel gyal g ana ngear ra aea by, Se gree pen Hee 
sources. 


Countries. Population. 


5 
8 


s SARE 8 
38838883388 88288 


10 
> 
8 
— 
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K 


25557553 


34 APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


son see and othi 
Tienes Sna — — of. 


—.— distilled... 
fy refined 


chemicals, 1 oa — 
oo 22 and glass ware... 


Hemp. flax, and jute r EOE cordage 
Iron — steel, ais manufactures A 
Leather, and manufactures of. 
Oil, mineral. 


Total. .oiaseosseeeese A A A r e ERE A Noee 3 66.816 3,617,591 | 440, 904 (e) 


UNITED STATES OF COLOMBIA, 


Sg 


SSSR 


8288852892 — 222 


SSS eE EASA 


Wearing appare l. — —-—-—¼— IEA — 


ü eee eee ELE SERENA EE a 10, 410° e S17, 156: —— 


a Includes books and yg min 
ò Includes the exports from . 
e The exports from Germany to Central American States are included with the exports from Germany to Mexico, which see, 
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APPENDIX IV. 
SlatemenPshowing the quantities and values of domestic merchandise exported from the United States, &c.—Continued, 
UNITED STATES OF COLOMBIA—continued. 


| 
From tho United States. PyomUnitea| „Prom | Prom 


Articles, — es a — 
Quantities. Values. Values. Values. Values. 


e ... 
538, 150 . 


4, 696, 575 (a) 


All other articles... 
6 5 6,719,787 


82 
as 


11, 827 553 83 
659, 664 |... — 9, 
2, O41 |... —— 
214, 865 ge ee 
107, 469 
28,175 
18,471 |... — 
Fruits 7.288 |.. BE, ITO: J 
Hemp, flax, and jute man res, including cordage. 83, 334 s x 3 
Iron and steel, and manufactures apes —.— 278,512 
Jewelry and other manufactures of gold 4,316 
Leather, and manufactures of. 7, 08 
mineral 77,188 
i 
x | 


LAJ 
＋ — 


Agricultural implements 
Beer, ale, al porter 


per, and manufactures of.. 
ton py ee — ee a 
Drugs, micals, med — an — 
Earthen, nat and glass 
Tany, articles. 


ogy eh and jute manufactures, including 8 
India-· rubber and ber manuſactures. 
Iron and steel, and manufactures of. sesse» 


6.500, i 


Agricultural porate — 
Beer, ale, and porter. 
Coal 


— N 

Cotton manufact 105, 666 

phic tern Hey perro aas ‘dyestuffs. A 
dee en. Nee and glass ware.. 4.419 

rticles A 
Pint Aiks and jute, manufactures, 8 38, 048 
Iron and steel, and manufactures . F 83,507 | 5 
Jewelry, und other 3 of gold and silver. D 8,731 — 
Leather, and manufactures of... 1,313 20, 807 307, 76. 
iner | 
tsand painters’ colors.. 


Paper, and manufactures of... 7 


b The exports from Germany to Venezuela are not se 


C 3 separately stated. 
parately stated, 
cIncludes books and engravings, 
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APPENDIX IV. x 
Statement.showing the quantities and values of domestic merchandise exporied from the United States, &c.—Oentinued. 
URUGUAY—continued, 


From From Ger- 


France. many. 


From United 
From the United States. | Kingdom, 


Articles. 


Quantities. | Values. Values. 


ARGENTINE REPUBLIC, 


Agri cultural implements... 


stores . 
Paints and painters’ colors. 
Paper, and manufactures of.. 
Provisi 
Spirits 
Starch. 
Ss 
To 
Wi 
‘Wood, 
Wool, manufactures of. 
All other articles. 
taral implements... 000. casvcoresavecerssssvesesvocsencvsseesosessevenves 97, 
Beer, ale, and porter 7 re 
Copper, and manufactures of 5 
Cotton manuſuctures. . , 2 = 
Eart , china, and 12,171 
Fancy articles.. 2,314 
Hemp, flax, and jute man 29, 817 
India-rubber 1,413 
499, 798 
1,000 }.. 
6, 049 
224, 605 |.. 
18, 693 
4, 207 
10,141 
. 84, 441 |.. 
Spirits, distilled..... 285 |... 
Spirits of ed art 92, 238 44,792 . 
Sugar, refined. 334, 656 |.. 
Tobacco, and manufactures 10, se 


Copper manufactures. 


Hats. 
Hemp, flax, and jute manufactures, 
Iron and steel, and 1 of. 


Includes sugar, raw. 
d Includes the exports from Germany to Paraguay and Uruguay. 
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APPENDIX IV. 
Statement showing the quantities and values of domestic merchandise exported from the United States, c. Continued. 
PERU—continued. 


Articles, 


Kapen and manufactures of. 
Provisions.. 


————————————————————.—ůNjð ————ỹꝛ—2gk.t— 2 


From the United States. 5 . 


Quantities, | Values. 


$1,170 |... 
daw 


Includes sugar, raw. 
3 established by Article VII, = transport of articles of commerce, subject 


APPENDIX V. 
Statement showing the values of the principal and all other articles of imports into 


nen ‘States from, and of experts from the United States to, the West Indies in 
Countries, Imports. | Exports. | Total. 

Danish West Indies.... $1, 086, 129 
French West Indies. 4,709, 412 
British West 17, 233, 265 
Dutch West Indies. 1, 471, 670 
8 — 6, 194, 616 
San ngo. 2, 619, 393 
CUDA... 000000 80, 648, 237 
Porto 7, 642, 201 
Total sse. . ä — S RE 121, 609, 923 


APPENDIX VI. 


‘The subjoined translation of the more important clauses of the cus- 
toms treaty of March 22, 1833, sets the principles on which the Ger- 
man Zollverein is founded in a clear point of view: 


Customs treaty, . between the Kings of Bavaria and Wir- 
tem on the one part and the King of Prussia, t the E Prince Electoral Co- 
Regent of Hesse, and the Grand Duke di of Hesse on the other part. 


I. The existing customs-union between the states above named shall hence- 
forth 3 a general union, united by a common system of customs and 
commerce, embracing all the countries comprised therein. 

II. In this general reunion are also comprised the states which N already 
adhered, either for the whole of their territory or for a part, to the system of 
customs and commerce of one or other of the contracting states, having 
to their special relations, founded upon the conventions of adhesion concluded 
with the states which have intervened. 

III. But there will remain excluded from the general reunion the sep- 
arated from the countries ofthe contracting states which, because of theirsitua- 
tion, are not yet included either in the reunion ofthe Bavarian or Wirtemberg cus- 
toms or in those of Prussia and Hesse. Nevertheless, the regulations now in force 

to facilitate the commerce of these territories vier the 8 country will be 
8 Other favors of this kind can not be accorded without the unani- 
mous consent of the contracting states. 

IV. 1 the contracting states Shere shall be established uniform laws for the 
duties of import, of export, and of transit, memes a such modifications as, without 
sur ury to the common obj result necessarily from the particular legislation 

each contracting state or local interests. Thus, exceptions and modifi- 
cations to the common tariff may take place as to rates of duties of entry or ex- 
port and of transit (according as the ion of the routes of commerce may 
require) cstabliswed u marticles recognized as of minor consequence in exten- 
— 55 3 ded always that these modifications be preferred by sep- 
te states, and nat N shall not be disadvantageous to the general interests 

oft the tion. 


The administration of the duties of import, export, and transit, as well as the 

pel aoe Seng of the authorities which are engaged therein, in all the states of the 

association, shall be established upon a uniform footing, having regard, how- 

cular Seppe r existin 2 those countries, The laws and ordi- 

2 es, ought to be uniform in the contract - 

tute the law of the tariff and the regulations 

e customs, shall be considered as an integral part of the present treaty, and 
Salt be published at the same time, 

V. There can neither be alterations, nor additions, nor exceptions to the ucts 
above mentioned (Article IV) but by the unanimous consent of all the contract- 
in, parties, and in the form required for the making (confection) of the laws. 

e preceding applies equally to all-the ordinances which would establish, 
for the eee of the customs, dispositions entirely different. 
VI. Liberty of commerce and community of the receipts of customs, as regu- 
. the following article, will commence simultaneously with the opera- 
tion of the 

VII. Dai 


resent treaty. 


freely and 2 kany into all the others, es only as follows: 
Ari e kons a y the states (playing-cards and salt), conformable to 
icles IX an 
b. Indigenous articles, now subject in the interior of the contracting 
to different duties, or excepted from all duty in one state and im to 
another, and w. g to Article II ought consequently to be subject to 
a duty of compensation, 
Finally, e. Articles which without prejudice to patent ts or conceded 
5 the states can not be imitated or imported, and 
Heges f consequently to be excluded during the existence of ee and priv- 


the common tariff to duties of import or export on the frontiers of the asso- 
ion, can not take place between states of Bavaria and 9 and 
the states of Prussia, of Electoral Hesse, or of Grand Ducal H and 
rocally, except by the public roads, military routes,and navigable rivers. For 
this purpose there shall be established on the interior frontiers common bureaus 
of verification, to which the conductors of merchandise must, on exhibiting 
their licenses, ‘declare what are the articles which they are employed to trans- 
ae from one territory to another. 
This disposition will not be applicable to retail commerce in raw materials, 
ane to the petty commerce of the frontiers or the fairs, nor to the effects of trav- 
for the verification of merchan will go no further than is re- 
. — for security of the duties of compensation. (See A Article VII, ö.) 

XIII. The contracting parties reciprocally renew their adhesion to the prin- 
ciple that the tolls Ey er charges in lieu thereof shall only be adap are 
defray the expense of maintenance and repairs of the roads, whether the 5 
be for the state or for private rights. It was thus that has been a ed the 
supplement to the duty of customs created in Bavaria and Wirtem to re- 
place aoe duty of tolls, paving, causeways, bridges, and generally of all analo- 

us taxes. 
ere tolls, &c., now existing in Prussia, according to the general tariff of 1823, 
shall be considered as the highest rates, and shall not be exceeded in any of the 
con 

In eee with the principle thus announced, the individual duty for clos- 
ing the gates of cities shall be abolished, as also the duty of paving of cause- 
ways where it still exists, and all paved roads will be considered as causeways 


a a R esas ress liable only to the duty on causeways established by the 


The "declaration of the weights and a of articles subject to duty shall 
in Prussia, be according to Prussian wei hts and measures; in Bavaria and 
Wurteniburg, according to those of Bavaria; and in the two Hesses, 
to the weights and measures there | y established. In expediting custom- 
house acts the pasensity or merchandise must be expressed according tothe two 

* neipa c visions 0 e common 
pi 5 ? 3 li a tariff. = 

ntil the contracting states agree upon a system common mone; pey- 
ment of duties in each state shall be made in the same currency as rary Aye 
i hapa of its other taxes. But from the present time the gold and bodes 
of all the contracting states, with the exception of small money (Scheide- 
minze), shall be received in all the bureaus of receipt of the 3 and for 
this S's tables of value shall be published. 

‘he duties of navigation upon the rivers, 8 therein those which 
apply to vessels, shall always be mutually acquitted according to the acts of the 
congress of Vienna or of special conventions, upon all the rivers to which these 
regniations — naues other determinations be adopted in this 

The cont: tes agree to enter without delay into Lanterns for 


which the im e ~ 
porh, xport; 


onor the other streams to Onih neither the acts of the congress of Vienna 
nor any other treaties apply the duties of navigation shall be according to the 
special regulations of ee interested. Nevertheless the subjects 
of the 5 states, their merchandise and vessels, shall 3 be 
n those streams with perfect Ap toyed 
XVI. Dating from the day on which meral custom. 
the union shall come into operation, the daties of public stores (tapes) m and ot 
transshipments (Umachlagsrechte) which still exist in the territories 
the association shall cease, and no one shall be liable to forced ie belong to dug 
discharging = si anipe ors of this merchandise, except in cases authorized by the 


mmon regu customs or navigation. 
VIT, No d dation 3 be claimed for canals, locks, . cranes} 
tate commerce 

can not be in- 


shall no and mee the establishments destined 
not be . rent e when actually used. Charges 
creased, and the subjects of the other contracting states shall be on 3 
ba re with the subjects of the countries having those establishments. 
the 8 for 8 and cranes are only used the custom- 
piney Sy ten e articles have been previously weighed at 


to continue their common efforts for 
adoption of uniform regulations, so that, 


be made, if 


XVIII. The 5 states engage 
the encouragement of in 


ustry by the 
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the subjects of each state may enjoy as extensively as possible the privilege of Treaties with Austria.—More recently a great deal of discussion took place bo- 


seeking work and occupation in every other state. 

From the coming into operation of the present treaty the subjects of any one 
of the contracting states trading or seeking employ in the territory of any other 
of those states shall not be subject toany impost which does not equally affect 
the native similarly employed. Man urers and merchants who are only 
making purchases for their trade, or travelers who have not goods with them, 
but simply patterns for the purpose of soliciting commissions, shall not, when 
thus employed, have any any 2 pay in another state if authorized to carry on 
such commerce in the state where they have their domicile, or if employed in 


the service of native manufacturers or merchants, 
When trading in the markets and fairs or when they are selling the produce 
of the soil and fabrics, in any one of the states of the association, the subjects of. 


the — contracting states shall be treated in all respects as subjects of the 
game state. ; 

XIX. The seaports of Prussia shall be open for commerce to all the subjects 
of the states of the union on payment of the same duties as are paid by Prus- 
sian subjects, and the consuls of the several states in the seaports or places of 
foreign commerce shall be bound, in cases of need, to assist with their advice 
and su the subjects of other contracting states, 

XX. To protes against contraband their common custom-house system, and 
to insure the regular payment of the duty of consumption in the interior, the 
contracting states have concluded a reciprocal cartel, which shall be enforced as 
soon as jonibi, but, at the furthest, at the same time with the present treaty. 

XXI. The community of receipts of the contracting states, stipulated by the 
present treaty, shall comprehend the product of duties of entry, of export, and 
of transit, in the Prussian states, the Kingdoms of Bavaria and Wirtemberg, 
the Electorate, and the Grand Duchy of Hesse, comprising therein those coun- 
tries which have down to the present time acceded to the custom-house system 
of the contracting states. 

The following are excluded from the community of receipts and remain re- 
served for the particular benefit of the respective governments: 

1. The impost collected in the interior of each state of W ra peal products, 
3 therein the compensatory duties reserved in Article XI. 

2. e toll on rivers, to which are applicable the regulations of the acts of the 
congress of Vienna or s conventions, (Article XV.) 

3. Duties of paving, of causeways, of bridges, of ferries, of canals, of locks and 
posts charges of weighing and storage, as well as simular receipts, whatever may 

eir name. 

4. The fines and confiscations which, beyond the part allowed to informers, 
remain the property of cach government throughout its territory. 

XXII. The produce of the duties received into the common treasury shall be 
divided among the states of the association in portion to the population 
which may be found in the union, subject to deduction, first, of the expenses 

ified in Article XXX; second, of the restitution oferroneous receipts; third, 
of the restoration of duties and diminutions made in consequence of special com- 
mon conventions, 

The population of every state which has entered or may enter into the associa- 
tion by 45 with one or other of the contracting states, under the engagement 

ie by the latter to make an annual contribution for the participation of the 
former to the common revenue of the customs, shall be added to the population 
of the states which make this contribution. 

There shall be made every three years, dating from a period to be hereafter 
fixed, an exact emuneration of the population of the states; the states 
shall reciproeally communicate the results thereof. 

XXIII. All restitutions of duties not authorized by the legislation of the cus- 
e e remain charged to the treasury of the government which shall have 
gran t. 

Conventions hereaſter to be concluded will regulate in what cases similar 
restitution may be accorded. 

XXIV. In conformity with the object of this association of customs tending to 
facilitate a freer and more natural commercial intercourse, the favors accorded 
for the paymentof custom-house dutiesat certain places in which fairsare held, 
especially the privileges of abatement (rabat privilégien), can not be extended to 
those states of the association where they do not exist. On the contrary, they 
shall be restricted and abolished as far as possible, regard being had to the means 
of subsistence of the places heretofore favored, and to the commercial relations 
which they have with foreigners; but others can on no account be granted with- 
out the general consent of the contracting parties. 

XXXII. There shall every year, on June 1, be an assembly of 
tiaries of the governments of the union, empowered generally to del 
each state may send thither a duly authorized representative. 

The plenipotentiaries will choose from among themselves a president, who, 
however, shall have no pre-cminence over the other members. 

The first assembly shall be held at Munich. 

At the close of each annual assembly the place of next meeting will be deter- 
mined, having reference to the nature of those subjects which will then come 
under discussion. 

XXXIV. The assembly of plenipotentiaries will have under its consideration 
the following subjects: 

a. To consider the complaints which may have arisen in any of the states of 
the association concerning the execution of the general treaty, of special con- 
ventions, of the law, and of custom-house regulations, also of the tariff, when 
these shall not have been adjusted during the year by correspondenee between 
the different ministers, 

b. The definitive reparation among the states of the union of the total com- 
mon receipts, based upon the observations made by the superior authorities, 
and verified by the central bureau, as may be rendered necessary by the com- 
ang ere t i d suggesti d 

c. To de rate upon propositions and suggestions made by the governments 
for the perfection of theadministration, j 8 

d. Discussions upon alterations, demanded by any of the contracting states, 
in the laws, tariff, and custom-house regulations, as well as in the organization 
of the administration, and in general upon the development and perfection of 

general system of customs and commerce. 

XXXV. If in the course of the year, when the plenipotentiaries are not in 
session, extraordinary incidents should occur which require prompt decision 
on the part of the states of the union, the contracting parties will consult upon 
these through their diplomatic agents,.or they will order an extra sitting of 
their plenipotentiaries. 

changes in the German customs-union.—The discussions in the assem- 
blies of the league were, especially of late years, a good deal influenced by po- 
litical considerations, A league denominated the Steuerverein had been formed 
in opposition to, or in rivalry with, the Prussian league by Hanover, Olden- 
burg, and Brunswick. It was evident, however, inasmuch as the interests of 
these and the other German states were identical, that it would bea great publie 
advantage were these associations me into one. But, owing to political 
commercial, and financial jealousies, this desirable object was of very difficult 
attainment. At length these difficulties were surmounted, and a treaty n 
tiated between Hanover and Prussia on September 7, 1851, vided for the in- 
co! on, from January 1, 1854, of the former, and the r states included 
in the Steuerverein, with the Prussian union. Some modi 
duced by the treaty into the basis of the league, but 


pecan space 
berate, and 


tance except to the parties immediately interested, 


odifications were intro- 
they are of little impor- n importation of pig- iron, linen, yarn, wine, 


tween Prussia and the subordinate German states on the one hand and Austria 
on the other in regard to the formation of a customs m which should 
include the latter; and in order to pave the way for this desirable consumma- 
tion Austria issued a new tariffon November 25, 1851,in which she made many 
important modifications in the prohibitive system, on which she had previously 
acted at the same time that she established a free commercial intercourse be- 
tween Hungary (which had previously a separate customs establishment) and 
the other states of the Empire. And though this wise and liberal measure has 
not yet led to the incorporation of Austria into the customs-union, it has led 
to the conclusion by her of several important commercial treaties, The first of 
— Nes Prussia was dated rege 19, 1853. Wa spoatnd ‘ 

e coni parties engaged suppress, with afew exceptions. 
all prohibitions against — 5 ng the products of the one into the territories 0 
the other. They next established a complete freedom of trade between the two 
countries in all articles of raw produce; and they further stipulated that the 
duties to be imposed on manufactured products should be moderate and reason- 
able. It had a variety of other clauses, all of a liberal character, The duration 
of the treaty was limited to twelve years, so that it had expired and was re- 
newed before hostilities broke out between Prussia and Austria. The war of 
1866 affected the trade of Germany most injuriously, and by way of illustration 
we subjoin a statement referring to 1865 and 1866. S 


An account showing the proportion of the revenues of the German cusloms-union 
raised in the different states in 1865 and 1 and the distribution ', accord- 
to their n, from Mr. Secretary of n Lawther's reports of July 28, 

and July 29, 1867. 


Export 


ahd Total. 


Import dues, 
States of the verein. 


Hanover sesse... we) 


Nassau. . . ddan asl 
Frankfort-on-Maine 
Luxemburg... 
2. Bavaria. 


Oldenburg. . 
W 


Renewal of the Zollverein.—The German states lying to the south of the river 
Maine, having preserved their independence after the war of 1866, were not 
under any obligation to unite ves, either politically or commercially, 
with Prussia, or even to renew the Zollverein, w. the war had dissolved. 
However, a sense of their own interest subsequently induced the southern 
states not only to enter into military conventions with the Prussian Crown, but 
to continue members of the Zollverein upon an e basis. On July 8, 1867, 
anew Zollverein treaty for a further term of years was concluded between the 
states of the North German Confederation and the South German states, namely, 
Bavaria, Wirtemberg, Baden, and Hesse-Darmstadt, the scope of which exten 
to the whole of Germany except Austria, inasmuch as the two Mecklenburgs 
and the three Hanse Towns, as members of the northern conf jon, are 
parties 75 the last-mentioned treaty and are represented in the Zollverein 
counne: 

Under the old system, questions were settled in the Zollverein conference, in 
which unanimity was required ; whereas under the new treaty the 1 lative 
power is given to a federal council of fifty-eight members, in conjunction with 
u customs liament, In the council Prussia has seventeen votes and a veto 
upon all alterations of ing laws; in other cases the majority of the council 
decides, Prussia having a casting vote. The customs jament (which met 
for the first time in Berlin on April 27, 1868) is chosen upon the principle of uni- 
versal suffrage by the people of the southern states, as well as of the states of 
the North German Confederation, and in it all resolutions are passed by an 
absolute majority. There is, therefore, every reason to believe that Prussia and 
the commercial states of the north will their due influence in the council 
of the new customs-union, and that the public opinion of the nation will be fully 
and fairly represented in the customs peri ent, s 

A difficulty in the way of the accession of the two Mecklenburgs to the Zoll- 
verein system was found to exist in their treaty of 1865 with France, by the eight- 
eenth article of which the Mecklenburgs had en not to raise their customs 
duties above the ratc of $1 per centner, and not to introduce any new duties what- 
ever. This difficulty has n removed. Prussia consented to a reduction 
of the custonis tariff on French wines and some other articles; and the two 
Mecklenburgs are left at liberty to enter the customs frontier of the North Ger- 
man Confederation, and to fulfill all their engagements as members of that alli- 
ance. The arrangements for that purpose are expected to be soon completed 
by the federal council, and the early admission of the two Mecklenburgs 
within the customs line may now be ore 5 

Schleswig and Holstein retained their old tariff for some time after their an- 
nexation to the Prussian monarchy, but toward the end of April, 1867, a royal 
ordinance put the Zollverein tariff into force within both duchies; and on No- 
vember 15 they were formally included within the limits of the Zollverein 
itself. The town of Altona was, however, 3 and has been allowed for 
the present to remain a free port, with similar privileges to those enjoyed by the 
neighboring territory of Hamburg. The transit duties formerly levied on goods 

ng through these duchies are now entirely abolished. 

The tariff and regulations of the Zollverein were likewise applied to the Duchy 
of Lauenburg,as a part of Prussian monarchy,on January 5,1868, and the 
transit duties long charged on the poser ee through that duchy were then 
abolished. By these several extensions the Zollverein frontier has been brought 
down to the Elbe, subject to the exemptions temporarily granted to Hamburg 
and Altona as ports of free importation. ` 

treaties.—Among the commercial treaties lately concluded by the 
Zollverein, that with Austria, dated March 9, 1868, stands prominent on account 
of the reduction of duties and the increased facilities of traffic for which it stip- 
ulates. The provisions of the former commercial treaty, between the same 
ties, of A 111, 1865, are much enlarged ; and in return for numerous reductions 
to be by Austria the Zollverein pledges itself to lower its customs tariff as 
„horses, and various other 
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The export duties (with two or three exceptions) as well as the transit duties, 
Pod sides abclished. e 


recently, 30, a key commerce and navigation with 
been announced, whereby the 


verein has the right of trading on most 
favored footing with the European portion of the Spanish monarchy, and has 
conceded reci privil to Spain in the states of the union. e differ- 


in in favor of certain articles of 


ential duties which have hitherto existed in 8 
French been abolished in favor of the 


produce and manufacture have likew: 
Zollverein. 


E les im 
lished in London Gazette. pe 


made to Russia on behalfofthe Zollverein have hitherto been un- 
successful. (Report of Mr. Ward, minister resident at Hamburg, of May 15, gud 
We have little doubt, should peace be whi 
the Zollverein must be productive will 


ed, that the adv: of 

so many and so that it will lay 
the foundations of a lasting intercourse of which we can neither foresee the ex- 
tent nor the beneficial influence. 


Issue of Circulating Notes. 
SPEECH 


HON. GEORGE E. SENEY, 


OF OHIO, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, January 15, 1885, 
On the bill (8. to for the issue of circulating notes to national 
(8. 1155) to provide — es g 


Mr. SPEAKER: ore the House proposes to change, in a very 
important particular, the national law. Under section 5171 
of the act a national banking association, upon a deposit of United 
States bonds, is entitled to have circulating notes not exceeding in 
amount 90 cent. of the par value of the bonds. 

The bill proposes to give to these associations circula: 
notes equal in amount to the par value of the bonds deposited. The 
necessity for this change in the law is not very apparent. Re- 
flecting upon the subject, with some care, I am unable to see why this 

should be made. That the change, if made, will be to the ad- 
vantage of the national banks no one, it is believed, willdoubt. Most 
unquestionably it will add to the value of their franchises. 

n law will give to these banks 10 cent. more of 
circulation they are entitled to have under the law as it now is, 
and that, too, upon the bonds now on deposit as well as those hereafter 
to be deposited. The 10 per cent. of increase in circulation these banks 
will use at profitable rates in their business. If this measure has any 
other purpose than to enable national banks toadd to their dividends, 
I hope it will be pointed out by those who would legislate in the in- 
terests of these moneyed institutions. I can not persuade myself to be- 
lieve that any interests except those of the owners of national banks 
will be promoted if the proposed change in the law is made. 

Why should we make a law to increase the gains of those who hold 
the capital stock in the 2,671 national banks of the country? Is there 
any good reason why the money-making capacity of these banks should 
be increased? Shall we give to them rights and privileges more valu- 
able than those they nowhave? In a word, paghi we to legislate into 
the hands of theseshareholders capital with which to do business? That 
these banking associations desire this advantageous legislation is no rea- 
son why we should enact the pending bill into a law. All other in- 
terests of the country, I venture, are indifferent, if not opposed, to the 

change in the law. No person outside of national banking 

es asks for the change. Is it not our duty to move slowly and 

surely when legislating in the interests of the few? Special or class 
islation should not be done hastily. 

e national banking system is supposed to be a good one. Perhaps 
none better could be devised. At this time it onght not to be dis- 
turbed. Let it alone for the present. If the system is to be disturbed, 
it ought to be in the interests of better ent and more security 
for depositors. It q@ight not to be disturbed in the interest of the 
banks. They ought to be content with what they have, without ask- 
ing for anything more. The business of banking, under the national 
banking law, has been, and still is, prosperous and highly satisfactory 
in its returns. While other business interests are dull, and in many 
instances prostrate, there is little, ifany, diminution in the profits of 
the national banks. So far as the public have knowledge, these insti- 
tutions are sound and safely There may be some that are 
not, It isto be hoped that the number is few. If we are to have banks 
of issue, let us be content, for the present at least, with those that we 


ting | is dealt out to the deposi 


have and as they are. If more legislation is needed to perfect the na- 


red tional banking system, there are interests beside that of the share- 


holders to be considered. 
The question before us has more than one side. ‘Those who deposit 


has their money in national banks have an interest in the legislation pro- 


posed by this bill to which we ought not to beindifferent. In voting 
upon this measure we must choose between the interests of the share- 
holders upon the one hand and the interests of the depositors and the 
public upon the other. That more legislation is needed to protect de- 
positors in these institutions against loss from the inex le neglect 
and criminal conduct of stockholders, directors, and officers no one can 
deny. If, then, we are to legislate upon this subject, why not legislate 
for all interests instead of for one? 

Is it said that no interests will be harmed if the national banks are 
allowed to increase their circulation 10 per cent. above the 90 per 
cent. authorized by existing laws? Let us consider this question for a 
moment. So far as the bill-holder is concerned he is protected against 
loss. For his bill the act provides that upon default of payment by 
the bank issuing it, it shall be paid in lawful money upon presentation 
at the United States Treasury. The act farther woe that in case 
the proceeds of the bonds deposited te secure the 's circulation is 
insufficient to reimburse the Government for the amount expended in 
paying the bank’s circulating notes, then, for the deficiency, the Govern- 
ment shall have a first lien upon all of the bank’s and the de- 
ficiency shall be made to the Government, out of these assets, in 
preference to any and all other claims whatsoever, except the costs and 
expenses of administering upon the aasets. It will be seen, therefo 
that if the circulation is equal to the par value of the bonds deposi 
a loss may occur, and when it does the depositors must bear it. 

Authorize the circulation to be equal to the par value of the bonds 
deposited, and should evil come to a bank, unless its deposit bonds are 
ata um, there will be a loss which the depositors must make good. 
In other the depositors in a national bank stand as security to 
the Government for the loss, when the bonds on deposit do not sell for 
enough to redeem the outstanding circulation of the bank and pay the 
costs to which the bill-holders are subjected in getting lawful money for 
their ted bills. And what security have the depositors for the 
payment of what the Government takes from them for the bill-holders, 
or for their own deposits? What remains, after the claims of the Gov- 
ernment are satisfied, and after the Government’s receiver and all of his 
servants, clerks, agents, and attorneys are paid in full, and after all 
other costs and of converting the assets into money are settled, 
tors. 

When a national bank fails and has but few assets their depositors 
realize, and so, too, does the public, that banking institutions organ- 
ized under Federal law and bearing the name national are not any safer 
depositories for money than those doing business under a less preten- 
tious title, and under laws made nearer their homes. 

The depositors, then, are interested in the securities held by the 
Government for the redemption of circulation, When it is proposed 
to increase the circulation to the par value of the bonds, the depositors 
have an interest in the subject too im t to be overlooked. 
the law as this bill proposes, and the security for deposits is lessened 
10 per cent. The risk in depositing money in banks should not be in- 
creased by legislation. In legitimate banking, banks intentionally take 
no risks. When they loan money they exact security. When money 
is loaned to them the law under which they do business ought to pro- 
8 the security for its payment consistent with just and e 

ea - 
Tt will be said that itors in national banks have a security in 
addition to the assets of the bank. It is true that the shareholders in 
these banks are individually liable, equally and ratably, and not one 
for another, for all the debts of the bank to the extent of the amount 
of their stock at its par value in addition to the amount invested in 
their stock. With this security, good as it may be, depositors in na- 
tional banks have failed to realize all of their dues. They need further 
r f their deposits. If legislation can give it, it ought not to be 
withhi Remove the limitation upon the individual liability of the 
shareholders and the security for deposits would be largely increased. 
As a rule, laws creating and regulating corporations exempt or limit 
the individual liability of its members. With this rule I would not in- 
terfere unless to make banks exercising corporate powers an exception. 

There is a necessity, I admit, for limiting the liability of shareholders 
in most corporations. There is no necessity for limiting their liability 
in banking corporations. The business of banking is not an experi- 
ment or a venture. It is not what is called an enterprise. There is no 
other business in which profit is more certain and sure. The risks are 
few; less, it is believed, than those of dealers in merchandise, at whole- 
sale or retail. Their gains are supposed to be greater, and ordinarily 
their losses are less. Deposits in banks, to a large extent, are induced 
by a special trust and confidence in their safety. Receiving, as banks 
do, the money of hundreds and thousands, under a promise to repay upon 
demand, why should not all that their owners have be held to make 
good the promise? 

In adding to the value of banking, under corporate laws, ought we 
not to lessen the risk of those who leave money on deposit? Why should 
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rivate bank? An individual is 
Two or more persons doing busi- 
ness together are severally and jointly bound for their debts. The prin- 
cipal is liable for the contracts of his agent made within the scope of the 
agency. This is believed to be the common law throughout the world. 
According to the last report of the Comptroller of the Currency there 
are 7,448 banks and bankers in this country. Of this number, 2,308 
banks, 1,728 are State banks, savings-banks, and trust 
companies, and 3,412 are private banks. As to the personal liability of 


depositors against the banking 
legislation can do much to make the law of liability uniform. If a de- 
positor puts his money into an unincorporated bank, all that its own- 
ers have may be subjected in payment. If he leaves his money in an 

bank, a part only of what its owners have can be seized. 
The balance, in many cases large, is secured to the owner, free from the 
nes See eee ee ee Upon this balance 

depositorstruggles 


the owner lives in affluence, while his unpai through 
life in poverty. 
This is not an statement. Cases like this are not few. 


Many such are to be found here and there throughout the country. 
Against such wrongs I complain, and against the legislation that makes 
them possible I protest. Unjust l ion may be borne for a time, 
but sooner or later it gives way under the of right. Individ- 
ual liability of the owners of incorporated banks may not in all cases 
secure to their depositors their money, but in many instances it will 
make what they would otherwise lose. Banking institutions are 
a public necessity, and the interests of the publie should be protected 
to the extent that it can be done by legislation. 
When those who own and control banks are held personally liable 
for what the banks do, better will be their management and more faith- 
ful and vigilant will their interests and the interests of those dealing 
with them be guarded. I know full well that in legislating to make 
stockholders in national banks individually liable for the engagements 
of the bank the liability of stockholders in the banks now organized 
would continue as fixed by existing laws. But in national banks organ- 
ized after individual liability is imposed the stockholders would be sub- 
ecttoitsrule. The security of depositors in national banks now organ- 
as well as those hereafter o i would be strengthened by 
i inst embezzlement and the 


make stated managemen 
bank. With these convictions as towhat is due to those who put their 
money on deposit in national banks no measure which lessens the se- 
curity they now have for its payment can have my support. 

It will be urged, I know, that the credit of the Government is so high 
that its bonds sell at a premium, and that, therefore, there can be no 
risk in giving to the national banks circulation equal in amount to the 
par value of the bonds. The statement is common that the bonds of 
the Government will never be worth less than par, and that, therefore, 
the Government will never have occasion to take any part of the assets 
of a national bank from the depositors to reimburse it for loss in redeem- 
ing circulation. The value of our bonds depends more upon the future 
than upon the present condition of the country. He who states the 
mark at which these bonds will stand next year, or the year thereafter, 
or five or twenty years hence, talks about that which we all know. he 


Should war come, or a materi-, 
ally weaken confidence and trust, all paper values will shrink. Either 
or both of these calamities, much as we may wish or strive to avoid them, 


may come upon us. 


We know not what a da: may bring forth. It is within the recol- 
lection of all when the public debt grew in a year from ninety, 
millions to five hun million dollars, and in years thereafter 


it reached nearly three thousand million dollars. We should not for- 
get that there was a time within the last twenty when gold was 
worth nearly three times as much ca tha lesen ied of the Gov- 
en a bond of the Government having a par value of $285 
maturing in three years, and ing 7.3 per cent. interest per ann 
yas worth no more than one h d gold dollars. Devoutly as i 
may be wished that the public credit may never fall below the great 
standard of value, still it may. And who can say that it will not? 
Our currency may depreciate in value, and so, too, all public securities? 
fe erage | as we are to-day about the currency, we would be un4 
mindful of our duty did we fail to look upon the dark as well as the 
bright side of the near or remote future. 

Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against this bill, not because I am un- 
friendly to national banks, or their owners, for Jam not, but because 
it is a species of legislation to which I am unalterably opposed. The 
legislation proposed by the bill is of a very special character. If it were 
in the interest of capital generally, and without particularizing, it 
would be less objectionable. Butitisin the interest of capital invested 
in the shares of national banks. No other interests does the bill pro- 
pose to benefit, except that of the owners of national banks. The mere 
passage of this bill will increase the value of national-bank shares, but 


ernment. 


nothing will it add to the value of any other property. This billy 
should it become a law, will put into the hands of t who have cap- 
ital invested in the stock of national banks $32,000,000. Upon the 


mere demand of these banks they will be entitled to receive from the 
Government this sum of money upon their bonds now on deposit: 
The only consideration the banks pay for the use of this money for 
twenty years is 1 per cent. per annum, which is im asatax upon 
circulation. ‘This money the banks will loan at r counters—in my 
State at 8 per cent., in other States at rates less or more. It is safe to 
say that the national banks in the use of this $32,000,000 will make 
8 twenty years to come, less the annual tax of 1 per cent., 
„000 


Who but the Government will loan money at 1 per cent. per annum? 
And to whom does the Government loan money, at any rate, low or 
high, except to the national banks? These banks give 
the Government in exchange for the Government bonds 
4, and 4} per cent. interest per annum, and the Government gives its 
money to these banks at 1 per cent. per annum. This is said to be wise 
and good financiering for the Government. Fortunate, indeed, that the 
Government is strong and has the ability to stand such a drain upon its 
resources. An individual doing business upon the same plan would 
soon involve himself in and ruin. 

But why should the Government furnish capital to a person, natural 
or artificial, with which to do business? If to the national banks, why 
not to banks organized under State laws? If to one class of incorpo- 
rated banks, why not to another; why not to banks not in ted ? 
If to one person or co: ion, why not to another? Capital may well 
congratulate itself upon the loyalty of its law-making friends. 

Labor has no measure pen before Congress to add $2,000,000 a 
year for twenty years to its present earnings. If it had, what, may I 
ask, would be the chances for it to become alaw? If we would legis- 
late the use of $32,000,000 for twenty years to the worki and 
working-women of the country, many homes, needy and deserving, 
would be made cheerful and happy. Instead of improving the condi- 
tion of those whose condition needs improvement, we better the con- 
dition of those who need no help. According to the report of the Com: 
troller of the Currency there are 2,671 national banks. The stockhold- 
ers in these institutions, probably, do not exceed in number 100,000. 
Under this bill, the yearly dividends of these stockholders will be in- 
creased $2,000,000. In twenty years these increased dividends will 
amount to $40,000,000. 

This bill, should it become a law, will put money into the purse of 
100,000 persons. There are 50,000,000 people in this country, to whom 
this bill, if made a law, will be no benefit. Still it is pressed. Capi- 
tal demands its passage. The few whohave money invested in national- 
bank stock insist npon more protection to their interests. 

Mr. Speaker, we hear much said, and ely, too, here and before the 
people, about the relations of capital and labor and of their respective 
rights, interests, duties, and responsibilities. In the recent political 
contest each of the two great parties proclaimed themselves to be the 
friend of labor and of laboring men. 

The utterances upon the stump and in the were so fre- 
quent and strong, that the average hearer and reader were unable to 
determine which of the two parties, if intrusted with power, would do 


the most for labor and the least for capital. Then, all past legislation 
in the interest of capital was sought to be excused upon any and every 
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What legislation had done to increase the profits of labor re- 

ttle time to tell. Promises were made and promises were taken 
t in the future labor should fare better than in the past. We are 

here fresh from the people and find capital again in its accustomed seat 

t the front, and labor in its usual seat, at the rear. 

A recent cartoon in Punch shows a meeting between capital and labor 

before the election, and a meeting between capital and labor after the 


uired li 


election. It must be seen to be iated; it can not be described. 
The picture has capital greeting warmly and cordially. This is 
before the election. After the election capital, in the words of the 


e Govern- 


It crowds the corridors inside of this building and fills all of the outside 
approaches. Every department of the Government is pestered with its 


presence. 

Capital is here to-day asking the representatives of the people to legis- 
late in its interest. The national banks want us to do something for 
them. Much has legislation done for capital in the past. Largely have 
our laws added to corporate wealth. Lands acquired by the blood and 
treasure of the people have been given away, without stint or measure, 
to railroad corporations. These more than princely gifts have made 
some of these monopolies so arrogant that they would defy the legis- 
lation which they are unable to dictate. We have reason to believe 
that the day of their imperious rule is nearing its end. 

In dealing with the corporations to whom we have been so generous 
we should meet every expectation of the people. With no unfriendli- 
ness to capital we can, as we should, oppose its exacting demands. 
Without disturbing in the least particular the national banking law, 
or the interests of those who own the capital stock of national banks, 
we may well refuse to enact a law which will give to this stock a 
value which its own earnings are unable to do. Legislation such as 
this bill proposes ought not to be sought. The interests to be promoted 


are those of a few engaged in a single pursuit. Banking is in 
no sense an industry, and its relation to labor is too distant to entitle 
it to what is called ion.“ Will this House do for the national 
banks what the Senate and the Republican House in the 


Iast Congress refused to do for the wool-growers of the country? Near 
two years have passed since the memorable struggle between the wool- 
growers and the woolen manufacturers in this Capitol. 

The wool-growers, it will be remembered, asked for legislation pro- 

ing their labor. The woolen manufacturers. demanded that their 
capital, instead of the wool-growers’ labor, should have the protecting 
care of the Government. The result of this hand-to-hand contest be- 
tween these conflicting interests is well known to the country. Before 
the Republican Tariff Commission, in the Senate, and in the House the 
friends of capital outnumbered and outvoted the friendsof labor. The 
duty on woolen manufactures was not disturbed. The duty on wool was 
lowered near 3 cents perpound. By this legislation the woolen manu- 
facturer buys the wool-grower’s wool about 3 cents a pound less than 
he did for years before. What the wool-growers lose the woolen manu- 
facturers This is but one of the many victories capital has won 
in its icts with labor. 

Shall I pause to inquire when, if ever, has labor scored an advantage 
over capital in a contest before the law-making power of the Govern- 
ment? What law passed by Congress has lessened the laborer’s toil, 
or added a penny to his earnings? If there is one, except the eight- 
hour law, I beg to be informed, here and now. Statute after statute 
has been passed to make capital profitable. None have been passed 
giving to labor even what it earns, It is not to be denied that legisla- 
tion, In many instances, has made employment for labor. This has 
been done in legislating in the interest of capital, when this interest 
and that of labor were inseparably connected. Morethan this has not 
been done. Beyond furnishing labor employment for capital’s use, I 
know of no legislation directly promoting the interests of labor. La- 
bor has had to be content with its Capital, in addition to its 
es exacts all the earnings of labor above the price of a day’s 
work, 

When capital and labor, skilled, if not unskilled, work together why 
should not labor have some share, little though it be, of the profits? 
What has the average laboring man in middle life to show for his many 
years of daily toil? Little, indeed, of this world’s For the 
work of to-day he receives about the same wages that he received dur- 
ing all the years that are behind him. In old age strength fails him 
and his store is scant. But labor and its interests aside. Capital and 
its interests press on attention. 

This bill would be relieved from much that is objectionable did it 
provide that the national banks should give as well as take. The in- 
crease in circulation contemplated by the bill will be worth to the 
national banks not less than 6 per cent. The tax of 1 per cent. on cir- 
culation will reduce the value of this increase to 5 percent. To equalize 
the benefits of the bill between the Government and the banks the tax 
on the increased circulation might be raised to 5 per cent. If this 


tax is too high, it may be lowered to a figure that will make it equal 


by the 


Those advocating the interests of shareholders in national banks tell 
us that circulation upon 90 per cent. of the market value of the bonds 
deposited is unprofitable. Op to this statement is the fact that 
for the year ending November 1, 1884, the outstanding circulation of 
the national banks was $333,559,813. During this period one hundred 
and ninety-one national banks were organized, to whom circulation 
was issued amounting to $3,866,230. Is itnot strange that new banks 
will organize and take circulating notes if circulation is without profit? 
Another fact is worthy of mention, that we have more national banks 
to-day than at any other time since the system was established. Still 
another fact should be stated, that of the ninety national banks whose 
corporate existence expired during the past year, eighty-three have 
been extended under the act of July, 1882. 

These facts show that there is money in banking under the national 
banking law. If circulation is not profitable the business seems to 
have other profits which make dividends satisfactory to stockholders. 
It is true that there has been a decrease in the circulation of these 
banks of $8,284,017 in 1883, and of $24,170,676 in 1884. It may be 
that there will be a decrease in 1885 as large as in 1884. Whocan say 
that this decrease is because circulation is unprofitable? That the cir- 
culation of national banks is less profitable now than in years past I 
am free to admit. This is not because circulation may not be employed 
at high paying rates. In this there has been little, if any, 

Nor is it because the volume of business has decreased, or the 
gains made at the counter are less. 

One reason why circulation pays less now than heretofore is because 
the bonds on deposit to secure it bear interest at 3, 4, and 44 per cent.} 
instead of 5 and 6. Another reason is that these low-interest bonds 
are at a high premium, and the money invested in premium is idle and 
therefore unproductive. Still another reason is that the sum required 
to be kept at the Treasury to redeem circulation yields no income to 
the banks. Let it be said that circulation is the least profitable of the 
business authorized by the law regulating national banks. Is this a 
reason why legislation should be invoked to make it pay more than it 
does? These banks loan money at the highest interest rates; buy busi- 
ness paper at its value; discount bills; buy and sell ex deal in 
moneyed securities; receive interest on the bonds deposited for circula- 
tion; loan the circula a received on these bonds, and make col- 
lections in all parts of the country. By these methods and by others 
the dividends of national banks are earned. 

In this reckoning no mention is made of the fact that the system of 
banking established by the national banking law itself has great com- 
pensating advantages. The popular belief is that national banks are 
safe, because supervised by the Government. This the trust 
and confidence of the people. In addition to this the high character 
of those by whom, as a rule, they are directly controlled enable these 
institutions to secure deposits three times in excess of their own cap- 
ital, which they loan outat high rates of interest. Another advantage 
is found in the fact that at this time there are 2,671 of these banks in 
operation. Located as they are, at every point in our vast country 
where there is banking to do, each uses the other. as a correspondent, 
0 this adds largely to their ability to command business at home and 

Compare the earnings of capital invested in national banks with the 
earnings of equal capital invested in other legitimate business, and 

capital can make no complaint. Need this feature of the ques- 
tion be further elaborated? It is a fact known to all men that banking 
is a very profitable pursuit. What signifies it that circulation is the 
least in its items of profit? It is not every ware on the shelf of the 
merchant that sells ata profit. Yet, in merchandising wealth is ac- 
cumulated. ‘There are times when the products of the farm sell at 
prices less than remunerative. Yet, in husbandry there are substan- 
tial gains. It is not every working-day in the year that the mechanic 
and the laborer have employment. Still, the year does not come and 
go without giving some reward. Idle and unprofitable days are not 
uncommon in professional pursuits. 

There is scarcely any business that has not its season of depression. 
Instead of complaining, the national banks ought to be gratefully con- 
tent with their lot. For more than twenty years they have done busi- 
ness upon the capital of their owners, and upon the capital furnished 
them by the Government, in the shape of their circulating notes, in 
amount but 10 per cent. less than their own capital, and upon three 
times the amount of their own capital furnished by their depositors. 
Upon the capital furnished by the Government these banks pay 1 per 
cent. annum. Upon that furnished by depositors it is safe to say 
that the use of one-half is without cost, and the use of the other half 
they have at very low rates of interest. 

Investing capital in national banks enables its owner to draw interest 
upon not less than three times the amount invested, while the other 
business done by the bank, it is believed, goes far toward meeting its 
operating expenses. Under recent legislation these banks are author- 
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ized to continue their business for twenty years longer. If a business 


having these advantages is not sufficiently remunerative without fur- 
ther help from the Government, its end can not come too soon. Bank- 
ing may be more profitable with than without circulation. But it is 
a significant fact that out of 7,448 banks in our country, only 2,671 
have circulation; 4,777 banks to get along without circulating 
notes, and seldom, if ever, do they appear in this Capitol asking for 
money-making 1 

Mr. Speaker, it is said by the friends of this bill that the public in- 
terests require that the national banks should have circulation equal 
in amount to the par value of the bonds they deposit. Supporting this 
assertion, it is argued that unless we allow them to increase their circula- 
tion to the par value of the bonds deposited they will not only decline to 
take 5 but will retire, gradually or otherwise, as their in- 
terests may dictate, the circulation th 


pose, that if this bill is not 
once set to work 8 eir circulation, and not stop until all is 
retired. This threat should excite no fears. It is true that existing 
laws give to the national banks an undue control over a large propor- 
tion of the currency of the country. This wrong should be remedied. 
If we are to look to these banks for a of our currency should 
be under a binding obligation to supply it, if needed. In authorizing 
Hiem Neways hr rotary at tag should be required to maintain a 
circulation within fixed limits. ‘The option to maintain or not to main- 
tain circulation above a minimum amount should not be held by the 
banks. As the law now stands the business interests of the country 
are largely under the control of the national banks. Should they con- 
tract their circulation, little or much, there is no currency to take its 
place. One object in establishing the national ban was to 
give to the people a safe and sound currency, and sufficient at all times 
to meet the business wants of the country. If, in this latter respect, the 
is to be a failure, the sooner it is so understood the better. 

The passage of this bill may increase circulation upon the bonds now 
on deposit $32,000,000. The contraction for two years past is less than 
$33,000,000. So that this bill may bring the circulation back to where 
it was two years ago. Will it do more? We will see presently that 
the only bonds a ble for deposit to secure circulation are the 4 per- 
cents, which mature in 1907. The premium on these bonds is so hi; 
that these banks say they can not afford to buy them 1 apona 
circulation, and for this reason, mainly, the of this bill is urged. 
The passage of this bill will, in my opinion, advance the premium, 
Banks that object to buying the 4 per cent. bonds at the present high 

remium will surely object to their the premium should 
her. Five cent. additional premium will lessen materially the 
pena m 10 per cent. more of circulation. 
1 are stubborn things. It is impossible to them by this 
bill. Much as it may be believed that this measure will put a stop to 
the contraction now on in national-bank note circulation, my 
word for it, it will not, nor will it bring back the circulation to the 
point where it stood one year ago. The circulation of national banks 
is contracting, and will continue to contract, from causes which this 
bill, if made a law, will be unable to control. The credit of the Goy- 
ernment this bill can not affect. This high credit is the force before 
which national-bank notes are retiring. long as the bonds which 
secure circulation bear a low rate of interest and command a high pre- 
mium the circulation of national banks will ys less and less, until 
sooner or later all are retired. In the light of the present surroundings 
there is reason to believe that it is only a question of time, and short at 
that, when the national banks will cease to „ For 
sayaf I do not believe that they will for any great length of time be 
able to maintain a circulation except at a sacrifice of the better inter- 
ests of the le. 

The natio: 1 when established was supposed to be a 
necessity of the war. e p of the system was to create a home 
demand for the bonds of the Government, rather than to make a cur- 
rency system, either temporary or permanent. Before the war banks 
of issue were authorized by the States, and under their laws currency 
was issued. The genius ot that distinguished citizen of my State, then 
at the head of the ry, the late Chief-Justice Chase, planned the 

The free-banking laws then in force in Ohio and New York, 
and it may be in other States, were the models used by the great Sec- 
retary in molding hiswork. In makingahome demand for the bonds 
of the Government his labors were a complete success. The unfriendly 
legislation to banks issuing currency under State authority isa marked 
feature in the legislation of that period. Without the 10 per cent. tax 
pag e by Federal law upon bank issues authorized by State laws it 
is oubtfal whether the national banking system would have come into 
general use. It will be remembered that ing capital was reluctant 
and slow to organize under thenational banking law. Fortunately, the 
national banking system is no longer a necessary factor in maintaining 
the supremacy of the laws. 

iance upon the national banks for our currency means a perpetua- 

tion of the public debt. To this public sentiment, as I understand it, 
is opposed. The gradual payment of the publie debt is favored by the 
great body of the people. All legislation tending to make the public 
ebt permanent, or postponing its payment to a too distant period in the 


have, All this means, I sup- 
of the national banks will at 


future, outside of moneyed circles, will have few friends. Educated as 
the mass of the le are in the belief that s ponis likea private 
debt, isa curse, the one isabhorred as much as the other. circulation 
of the national banks is based upon the publicdebt. Without a public 
debt there would be no national-bank notes. To have the circulation 
of these banks equal to the currency wants of the people there must be 
more than an equal amount of publie debt. If that part ofthe public debt 
bearing interest was now on deposit as the basis of circulation of the 
national banks, 90 per cent. of its amount would give but little more 
currency to the country than the amount we now have. 
If the whole public debt, or a part less than the whole, is to be made 
eg and so kept, for the sole purpose of aiding the national 
to issue circulating notes, I am persuaded that a paper - money 
system less expensive would be more satisfactory tothe people. The 
cost of maintaining a public debtamounting to several hundred million 
dollars for the mere use of the national banks would be little, if any, 
less than $25,000,000 a year. Such a tax for such a p Ido not 
believe the people would cheerfully pay. The circulation of the 
national banks, I repeat, will contract in spite of all this bill may do, 
Their circulation in November last was 559,813. The bonds on 
deposit to secure this circulation are: 


a DONRNE crane r ubarende Gsacneearaineed $155,604, 400 
Four percents --....---.- - 116,705,450 
Four-and-a-half percents 49,537,450 

The amount of the 3 per cent. bonds outstanding in November last 


was $194,190,500. All but $33,486,100 are held by the national banks. 
The 3 per cent. bonia Are DITAME oe oe pisarate oe ee 
Every month their number grows less. uced taxation t tem- 
poani, check their redemption. But before this event is y to 
occur all will be paid. At the end of two years it is more than prob- 
able that but few of the 3 per cent. bonds will be outstanding. This 
opinion is expressed by the Comptroller of the in his last re- 
port, and is entertained generally by.those who give attention to mone- 
tary affairs. It will be seen, that the 3 cent. bonds are 
no longer available asa basis for national-bank circulation, and as these 
bonds are redeemed national-bank currency issued upon them must 
necessarily retire. Seven hundred and thirty-seven million six hun- 
dred and ninety-three thousand four hundred and fifty dollars of 4 per 
cent. bonds were outstanding in November, 1884. The national banks 
held near $117,000,000. 

The estimated amount held by savings-banks and trust com 
is near $300,000,000. Of the remainder, some are held by individuals 
as trust funds, some as permanent investments, and some are held on 
sale. Of those on sale, it is safe to say, the amount does not exceed 
$200,000,000, and equally safe is it to say of the others that but few 
could be bought by the national banks at a price they would be will- 
ing to But whatever may be the amount of 4 per cent. bonds 
available as a basis for national- circulation, there is no reason for 
believing that the circulation of these banks will be increased by the pur- 
chase of 4 per cent. bonds. Should the premium on the 4 ts re- 
main where it is or advance still higher, the national 
of them, will doubtless dispose of a part if not all they hold to real- 
ize the high premium, and this, to the extent it is done, will also con- 
tract their circulation, 

Of the 4} per cent. bonds it is unnecessary to speak. They, too, 
are at a high premium, and this, as well as their early maturity, are 
reasons why they are unsatisfactory to deposit for circulation. To me 
it is plain that with the bonds we have the circulation of the national 
banks will contract to a point below that whichis now maintained upon 
the 4 percents now upon deposit. 

The fact that during the present the corporate existence of seven 
hundred and twenty national will terminate is not to be over- 
looked in considering the question under discussion. The circulation 
of these banks is $107,484,115. Their bonds on deposit amount to 
$120,060,850. . What ion of this number will extend their cor- 
1 existence under the act of July, 1882, it is impossible to state? 

circulation is no positive advantage upon bonds available as a de- 
posit, it is not unreasonable to presume that one-fifth at least of the 
seven hundred and twenty will not renew their corporate life. From 
this cause, then, more or less of contraction must be expected. 

With the 3 per cent. bonds out of the way, few of the 4 percents 
within reach, and some now on deposit sold, and 434 percents unde- 
sirable, national-bank note circulation must stand ere long at less than 
$100,000,000, which is not equal to one-ninth part of the entire cur- 
rency of the country. 

In the absence of legislation, what is there to prevent the circulation 
of the national banks from contracting to a point where it will be un- 
important in transacting the business of the country? So far as this 
bill authorizes the national banks to increase their circulation 10 
cent. upon the bonds they now have on deposit, it is a most tempting 
offer to those who own the stock in these banks. Such a large bonus 
in aid of a private interest is certainly unprecedented in legislation. 
If the offer should be taken, these bank owners will pocket what we 
give them and chuckle heartily at their good luck. ‘ 
— Shall we do anything to increase the circulation of national banks or 
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do nothing, and in this way allow it to contract and eventually retire? 
In better words, what can be done to make national-bank notes in the 
future, as in the past, a part of the currency of the country? As long 
as these institutions issue circulating notes so long must there be se- 
curity pledged for their redemption, Anything except the bonds of the 
Government ought not to be thought of as a security for the payment 
of these notes. Shall we make a bond for the sole use of the national 
banks? Unless this is done, I repeat, it is only a question of time when 
national-bank notes will be retired and their issue cease. How can 
thisbedene? Theinterest-bearing debt is $1,196,147,450 and the non- 
interest-bearing debt is $636,430,040. Of the interest-bearing debt the 
3 and 4} per cent. bonds might be refunded. These bonds appear to be 
the only part of the public debt which can be put at the service of the 
national banks. To refund these bonds the interest they will bear, for 
years and years, will add to the burden of the debt now borne by the 
people. 

If we put the legal-tenders (greenbacks) into interest-bearing bonds, 
we lose them as currency, and to the extent of the interest they bear 
we make another debt for the people to pay. Do all that we S 
the best that we can, and it is uncertain whether or not national- 
currency can be preserved. Can a bond be made that will be accept- 
able to the national banks and acceptable also to the people? Along 
bond would not have goena approval, and a short one would not be 
satisfactory to the ban 

If we are mindful of the people’s interests we will make no bond 
which will rate in the manag Serene aboveits parvalue. Threepercent. 
bonds are at a premium. is is suggestive that a long bond, bearing 
u less rate of interest, would maintain its par value. As long as the 
credit of the Government stands at its present mark, a 21 if not a 
2 per cent. bond will rate at par. Ifa new bond is to be made I insist 
that it be made in the interests of the people rather than in the interests 
of the national banks. From the earnings of the people must come the 
money to meet the quarterly or semi-annual interest they will bear, 
and therefore the burden to be imposed ought to be made li Na- 
tional bankers say they will have nothing to do with a bond bearing less 
than 3 per cent. interest. 

In my judgment, the people will not consent to the issue of any 
other, This contention between opposing interests, it is suggested, may 
be adjusted yore or of the law imposing 1 per cent. tax upon the 
circulation of national banks. This vale rest has few disinterested 
friends, and it ought not to be urged. If issu circulating notes is 


an advan to national banks, they should no tinplate o pey 
t is 


for the privilege, ially when it is exclusive. State laws, 

lieved, do not tax circulation of national banks. If this be true, 
the 1 per cent. tax is all the tax that this species Of propert? payi 
The bonds upon which circulation issues are, as we all know, exempt 
from taxation. To this exemption there is an unwilling submission. 
Against the further exemption of capital from taxation the people will 
justly ery aloud. 

If it be true, as national banks claim, that their profits from circula- 
tion are small, no harm will come to these institutions if all their cir- 
culating notes are retired. As banks of discount and deposit they 
would be useful to the public and profitable to their owners. The 
banks of discount and deposit regulated by State laws would be their 
competitors in business, and between the two systems the impartial 
judgment of the people would make choice. 

Butif national-bank notes are retired, what shall be the currency in 
its stead ? 

Our currency, at this time, consists of 


Legal-tenders (greenbacks) $346, 739, 256 
Natonal-benk notes: 5 -- —?Eĩ 333, 559, 813 
Gold and silver certificates 257, 799, 441 

P1111!!! ĩͤ . pee ean OnE ae 938, 098, 510 


The notes of the national banks, it will be seen, constitute a little more 
than one-third of the currency of the country. If for national-bank note 
currency another can be substituted equally good, equally safe, and 
equally satisfactory to the people, the loss of national-bank notes soon 
would be forgotten. 

The question as to what shall constitute our money and our currency 
seems to be a difficult one to settle. We have four kinds of money and 
four kindsof currency. Of the metals there is gold, silver, copper, and 
nickel. Of paper we have legal-tenders (greenbacks), national-bank 
nctes, gold ficates, and silver certificates. Whetheriron or lead, or 
both, will be added to the list of metals, or more paper issues, differing 
in kind, are yet to come—who knows? Four kinds of paper money, 
each unlike the other but all issued by the same authority, and circu- 
lating upon the same credit, may and ibly do show great financial 
wisdom, yet to the average mind it is beyond comprehension. 

A thorough adept in matters of finance understands well why four 
printing presses, operated side by side in the same room, or in different 
rooms under the same roof, or in contiguous buildings, it may be, yet 
all under one superintendence, with the aid of paper and ink and the 
engraver’s art, should make four kinds of paper money; but one un- 
skilled in that science will have no other notion than it would be far 
better if it was one kind instead of four. But the money-changers un- 


derstand the advantages of four kinds of paper money, if other people 
do not. The currency of this age will be a wonder to the people in the 
age that is before us. 

What the country needs is a permanent solution of the currency 
question. It seems to baffle the financial genius of our times. Its 
ultimate solution rests with the financial genius of the future. He 
who shall unify it and make it for the people and of the le will 
have a name in the statute-book of our country more end than if 
chiseled in marble or brass. If we are unable to originate a currency 
uniform and permanent, we should legislate wisely respecting the 
makeshifts that we have. 

If gold and silver certificates, either or both, were to be stricken from 
our currency list, the gold and silver interests would be in instant com- 
motion, Retire the greenbacks and issue national-bank notes in their 
stead, and the moneyed interests in every part of our country would be 
p But retire the national-bank notes and in their place put the 

egal-tender issues of the Government, and we may well expect that for 
thirty days at least every national bank in the land would be draped 
in mourning. Every movément made in the interests of the people 
upon the subject of the currency 1 to antagonized by some 

interest. If my judgment is not at fault, national-bank note 

circulation will be retired unless Con comes to the rescue by 1 
lating still further in the interests of the national banks and 

the interests of bee eg Sew eee Pelee Samed 
back doctrines. I still hold the hard-money faith, in which the 

cratic fathers lived and died. 

I would not pay off the public debt with the legal-tender issues of 
the Government; neither would I par afloat an undue amount of paper 
money, or any amount irredeemable. But if national-bank notes are 
to be retired from necessity or choice, their place must be filled. If 
this place can be filled with anything better than the legal-tender notes 
of the Government, say what it is, and my vote shall be for it. Ifa 
legal-tender currency is the best we have, and the best we are able to 
make, it is the currency that should come when national-bank notes 
shall go. 

For many the circulation of Government notes has been larger 
than the circulation of national-bank notes. It would, therefore, be no 
experiment to issue more of the former and less of the latter. Until 
the Supreme Courtof the United States said Government notes are legal- 
tenders they were supposed to be no better, and by many not as good 
as national- notes. Had the law au issue of the : 
back given it credit instead of discredit, the public debt at the 
. been more like a mole-hill and less like a mountain 

As long as Government notes were not legal-tenders objections to 
their issue were not without reason. Now that ig Bay eee 
unquestionably they are the best. money we have. Until some- 
thing better is I wo ve legal-tenders take the place 
which national. notes seem destined to vacate. Issue legal-tenders 
in lieu of 3 per cent. which are payable at the pleasure of the 
Government and amount to $194,190,500. Do this at once. This will 
stop the contraction now going onin national-bank note Issue 
legal · tender and with them pay the 3 percent. bonds and near $6,000,000 
a year will be saved to the people. substitution of legal-tenders 
for the 3 per cent. bonds would retire all national-bank note circulation 
based on the 3 per cent. bonds, which amounts to about $140,000,000.. 

The circulation based upon the 4} per cent. bonds must be a 
$44,000,000. When these bonds ($250,000,000) mature, six years . e 
or sooner if it can be done to advantage, substitute legal -tenders, if 
for all, then for such portion as the ee ne of the country 
may then require. Here again would be saved to the people 511, 250, 000 
a year, which they now pay for interest on these 44 per cent. bonds. 

As long as silver certificates issue at the rate of $2,000,000 a month 
no harm can come to the business interests ef the country if the na- 
tional-bank-note circulation contracts as the friends of this bill say 
that it will. It is a fact well h to bear in mind that while na- 
tional-bank note currency is $24,170,676 less now than one year ago, 
silver certificates exceeding this amount were issued in the same year. 
So that as national-bank notes are being retired their place is filled with 
silver certificates. This is one way in which we may legislate to reduce 
taxation, and that, too, without disturbing in the least the business 
interests of the country. 

These ions may be unwise. They are, however, the matured 
thoughts of many who would have the money affairs of the people man- 
aged with the same judgment that they manage with eminent success 
their own business interests. 

We have heard read from the Clerk’s desk letters from several gen- 
tlemen who are at the head of some of the largest national banks in 
New York. These tlemen tell us that this bill ought to 
Their opinions are influenced no doubt to some extent by self-interest, 
What they say may, and possibly does, reflect the opinion of all who 
own national- stock. It reflects none other. Against these inter- 
ested opinions are the interests of many millions of people who have no 
connection with these moneyed institutions. The question is one of in- 
dividual gain on the one hand and the public on the other. Be- 
tween these interests I take my stand on the side of the people. 


Whatever the national banks or their friends may say against the 
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, they can not say that if pursued it will not 
$17,000,000 interest-money each year. They can 
the people a better currency than na- 
and as lasting as the Government 


Mr. Speaker, what I have said has been spoken in no spirit of un- 
friendliness to national banks or to the many honorable gentlemen con- 
nected with these institutions. With the stockholders and officers in 
uaintance. It 

are men of 
. high in public esteem. Having no interest in banks, 
and in no 


untrue to my own convictions and untrue to what I believe to be the 
convictions of those whose suffrages give me a voice and a vote in making 
laws for the American people. 


French Spoliation Claims, 
SPEECH 
HON. WILLIAM E. ROBINSON, 


OF NEW YORK, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wednesday, January 14, 1885, 


On the bill (S. to provide for the ascertainment of claims of American 
citizens for ions committed by the French prior to the 3ist day of July, 
Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, said: 
Mr. SPEAKER: If age deserves respect, these claims must be con- 
sidered highly respectable. They are venerable in years and sanctified 
in national purer acy They were contracted over the cradle of the 
blic and ratified atits baptism. They are rooted in the memories 
alley Forge and fragrant with the glories of Monmouth and York- 
town. 
By the treaty of the 6th of February, 1778, we stipulated with France 
to give certain privileges to her ships and merchandise and to aid in 
her in her possessions. Gladly did we make these stipula- 
ashington was sorely pi and the shadow of death 


his Country gathered his suffering children around him with scant food 
shelter amid the gloom of Valley Forge. ‘That gloom was dis- 
that treaty. A bright morning dawned upon the darkest 
ever brooded over patriotic hopes. The thunder of Knox’s 
and the gleam of Wayne’s bayonets under Washington, aided 
at Monmouth and Yorktown speedily secured our inde- 


3 


185 
a 


was that two such friendly powers should so soon come to dis- 
and injure each other. Jay’s treaty with Great Britain, so ac- 
ceptable to those who had not been weaned from their love of England, 
gave offense to France and her friends on this side of the water. 


desirable in the light of our independence. We failed to come up to her 
expectations in our support of her cause against her and our ancient 
enemy, and our statesmen sought wisely, perhaps, if not in accordance 
with our treaties, to avoid ingalliances. Hernavy committed 
ing and commerce of our merchants. The na- 

decreed May 9, 1793, that French ships of 
war and privateers may arrest and bring into the ports of the republic the 
neutral vessels which shall be laden, wholly or in part, either with articles 
of provisions belonging to neutral nations and destined to an enemy’s 
port, or with merchandise belonging to an enemy,’’ but by asubsequent 
decree declared ‘‘ that the vessels of the United States are not compre- 
hended in the dispositions of the decree of the 9th of May. These and 
other decrees and proceedings under them were considered by our Gov- 
ernment as in direct violation of the law of nations and of the treaties 
France had made with us, and Congress, by act of July 7, 1798, an- 
nulled these treaties. The right of our citizens to have compensation 
from France for these depredations was considered so clearly established 
that our Government in its instructions to our envoys to France, under 
date of October 22, 1799, declares: 


i 


First. At the o g of the negotiation you will inform the French ministers 
that the United es expect from as an condition of the 
treaty, a stipulation to make to the citizens of the U. States full compensa- 


tion for all losses and damages which they shall have 


irregular or illegal captures, or condemnation of their vessels and their 
r from the French Republic or ils 


The executive Directory of France also declared again and again that 
their cruisers had committed unjustifiable depredations our mer- 
chants; but France claimed compensation for our non- tof the 
treaties with her, and that, if compensation were made, itshould be mu- 
tual. We,in our extremity at Valley Forge, had stipulated that we 
should tee to France her ut and future ions in Amer- 
ica, and that her privateers prizes should enter our ports and de- 
3 pleasure, while the privateers and prizes of the enemics of 

were to be excluded. These and otherstipulations in our treaty 
with France were of vast importance to her. She was at war with Eng- 
land, which had great interests in the West Indies. France, by having 
our ports as places of refuge, could easily annoy and injure England in 
her commerce in the West Indies. But our Government determined to 
maintain a strict neutrality and refused to France the advantages which 
our treaties with her gave her, and she very reasonably complained and 
claimed damages. Our ministers acknowledged the justice of her claims 
by offering terms for the modification of the treaties. 

After long negotiations, serious complications, and much diplomacy 
a settlement was effected by the treaty of September 30, 1800, and its 
subsequent modifications, by which we were d forever from the 
onerous burdens of our treaties, made in the hour of need, and from all 
claim of indemnity for refusing to France the privilege they secured to 
her; and for these great advantages we paid France by offsetting against 
her demands the claims which our citizens kad against her and for 
which we thereby became as clearly liable to our own citizens as if we 
had borrowed from them the money which France claimed we owed her 

| for wrongs which we inflicted on her. Could any one, either in France 


or in the United States, have ever i ned that a government con- 
trolled by any sense of justice could so long delay the payment of so 
just a claim as this, and after eighty-four years of unjustifiable procras- 
tination still persist in inflicting such injustice upon its own long-suf- 
fering citizens? 

Soon after the making of this treaty numerous petitions were pre- 
sented to Congress by merchants who had suffered by these spoliations. 
The first, I think, was presented by Mr. Samuel Smith, of Maryland, 
who was a brigadier-general in the Revolutionary war, and was after- 
ward for many years a Representative and Senator in Congress. On 
the 5th of February, 1802, a committee was appointed by the House to 
consider these claims, and on the 15th day of March in that year Mr. 
Roger Griswold, of Connecticut, brought the subject before the House 
by the following resolution: 

t vi 
the merchants of the United States for losses eustained by thom from PROA 
spoliations, the claims for which losses have been renounced by the final rati- 
fication of the convention with France as published by proclamation of the 
President of the United States. 

This was in the Seventh Congress, in which sixteen States and no 
Territory were represented, and this resolution was introduced in the 
House of Representatives, which then seemed to have more distin- 
guished men than were in the Senate. Roger Griswold, Edward Liv- 
ingston, Samuel L. Mitchell, Andrew Gregg, James A. Bayard, Sam- 
uel Smith, John Randolph, Nathaniel Mason, Thomas Lowndes, and 
John Rutledge were members. It was the first Congress held in the 
administration of Jefferson, and it was to this Congress that Mr. Jef- 
ferson delivered his message in wri sent by messenger. The former 
method was to have the two Houses listen to an address in person, and 
going in form to present their answer, which Jefferson considered too 
close an imitation of the royal mode of opening the British Parliament. 

Onintroducing the resolution Mr. Griswold, Mr. Smith, Mr. Lowndes, 
Mr. Mitchell, Mr. Gregg, Mr. Bayard, and Mr. Rutledge spoke, and 
the House refused to consider the resolution by a vote of 33 to 54. On 
the 22d of April, 1802, the committee which had been appointed in 
February made a valuable historical report, which did not conclude 
with any recommendation of a mode of relief or even of investigation. 

On the 24th of January, 1803, Mr. Mitchell, of New York, moved 
for the appointment of a committee by the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee be appointed to inquire by what means the value 
or amount of property taken from citizens of the United States by the French 
during the late war in Europe can be best ascertained, and the several sorts of 
captures distinguished and classed, and rt their opinion thereon to this 
House, to the end that indemnification Srah be made. 


Near the close of the last session of the Seventh Congress Mr. Bay- 
ard brought the subject again before the House, and again the House 
refused to consider it, by a vote of 21 to48. Among those voting for it 
were Messrs. Bayard, Griswold, and Mitchell. Among those voting in 
the negative was John Randolph. This delay or refusal to take up the 
subject was not the fault of the claimants, who kept pressing their 
claims, but of Congress, which refused even to inquire into the matter. 
The distinguished speakers in this debate have long since passed away. 
Samuel Smith continued in Congress over thirty years after this debate, 
and died at the age of 87 without seeing any made in settling 
these claims, FCC 


James A. Bayard, born in Pennsylvania, and dying seventy years ago 
in Delaware, where he had founded an illustrious family, left to his 
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the 


cacy. 

before o this grandson was born. er Grogs vas, ten years after 
this still serving the State of Pennsylvania in the Senate of the 
United Saales and as President pro tempore of that body. He removed 
14 from his farm in the wilderness to Bellefonte. 
. Gregg was a fine specimen of the Irish element in the United 
States, of splendid bodily physique, large brain, and handsome face. 
It was from that race that these States inherited their fame for manly 
men and beantiful women. It was from this element that Pennsyl- 
vania obtained her long and illustrious race of heroes, statesmen, and 
scholars. Well, at Mr. Gregg’s hospitable mansion at Bellefonte he wel- 
comed a young Trish gentleman, handsome and educated aa 
conversant with the classics and modern this 


present distinguished Senator from Delaware, the advo- 
use which he so eloquently sustained a quarter of a cent- 


of his race, and they named him, after his grandfath 

CURTIN. This child grew up from fair youth to bright manhood, and 

some forty years ago brought his beautiful bride to New Haven, in Con- 

necticut. A handsomer couple never sat down to the famous table of 

the Tontine Hotel, beneath the shade of its overarching elms. It was 

there and then that I formed a most pleasing acquaintance with that 
bridegroom 58 after disti d h 


dren and half a score of grandchildren worthy of their honored progen- 
itors, and who is now speaking in the cause which engaged his grand- 
father’s attention eighty-two years ago, and fifteen years before this 
grandson was born. 

I have wandered into this digression, for which I hope my old-time 
friend will forgive me in referring so familiarly to himself and family, 
to show what delays these claims have encountered. Fifteen years be- 
fore he was born his father-in-law was a leading figure in the discussion 
of these claims, and his dchildren are witnesses of the debates on 
the same subject on which his grandfather and their t-great-grand- 
years ago. Had Charles Dickens taken the case 

of the chancery case of Jarn- 
dyce and Jarndyce in his Bleak House, what a far better picture he 
could have drawn of interminabledelays. The case of which he speaks 
“ commenced twenty years ago, in which from thirty to forty counsel 
had been engaged at one time, in which costs had been incurred to the 
amount of £70,000,”’ was nothing to this spoliation claim, although 
it had its worn-out lunatics in every seo ss and its dead in every 
church-yard; its ruined suitor with his slipshod heels and threadbare 
dress begging and borrowing through the round of every man’s ac- 
quaintance, which gives to moneyed might the means abundantly of 
wearing out the right, which so exhausts finances, patience, courage, 
hope, so overthrows the brain and breaks the heart.” 

In his opening chapter of Bleak House you have the following vivid 
description of this matter if you only substitute ‘‘French spoliation 
claims for Jarndyce and Jarndyce:’’ 

Jarndyce and a drones on. This scarecrow of a suit has, in ae of 
time, become so a that no man alive knows what it means. ry law. 
ties to it understand it least; but it has been observed that no two chancery law- 


can talk about it for five minutes without coming to a total 


to all premises. Innumerable children have been born into the cause; eee 


eruble young people have gg into it; 5 old people have sega 

out of it. Scores of persons bave deliriously found themselves made 

Jarndyce and Jarndyce without knowing how or wh easing families have im 

— BT dary hatred with the suit. The little plaintiff or defendant, who 

9 rocking-horse when Jarndyce and Jarndyce should be set- 

tea, , possessed himself of a . 
other 9 Fa " wards of court have faded into mothers and gran thers; 
a long procession of chancellors has come in a gone out; the legion of bills in 
the suit have been transformed into mere bills of mortality. re are not three 
Jarndyces left upon the earth, per since old Tom Jarndyce, in , blew 
his brains out at a coffee-house in lane; but Jarndyce and Jarndyce 
still drags its weary length before the court, perennially hopeless. 


Thirty years after the first attempt tohave these claims attended to, 
and fifty-two years ago, the question was brought before Congress. 
Andrew Jackson was President, and Vice- ident Martin Van Buren 

over the Senate. Daniel Webster, Silas Wright, Theodore 

uysen, Samuel L. Southard, John M. Clayton, John Tyler, 
John C. Calhoun, William C. Preston, John Forsyth, Henry Clay, Hugh 
L. White, Thomas Ewing, and Thomas H. Benton were all members 
of the Senate. When shall we see such a galaxy again 

In the House were George Evans, Franklin pira "rufas Choate, 
John Quincy Adams, Edward Everett, John Davis, Tristam B 
Churchill ©. Cambrelling, Dudley Selden, Aaron Ward (father-in-law 
of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania), Samuel Beardsley, 
Millard Fillmore, Horace Binney, John Y. Mason, Henry A. Wise, 
George McDuffie, James M. Wayne, Richard H. Wilde (statesman, ora- 
tor, ait poet), Richard M. Johnson, John Bell, James K. Polk, David 
Crockett, Bailie Peyton, William Allen, Thomas Corwin, and Edward 
A. Hannegan. From such a Congress one would naturally expect hon- 
orable legislation. 

On the 11th day of December, 1832, a bill to provide for the satisfac- 
tion of these claims was introduced in the Senate, and it was referred 


a committee of five, of which Mr. Webster was chairman. On the 
Lach of January, 1833, Mr. Webster spoke upon it for two hours. It then 
went over till December 17, 1833, when Mr. Webster again spoke in its 
favor. He was followed by John Tyler, of Vi in opposition. 
Mr. Shepley, of Maine, spoke in its ſuvor, r, Giving a grap ert of the 
claims. Silas Wright, of New York, fol ee Mr. 
Benton, of Missouri, also opposed the bill, hat this bil 
passed, would be the most odious and unprincipled ever passed by Con 
ue Mr. Webster replied to Mr. Benton; John C. Calhoun, of South 

lina, spoke against it, and wasanswered by Mr. Clay and Mr. Web- 
Mr. Bibb, of Kentucky, a —.— old gentleman with a cue and 
and who was afterw rd Secretary of the Treasury in 
President Tyler’s Cabinet, spoke ino pposition, and on the 28th of Jan- 
uary, 1835, the bill (appropriating $5,000,000) passed in the Senate— 
yeas 25, nays 21. Among the yeas were John Bell, James Buchanan, 
Henry Clay, John M. Clayton, Theodore Frelinghuysen, William C. 
Preston, Samuel L. Southard, and Daniel Webster. Among the nays 
were Messrs. Benton, Calhoun, and Wright. 

The bill, however, was not reached in the House, and so failed to be- 
come a law. 

Those who took part in this discussion have long since passed away. 
Webster and Wright, Clay and Calhoun, Benton and Bibb, all died 
over a quarter of a century ago, but still the French spoliation claims 
survive—Jarndyce and'Jarndyce still drones on. 

It is now forty-one years since I came to Washington to attend to the 
affairs of Congress. I then found the French spoliation claims a ven- 
erable but vigorous question in these Halls. Widows and orphans, who 
were born after their fathers had grown gray in the pursuit of these 
phantom claims, were prominent here at the hotels, or flitting between 
the two Houses and gazing from the galleries, and some of them shone 
at the White House and other receptions. The face of one of these is 
still as distinct before me as a photograph, though her name is forgot- 
ten. She was a beautiful young woman, with t wealth of hair and 
charm of face and „With a dash in her veins of blood of the Paul 
Jones family. She devoted herself to the work of po these 
claims. She lived at the National Hotel, then known as Coleman’s, 
and previously as Gadsby’s. Willard’s was then known as Fuller's 
Tavern, and was a popular resort for judges of good liquor. She was 
acquainted with all the leading Senators and Representatives, and had 
the enthusiastic support of Edward A. Hannegan, of Indiana, trans- 
ferred from the House to the Senate, and noted for his impulsive West- 
ern oratory. She saw her hopes almost realized. She saw a bill for 
the payment of these claims both Houses but ruthlessly vetoed 
by President Polk. Her hair fell out, and its wealth of auburn turned 
to scattered silver. The roses withered from her cheeks, and her eyes 

dim through tears of disappointment, and finally she found rest 
in death, in a grave as dark as that in which her ee a on from 
Congress were buried. To whom’ she assigned her claims, or whether 
she sold them below their value, I know not, but I suppose her heirs or 
assigns have their longing eyes fixed upon this Capitol with a faith as 
25 9 ra 

t is just forty years ago since James K. was inaugurated Pres- 
ident of the United States. At the head of his Cabinet was James 
Buchanan, who had eleven years before voted in favor of paying these 
bills. Robert J. Walker, William L. Marcy, and George Bancroft were 
also in his ar pst ree administration began with e gp dase 
Congress, and among the prominent measures urged upon the attention 
of that Congress were these French spoliation claims. Forty-three 
yea had then passed since they were first introduced into Congress, 
and forty more have now vanished into the eternities leaving these 
claims to-day unsettled at the door of this House. In the Senate of 
that Vice-President Dallas presided with venerable white hair, 
which when these claims first came before fell in clustered 
ringlets on the shoulders of a beautiful boy under 10 years of age. 
Among the Senators were David L. Yulee, Reverdy Johnson, Daniel 
Webster, Lewis Cass, Thomas H. Benton, Thomas Corwin, Sam Hous- 
ton, and John C. Calhoun; all dead but Mr. Yulee, who still survives 
with many honors in the social circles of this metropolis. Among the 
Representatives I can, the mist of vanished 
voice and features of William L. Yancey, Alexander H. Stephens, Rob- 
ert Toombs, 5 Douglas, Jefferson Davis, Robert C. Winthrop, 
and Andrew Jo of these half-dozen three are dead and three sur- 
vive—two of the survivors mourning with unchanged hearts over the 
lost cause and the other lingering on the border of that pone ee 
which when once crossed there is no returning, and whose voice 
Pagi aoni its farther side we shall hear by proxy in this House ins 
ew days. 

Well, a bill for the relief of these claimants passed both Houses during 
the Twenty-ninth Congress, and on Monday the 10th of August, 1846, 
President Polk sent his message vetoing it to the Senate. Tt appropri- 
ated five millions for the satisfaction of these claims. Mr. John M. 
Clayton and Mr. Webster made some remarks on the veto. The latter 
protested against the veto ‘‘as being a new and alarming extension of 


Pang 


executive authority, not justified, not countenanced; finding no prece- 
8 no apology in any previous exercise of executive power under 
This was the last day of the last session of the 


the Constitution.“ 
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Twenty-ninth Congress, and the bill for the relief of these claimants 
ais th Tir Wird the bill again introduced and passed 
e — e bill was ini 
both Houses, but it was again vetoed, by President Pierce, in 1855. 
Sometimes Congress refused to the matter at all. Some- 
times it passed one House and failed in the other. Sometimes it passed 
both Houses and failed by the interposition of the veto. Over forty 
times it has been examined by Congress and reports have been made 
upon it. Of these, thirty-eight were favorable and only two unfavora- 
ble. Clay and Clayton, Choate and Cushing, Bell and Everett, Sum- 
ner and Shepley, cep ry ee and Sou 
Preston and , all of them 
its and here we are again 
titioners 


yers of these pe- 
The Senate has 


Power to Originate Appropriation Bills. 


SPE E OH 


HON. CHARLES T. O’FERRALL, 


OF VIRGINIA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Friday, January 23, 1885, 
On Go following ree 3 by Mr. HURD: 


Whereas mo. from the Treasury of the United 
States, originating in the N that body and have been sent to 
this Howse for its concurrence, w are now upon the Speaker’s table, to wit, 
Senate bill No. 398, entitled ‘A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary 


. schools,’ and many others; and 

it is asserted that these bills are in violation of the privilege of this 
House to exclusively originate bills for raisini revenue: lore, 

e dt resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be hereby directed to in- 
Sty Sie of he ated Sian and prt to i Rows at wn Sage Hay aa 
practicable, And said committee shall have leave to report at any time.“ 

Mr. O’FERRALL said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I must confess this resolution has taken me by sur- 
prise. The bill which it antagonizes has been pending in this House 
since the latter part of the last session of this Congress. Repeated ef- 
forts have been made to secure its consideration, which has been pre- 
vented by our rules, and now, as its friends begin to hope with confi- 
dence that it will not be much 1 we are confronted by 
a motion which, if sustained, will almost surely work its defeat for this 
session. I take it that if the House refers this matter to the Judiciary 
Committee it will defer action on this bill until a report has been made 
by that committee. Without in any manner intending to intimate that 
the consideration of the resolution by the committee will be unneces- 
sarily delayed, we all know that it will be days at least before a report 
can i submitted. Then the many appropriation bills un 
will be pes for consideration and ee out this as well as other 
bills. I regret, therefore, that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. HURD] 
has seen proper to submit this resolution at this time. It seems to me 
it would ion been much better if the gentleman had waited until the 
bill to which his resolution particularly refers had been reached, when 
full and ample time could be had for the discussion of the proposition 
embodied in his resolution. 

9 sir, the resolution has been offered and this House must pass on 
it. is it? What proposition does it contain? It contains adenial 
of the power of the other branch of Congress to pass the bill known as 
the educational bill. It denies the power of the Senate of the United 
States to a bill making an appropriation of money. The au- 
thority cited for this position is section 7, article 1, of the Constitution 
of the United States, which says: 

All bills for raising revenue shall originate in the House of tatives; 
but the may propose or concur with amendments as on bills. 

Now, sir, to the common mind this section od and simple. Sub- 
mit it to any plain, practical man, and he would be surprised to hear 
that any difference of opinion as to its construction or meaning could 
possibly exist. Take the words and analyze them in the light of their 
universal acceptation, and there is no mind at all acquainted with the 
English language that will not conclude that every word is unequivocal 
and not one has a compound meaning. But it is claimed by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Ohio that the words raising revenue em- 
brace the words ‘‘ appropriating revenue; that, as the power to originate 
bills for raising revenue rests exclusively in the House of Representa- 
tives, the power to originate appropriation bills also rests exclusively in 
this House. 

Well, sir, it seems to me as clear as noonday that the terms raise 
and appropriate“ are as distinct in their meaning as ‘‘receive’’ and 


a ” as , take in and let out,” as produce and “‘consume.’? 
So when the Constitution says that this branch of Congress alone 
shall have the power to originate bills to raise revenue, it meant by that 
to declare that this branch only could devise the means by which money 
was to flow into the for the support and maintenance of gov- 
ernment, and to declare nothing more. But it is asserted by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman that after money is raised, after it is collected from 
the people, it does not become revenue“ until itis appropriated, and 
that revenue is not raised, in the meaning of the Constitution, until 
the money collected has been appropriated. 


This is a e eee, ideas as 
to the true, and proper, and generally accep efinition of the word 
„revenue.“ When I sought during the delivery of the gentleman’s re- 


marks to reconcile his definition of this very common word with m 
long understanding as to its meaning, I was confronted with this defi- 
nition given by Webster and every lexicographer I have ever examined: 
— 1. In x Ligand py sense, bed sopua 8 ie heey or a ofany 
Aaaa AA TAONE 1s io ERONAT to IEAA Tx OA AA toe 


duals, it is equivalent to income, In modern usage, in- 
come is applied more generally to the rents and profits of individuals, and rey- 
enue to those of the state. 


2. The annual uce of taxes, excise, customs, duties, rents, £c., which a 
nation or state collects and receives into the treasury for public use. 

This definition does not say produce and expend, receive and dis- 

collect and disburse, take in and pay out, raise and a) priate, 
but it simply declares that revenue is the money that is wi e re- 
ceived, collected, taken in or raised by or from taxes, excise, customs, 
duties, &c. The moment it reaches the that moment it be- 
comes revenue. Every dollar of the large surplus now hoarded in the 
vaults of the National Treasury is revenue—money collected from the 
1 it remains e 

I must confess, Mr. S er, that had it not been for the earnestness 
with which the proposition embraced in this resolution was presented. 
and the eloquence and adroitness with which it was suppo; I would 
a have allowed it to occupy one moment of my time in its consider- 

on. 

The school in which I have been taught has been that of a strict con- 
struction of the Constitution. I have been taught that the framers 
were careful in the selection of their language; words were used 
in their ordinary meaning; that their purpose was to present a chart so 
plain that those who were to come after them could not misconstrue or 
misinterpret it. 

It is true that with all their care questions of construction have 
arisen and the supreme judicial tribunal created by the Constitution 
has frequently been called upon to interpret its provisions. But, sir, 
in the very infancy of this Union, as far back as the year 1800, the great 
political revolution which swept over this country placed this Govern- 
ment upon the bed-rock of strict construction, not only as to the rights 
reserved to the States, but as to the powers of the co-ordinate branches 
of the Government in their relations to each other. At times when 
pana has run high and calm judgment has been dethroned there have 

departures from this fandamental principle. They have been 
justified by the emergencies and excused by the dangers of the hour. 

Now no dangers confront us, unless it be the danger which the gen- 
tleman from Ohio predicted in what he regarded as an encroachment 
of the Senate upon the power given to this House. I have tried to show 


of | that there was no encroachment. 


In opposing this resolution, Mr. Speaker, I feel that I am following 
closely in the line of my teachings. Strict construction and giving to 
every word its ordinary meaning, confining the General Government 
and each of its branches to the powers expressly conferred or arising 
by necessary implication, have been the lessons taught me in the polit- 
ical school in which I have been reared. I shall not de from these 
principles, and hence shall not vote for a resolution whichin my opin- 
ion embodies a proposition of such broad construction that the most 
er constitutional latitudinarian can adopt it with perfect pro- 
priety. 

But, referring to the danger which is thought by the gentleman from 
Ohio to threaten us if the power of the Senate to originate apprdpria- 
tion bills is recognized, I must say, with all deference, I think that all 
fears in that direction are not well-founded. - The Senate of the United 
States is composed of gentlemen who in their love for the Constitution 
and regard for the interestsof the people must be as sincere and ardent 
as the members of this House. They are citizens of the various States 
they represent, not foreigners, They represent no crowned head, no 
preferred classes, no dignitaries—they represent the States in their 
sovereign capacity. 

I can see no danger in vesting in the Senate the power that is denied 
by the resolution. What matters it to this House whether they vote 
first or last on an appropriation bill if it is right? If a bill should come 
from the Senate that in the opinion of this body is wrong, why it can 
be throttled here. No appropriation bill can become a law except by 
and cil 2 the concurrence of this House. Theseare briefly my views, 
stated without any attempt at rhetoric. 

Holding these views and looking with interest upon the fate of the 
bill at which this resolution in effect is aimed, I must ress the 
earnest hope that the friends of this important measure will find no 
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constitutional obstacles in their way and will vote against this resolu- 
tion, and thereby save the educational bill from its inevitable doom in 
the event of the passage of this resolution. 

I speak for Virginia when I say that there is no matter of legislation 
before this Congress in which her people take as deep an interest as in 
this bill, which is to lift from her shoulders the burden under which 
she has been suffering for the last fifteen years and enable her to throw 
wide open the doors of her school-houses for the full benefit of all her 
children, high and humble, rich and poor, white and colored. 

Great have been her tribulations and intense have been her trials, 
but with a courage that has never been daunted, a zeal that has never 
flagged, and a determination that has never wavered she has continued 
to promote as far as her weakened ability would allow, year by year, 
her freecommon-schoolsystem. She islooking now with yearning eyes 
to this Congress for relief. Will it come? I wish I could give an 
affirmative answer, but I can not; I can only wait and hope. I shall 
regard the vote on this resolution as a strong indication of the disposi- 
tion of this House upon this important subject, which is presented in 
four propositions: 

First. Will the General Government aid in eradicating the great evil 
of svi Eo is now resting so heavily upon certain States? 

Second. Will the General Government do its duty to those whom it 
clothed with the muniments of citizenship? 

Third. Will the burden of educating 2,740,926 colored illiterates be 
permitted to rest upon eleven States with a white population of less 
than 8,000,000, while the other twenty-seven States and all the Terri- 
tories, with a white population of 36,000,000, are burdened with the 
education of only 479,952 of this class? 

Fourth. Must eleven States with an assessed wealth of only about 
$2,000,000,000 continue to have cast upon them the education of nearly 
seven-eighths of the colored illiteracy of this country, while the other 
twenty-seven States and all the Territories, with an assessed wealth of 
$15,000,000,000, shall escape with the education of only about one- 
seventh of this class ? 

Let this House ponder well these propositions, and let the gentlemen 
on this floor answer for themselves whether these are not wrongs that 
ought to be redressed. Let those of more favored States inquire within 
themselves whether it is just and right to continue this great inequality 
of burden. Let the spirit which the South has shown in regard to 
appropriations for the relief of those who have suffered by the misfort- 
unes of war appeal in some degree for assistance in her behalf, and 
for the general welfare of the country. Let the dictates of right and 
justice and equity prevail, and Virginia and her suffering sister States 
will rejoice together over the passage of this bill and the great bless- 
ings that will flow from it. 


well the chief vehicle of our civilization. This vast system ret ais 
in these few years under the imperious guidance of a nai law, 
which it can neither control nor override—the law of demand and sup- 
ly. ‘ 
The vast commerce which is carried by this railroad system flows in 
channels shaped by a law of nature as truly as the rivers that run to the 
sea, even though it may flow over mountain ranges, across apparently 
impassable gulfs, or great rivers; it flows from the springs of production 
to the great sea of consumption with an unerring course. 
FRICTION INEVITABLE, 

It was to be expected, nay, it was inevitable, that in the creation, 
organization, and operation of such a vast system inequalities, and per- 
haps abuses, would creep in. Like any machine just put in operation, 
there will be friction. It is our work to make that friction the least 
possible; and yet we shall need care and wisdom, lest in handling this 
system which has grown up under natural law we do not act against 
the law, disarrange the working of the whole, and do more harm than 


In the course of this debate there have been, it seems to me, many 
unwarrantable assumptions, much ill-considered reasoning, and some 
utterances savoring more of prejudice than of logic. It seems to have 
been assumed, in some quarters, that not to be hostile to railroads is to 
be an enemy of the peop e; and, vice versa, that every friend of the people 
must, prima facie, be an enemy of corporations. 

CORPORATIONS, 

There are men who seem to shudder at the very name corporation,“ 
anda chill goes over them as it does over a child when it hears of ghosts” 
and spooks. And yet without railroads the settlement and com- 
mercial development of the great interior regions aud spaces of our coun- 
try would have beenimpossible. Without corporations railroads would 
have been impossible. The enterprises are too vast, the amount of cap- 
ital required too great, the combinations too extensive and complicated 
for individual management. 

Ten, twenty, fifty, or a hundred upright and enterprising men, not 
one of whom has ever been accused in his community of being dishon- 
orable, associate themselves together under the forms of law for the 
promotion of a common and beneficent enterprise. They become at 
once an artificial person, a ‘‘soulless corporation.“ Their enter- 
prise becomes ‘‘ grasping greed.” Their wealth becomes “bloated,” 
and they themselves altogether the enemies of the people? The 
simple fact is that railroads can only succeed by serving the people. 
They can only succeed largely by serving the people well. A weak and 
pert railroad is as impotent toserve the people as itis to pay its stock- 

ders. 

A railroad corporation, in order to do good. service-in bringing the 
producers aml consumers of the country together, must be strong. It 
must have good road-bed, good track, good rolling-stock, good motive 
power. It must be capable of carrying much freight expeditiously and 
many passengers safely. A good railroad must be a strong one. The 
province of the legislator here is to see that their strengthis not abused 
and that it is used for the greatest good of the greatest number. 

THE CONSTITUTIONAL QUESTION. 

The first question, which has been rather hinted at than raised, is, 
Has Congress the constitutional power to pass this bill or any such bill? 
In this case the grant is claimed to be express and to be contained in 
the words ‘‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations and between 
the several States. But this is nota bill to regulate the commerce 

HON. BYRON M. CUTCHEON 5 so much . e ee eee, eee a, 
: greater than carrying. rrying is simply a means to commerce. i 
OF MICHIGAN, wine this wy be a Togulation affecting, comin it is something less 
THE $ t a regulation of the commerce itself. Of course the framers of the 
In HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Constitution did not have the idea of railroads in their minds, for they 
Tuesday, December 16, 1884. we aof yet ee at least not realized. ‘ 
t was the evil to be remedied by this grant óf power under the 
3 speler eee — . — arg eee ss Constitution? It is easily gathered from the history of those times. 

Mr. CUTCHEON said: Under the Confederation the several States had assumed to regulate 

Mr. S à AN ta a ; : trade between themselves and their adjacent States and to impose du- 
5 — eee of the Shak =e 3 exist, or should exist, for ties upon imports. On the other hand, the Confederation had no power 

When any law or lawmaker ceases to serve that end, the one should e DEW OSes HS MARL PORES. en te eee 


x 5 A A : from imposts. Connecticut discriminated against New York and New 
be repealed, the other retired. It is to this ultimate and crucial test | York against Connecticut. The same was true of New Jersey and of 


that every act of proposed legislation ought to be brought, and if it other States. 


will not bear this test it ought to be rejected. It was this very evil of the want of power in the Confederation to 

re V . — 7 < ne regulate eee eee States, and thus to raise a Fed- 
g me a law; if it will not, then i fe i 2 ae e 

should not beconé law. If the Reagan bill 111 l 8 eral revenue, that led to the meeting of commissioners of Virginia and 


5 Maryland at Annapolis, which finally developed into the constitutional 
the substantial good—of a greater number than the so-called commis- i i i 4 i 
sion bill, then the former bill should have preference to the commission „ 7 Ae Se: Some eiie 


bill. Lot us have the best bill and the best law, whatever its parentage. | I think that no one can read the history of those times without be- 


Interstate Commerce. 


The greatest good of the greatest number the final test of legislation. 
apake should be made the useful servants, not the imperious masters, of 
è people. 


SPEECH 


oF 


A TEN SANSONE ITIS ing satisfied that thè framers of the Constitution had in mind when 
The railroad system of the United States is but fifty years old. It they granted to Congress the power “to regulate commerce between 
presents to us the most wonderful spectacle of rapid development and | the several States a very different thing from the regulation of com- 
Wie that the world has everseen. In fifty years it has grown from | mon carriers, which is all that this bill amounts to. But it may be 
to 121,000 miles of road equipped and in full operation. It | said the greater includes the less. The power to regulate the commerce 

has become not only the highway of our commerce; it has become as includes the power to regulate the carrier. Let it be granted. 
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We have at last struck a subject where we are all agreed that the 


Constitution is safe from infraction. Even our friends, the strict con- 


structionists, under the lead of that di philoconstitution- 
alist, the gentleman from Texas, are able to put their fingers ‘‘ into 
the very print of the nails,’’ and upon the very words of the text and 
say, ‘‘Behold, here is the letter of the grant.“ The liberal construc- 
tionist is also content, knowing that no such mighty framework of 
government as this could exist and carry out its grand purposes with- 
out such a power to regulate commerce between its constituent Com- 
monwealths, and are satisfied also that the right to exist as a nation 
implies the exercise of all needful power to effectuate the ends of its 
existence. So we are allagreed that we have the needed power to pass 
either of these bills. 


DIRECTED AGAINST RAILROADS, 


Railroads are the chief tools of commerce. Under our present sys- 
tem of civilization they are the great instruments of distribution of 
all that the world uses, produces, or consumes. They are simply the 
means of bringing the producer and the consumer together. They 
bring the farmers of Dakota, Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, Minnesota, 
Wisconsin, and Illinois into contact with the lumbermen and miners 
of Michigan, the coal and iron workers of Pennsylvania, the mer- 
chants and manufacturers of New York, and the operatives in the mills 
and factories of New England; and, vice versa, they bring the products 
of the mills and manufactories of New England and New York, the 
mines and furnaces of Pennsylvania and Ohio, and the lumber and 
iron of Michigan and Wisconsin to the doors of their consumers in the 
South, West, and Northwest. 

Now, all true political economy, which ever has for its end the great- 
est good of the test number, demands that the producer and con- 
sumer be brought together with the least possible waste and loss in 
distribution or transportation of products. I believe we areallagreed 
upon that. In other words, ‘‘the greatest good of the greatest num- 
ber“ demands the cheapest possible ion for the products of 
labor; the lowest possible freights in bringing meat to the sower and 
bread to the eater’’—and this especially for long distances, else the 
whole value of the product will be used in transportation, and nothing 
will be left to compensate the producer, and he, therefore, ceases to pro- 
duce. 

LONG HAULS AND SHORT HAULS. 


Thus it is manifest that longest transportation must have cheapest 
rates—that the good alike of the producer and the consumer demands 
it. And they are ‘‘thegreatest number.“ 

Mr. Speaker, the great through trunk-lines of railroad, against which 
the Reagan bill is directed, were not constructed with reference to the 
local traffic along their lines so much as with reference to the carrying 
of this great interstate commerce, the bringing together of the great 
East and the great West—the seaboard and the markets of Europe on 
the one hand, and the great granary of the world in the basin of the 
Mississippi on the other. 

It was not for ‘‘ the local trade’’ that the Pennsylvania road scaled 
the cliffs of the Alleghanies, or that the Baltimore and Ohio climbed the 
Blue Ridge and crawled along the dizzy heights of the Cheat River 
gorge, or that the Central Pacific soared above the clouds of the Sierras 
or crowned the eternal buttresses of the Rockies. 

Not for this the Southern Pacific spanned the unfathomed chasms of 
the Colorado and the arid wastes of New Mexico; and not for this the 
Northern Pacific leaped through 1,500 miles of wilderness to bind in 
iron bands the Pacific coast and the great chain of lakes so as to bring 
the commerce of the Orient to the doors of 56,000,000 of consumers. 
These grand highways of commerce and of migration are the con- 
necting-link between vast masses, not only of our own populations, 
but they connect our entire national system of transportation with 
other nations and other continents. Their construction has been of 
untold value in the building up of local communities and the devel- 
opment of local trade. But they were not primarily built for the ben- 
efitoflocal trade. Local trade could not exist without them, and local 
trade owes everything, even its existence, to them. But we must seek 
and find the greatest of the greatest number? in protecting and 
promoting their through traffic. But we are met by the Reagan bill, 
which forbids discriminations,which bases rates largely upon one sole 
element or factor, and that is mileage. 

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that it ought to be apparent upon its 
face how unwise a prohibition this would be. Is it not apparent that 
it would subordinate the good of great sections and vast Common- 
wealths to the welfare of comparatively petty communities? 

This question of long haul” and“ 
oughly discussed in this debate that I need consume but little time 
upon it. 

Is it not apparent that the element of length of haul is one of the 
least factors in the cost of transportation ? 

Some of the neglected factors may be briefly named as follows: 

1. Cost of construction of road. 

985 The grade, and consequent motive power required to move a given 
nnage. 

3. The quantity to be handled and hauled. 


ort haul” has been so thor- | Ch 


4. The continuity of supply for hauling, whether permanent or tran- 
sient. 
5. The distance to be hauled without handling, breaking bulk, or 


train. 

6. The terminal facilities for handling. 

a The value of the tonnage, whether it be coarse lumber or valua- 
ore, 

8. Competition with water ways or other great trunk-lines having 
greater facilities or shorter lines. 

9. The development of new enterprises and new feeders to a road. 

All these, and more, Mr. Speaker, must be taken into account in de- 
termining what discriminations will be equitable, proper, and wise 
under varying circumstances. These circumstances and equities can 
not be determined bya blind and inexorable law. There must be back 
of the law the quick human intelligence, the sound j ent and 
varied knowledge of the living judge or commissioner, with a certain 
discretion in the 5 parse of princi upon which we are all sub- 
stantially agreed. I am therefore for the commission bill. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, if this iron prohibition goes into effect, without 
such intelligent direction, what will be the effect? Willit be to bring 
local freights, those which accommodate the few, down, or will it be to 
send thro ee ee eee It seems to me 
that the effect be the latter, and that more will be lost, in the loss 
of the many, than will be gained in the gain of the ſew. It will put 
more money into the hands and pockets of the railroads, and will leave 
less as the portion of labor and production. It will waste in mere dis- 
tribution what ought to be saved to the producer and the consumer. 
It will make dearer bread and meat for the millions of the East, and it 
wI make dearer tools, lumber, salt, and iron for the millions of the 

est. 

The local shipper may have to pay more to bis first great competing 
point, which, Thelieve, is only and simply just; but he gets his freight 
chapa beyond the competing point, and saves enough upon hisincom- 
ing freight and in the reduced price of all that he consumes to more 
than compensate him for this discrimination. 

I have not considered this question at all from the standpoint of the 
interest of the railroad. That is a matter of only secondary considera- 
tion. The railroad belongs to the few, and we are considering the in- 

vet ta railroad 

I am not a rai man nor an anti-railroad man. I never 
had a dollar invested in a railroad in my life. I never was employed 
by a railroad in my life. I haveno interestin them except as they are 
the greatest factor in our new age of modern development. I see no 
prospect but that they must continue increasingly that test factor 
in all time to come. I want to-see them made the servants and 
not the imperious masters of the people. I want to see them controlled 
for the greatest good of the greatest number. 

And, Mr. Speaker, this matter of the proper subordination and reg- 
ulation of railroad corporations and common carriers is one that is to 
a great extent solving itself in accordance with the universal law of 
supply and demand, of competition and division of profits. 

his is remarkably exhibited in the tables prepared under the direc- 
tion of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics in his report on the rela- 
tion of the railroads to commerce, some of which I will here insert, 
showing not only how competition has reduced the price of carriage by 
rail, but also, in the second table, how the competition of the great 
trunk-lines of railroad has reduced the price of transportation by lake 
and canal. 
REDUCTION IN THE COST OF TRANSPORTATION AND THE CONCURRENT INCREASE 

IN THE VOLUME OF TRAFFIC. 


During the last fifteen years the cost of internal transportation in this country 
has been greatly ede At the same time the volume of traffic has rapidly 
increased. This is clearly illustrated by the following facts: 

Statement showing the reduction in n per ton per mile on the New York 
Slate canals, and on the several trunk railroads of the United States. 


Canals and railroads. 1868, | 1873. | 1883. 
Cents. Cents, | Cents. 
1 
2.743 1.573 91 
1. 906 1.415 -819 

-| 1.81 1.454 -78 
2.811 | 1.958 1.19 
1.80% 1135| 62 
2.336 | 1335| 1723 
245 1.81 <83 
8.2491. 921 . 
3.168 | 2.351 1.42 
s| 2.50 1.39 
2 

2.29 1.17 

| 220 | 14 

SAGER OS PBN 

79 


Average on canals and railroads.. 


Average on railroads, — z 
* Year ended December 31. Year ended May 31. 
+ Year ended September 30. Year ended March 31. 


From the available data presented in this table i that the average 


t 
annual freight charge on the trunk-lines mentioned fell from 2.453 cents per ton 
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mile in 1868 to 1.803 cents per mile in 1873, and further to 1.055 cents per ton 
sor eather fa 1883. padera mai pere eie rpe ganiga rey messes m 
jes, and 

ume 


rail has been the comb: result of new economies, improved 
ition in transportation and in trade. The rapi y jnewonaing vol 
baaieo hemncas of Sie Peportens Alemani in cisne Mie neat sont 
m 
made in 


from Chicago to 


verage charges bushel the transportation of wheat from Chicago to 
5 — — ————' tnatoovoe 


By lake and By lake and 
- | canal.“ N 


Calendar years. By all rail. 


ASEA 
SSSSSLSELERAERRALERS 


1868... 6 
1869... 25.0 35.1 
1870 22.0 33.3 
1871 2.0 31.0 
1872. 23.0 33.5 
1274 16.9 28.7 
4... $ 
n ** 
1878. 8 
1877. A 15.8 20.3 
1878.. 9. 15 11.4 17.7 
1879... 11.60 13.3 17.3 
1880. 12.27 15.7 19.7 
1881... 8.19 10,4 14.4 
1882.. 7.89 10.9 14.6 
1883... 8.40 11.5 16.5 
1881, January 1 to September 1............. 6.60 9.75 13.0 


*Including Buffalo transfer charges and tolls 


Tt was not until about wag fox 1868 that the managers of the trunk-lines re- 
garded transportation of grain from Chicago to the seaboard as a source of 
rofitable traffic. 
by The reduction in the average rates of transportation by lake and canal from 
24.54 cents per bushel in 1868 to 6.60 cents bushel in 1854, in the rates by lake 
and rail from 29 cents per bushel in 1868 to 9.75 cents per bushel in 1884, and in 
the all-rall“ rates from 42.6 cents per bushel in 1888 to 13 cents during the 
year 1884, has been the direct result of the sharp competition which has 
vailed between the competing railroads, and with the water line formed by the 
lakes, the Erie Canal, and Hudson River. This fall of rates has greatly 
stimulated the devel ent of the agricultural resources of our highly roduct- 
ive Western and Northwestern States, and has tended enormously to increase 
the wealth of those States. 
è Many illustrations might be presented in order to show the great increase in 
the pros hon of traffic wh at the same time, has taken place. The following 
table is, however, sufficiently indicative of the whole subject, and in this connec- 
tion must suffice : 
Total number of tons (of cg ae ae Fh od upon the New York State canals 
the New York and Hudson River Railroad, the New York, Lake Erie and 
Je er sarig Railroad, and the Pennsylvania Railroad, each year from 1862 to 1882, in- 


+ — a. 
2 8 522323 25 $5 
8 o E 58 8.3 2 
— wos a 532 42 
Year, gy | 283 | seb | Bee 
è FE Bes zag 
pee gomu | gs E 822 
Tons. Tons. Tons. Tons. 
6, 442,225 | 1,846,599 | 3,908,243 4,722,015 
5,859,080 | 2,281,885 | 4,312,209 5, 402, 991 
6,173,769 | 4,122,000 | 4,852,505 5, 804, 051 
6, 467,888 | 4,532,056 | 4,844, 208 7, 100, 294 
«| 6,673,370 | 4,393,965 | 5,564,274 8, 459, 535 
„| 6,364,782 | 5,522,724 | 6,312,702 9, 211, 231 
.| 5,804,588 | 6,114,678 | 6,364,276 8, 626, 946 
-| 4,859,858 | 6, 001, 51 6,230,946 9. 115, 368 
4, 172, 129 6, 808, 680 5. 972, 818 9.922, 911 
4,955,963 | 6,351,356 | 6,182, 451 9, 733, 295 
-| 5,171,320 | 7,695,413 | 6,150,568 | 10,946,752 
5. 362,372 | 9,015,753 | 8,212,641 | 13,684,041 
-| 6,457,656 | 10,533,088 | 8,715,892 | 15,364,788 
5, 179,192 | 11,591,379 | 11,086,823 18, 229, 365 
5, 467,423 | 11,330,393 | 11,895,238 | 20,360,399 
5, 664,056 | 10,892,440 | 13,610,623 | 21,674,160 
*From annual report of auditor of canal de ent, State of New York. 
1 From annual reports of Pennsylvania Company. 


From this table it appears that the ton transported on the New York Cen- 
tral and Hudson River Railroad increased from 1,846,599 tons in 1868 to 105 440 


tons in 1883; that the ted on the New York, Lake e and 
Western Railroad incronned Nen r Apri tons in 1868 to 13,610,623 tons in 1883; 
and that the tonnage 5 on the gy i Railroad increased from 
4,722,015 tons in 1868 to 21,674,160 tons in 1883. The total tonnage ery 
rail on these three roads increased from 10,476,857 tons in 1868 to 46,177,223 tons 


This clearly illustrates the 
Tony 2 enormous growth of the internal commerce of the 
These tables abundantly illustrate and demonstrate how, without re- 
strictive and crippling laws, other than the laws of trade and commerce, 


competition has brought down the cost of 
sands of 


of | stimulated and developed production and increased the volume of com- 


merce and diffused activity and prosperity throughout the | and 
breadth of the land. This natural law is still operative, and proc- 
ess is going on. These co’ tions are the creatures of the law, and 
we have the power to do with them as we will. We have the right to 
— them subject to the law of the greatest good of the greatest 
number. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I suppose that even railroad corporations have 
some rights. I do not suppose that it is right to confiscate a railroad 
any more than it is to confiscate a farm, a shop, ora factory. They must 
take what the law gives them, or rather what it leaves them. 

Transportation is a commodity the same as wheat or pork, or iron 
or cotton. It is governed by the same law of supply and demand, which 
is the law of gravitation of the economic universe. 

Let us not seek to overturn the natural laws of trade, nor to undo 
the irrepealable law of the advantage of position. Every such attempt 
will prove a disastrous failure—more disastrous to the people than to 
the corporations. Let us rather work with the law, guiding, restrain- 
ing, and correcting, but not contravening—seeking to remedy the un- 
doubted evils of a new and rapidly changing civilization in a new and 
wonderfully developing country. 

We have to-day as much railroad mileage as all the rest of the world 
combined. Wealso have the cheapest transportation and the best rail- 
road service in the world, and, what is more, it is growing constantly 
better. The people are getting better and cheaper service every year. 
The people have no use for feeble and bankrupt railroads. Such roads 
render neither good nor cheap service. 

There can be no real monopoly in railroad service in this country for 
any long time. With a great and rapidly increasing amount of capital 
constantly seeking investment, whenever one line becomes unduly 
profitable another will spring up by its side to share its business and 
divide its profits. 

Mr. Speaker, the natural laws and forces of material development 
are moving in the right direction. We only need to work with these 
laws, and guide these forces, and we shall continue to see in the future, 
as in the past, the greatest good of the greatest number steadily and 
surely and inevitably evolved. 

Holding this faith, I shall vote for the commission bill. 


Repeal of Certain Internal Taxes. 
SPEECH 


or 
HON. ABRAM S. HEWITT, 
OF NEW YORK, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monday, January 5, 1885, 


On the bill (H. R. 5432) repealing certain internal-revenue taxes, 


Mr, HEWITT, of New York, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have warmly advocated the freeing from taxation of 
alcohol used in the arts. I have no objection to the repeal of the taxes 
on spirits distilled from fruit, because the revenue from this source is 

and difficult of collection. I would gladly favor the repeal of 
the taxes upon tobacco if the state of the revenue would permit, be- 
cause tobacco is the one luxury of the workingman. But I can not 
vote for the bill proposed to be passed by my colleague [Mr. Hiscock]! 
for the reason that the aggregate reduction in the revenue which it 
will cause will make it impossible to secure other reductions in taxa- 
tion more important than those proposed by this measure. In other 
words, the passage of this bill will make it impossible to institute any 
comprehensive reform in the revenue system of the country. 

Business is now stagnant and labor unemployed because we make 
our manufactured products artificially and unnecessarily dear by taxes 
on the raw materials used in the arts. We can get no relief from our 
troubles until we repeal the duties on raw materials. Such a 
will enable us to produce goods more cheaply and sell them in the 
open markets of the world. Our labor will then find ready employ- 
ment at good wages, because the money now exacted by taxes on raw 
materials will be added to the wages fund. Without a repeal of these 
duties our industry is hopelessly confined in a sepulcher from which 
there can be no resurrection, although there will be a judgment day 
for those who have caused the funeral. 

_ Moreover, the passage of this measure will leave the incoming admin- 
istration with an empty Treasury and compel it to increase the public 
debt. This branch of the subject has just been exhaustively treated 
by Mr. David A. Wells, whose statement I append to these remarks for 
the careful study of those who preach that the repeal of the internal- 
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revenue duties is necessary, ble, and desirable. For one, I know 
that it is not a feasible solution of our troubles, and I will do nothing 
which will impede the only practicable remedy which is to be found 
in the early repeal of all duties on raw materials: 


National budget for 1885. 86, classified and balanced. 
CLASS I—WAR TAXES AND OBLIGATIONS, DR. 
Interest on public debt, 1888 86 
Pensions, 


TAXES TO BALANCE, CR. 
Distilled spirits, internal revenue 


Imported wines and spirits, duties. 9, 000, 000 
Fermented liquors, internal revenue, 19, 000, 000 
Fermented liquors, import duties 775, 


C—T— » TE a E E 107, 775, 000 
Nore.—From the above exhibit it will be seen that the financial burden of the 
war, so faras the interest on the national debt and current expenditures on ac- 
count of ions are concerned, can now be nearly met by taxes on a class of 
commodities which public sentiment almost unanimous} as fitted 
for taxation. J g, furthermore, from — pagers there can be but little 
doubt that the tax on domestic distilled spirits might be reduced to 50 cents 
proof gallon with no loss to the revenue, but wit 
facturing 4 nterests of the country through the cheapening of alcohol, and also 
to the distilling and agricultural interests through the increased demand for 
grain for distilling and the increased industrial use of the resulting products. 


great relief to the manu- 


CLASS II, DR. 
Legislative, executive, and judicial expenditures, ...... 3 „065, 609 
Foreign intercourse .... rf 1, 176 
Miscellaneous“ 1. 


*Under this head are grouped a large class of expenditures, mainly under the 
supervision of the Treasury Department, such as expenses of the mints, Coast 
Survey, independent treasury, Joe nts of Court of Claims, marine hospitals, 
repairs and care of public buildings, Department of Agriculture, drawbacks 
under the customs, &c. 

TAXES TO BALANCE, CR, 


Tobacco, domestic, internal taxes 
Tobacco, import duties. . . . . 
Importalions of silk, 50 per cent, of customs receipts*...... 


Total . . Funn agsaee ev eaebivedpsqvetehsesseentonseshooes 47, 000, 000 


The duties collected on the importation of silks—in the main articles of lux- 
ury—for the year 1882aggregated $22,633,000, With increasing population, or an 
increase in national consuming power contingent on a return of prosperity, the 
revenues from this source will probably increase, With a moderate reduction 
of the rates now levied—50 per cent.—such an increase would not be problemat- 
ical. f 


CLASS III, DR, 


Military establishment 


. $26, 429, 577 
Publie works. . * 


— 25, 961; 765 


TAXES TO BALANÇE, CR, 
Sugars and molasses, import duties. . . . .... eee . 


CLASS IV, DR. 


Naval establishment * 
Expenditure for new vessels, estimated 


25, 000, 000 
* The expenditures of the Navy Department for the year 1583 were $15,283,437. 
TAXES TO BALANCE, CR. 


Total... 
CLASS V, DR. 


Interior Department and Indians. 
Postal service, deficiencies... 
District of Columbia see 3, 669, 000 
Miscellaneous, cost of collecting revenue, repayments of duties, &. 21,112,155 


J ˙¹ÜÜmw * 37,607,155 
BALANCED BY RECEIPTS, CR. 


Public lands, sales. 

c Railroads. 3, 000, 000 
Custom-house fees, fines, and penalties.. _ 1,074,000 
Other fees, penalties, &. 3, 248, 000 
Profits on score Ou assays, &. 4, 100, 000 
Revenues District of Columbia.. 1, 800, 000 
Tax on national-bank circulatio; 3, 000, 000 
Other miscellaneous sources... 7, 600, 000 

. 31, 822, 000 
Import duties on opium, embroideries, jewelry, precious stones, and 
fine linens........ 3 J E EEE E sascoe pores 6, 000, 000 
Nel J2CCͥRfæC. 8 —ů . 87,822,000 
RECAPITULATION OF NATIONAL EXPENDITURES, 1885-'86. 
Class I.—Interest on national debt and pensions... ...... . — 108, 750, 000 
Class II.— Executive, leglislative, judicial, foreign relations, and 
misce! . 079 
Class I.—Military establishment 52, 2. 342 
Class IV.—Naval establishment. . . 25. 000, 000 
Class V. —Iuterior, Indians, and miscellaneo: 37, 607, 
Total......... 8 —ů ů . 270,256,576 
The only other national ditures prospective for the fiscal year 1885-86 not 
embraced in the the “arrears” of pensions and the annual 


above ex are 
contribution to the “sinking fund" for the reduction of the national debt. Of 
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— — — it ought to be safe to say that they mould be fairly balanced and paid 
0 


lus revenues that will accrue over and above all ordinary ex- 


penditures (as above enumerated) before any legislation materially reducing 


taxation could now be enacted and take effect. Of the latter the amount re- 
quired by statute for the year 1883-80 is $18,571,861, a sum very nearly equivalent 
to the present requirement for interest on the debt.“ Assuming the aggregate 
national revenue for the same year to be as estimated by the Treasury—namely; 
$330,000,000—then the surplus for the year would be $11,171,563, or, including the 
sinking fund, $59,743,000, Owing, however, to what has been termed the “‘ elas- 
ticity” of our revenue, it is very probable that the surplus as thus figured may 
be increased to the extent of $10,000,000 to $15,000,000, and if national 3 
comes back such increase may be regarded as certain. But, on the other hand, 
if but a moiety of the appropriations recommended for gun-founderies, new 
armaments, river and harbor improvements, and Mexican war pensions be 
granted, there will be no increase, and, apart from the sinking fund, no surplus 
whatever. With these facts and estimates, the fiscal influence of the pro 
Spanish and other treatics, and also of the scheme for repealing the g 
tobacco and other internal taxes can be readily 5 

If the Spanish treaty alone is ratified, the immediate loss to the existing reve- 
nues from imported sugars and tobacco, estimated by the Bureau of Statistics at 
$30,000,000, will more than exhaust any probable surplus for the next fiscal year 
over and above the as ry Pre requirements, and leave nothing available for 
other tax reductions. Ifthe result of the Spanish treaty is to be followed, as is 
contemplated, by the negotiation of other treaties and the entire abolition of 
the present receipts from sugar imports, then the Government must materially 
reduce its current expenditures or impose new taxes. 

If the remaining internal taxes on tobacco be repealed, as proposed by Mr. 
RANDALL and others, there will also be no immediate surplus revenues. 

Ifthe taxes on distilled spirits be repealed, as Mr. RANDALL has recently declared, 
to be alike expedient and practicable, then the national revenues would fall short 
by the sum of $24,000,000 of meeting the estimated national expenditures of 1885-'86, 
even though the revenues should aggregate as large as in 1683-'84, namely, $348,- 


519,000. ; 
If the Government enters into obligations with Spain, Mexico, and the Ma- 
waiian Islands not to levy import duties upon their several sugar products for a 
period of seven years, and so abandons an important source of revenue, and sub- 
sequent exigencies should necessitate any new and large measure of national 
CA or hare then, also, the creation and imposition of new taxes would be im- 
rative. { 
ehe answer toa question which may naturallysuggest itselſ in connection with 
this subject.“ Why and in what respect are the national revenues likely to be 
less in 1585-86 than in 1882-837 ™ is to be found mainly inthe circumstances that 
there is a falling off in receipts of duties from imports through depression in 
business of about $15,000,000 per annum, and in the internal revenues, th 
a reduction in 1883 of the taxes on tobacco, of some $26,000,000. And thisreduction 
of the surplus through a reduction of the tobacco taxes strikingly illustrates the 
inexpediency of attempting to reform our national fiscal system with a view of 
reviving a depressed and stagnant industry by legislative action in answer to 
the demands of special interests; for while the uction of the tobacco tax has 
grany impaired the fiscal strength of the Treasury, it has been of but little 
nefit to the consumer of tobacco; has not increased our export trade to the 
extent of a single dollar, or done anything toward cheapening the cost, and so 
enlarging the markets, of any of our other products of industry. 

On the other hand, more than $100,000,000 of imports can be named which go 
direct from the custom-houses to our manufactories and are used in the work o 
domestic production, and on which imports the Governmentexactsa taxation o 
more than the amount ($26,000,000) abated from the national revenues by the 
reduction of the internal revenue on tobacco. But $26,000,000 is 10 per cent. on 
$260,000,000 of domestic product—not one dollar's worth of which can be sold in 
the open market of the world in competition with like products of British or 
European industries, which are exempt from such taxation. And it is just this 

,000,000 of product which it is now most desirable tosell, and which if exempt 
from taxation could be sold, but which the markets of Cuba, Mexico, or the Sand- 
wich Islands, singly or in the to, have not the capacity to take even 
under tne most favorable treaties and circumstances. . 

DAVID A. WELLS, 


Rivers and Harbors. 


SPEECH 


HON. RANSOM W. DUNHAM, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 20, 1885, 


On the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the construction, 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for 
poses, 


Mr. DUNHAM said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: A system of 
benefit of our commerce long ago ethe settled policy of the United 
States Government. No one now doubts the propriety, the necessity, 
and the benefits our people have reaped as a result of the millions that 
have been appropriated. 

So long as the public money is ey expended, so long as our 
commerce gains an advantage, so long as the people and their material 
interests receive proper and due consideration, to just this extent should 
the Government continue such appropriations. 

No improvement is more needed, none more worthy, none so neces- 
sary as the proposed connection of the great lakes with the Upper Mis- 
sissippi River by the construction of the Hennepin Canal. 


r, and 
her pur- 


internal improvements for the 


urchase or payment of the 
debt.“ And by the act of July 14, 1870, there is annually harmia on the re- 


therefore, annually increases wh 
the action of the sinking fund annually decreases. 
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In the interest of cheap transportation this canal is a necessity. In 
the interest of both the consumer and the producer this national work 
should be secured at once. In the interest of our foreign trade, our ex- 

of American products, this improvement should not be delayed. 
t is so plainly to the advantage of our whole country that the Govern- 
ment can not afford to delay. The whole Northwest is directly and 
closely interested in its desire to push its productions to the markets 
of the world, and the people need this work to cheapen transportation 
for the necessaries of life. The financial interests of the United States 
desire this improvement, that our agricultural products may be fur- 
nished to Western Europe at such prices as will compete with our rivals 
in India, Australia, and Russia, and yet secure to our people a liberal 
recompense for their labor. 

A short review of the agricultural situation may not be out of place 
here. Thirty to thirty-five years ago the people of New England de- 
pended for their supply of wheat flour largely upon Western New York, 
and the Genesee Valley to them at that time was their idea of agri- 
cultural perfection. A few years later the manufacturers of flour began 
to turn their faces westward, and soon Ohio and Indiana commenced 
to furnish the raw material, and the small vessels then plying upon the 
great lakes beeame the agencies of transportation, and Buffalo, Roch- 
ester, and adjoining cities kept their mills running through the labor 
of what was then called Western farmers. ' 

Twenty-five years ago the great bulk of wheat sold in the Chicago 
market was raised within two hundred miles ofthat city. Not further 
back than ten years ago Western New York and Pennsylvania millers 
looked to Chicago fur their supplies, Now the tide has changed, and 
materially so. The wheat arriving in Chicago travels a distance from 
the farms averaging three hundred and fifty to four hundred miles. 
‘The great State of Minnesota contains within its borders the grandest 
water power and the finest flouring-mills in the world. 

These facts demonstrate that the agricultural products of America 
have gone West.“ Our census reports show that the tendency of 
Eastern cities and States works to an increase of manufacturing centers, 
Millions of people live in our cities consuming rapidly of agricultural 
products—pressing and demanding a constant cheapening of prices. 

The past year has been one of heavy production from farms. Other 
wheat-raising countries are trying to drive America from the wheat-con- 
suming people of the world. Our Western farmers are to-day forced to 
sell their wheat at below the cost of raising, and this state of things can 
not go on. 

We can not afford to lose our exportations of wheat and wheat flour; 
neither in the interest of our millions of consumers can we bring ruin 
upon our agriculturists by requiring them to sell their products below 
actual cost. If either of these disasters come upon us it must result in 
a serious disturbance of our financial affairs. 

I now present a statement of our exports and imports of merchan- 
dise for each one of the past five years, ending with the 30th June, 
1884. These figures do not include any stocks, bonds, gold, or silver, 
but only the value of merchandise, such as grain, provisions, cotton, 
&c., and the usual importations of foreign goods. 

By this table it will be seen that our exports of merchandise for the 
past five years have been $626,773,717 in excess of our imports—a sit- 
uation in our commercial affairs that all will admit to be greatly to our 
advantage. Noone can fail to see that our financial prosperity as a 
nation and our happiness as a people rest largely on our being able to 
continue in so good a work as this. 


Exports and imports of merchandise. 


Years, Exports, Imports. 
— 
«| $835, 638, 658 $667, 984, 740 
902,377,840 642, 664, 628 
750, 542, 257 724,639,574 
a 823, 839, 402 723, 180, 914 
se 740, 513, 609 667, 697, 693 
4, 052,911,272 | 3, 426, 137, 555 


I now present a table showing the number of bushels of wheat and 
number of barrels of wheat flour exported from our country during 
the five years ending June 30, 1884: 


Converting the flour to wheat at the rate of 4} bushels per barrel, 


and we have a grand total of 747,863,582 bushels of wheat as a part of 
our total exports of merchandise as given in the previous table. 
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I now present a table showing the value of the wheat and flour ex- 


ported: 

TRONS Seon eee andaee ee „ 8225, 879, 502 

r EN barely ee 212, 745, 742 

PRR Fee r ß , ͤ nae EES 149, 304, 773 

a RTTE TIERE A O A 174, 703, 800 

188 227ͤ Le ea 126, 166, 374 
A a N AO S AS ANO S E OAAS 888, 800, 191 


By this it appears that the value of our wheat and flour for 
the pliaj five years was $888,800,191, so that had 5 
rt any wheat or flour our exports would have fallen below our imports 
026,474, a state of affairs that would have been a serious blow to 

our commercial and financial interests. 

The present cost of getting wheat from Saint Paul to Chicago is about 
12 cents per bushel. The United States engineers estimate that with 
the construction of the Hennepin Canal and the enlargement of the 
present Illinois and Michigan Canal the rate of freight can be reduced 
to 6 cents per bushel. 

The State of Minnesota and the Territory of Dakota raised in the 
year 1884, according to the Government report, over 63,000,000 bush- 
els of wheat, of which nearly 50,000,000 goes out of their section for a 
market. On this alone the Hennepin Canal will bring about a great 
saving of freight. Divide this amount by half and we have 
thet speak strongly for this improvement. Present rates of freight by 
rail from points in Iowa west of Des Moines, also from Nebraska and 
Kansas to Chicago, vary from 14 to 22 cents per bushel on grain. Build 
the Hennepin Canal and a large reduction in rates must naturally en- 
sue. The grain crops in the States and Territories tributary to this 
canal for the year 1884 aggregate over 800,000,000 bushels. While no 
such amount is shipped to market, still the influence of reduced cost of 

tion bears in some proportion on the whole. 

During the past summer grain that paid 12 to 15cents per bushel to 
get to Chicago from points five hundred miles west was 9 by 
lakes and Erie Canal from Chicago to New York for 7 cents per bushel, 
a distance of nearly 1,500 miles. 

Coal was carried by vessels from Buffalo and Erie to Chicago during 
the same season for 50 cents per ton, a distance of about 1,000 miles, 
while to go by railroad two hundred miles west of Chicago it costs $2 

r ton. 

Pia April, 1884, before the lakes were open grain was taken by Grand 
Trunk Railroad from Chicago to Montreal, thence by water to Liver- 
I, for less than 10 cents per bushel; perhaps an unusually low rate, 

ut during the summer 12 cents per bushel was not an uncommon rate. 

If we look back twenty-five years we find shippers paying 50 cents 
per bushel freight on grain from Chicago to New York by all-water 
route. At that time a vessel carrying 25,000 bushels on the lakes was 
unusual, the majority averaging eighteen to twenty thousand capacity: 
Now asteam-barge carrying 40,000 bushels takes in tow two others of 
fifty to seventy-five thousand capacity each. > 

I mention these facts to show the tendency of freights, but it is safe 
to say that the minimum figure has been reached at which rates can 
go on the lakes and Erie Canal. 

What we now ask is a plan that will reduce the rates from the farms 

of the West to the great lakes. Water navigation has always been the 
great regulator, and nothing has yet been developed that disputes this 
proposition. True, competing railroads often make low rates, but fre- 
quently a water way is within reach and not unlikely is the power 
behind the throne. 
For the past year our Western farmers have been compelled to sell 
their grain, ially their wheat, below the cost of production: 
Wheat at 25 to 50 cents per bushel is an absolute loss to the producer? 
We can not go any lower. We can not stand even present prices. If 
our farmers, to compete with India, must sell low, then a reduction 
must come in transportation. Whenit is demonstrated beyond a doubt 
that the building of a canal seventy-four miles in length will save mill- 
ions of dollars either to the producer or the consumer, then it does seem 
unreasonable that the Government should hesitate as to its duty. 

Two things will surely follow if the present low prices of our agri- 
cultural productsare to contipue—farmers must of necessity stop raising, 
and as a natural result an end comes to our exports. Two other cer- 
tainties follow, high prices to our own home consumers and a di 
rangement of our exchanges. Our imports will be liable to exceed our 
exports. Lose our exportation of wheat, and gold must leave our 
bank-vaults and go to Europe to make good the balance of trade, 

I have referred in my remarks more particularly to wheat, because 


786 | this great staple of the Northwest will feel the beneficial effects that 
664 | Will result from the building of the Hennepin Canal in a much greater 


than any other article. aay 

It has been stated that New York built the ErieCanal. True, butit 

‘was at a time when the practice of our Government was against internal 

improvements. New York has drawn in tolls from the farmers of the 

West many millions of dollars, and, having realized some $35,000,000 

more than it cost, she has only done an act of tardy justice in making 
free her canal navigation. 
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It is claimed that Ilinois should build the Hennepin Canal. This 
is not proper, first, because if built by the State it would not be free; 
second, because her interest is verysmall. The States south, north, and 
west have a much larger interest than has Illinois in this matter. Is 
it unreasonable to ask the United States to do this work, when Illinois 
alone pays millions more every year into the National Treasury than 
this entire improvement will cost ? 

The claim has also been made that Chicago can afford to do this work. 
To those who arefamiliar with the facts, this is easily disproved. Chi- 
cago gets nearly all the Northwestern and Western products now, and 
will continue to get them. The course of trade is her way to reach the 
great lakes. Her position at the head of the lakes is absolutely im- 

le; the trade does and will come to her. 

The benefits arising from the construction of this canal will be gath- 
ered gee ae parts by the consumer and the producer. No proposition 

of national funds is before Congress to-day having the merit and 
— — to this enterprise. Consumers and producers de- 
mand this a The necessities of commerce require that the | and 
work be promptly. 

I hope the members of this House, inspired by the patriotic motive 
to do what is right for all sections of our common country, will grant 
Soo a coming, as it surely does, from more than 20, 000, 000 of 

e. 


arious boards of trade and commercial organizations throughout the 
country have given strong expression of their views favorable to this 
necessary improvement, and that Congress may be informed as to the 
opinions of business men I publish a portion of their resolutions as an 
appendix to my remarks. Legislators will do well to respect the 
wishes of men who have spent their lives in building up commerce and 
who, by their experience, have justly earned a hi . 
opinions. 
APPENDIX. 
A NATIONAL WORK OF GREAT IMPORTANCE. 
[Memorial of the Chicago Board of Trade, adopted October 26, 1881.] 
‘Whereas this board is advised that a renewed effort * to be made to 
direct the aftention of the Congress of the United States to the question of con- 
btructing a short line of canal, of Mapp Fea, a 5 to that which may be obtained 


in the ppi River between and Saint Paul, from a point at or 
Island to the Illinois River at mi Hormepins t = 0 rect water 
via the 


rail, 3 if completed, woul 
of the most 


sibility ot die . to cheaper water 
Whercas to place this line in successful 
eck shown by the surveys of competent engineers in the United States 
oot a is ers in co; m secured to 


„ That —— be re- 
appropriation 


which will rich will its completion with the least possible 
prora That this expression be communicated to the President the Senate 
and Speaker of the House of Representatives, with the request that it be laid 
tonne the honorable bodies over which —.— 8 reside, and aleo tothe 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from th „Wi 
quest that they use all honorable means to secure — a] action by Congress 
on this subject. 
A GREAT NATIONAL THOROUGHFARE, ENTITLED TO CONSIDERATION. 
[Resolutions of the Buffalo Board of Trade, adopted Decomber 10, 1881. 
. First. The Board of Trade in the city of Buffalo and State of New York most 
lly calls the attention of the Congress of the United States to the neces- 
sity for increased and cheaper facilities for transportation, for the following rea- 
sons: First, that the great extent of territory embraced within our limits, to- 
gether with its rapidsettlement and 8 trade, which is now crowding our 


railways and water channels, with S promie rospect in the near future of assuming 
much proportione; calls loudly for prompt action, tothe end that the gen- 
eral welfare s! 


respected. 
Second. That this board of trade and the commerce it represents have a direct 
—4.— in all water routes from aa — of New York city by the Erie Canal and 
the great lakes to the Mississippi River, for we believe it is the most feasible 
and economical porn han of the tr ant EA question from the Northwest to 
the Eastern seaboard. 
Third. And as ra means to that end we are not only in favor of the 83 
struction of the n Canal, which will connect Lak Michigan 
with the Mississ' oi River, but we invite the attention of Co: to ra= 
— eee onal thoroughfare, and as such entitled to consi era- 
on and suppo 
Fourth. Thatour representatives in Congress, in both Houses, will best reflect 
our wishes by securing at this session of Congress an appropriation to build 


Fifth, That the secretary of this board be instructed to forward to our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress a copy o of these resolutions, 
[Resolutions of the New York Produce Ex: adopted by full meeting, De- 
cember 20, 188 
THE UNITED STATES GOVEENMENT SHOULD UNDERTAKE TO BUILD THE HENNEPIN 
CANAL, 


Ata meeting of the board ofmanagers of the New York Produce —— held 
te * gua 1881, the following report of the committce on 
and the recommendations contained 1 eee siy adopted. 


E. H. PARKE 
, JR., Seerelary. 


PAUL 
» Your committee on trade, to whom has been the question of a 


referred 
tion to Congress for the building of the Hennepin Canal by the United 


‘the earnest re- 


have given to this subject the attention demanded its important bearing on 
the internal commerce of the country, and 5 follows: 
In the opinion of 3 can be little if any question that 
a water way from the Mississippi River to the Illinois and 
the ä advantageous results, not 
Se River.” Besides furni but to the w country east of the 


Gosing 
ts in the Northwest. 
The can be little 8 also, that nei enterprise nor the State 
of edi set Be within whose territory the nal oil will be situate, nor mae de . — State 
direct] efited, nor all these combined, will or can un 


dertake 
tion of the railroad interest. 
The question before us, therefore, simply is: Shall the United States build and 
tain this d view of 


from your board, and for the 
reasons : 
The ground on which the Hennepin Canal is to be built has been repeated] 

surveyed, with a view to that s the praticà the United States Governmen: 5 à 
by other competent parties: the ronan er ett J 

Beben and cost has been re: 

not be classed with large number of internal improvements 

uncertain cost. 


and of 
in Canal further differs from many of those pce improve- 
spo o 


T 


on of 5 5 e preamb! 
plet 
tion of n water way from the Mississi River to Lake 
Michigan b. the pr cov ot of = Hennepin Canal promises to realize adyan- 
tages of ef national importance; and 
* Whereas there are insuperable obstacles in the way of having such improve- 
. by private enterprise, or by the State immediately benefited ; 


* Whereas the building of the Hennepin Canal may justly be regarded as part 
of the ry wr yg of Mississippi River: Therefore j “4 


hat in the opinion of the New York Produce Ex the United 
States Government should undertake to build the Hennepin and to main- 
tain the same free for all time to come; and further, 

“Resolved, That our Senators and presentatives be requested o oin the rep- 
resentatives of other States in prov: the necessary r carrying 
out this plan.” 

L. F. HOLMAN, Chairman, 
WALTER CARR. 

JOHN SINCLAIR. 

SAMUEL 8. CARLL, 


. GUSTAV SCHWAB. 
New Yor, December 19, 1881. 


THE IMMEDIATE BEGINNING OF THE WORK IS DESIRED, 
[Memorial of the General Assembly of Iowa.] 
On February 4, 1882, the house of the General Assembly of Iowa unanimously 
adopted a preamble and resolutions, as follows: 

Whereas the agricultural, manufacturing, and commercial interests of the 
Northwest, and no less those of the entire coun are largely dependent for 
their development upon a full enjoyment of facili les for the transportation of 

— and commodities; and 

ns Wberens the two great interior water routes of transportation inthe United 
States are those of the perry River from north to south and of the lakes, 

with the Erie Canal and Hudson from west to east; and 
" Whereas a direct all-water connection between these two great routes is 
tos reeset to a complete service to the interests which so imperatively de- 
ved and cheaper routes of transportation, since without such a con- 
nection there can be no real use by the Northwest of a water route to the East, 

nor the East to the Northwest; and 
hereas the General Assembly of Iowa did in 1864, again in 1870, and still 
again in 1874, memorialize Congress for the construction of a canal to connect 
the Miesissippi with the Illinois, on a line running eastward from or near Rock 
Island, while Governors Merrill, Carpenter, soa Gear have rus in their official 
communications urged that Congress should undertake that greatly needed 
work of improvement: Therefore, 
Resolved, That po hr house (the senate concurring) respectfully memorialize 
the Congress of the United States to authorize, ide for, and direct, at its 
pant session, an early construction of a canal for commercial pu from 
prise ron on the Illinois River, to or near Rock Island, on the Mississ 
Resolved, That Congress be 


our Senators in 
prs pe akin to use Sys ible a proper = ghee from the 
ly in whic! respectively serve passage of a at resent ses- 
sion orde . ning of the work of — rn the canal 
herein men —. and to vote P arai my item ond therefor, to the end that 
the Se may be semen aoe opened to the commerce of the country at 

o ear) possible date. 

“Resolved, That a copy of these resolutio oy menea by the er and 
attested by ‘the clerk of this body, be forwarded each of the 3 
and Representatives in Congress, in order that ine same may be duly presented 
to the ive bodies in which they serve.” 

On the 7th day of the same month, or as soon as the properly authenticated 
copy of the above could reach that body from the house and be brought up for 
action, the senate of the Iowa General Assembly also 8 — the 
same memorial to Congress, in behalf of the long - desired canal, 


WITHOUT SUCH A CONNÊCTION THERE CAN BE NO REAL USE BY THE NORTH- 
WEST OF A WATER ROUTE TO THE EAST. 
{Memorial of the General Assembly of IIlinois.] 
On March 27,1882, the senate of the General Assembly, and on March 30, the 
bya unanim each 


house in the same body, respectively, ad ous vote in 
case the following as constituting a memo to 


“t Whereas the agricult — fi of the 
Northwest, and no less those of t the entire coun rara 2 dependent for 
their rehia aroze upon 1 full enjoyment of faci non the transportation of 


~“ Whereas the two great re water routes of transportation in the United 
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States are those of the Mississippi River from north to south, and of the lakes, 
with the Erie Canal and Hudson, from west to east; and 

“ Whereas a direct all-water connection between these two great routes is in- 
dispensable to a complete service to the interests which so imperatively demand 
improved and routes of transportation, since without such a connection 
there can be no use by the Northwest of a water route to the East, nor by 
the East to the Northwest: 

“Resolved, That the senate (the house concurring) respectful: 3 
the Co; of the United States to authorize, provide for, and atits 
ent eee ta an any construction of a mages for commercial purposes from 
nepin, or the Illinois River, westward to the Mississippi River, on the most feasi- 

route, 


commerce of the country at the 


72 8 — a copy of these resolutions, duly signed by the tof 
senate, 3 ar 5 and attested by the secretary of this body, 

be forwarded to each of the Il pons rs and Representatives in Congress, 

4 that uly presented to the respective bodies in which which 


CONSTRUCTION OF THE HENNEPIN CANAL. 
[Resolution passed unanimously by National Board of Trade, at Washington, 


January 23-25, 1884,] 
That the enlargement of the Illinois and Canal and the con- 


Resolved, Michigan 
struction of the Hennepin Canal, pyar etn the Woe — Mississippi Ri 
as by survey recently made by.the hina beret to control 
materially reduce the cost of t uction to the 
1 and that the cheapest possible ‘Gane from the interior to the sea- 
is indispensab! ble to the retention of foreign markets for our cereals. 


[Resolution of Mississippi River Improvement Convention, at Washington, Jan- 
uary 23, 1884. 


of water to the seaboard, we regard 
gable waters of the Mississippi and the great lakes as of great impo 
in making appropriations ought to have ote 8 
the recommendations 


ment ot ff.. ͤ maettigna 
‘West and the tide water of the East, in arene 
8 ited Canoe tein octal emma 


Rivers and Harbors. 


SPEECH 


HON. JON WINANS, 


OF WISCONSIN, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Friday, February 13, 1885, 


ropriations for the 3 3 and 


On the bill (H. R. 8130) 
10 eck on rivers and 


preservation of certain p 
purposes. 

Mr. WINANS, of ey said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Our annual river and harbor bill is looked upon 
with suspicion by the people and the press, and justly so. 

The one of 1882 is still fresh in our memories and will long live in 
the recollections of those who were identified with its passage and sub- 
sequently suffered defeat at the polls by the votes and voices of an in- 

tand outraged people. The then almost universal condemnation 
of the eighteen million river and harbor steal,“ as it was character- 
ized, was in no sense partisan, and the offending member, Democrat 
or Republican, was relegated to private life. 

The bill under consideration carries some twelve millions, and if it 

becomes alaw the Forty-eighth Congress will have appropriated to the 
alleged improvement of rivers and harbors upward of twenty-five mill- 
ions of dollars. Will the country sanction this? Sir, in my judgment 
it will not, and should not, and, asa representative of a sentiment that 
I believe will condemn it, I must vote against this bill. Within its 
provisions are included many small streams unknown to commerce, 
and scarcely of sufficient importance to attract local attention, and we 
are asked to give the people’s money to their attempted improvement— 
not to benefit commerce, but individuals and localities for purely sel- 
fish purposes. 
I am, sir, in favor of judicious appropriations for the improvement of 
such of our great water ways as need improvement, as well as to such of 
our harbors as are really useful to commerce. But, sir, we have been 
attempting too much, and have accomplished too little to warrant the 
continuance of our large annual appropriations, and they have assumed 
the character of waste and extrav: 

Those who should know, and claim to know, say that the millions 
given to the Mississippi River aré barren of results, and still more is 


demanded and will probably be given from year to year, until the peo- 
ple cry a halt and demand the evidence showing that its navigation has 
been improved or its commerce benefited. 

One of the many objectionable features of the bill is the appropri- 


ation to the harbor at Galveston, Tex. If true, as charged and substan- 
tially admitted on this floor, that the Government of the United States 
has already expended in and about this harbor about $1,600,000, and 
has succeeded in increasing the depth of water in the channel only threo 
inches, it would seem to the ordinary mind that it would be a waste of 
money to continue the work. If what has been accomplished has cost 
about $553,000 an inch, and at the rate of $6,400,000 a foot, it is ap- 
parent that by the time ‘the depth of twenty-four feet is obtained—as 
proposed by the engineers—our Treasury would be FTS by the 
attempted improvement of this one harbor. 

Another feature of the bill is the construction of the Hi Canal— 
connecting the waters of the Mississippi River with the pka lakes. If 
this proposition stood by itself, and was to be considered on its merits, 
I a oe moraal no atoe it, j poletna- e it would benefit the 
great west to cheapen our ts. But 
as it is, linked with so many other projects of stare ties doubtful pro- 
priety, I must vote against it. I have said enough, Mr. Chairman, to 
explain why I shall vote against this bill, and that is all I desired to 
do or care to say on the subject. 


Mexican War Pensions. 


SPEECH 


HON. JOHN W. McOORMICK, 


OF OHIO, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Saturday, February 14, 1885, 


4 eien 8 


ican war, and for other purposes. 


Mr. McCORMICK said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I beg the indulgence of the committee for a few 
general remarks on the subject of soldiers’ pensions. No class of citi- 
zens of this Republic, whether in the ranks of the civilian, or in the 
higher one of official trust, can justly ignore the claims of those men 
who maintained the integrity of national union and honor. Even the 
men who fought against them in an effort to dismember the union of 
States owe them a debt of gratitude for their patriotism, bravery, en- 
durance, and valiant conduct, which leaves us a nation saved, without 
a single star erased from the banner of union and liberty. 

It is no small privilege to take part in the * power of the 
grandest and most powerful nation on God's footstool, while it is at 
the same time a privilege from him who is so honored the 
highest sense of rectitude and integrity, loyalty and patriotism, free 
from any prejudice or sectional feeling in order to recognize the rights 
of all classes of citizens, It is an honorable thing to recognize merit 
under all circumstances, and to deal justly with the deserving. Inall 
the history of the past we have the record of the achievements of those 
who have periled their lives in defense of home and native land, while 
it has been the pride of nations to properly estimate those achieve- 
ments by suitable honors and rewards. As before the altar so before 
the ballot all men are equal. 

No man who has a voice in the law-making power of such a republic 
as ours should dare, in the light of intelligence and true patriotism, to 
ignore the claims of the humblest citizen, not only to the full and un- 
trammeled exercise of the elective franchise, but most y in re- 
re to the just claims of those who have periled their lives and their 

all to make our country what it is to-day. 

During the sessions of the Forty-eighth Congress many just meas- 
ures have come before us for consideration. Some of these have been 
promptly considered, and have been enacted intolaw. Others, equally 
meritorious, a have not fared so well. Of this latter class is the 
Mexican pension b 

In my opinion a an criticism may be lodged against our action in 
regard to that important measure. The hearts of all loyal citizens of 
this country may well be pained at the filibustering and unnecessary 
delays that have accompanied this bill since it was first introduced in 
the House in the beginning of the first session of this Congress. And 
what has been the result of it all? The soldiers to whom it was in- 
tended to give relief, with their widows and orphans, who have asked 
at the hands of this Congress bread, have received a stone. Against 
such action I must utter my solemn protest. 

In the light of all the facts connected with the consideration of this 
bill this Congress can take to itself but little credit for its action or 
want of action thi and so the whole country will judge of the 
matter. I believe that this measure as it came from the Senate should 
become a law before this session closes, as it easily might do if we are 
veep to do right and deal justly and trample under foot our 

narrow differences as men and act the part of liberal-minded and true 
patriots. 4 
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The rights of the soldiers who fought the battles of the Mexican 
war demand it, and we do them great injustice by withholding their 
just dues. The widows and orphans of deserving Union soldiers de- 
mand it. The petitions of hundreds and thousands of the best citizens 
all over the country in thunder tones demand it, and yet we pass the 
matter by as of little moment. . 

The flimsy excuse that these petitions are worked up by interested 
claim ts, and on that account are not deserving the attention of 
this y, will not relieve us from responsibility nor answer for our 
neglect or delay in this important matter, and we will do well not to 
delude ourselves or hide behind such a flimsy sub pera. . These a 
titioners are in earnest in this effort, and they are y wearied by 
our delays and are in no mood to be trifled with, and we may as well 
be admonished of that fact. 

If we do not heed those petitions we may in the future have occa- 
sion to regard their ballots when they again voice themselves in regard 
to those they place in official trust. When they so voice themselves 
their verdict will be right, and I believe and dare assert that our dila- 
tory action on the Mexican pension bill will not stand the crucial test 
when it shall be applied, and it ought not to stand. 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I would briefly refer to the Union 
soldier and express an opinion in regard to his relations to the civil 
service. These relations should have the widest and most liberal scope 
when they come to be applied to the veteran soldier who has done 
valiant service to his country. Without regard to the in power, 

in the name of justice as well as of patriotism let his claims be recog- 
nized above all others when capacity and fitness attend those claims; 
and here, if nowhere else, let the principle ‘‘ to the victors belong the 
spoils be null and void, and leave these scarred and maimed heroes 
undisturbed in places of official trust. It certainly would only be a 
proper recognition of merit, of justice, and of right. 


Rivers and Harbors. 
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HON. THOMAS P. OCHILTREE, 


OF TEXAS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
: Tuesday, February 3, 1885, 


bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
8 of Parka — works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 


poses, 


Mr. OCHILTREE said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The very able remarks submitted upon the Galves- 
ton Harbor proposition by my distinguished colleague [Mr. REAGAN], 
whose long, arduous, and eminent services at the head of the Commerce 
Committee of this House enabled him to speak with profound force 
and comprehensiveness upon such matters, also the eloquent speech of 
my other colleague [Mr. MILLS] supplemented by the exhaustive argu- 
ments of the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD], and the 
unanswerable statements of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE] would ordinarily preclude me from obtruding my views 
thereon, but the fact that I am here as the accredited representative of 
the devoted little city whose dearest interests are involved compels me 
to join my feeble voice to theirs in defense of the proposition under dis- 
cussion, and to repel the unwarrantable and slanderous attacks made 
upon her and hers by this bird that has (attempted) to befoul its own 
nest. n š 

The distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] has had 
read from the Clerk’s desk an anonymous communication purporting 
to be an editorial from a Texas paper (God save the mark) animadvert- 
ing upon the motives that actuate those supporting the item of this bill 
for Galveston Harbor. 

From my knowledge of that gentleman, and his well-known appre- 
ciation of tair-dealing, I must confess I was astonished to see him aim 
this Parthian arrow, dipped in poison, malice, and slander, at the hon- 
orable gentlemen who advocate this measure upon this floor. 

Sir, the delegation in this House from the State of Texas, of which 
Iam the youngest and most humble member, are insensible to such 
attacks. They are men of such ability, such honor, such reputation, 
gained in cabinet and on field, bench, bar, and forum, through long 
and eventful years of public service, that they can treat with utter 
scorn and contempt any such imputation; so with regard to the gentle- 
men who compose the committee SH Se ere the city of Galveston, 

t journal published at that point that has been so 
for the bold and determined manner in which it has 
seen fit to advocate the measure in question. 


As the representative of the immediate locality proposed to be bene- 
fited, I may be allowed to speak from personal eee eee 
to the futile efforts of the ablest of the Government engineers to cut a 
channel deep enough for our growing commerce through the bar that 
obstructs that harbor. Ihave no confidence in the scientific knowledge 
of any of these gentlemen as adapted to this particular work. I judge 
of their incapacity by the total absence of any favorable results accru- 
ing from their efforts there during the past ten years. No improve- 
ments can be ex from a continuation of the work either under 
their original or modified plans. 

Engineering, sir, is a progressive art, embracing many sciences. In 
the line of discovery and progress no science has yet been fully matured. 
Theories are devised from the observation of facts or su facts; 
but when the scientists come to work upon new theories, it not seldom 
happens that they fail to obtain expected results, although it would 
seem that they oughtto work to the end in view. The best engineers 
of the Army approved the plans of improvement at the Galveston Bar. 
These are the same gentlemen who condemned as impracticable, as 
unscientific, nay, as absurd, the plans of Captain Eads, the great civil 
engineer, for the improvement of the channel through the bars at the 
mouth of the Mississippi River. And now is it seriously to 
give the direction of a great jetty work to engineers who have failed, 
2 the services of the greatest and most successful engineer 
of the age? z 

The bitterest controversies that the reading public are treated to are 
the disputes of the scientists. Each school of science and art is in its 
own opinion as infallible as each ious denomination is in respect 
to its own peculiar tenets. Who is to decide between them? Let suc- 
cess in their und ings determine. By their fruits ye shall know 
them.“ Were the world to leave progress to be carried on by the great 
and learned scientists there would be little progress, and none at all it 
left to the smatterers and pretenders of that school. These gentlemen 
would not be able to agree in order to reach a starting point. The dis- 
ciples of each school would know beyond any doubt whatever that the 
plans of the other were doomed to failure. We have progress and im- 
provements, because while the uates of rival schools are ing 
over their theoriessome practical man—for example, Captain Eads—puts 
them to the test of experiment, proves them by his works, and accepts 
the results as conclusive on the issues raised. In this manner that 
engineer proved his 2 in genius and skill against the opposi- 
tion and detraction of the whole corps of Army engineers. 

The Galveston Harbor is obstructed by two bars the inner and the 
outer bars—formed in part by the action of the tides and in part by 
deposits carried thereto by the currents of the rivers which empty into 
the Gulf of Mexico at this point. It is agreed on all sides that these 
bars can be removed by the tides and the friction of these river cur- 
rents if their force were to be increased by confining their volume within 
a narrower channel. 

Years ago Con recognized the importance of Galveston as a com- 
mercial point determined to remove the obstructions of these bars. 
At that time the depth of the water on the outer bar was twelve feet, 
anda depth of eighteen feet was then considered sufficient for navigation. 
A survey with this object in view wasordered. The result of this sur- 
vey was reported by the Chief of Engineers of the Army in his annual 
report for 1874. The plan adopted was in the nature of a jetty. Un- 
der this plan, with various modifications in the construction, the work 
has been going on nearly ten years. A jetty wall fourand one-quarter 
miles long has been constructed, no part of which is to-day visible. In 
that time over one million and a half dollars have been expended, and 
the depth of water on the outer bar, according to the survey made by 
the Government engineers in July, 1883, was still thirteen feet. The 
annual report of the Chief of Engineers for 1874 reports the depth of 
water at twelve feet. After this outlay, and this lapse of ten years, that 
official informs us that the board of engineers say in respect to a propo- 
sition to widen Galveston Harbor— 

Nothing should be done until the question of the practicability, — 


Practicability, mind you, sir— 
of permanently improving the outer bar shall have been demonstrated. 


The engineer officers who have this improvement in charge admit that 
their attempts are even now but experiments, and that they are not 
to quote their own words—in the “‘ possession of facts and data calcu- 
lated to throw a needed light upon the amount (of money) necessary to 
be expended for obtaining a proper depth on the bar. Now the ques- 
tion to be here decided is whether Congress will leave the work of open- 
ing our port to the great ships of the day to these experimentalists or 
place it in the hands of an engineer who has proved his ability and can 
estimate the cost—one who has offered to risk his own money on a re- 
sult of thirty feet in the channel, a permanent result? 

Mr. the port of Galveston takes rank next after New Or- 
leans, above all other Southern seaports, in her exports of cotton. The 
export of cotton from the United States in 1883 amounted to 4,626,808 
bales. This was a larger quantity than that of any of the preceding 
years. Of this export New Orleans sent out 1,495,099 bales, Galveston 
506,993 bales, Savannah 419,006 bales, Charleston 372,902 bales, Wil- 
mington, N, C., 55,579 bales, and Mobile 45,270 bales. More than 11 
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per cent. of the total cotton export of that year was made from Galves- 
ton. If you will refer, sir, for a moment to our foreign commerce sta- 
tistics, you will find that even during the previous year Galveston took 


N 


rank as the seventh city of the Union in respect to the value of its 
commerce. 
Here are the official figures showing that fact: 


Value of the imports and exports of merchandise into and from the United States, by customs districts, during the year ended June 30, 1882. 


Customs districts, 


New York, N. V. $347, 908, 334 $361, 425, 361 $496, 005, 276 $857, 430,637 | 55.42 
Boston and Charl 61,273, 101 62, 356, 749 42, 552, 075 2.8881 8.72 
New Orleans, LA. . $4, 838, 634 95, 107, 314 9,596, 762 104,704,076 | 6.77 
San Francisco, Cal. 44,139, 303 44,959) 420 45,702, 530 90,661,950 | 5.86 
Philadelphia, Pa. . ... 38, 182,145 38,147,744 33, 738, 556 71, 886, 300 4.65 
Baltimore, Md 54, 956, 050 55, 003, 351 14,599, 179 69,602,530 | 4.80 
29, 627, 898 29, 629, 047 1,511,712 31,140, 759 2.01 

22, 813, 347 22, 813, 347 483, 281 23,296,628 1.50 

22,573, 167 29, 573, 227 498, 821 23,072,118} 1.49 

18,445,548 .. 18, 445, 548 186, 355 18, 631, 903 1.29 

10, 134, 522 10,948,529 2, 906, 247 13, 854, 837 -90 

1,453, 346 1,465,170 8, A1, 324 9, 806, 494 63 

7,147,017 7,169, 185 1,085, 213 8, 254, 398 53 

1, 809, 521 1, 809, 521 6,194, 886 8, 004, 407 5¹ 

420, 815 424.184 5. 858, 215 5, 782,390 . 37 

2. 874. 557 3, 104. 162 2, 486, 359 5,590, 521 83 

1,901, 819 1, 907, 219 3,124,968 5, 082, 187 83 

4.711,92 4.711, 923 247, 910 3, 959, 833 .32 

2,647,379 2, 820, 962 2,056,979 4,877, 941 31 

3,714, 805 3,723, 548 649,090 4, 872, 638 -28 

3, 655, 133 3, 655, 133 433, 130 4, 088, 263 126 

3.028, 105 3,028, 105 442) 364 3.470, 469 122 

41,539 41,539 8, 270,671 3, 312, 210 121 

2, 837, 496 2, 837,496 374, 892 3, 212, 388 221 

3, 014, 123 |. 3,014, 123 4,578 3.018, 701 20 

2, 709, 404 2, 700, 404 269, 512 2, 978, 916 19 

849.774 851,216 2,044, 525 2,895, 741 10 

1,798, 981 1,999; 409 711,787 2.711, 196 18 

1,102, 861 1,339, 065 801, 447 2, 190, 512 14 

2,067,057 2, 067, 057 29, 073 2, 096, 130 14 

1,770, 219 1,770, 219 95, 441 1, 865, 660 12 

1.883.447 1,553,447 4, 896 1,558, 343 210 

1.500, 689 1,509, 689 18, 255 1,527, 944 10 

Reser neta sie 1, 162, 851 325, 950 1, 488, 801 109 

447, 229 447, 305 872, 305 1,319, 610 -09 

257,352 269, 057 1,049, 008 1, 318, 065 .09 

697, 898 701, 067 472,784 1,173, 851 -08 

904, 485 304, 485 739,001 1, 043, 486 07 

871,068 884, 377 100, 084 984, 461 0 

180, 961 314.770 640, 826 955, 605 :06 

770, 996 770, 996 8,765 779.701 105 

116, 106 116, 106 563, 444 679, 550 „04 

399, 237 568, 923 43,068 611, 991 -04 

3,317, 241 3, 327,982 2, 539, 300 5, 867, 282 88 


Totęl——————.—j;Ü9———9——⁊.—ↄtH———.——.———— ——b— 


It would be an interesting piece of figuring to caleulate the amount 
of public money spent in ees ih ds score or more of the ports on 
this table and compare it with that spent at Galveston, whose com- 
merce exceeds their aggregate imports and apas 

It would also be another interesting piece of figuring to calculate the 
amount which a saving of 5 cents a bushel on Western wheat and corn 
transportation would amount to annually, and how much of this say- 
er Boge. 8 result from making Galveston a safe harbor for large ships. 

, the enormous and fast-growing commerce has to be lightered over 
the bar that obstructs our channel. Every dollar’s worth passes over 
that bar. We are developingalarge coasting trade and European trade, 
and our en ing m its are doing much to encourage the devel- 

ent of the much-desired South American trade. Coffee constitutes 
about one-halfour imports. Our coastwise trade extends to every port 
of importance on the Gulf and Atlantic coasts. There are two lines of 
steamers in this trade to New York alone: 

First. The Mallory line, direct, employing seven steamers, of an ag- 
gregate tonnage of 18,588 tons, making about eighty trips a year. 

Second. The Morgan lines, one to New Orleans, of nine steamers, of 
less tonnage, making daily trips. And the other a weekly direct to New 


York. 
ing foreign lines, the West Indian and Pacific Steamship Com- 
y, and other steam lines of British owners, cleared from Galveston 
1883 as follows: 


Gen = 
North German Lloyd's to Bremen (German owners). 


The following statement, made to the collector of the port last year, 
will show the total inefficiency of the present jetty system as designed 
by the Government engineers, even if they could make it come up to 
their greatest aim of eighteen feet of water on the bar: 

GALVESTON, TEX., June 4, 1884. 
Sm: In reply to your inquiry regarding steamers loaded by our firm at this 


the season of 1883-84, the following is a plete showing to 
sphere, Eo peata E TER SR o Rowing Sa Sine a 1 A 


Tons. | Number. 
Australia.. 1,690 5,989 
Chilian 1,367 4,732 18 
764 2,278 16 
1,490 4,800 19 
1,179 4,509 16 
1,150 4,362 16 
936 3, 997 15 
sonia 1,066 4.130 15 
1,167 4,600 15 
1,740 7,05 21 


beg to hand you the following list of the West India and Pacific Steam- 
— gee y's steamers, for which we are the through agents at this and 
which call for homeward cargo for Liverpool. After d atSouth Amer- 


ican and Mexican po the Australian, Chilian, Haytian, and Bernard Hall 
— list comprises all their steamers in the 


loaded here Jast season. 


The following 
Gulf trade, namely: 


Name. 


2882 


25 
z= 


8 
PPYPPP 
3888888 


LERNEN 


$ 


All the above steamers draw from sixteen to eighteen feet in ballast, and from 
eighteen to twenty-two cotton-loaded. We may add that they always lighter 
all their cargoes at this port. 

We remain, sir, yours, obediently, 
WALTHEW & SONS. 


A. G. MALLOY, Esq., 
Collector, Galveston, 
True, they talk of a possible depth of twenty-five feet. But how, and 
when, and at what cost? Willtheyanswer? No, sir; for this possible 
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result they ask an annual appropriation of $500,000 for an indefinite 
number of years—for their experimental work. 

Mr. Chairman, the State of Texas is an empire of itself. Her own 
resources must soon be developed to an extent that will give the port 
of Galveston a commerce that would only be second to that of New 


York. Is it not the duty of Congress to make an outlet for this com- 
merce, to give it a channel-way through the bar that now obstructs it, 
a channel of a depth sufficient to accommodate the class of large steam- 
ers that are now required for such trade? We want a depth of thirty 
feet at least in the channel, not thirteen feet or cighteen or twenty- 
five feet. No plan or even suggestion has been made by the Govern- 
ment eers for such a depth, and yet gentlemensay ‘‘let these en- 
gineers have control of the work.’’ is, too, sir, in face of the fact 
that their ten years’ effort leaves the bar at just the same depth it was 
when they commenced it. The million and a half dollars expended by 
them has been thrown away—sunk out of view on the bar, dissipated 
at the bar—drank up as it were. 

But it is not Galveston nor the great State of Texas that is alone 
interested in the opening of a 30-foot channel. Turn to your maps, 
sir, and you will see that Galveston is the natural outlet for that vast 
mining, grain-growing, stock-raising area of the Union west of the one 
hundredth parallel. I do not except any part of that vast region east 
of the Sierra Nevadas, and I would include the wheat lands of Cali- 
fornia also if we had the proper harbor accommodations. Our railroad 
connections extend even to them. Galveston is the natural outlet for 
all the exports of that area. Both time and money would be saved in 
the ba poe of California wheat if we had a 30-foot channel through our 
bar. Iowa, Nebraska, and Kansas and the Territories to the west of 
them are as much interested in this improvement as Texas is. The 

ning of such a channel would benefit not Galveston alone, but also 
Chicago and Saint Paul, Detroitand Milwaukee, Saint Louis and Kan- 
sas City, Omaha and Denver, Shreveport and Vicksburg, Little Rock and 
Memphis, and a hundred other thriving young cities of the great North- 
west and Southwest. 

Our railroad connections extend to all of these. We will reach out 
and grasp with hooks of steel a half of a continent; and not content 
with domestic trade bonds alone, we extend our lines into the heart of 
Mexico by four different routes, namely, via Matamoras, Laredo, Pie- 
dras Negras, and El Paso, besides two lines of steamers to the Mexican 
ports of Vera Cruz, Tuxpan, and Tampico. All the vast trade that 
will be developed with Mexico by Galveston enterprise must come over 
these routes, and make that city the chief port of export and import 
for that new India—that country of untold wealth. Sir, I beg to say 
that these are not my own views alone; a recent official report of the 
Bureau of Statistics sets this forth very clearly. I will quote a few 
passages from it: 4 
The completion of the Mexican National and of the Mexican International 
Po en a peel hey egg Cho 
the harbor of Galveston for the facilities of —— ee il 

In a recent of this office in to commerce between the United 
States and Mexico it was shown that the trade between the two contiguous 
countries will r be carried on chiefly over railroads. This appears evi- 
dent from the following considerati nine-tenths das the population of 

on 


ions; First, 

Mexico reside on the high table-lands, where are carried chief agricultural 
and mining industries of the country. Second, the hot, unhealthy belt of land 
along the f coast (tierra caliente) is repellant to foreign commerce. Third, there 
is no port of Mexico on the Gulf north of Vera Cruz at which vessels can enter 
when draw over ten feet of water, and south of that point there is no harbor 
at which vessels can enter when drawing over twelve to fifteen feet of water. 

enter the-barbor of Vera Cruz, but at 
that point are obliged to load and unload by means of lighters while lying half 
a mile from the shore. 


For these reasons it is apparent that upos the completion of the improvement 
2 to be made at the entrance to veston 


Vessels of slope fhe feet — p ma 


this probable commercial development is of course a matter which can ony be 
ons 


governing Se commercial relations between the United States and Mexico in- 
troduced by the construction of 
This view is fully su by many of the best railroad men in the 


country, and by the boards of trade of the leading cities of the great, 
West, all of which look to Mexico as a rich field for commercial enter- 
prise and to Galveston as the entrepôt of the trade. 

The following from the same report corroborates my statement in re- 
gard to the comparative extent and iniportance of the area of country 
which may be subserved by the port of Galveston: 


The entire territory of which Galveston would become the nearest and most 
accessible first-class seaport, namely, the States of Texas, Kansas, and Colorado, 
the Indian Territory, and the Territories of New Mexico and Arizona, with 
parts of contiguous States and Territories, has an area of about 797,000 Me si 
miles. This is equal to the aggregate area of the New England States, New ork, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, Ohio, Indi Hli- 
nois, Michigan, Wisconsin, North Carolina, Kentuel „Tennessee, Iowa, Min- 
nesota, Nebraska, the aggregate popoio of which States in the year 1850 was 
85,756,780, as against a 8 of only about 3,000,000 within the area referred 
to as being em within the range of the commercial enterprise of Galves- 
ton under the favoring condition of a first-class harbor. 

The area of which Galveston would thus become the nearest and most acces- 
sible seaport is also equal to the aggregate area of Great Britain and Ireland, 
France, in, Italy, and the German Empire, the total population of which 
countries is about 163,000,000, and is fully equal to those countries in the extent 


v. 
parison as to rainfall in this area and in the countries of Europe 
referred to is quite favorable to us. These facts su: t possibility of an 
enormous increase of wealth and of population within this area bed as 
being within the range of the commercial activities of Galveston. Evidently 
the present development of the resources of the State of Texas and of its neigh- 
boring States and Territories are to the possibilitics of such development but 
asabeginning. The proposed improvement of Galveston Harbor hastherefore 
n prospective importance vastly exceeding its value to interests which would 
thereby be subserved at the present time, 


Adopt measures, proven measures, not mere experiments of theorists, 
of proven failures, but measures of successful, practical men, like Cap- 
tain Eads, that will facilitate the entry of ships into all our harbors, 
Thus eliminate every removable obstruction from interstate and foreign 
commerce. Lighten the tolls and charges as far as you can. Offer en- 
couragement to American capital to go into American ships. Encour- 
age civil talent when Military Academy science fails to accomplish 
needed work. 

If you have, under the power to“ regulate commerce,“ the right to 
restrict its modes of business, you have a fortiori the right to make 
its channels and modes open and free. This is all that Galveston asks 
of you in the enactment of your commercial regulations. In this case, 
sir, we want the military power to be subordinate to civil administra- 
tion; surface smattering to give way to solid learning and real ability, 
the pygmy to the giant. 

If the plan of the Government engineers promised a favorable result, 
the citizens of Galveston would be the last people in the world to in- 
terpose any objection to its prosecution. The citizens of Galveston 
have thrown away a hun thousand dollars of their own money in 
that plan. They object to any more public money being wasted in 
that plan. I protested for them against such a waste of money when 
last year’s river and harbor bill was up for discussion. We- denounce 
these Army engineers asincompetent. The public money appropriated 
by Congress has been spent by them in conducting a ten years’ series of 
experiments; and yet the bar, like the flag, is still there,“ but the 
jetty is nowhere. No one knows how much money the present works 
would cost or-the time it would involve. 

Mr. Chairman, I want this House distinctly to understand that itis 
admitted by the the highest of your engineer officers that if the so- called 
north and south jetties should ever be finished on the Galveston Bar 
according to the official plans the channel contemplated would not, 
even with theaid of auxiliary works, obtain a greater depth than eight- 
een fect. This is the depth gravely proposed by your Army engineers, 
in face of the fact that the class of steam~vessels now engaged in our cot- 
ton trade draw from sixteen to eighteen feet in ballast. Out upon such 
incompetence and absurdity. 

Iwill not discuss the engineering questions involved in thesubmerged 
jetty system that has failed, or in the Eads jetty system that has been 
successful beyond promise, I will merely say that the latter system 
was invented—yes, I think I may justly say ‘‘invented’’—by Mr. Eads, 
who, if not the most distingnished engineer of the age, takes equal 
rank with the most distinguished. By that system a pathway has 
been opened to the Great Eastern where a few years ago an ordinary 
coaster would have grounded on mud-banks. When the Galveston 


system of jetties was being planned Mr. Eads was in construct- 
ing the Mississippi jetties. Without exception—I think I may say 
without exception—all the Army engineers who had anything to do with 


the Galveston Bar plan were unanimous not merely in opinion, but 
in positive assertion, that Mr. Eads’s work must prove a total failure. 
They insisted that any improvement made at the mouth of the Missis- 
sippi River under the Eads plan would prove very temporary. There 
was no end of scientific argument pointing to the result. But Mr. Eads 
knew what he was doing. He was not conducting an experiment. On 
the contary, he knew he was right, and that his detractors were as ig- 
norant of the real science of jetty construction as they were of the true 
theory of tide action on riparian deposits. He was willing to borrow the 
money to construct hisjetties, and to have payment by the Government 
contingent on the successful results of his skill and labor, even to the 
smallest detail. The fame of his great engineering feat is now world- 
wide. Twocontinentsareeagertoemploy him. His success is as brill- 
iant as the failure of the Army engineers at Galveston is complete, 

At the request of the citizens of Galveston, I should say, after repeated 
urging, Mr. Eads returned from Europe to examine the formation of 
their harbor obstructions and to consider the question of applying his 
jetty system for its removal. He made a thorough examinationof the 
bar and of the work done by the Army engineers, and pledged his great 
reputation against any successful results from such work. 

Urged by the solicitation of the people of Galveston and the entire 
Texas delegation in Congress, Captain Eads thereafter ap before 
the committees of the House and Senate that had charge of this matter. 
This was last May. He presented his views with such force and clear- 


ness to these committees that no one who is now willing to give them 
a careful reading or who has read them impartially can fail to be con- 
vinced of the reckless extravagance and the total inutility of the work 
of the Army engineers at Galveston Harbor; whereas his argument in 
favor of his owa plan bears not only the force of sound scientific reason, 

even to the understanding of a layman, but also the 


plainly presen: 
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weight that comes with an argument illustrated by practical demonstra- 
tion and the complete success of an engineering feat that was pronounced 
impossible by hisopponents. Addressing the Senate committee, hesaid 
in respect to the present submerged jetties: 


Any appropriations to carry out the present plans will simply involve a waste 
of that much public money, because those p ns are rad ma defective and 
never will accomplish the purposes designed. é 


* 

To enable the Pa Serre to form an intelligent „ upon the merits of 
the Galveston plan, and to forecast the probable results which will attend its 
completion, it will be important to refer to the general principles or natural 
laws which control the action of flowing water and its power to transport sand 
and other sedimentary matter, so far as laws are involved in the jett; oe 
tem. To enable the committee also to fully comprehend the reasons whi 
Sonda ese ofticers in recommending the Galveston plan, it will be eee 

quote from their official reports some of the ideas which they then enter - 
tained so that the committee may see how completely their plan harmonizes 
th the errors w hich possessed their minds at that time. 

wit the natural laws referred to are clearly understood by the committee, it will 
have no difficulty in arriving at a correct judgment in the ee The 5 Jouy 
. of deepening and maintaining a el across a shoal by 

such artificial works as shall compel the water flowing ores the shoal to pass 
rote Pig a a narrow channel, The principles involved in the system may be thus 


First. Nd er el is caused by the fall of the water from a higher to a lower 
level, which fall is indicated by the slope or inclination of the surface of the 


5 The friction of the bed over which the water flows is the chief ele- 
ment or force to the current. 


both. 
ction of the bed controls the velocity of the currentjust as the 
plication of ofthe brakes to a railway train going down grade without the aid 
ithe Aalen tes the velocity at which the train moves, The railway 
8 a n of the bed are to this extent identical in their effect. 


ye aon eee channel be t as great the friction will be twice as 
.. fact as we proceed, because friction is 
one of the important elements that are totally ignored in planning the 


Galveston jetties, as will be presently seen. 
pomene of water to rt sand increases with the square of the 
velocity of the water. That is to say, if the current be made twice as rapid it 
will be able to transport four times as much sand. 
Now, if we a these simple facts in their application to the plan now 
executed at Galveston, it will be apparent that if the 3 instead of 
being located 12,000 feet a part nee and a quarter miles), were located, for in- 
the friction retardin 


stance, only 4,000 feet ay g the flow of the water through 
them would only be one-third as great. Hence, with the same slope of surface 
from Galveston Bay to the sea, or from the sea to Galveston Bay, the current 
through them would be greatly accelerated. 


8 And as the transportin: ng Power of 
the water 5 with its velocity, it would, with this reduced wi f chan- 
— be much greater, and it would more ru pidly excavate and maintain a much 
ban, oe channel than could possibly be peoured by the present design. 

reagon why these jetties were located so widely apart is to be found in 

the fallacious arguments which the officers Howell forthe pian advanced re- 

the reformation of the bar. Major Howell, discussing in 1874 the a; 
8 of jetties at the mouth of the “jetties will 
vo to be built farther and farther out, not pee Atay but — every day of 
5 to keep pace with the advance of the river ie maa to the Gulf, pro- 
attempted” (at the mouth of the Mississippi 


saa ri Chief Engineer of the Fabel considered the 
Eads plan plan Ane le. It may not be improper for me to quote the 
views expressed by that officer and other engineers of high military 
rank in regard to the Mississippi jetties when they were being con- 
structed by Mr. Eads. 

In 1874 the Chief of Engineers said, referring to the head of the South 
Pass of the river: 


The mean width of the pass is 700 feet, but a less width for the jetties must be 
taken ifa channel way of suitable width with a de of 27 feet at low water is 
to beattained. Assuming 500 sort for this width, 5 en as the width of this bar, 
where the annual accretion of 111 feet is made, is 3,000 feet, we shall, with jet- 
ties 500 feet apart, have an eae advance of 670 feet. 


General Newton said at the same time: 


It is evident that in RS roportion as the cross-section of gar hee the outer 
crest of the deposit or bar es its progress into the Gulf will me slower, 
and, on the other hand, if the cross-section be narrowed, the gs pages of the de- 


will become more rapid. Whether the relative p be in the simple 
verse ratio of the width of discharge, or in some biter ft t is not important here 
to inquire. The essential fact that asthe width of the cross-section d 


the rate of progress of the bar into the Gulf must increase is self-evident. 


What became of these confident predictions? Let Mr. Eads answer. 
He said to the Senate committee: 


‘General Newton undertook to show that, under the influence of jetties at the 
mouth of South Pass, to produce only twenty-five feet depth of water the ad- 
would be at the rate of 2.240 feet per annum! As the jetties 
have maintained a 30-footdepth of channel for nearly five years, during all of 
which time there has been no occasion to extend 1 a single foot, and as there 
has been no indication of bar advance to justify a be at it will benecessary 
— 5 extend them a single foot during the next Bundredt years, it must be evident 
that all these distinguished officers were mistaken. If General Humphreys had 
been correct, I should have had to extend the jetties by this time nearly three- 
quarters of a mile; ifGeneral Newton had been correct, I would have to be at work 
to-day on the jetty ends two anda half miles farther out, where the water isone 
hundred and sixty feet deep; and if Major Howell had been correct, the jetties 
would be well on their way toward Cuba. When the stubborn facta of 1884 at 
the mouth of the South Pass are compared with these declarations, comment be- 


comes u 
That That the entire board which approved Major Howell's plan for Galveston en- 
tertained the views expressed by these officers will be seen from the following 
quotation from their reports to the Chief of Engineers. 
2 Howell says (Report of Secretary of War, 1874, volume 2, part 1, pages 
“The jetties are ex to act as training-walls for the 3 ebb 
chine poe the upper wi to givea 
aaie on the outer bar of from eighteen to nineteen feet, and at the same time 
y confine and direct so much of the ebb and flood currents as may be useful, 


pass overthem. They are caloulated 


thus preventing as 
_— the jetties built up to the plane of mean low tide.” 
737 of the same volume Messrs. Tower, Wright, and Newton say: 
e letter of instructions before referred to imposes the 9 that an 


an advance of the bar a as might be expected 


eee depth of water shall be eee 
condition can not, in the opinion of the boa: 
or by any other known method of Sap rovement.” 

This opinion g the impracticability of securing a permanent depthof 
channel is based upon this mistaken theory of bar advance, 

After submitting his estimate of the cost, or Howell says: 

“After construction, these jetties will, from time to time, require extension to 
keep pace with the extension of the bar gulfward.” 3 

Mr. Eads’s plan of jetty construction was condemned by these scien- 
tists on the false theory that in proportion as the channel was narrowed 
and deepened the greater would be the rate of the “bar advance 
the formation of another bar farther out. And they admitted that the 
like result would follow their own work on Galveston Bar. Following 
the theory of these gentlemen to its legitimate conclusion proves to the 
Senate committee that to obtain the maximum depth of eighteen feet 
over the outer bar, under the plan of the Government engineers, that 
it followed, by their arithmetical theory, that the magnificent width 
of two anda quarter miles was necessary to bo established between the 
two jetties to restrain the phantom of bar advance.“ 

These gentlemen— 

Said Mr. Eads— : 
totally overlooked the fact that the friction through such a wide channel would 
neutralize the effect of the current, an increased force of which must be had to 


secu en literally 
fulfilled by the present project, 


Another important j a le involved in the jetty system was like- 
wise overloo! Tea bs by them the effect of wave — Ein upon the sandy 
bottom of the shores of the pong 


Mr. Eads then goes on in the address quoted from to show this effect 
and to explain the laws that control the formation of bars. I will, 
with the permission of the House, print what he says on this subject 
as an appendix to these remarks in the RECORD. 

The Government engineers admit that their plan carries with ole its 
own elements of failure. Improvement will only be temporary, 
at best only eighteen feet of water. Ona bar this should give a 
sage to ships drawing from twenty-five to thirty feet. What ro pas- 
Eads say as to his plan? Here are his own words: 

I have no hesitation in declaring that I can, beyond all doubt, and within a 
comparatively short time, give to veston as good, if nota better, channel than 
that through the jetties al the mouth of the Mississippi. 

This is not the language of mere theory or experiment. It is the lan- 
guage of a man who knows exactly what he can do, who is willing 
to assume all financial risk, and to ask no pay until he produces the 
results he promises to perform. In short, Mr. Chairman, it is the lan- 
guage of Eads of Mississippi fame, the greatest of American engineers. 
Above and beyond all this he is willing to pledge to the success of his 
work the fame and reputation earned in a long and brilliant professional 
career, in which he has won honors which do not pale before those show- 
ered upon the constructors of the Suez Canal, the Mount Cenis Tunnel, 
or any of the other grand achievements of ancient or modern science. 

Mr. Chairman, is not this a work of national importance? Is not the 
expense incident to its performance justified by the immensity of the 
interests of the State of Texas and the other States and Territories that 
look to Galveston as their nearest port of entry, and as a competing 
point for their traffic and travel? But I will speak of Texas seat 
other gentlemen from the vast interior above us are more familiar wi 
the wants and resources of that region. 

In 1845 Texas was admitted to the Union with a population of about 
170,000; now we have grown to a population of 2,150,000. In 1850, 
our area of improved farming lands was only 643, 976 acres; now the 
area has grown to about 17,000,000 acres. The value of our real and 
personal property is not below $1, 000,000,000 to-day. It is probably, 
much greater in amount, Our agricul taral products, including in; 
crease of cattle and sheep, are not less than $150,000,000 per annum in 
value. We stand in the first rank as cotton producers, In wool we 
will soon take the lead of every State in the Union. Our capacity for 
grain raising, y wheat and corn, is unlimited. Our mineral 
resources are simply eee People imagine that we have little 
or no timber. Why, sir, although most of our area is made up of rich! 
untimbered prairies, we have of pine land alone an area l than the 
State of Indiana, although you might cross our State a dozen times on 
different lines and miss this little spot on our map, not much 
than one of our ordinary counties. I do not mean to belittle Indiana’ 
ed great among the other States, but small in area when compared 

Texas. 

In 1860 we developed our railroad system to the extent of 300 miles; 
now we have considerably over 6,000 miles of railroad, valued at 8160, 
000,000. Outside the State there are at least 5,000 miles of railroad 
connectin, g directly with us, all intent on finding an outlet at Galveston 
for their traffic. We are the banner cotton State, the banner beef and 
mutton and wool State. There is no agricultural product of impor- 
tance that we can not raise in greater abundance than any other State 
in the Union. If you would allow us to make our own commercial 


regulations we would ask no help from the Government for our port of 
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Galveston. We would put in the jetties ourselves; we would sail our 
own steamships; we would send the Stars and Stripes into every sea and 
port of the world, and we would show you in a few years the second 
city of the Union in size, in population, in trade, in wealth, and in ele- 
gance. But you will not allow this; you insist upon controlling our 
port, in taking it under your jurisdiction, in saying what ships shall 
come and how they shall depart. Give us this small modicum of a 
right. We do not claim any exclusive privilege of track; we offer an 
outlet to the entire interior of the whole trans-Mississippi country. Our 
prosperity, the welfare of this region demand that this great work 

no longer be conducted as a mere experiment. Complete it, and 
all other communities under our flag must be advanced a thousand- 
fold beyond all the cost. Thus encourage to friendly industrial and 
progressive emulation the people of the great Southwest and open its 
ports to the granges and granaries of the vast interior of the continent, 
and thus perform your constitutional duty to so regulate commerce that 
no greater advantage by act of Congress shall be given New Orleans 
over Galveston, or New York or other Atlantic port over either. 


APPENDIX. 


Extract from Mr. Eads's address on the improvement of Galveston Harbor, 
delivered before the Senate Committee on Commerce May 21 and 22, 1884.) 


It is simply 9 to permanently maintain between submerged jetties 
any increase of depth, even if such jetties could produce it. It is necessary to 
explain wave action so that the committee will fully understand its bearing upon 
the question of bar advance, as well as upon the maintenance of the channel be- 
tween the jetties. 

The waves of the sea produce no continuously horizontal motion whatever in 
the water over which they are pano unless the depth be so shallow that the 
crest of the wave, when it sinks, wilt feel the resistance of the bottom. When 
this occurs a m of m or horizontal motion, invariably toward the 


n 
shore, isinduced in the water. Ofcourse, the higher the waves the will 


be the depth at which this horizontal movement will be waves 
of the Gulf of Mexico are not high cnough to produce this effect sensibly in a 
greater depth than twenty-five or thirty feet. aves result the friction of 


the wind, and they increase in size in proportion tothe “ fetch” or distance they 
are driven under its influence. The fetch in the Gulf of Mexico is limited to 
about eight hundred miles, and the waves are not, therefore, excessively high. 
Large waves near the shore are always driven toward the shore, for the reason 
that a wind b. off the land can not create them of gan À considerable mag- 
which the waves are 


shore, and the of the wave nearest the land will moye more slowly 
it is in shallower depth. This will cause the waves to come obliquely upon the 
Hence the horizontal or translatory motion of the water indu by the 
land, As they move onward to the this 


„5 


y charged with sediment; a momentary pause ensues 
before the retreat of h 


cause during the momen pause before the ebb sets in the volume of the 
water, w. is one of the producing the current, becomes much less 
than it was when coming out onto the shore, much of it ing into the beach, 


and, re, return current, although induced by the steep slope, will be 
slower and incapable of transporting all of the sand back again. 

In this way the sea waves are N § transporting sand shoreward on 
the sandy beachesof the sea, and where no littoral currents exist these beaches 
continue to grow sea’ 5 

The water which issues from any tidal basin such as that at Galveston, or 
from any river, must struggle to reach the sea through the barriers of sand that 
are thus continually heaped up by the waves. 

Now, as the influence of this action depends upon the he 
must follow that the deeper the mouth of the 3 made the less will 
be the ability of the waves to create a bar in front of that channel. I think it 
would be simply im le that the waves of the Gulf of Mexico should dis- 
turb the sand in the m of the channel twenty-five or thirty feet deep at the 
end of the jetties. This opinion is based upon experience and observation at 
the jetties of the Mississippi River. 

Instead of there being a propriesy in * eee two miles and a quarter 
apart at such a location as Galveston, through fear of an advance of the bar, it 
must be evident, for the reasons given, that they should be placed so as to create 
the deepest channel compatible with the safety of the on es being un- 
dermined, and with due to the economy of ir ntenance. The 
closer together they are, within the limits of safety, the less will the friction of 
the bed retard the entry and exit of the water through them, the deeper will be 
the channel produced by the current, and the earlier will be the relief afforded 
to commerce. The deeper the channel the less possible will be the reformation 
of the bar in front of it. If they be placed too close ther, the channel will 
become so deep that the es themselves will be undermined or the cost of 
maintenance be ine: R 

It must be evident to any engincer who takes up the study of a problem like 
this that these gentlemen entirely overlooked the effect of both friction and wave 
action in the location of their works, and were totally wrong in anticipating an 
advance of the bar; nor did they consider the effect of wave action in determin- 
ing the height of their jetties. In a space of two and a quarter miles wide, and 
but from twelve to fourteen feet deep, with a bottom of quicksand, disturbed by 
every storm which sweeps across it from one side or the other, the wave action 
would be sufficiently energetic to fill up and obliterate any channel which the 
current in calmer weather might be able toexcavate. 

The height to which they limit the jetties must ex any channel excavated 
between m to serious interruption, if not obliteration, by the sands which 
would be transported from the outside of them into the jetty channel. They 
pose that only a portion of their jetties shall be built up to the level of mean low 
wattr, thereby leaving the tide to rise from one to four feet over the tops of the 

rtions where they are highest. 

The jetty e m is essentially a m of conservation of the water and not 
one of diffusion. But, as if this fac: np of overflow were nota sufficient viola- 
tion of the fundamental principle underlying the y system, they actually 
leave iu their plan enormous outlets by which the ral escape of the water 


t of the waves, it 


th: each jetty near the land will be made. (See plan of works in Colonel 

What is kas = fhe Mississippi as the outlet system 
wn on 

most crucial scientific discussion and careful 


ngress 
rejected by the action of several antan negara > committees as a be repay wholl 
5 the deepening of a channel is to be sought. Al 
this decision was arrived at four or five years the experimental plan of the 
Galveston jetties has remained unaltered, an 
should be retained in their outflow to deepen the channel, are 


will have less 
made to come in th: 


quired to secure and maintain the improved channel. They evidently believed 
through these 


through one three times as long to 
ight of the water at the present out- 
‘ort Point and Bolivar Point, to be twelve inches 

that to reach this lat- 


1 
vent not simply the waste of water over „but also 
ringing sand over their tops from the outside into the improved channel. 
General Newton, when ng in 1874 See of jetties at the 
mouth of South Pass, said (see report of Secretary 


gi 
clearly that the shoaling process is on t. 
of 3 — A apa See — 


jetty system to its mouth.” í 

In his official criticism of the bill which embodies my proposition to produce 
thirty feet of water at Galveston, at the sole risk of myself and associates, and 
without pay if we do not succeed, this same officer says: 

Should Congress be resolved to make a change in the administration of this 
work, at least it will be for the interest of the service to await the construction 
of the north jetty, the observations of its effects which will lead to the pos- 
session of facts and data calculated to throw a needed light upon the amount 
necessary to be expended for obtaining a proper depth on the bar.“ 

When we examine the reports of these officers and read the on of their 
chief regarding the South Pass of the Mississip; i, which by his scientific rea- 
soning was to be converted intoa “stagnant di by the application of jetties 
instead of being made by them, as it is, the d highway ofa nation’s com- 
merce, it can not be wondered that he should utter this plea for“ the interests 
of the service,” and declare that they will be prom 
facts and data by which a needed light can be thrown 
have in hand. The want of this needed pn ra in 1874 
Chief of Engineers not only to oppose the a 
securing deep water for the-great valley of 8 but also to a 
hopeless plan to give eighteen feet of water at the chief shipping port ofa territory 
t as as Great Britain. losing t 
time in this absurd experimen 
and the vast section tributa: 


know what every citizen of 
to which they are clin, so tenaciously is y an 
ten years has prod no substantial benefit w ver, and from which it is 
utterly hopeless to expect any. 
In comparing the cost of the jetties contemplated in Senate bill 1652 with those 
which were constructed at the mouth of the Mississippi River for five and a 
uarter million dollars, it will be observed that the distance to deep water across 
the bar at Galveston is more than twice as great as it was to the same depth at 
the mouth of the Mississippi. In other words, the jetties at Galveston must be 
more than double the length of those atthe mouth of the Mississippi. The cost 
of extending works out into the sea to twice the distance involves a much 
one cost than would be at first supposed, because the farther out from the 
re the works extend the more exposed they become, the heavier they have 
to be constructed, and the greater is the danger to the boats, apparatus, &c., 
required in their construction. In addition to the length of jetties uired, 
extensive works are needed to dee the inner bar to create a de th of thirty 
feet to the harbor of Galveston. These works will need to be quite as exten- 
ares and quite as expensive as those which were required at the of South 


In comparing the amount of seven and uarter millions with the official 
estimates for the completion of the works at veston, it will be noted that 
these estimates do not include any works for the deepening of the inner bar, 
Upon this subject the board of 1874 says (see report of Chief of Engineers, vol- 
ume 2, part 1, page 739): 

“ As regards the works within the bay, designed by Captain Howell for the 
purpose mainly of in ng the width of the harbor of Galveston and of im- 
proving the bar at its mouth, the board is of the opinion that nothing should be 
done till the question of the practicability of permanently improving the outer 
bar shall have been demonstrated, and it therefore expresses no opinion there- 
on.“ 

The two jetties which are required at Galveston will have to be fully nine miles 
long, and will have to extend out into much deeper water than those desi h 
by Major Howell. In addition to this, as I have already stated, it is absolutely 
necessary that they be built up, not simply to high tide, but very considerably 
above it, to prevent the sand from being brought over into the jetty channel 
from the shoals on the outer sides of the jetties. 

Colonel Mansfield reports that the south jetty is only built up to mean low tide 
through a distance of about four and a 1 miles. The plans ſor the north 
jetty show that it is to be built up no higher and for a distance of only about 
one mile. It is, therefore, unfair, as well as idle, to attempt to com 


ro the cost 
of this system of low submerged jetties from two to fourteen feet high, and not 
extending into deep water, with those which must, to be 


, extend out 
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into it and be built to twice or three times the a t of the other, for the 
8 8 


force of the waves, whereas 
the jetty now built at Galveston hasno such force to withstand in its submerged 


and is proportioned accordingly. 
— DD 


In proportion as we build the jetties 
of the waves becomes more and more powerful against them. It must be ap- 
olence, to stop them ſrom 


parent, then, that a jetty to resist their ing 
over into the channel, must be TN stronger than if they be built only up to 
feat level of a nag nappa oe t is ere ao — 5 pe be comer io = — 
es properly up to the necessary height, an n wi 
from tho land clear out to thirty feet water beyond the bar, with those neigi 
have been designed by the United States engineers for Galveston Harbor. As 
the tide sometimes rises three our four feet above mean low tide, the jetties will 
have to be built at least eight or nine feet higher than the one now completed by 
Colonel Mansfield 


0 7 
The total cost of this jetty wrongly located, and of these insignificant 2 
tions, has been $1,500,000, including the wrecked gabionnade on the north side of 


the channel. 
If the plan of the Government at Galveston real merit, itis not at all 
relieved by deep water at that 


likely that the immense territory which is to 
harbor would attain the relief sought within the next fifteen or twenty years 
under the present system of appropriating money tocarry on public works; and 
this system seems so securely fastened upon the country that there is no present 
ofits abandonment, Itis not unlikely that ifthe method by which 
the mouth of the Mississippi River has been deepened had been p in the 
hands of the United States engineers and appropriations for it had been doled 
out in the way in which they are voted from year to year the works would 
acarcely be completed to-day, whereas the commerce of the Mississippi Valley 
obtained ita relief about seven years ago, at which time the depth through the 
jetties was sufficient to admit at least 90 or 95 per cent. of the commercial ton- 
nage of the world, while for the last five years the depth has been amply suffi- 
cient for the largest steamers afloat. 
By the pro tion which I make it must be evident that it will be tothe inter- 
est of m and my associates to secure at the very earliest possible date the 
— OPER eee we ee secure; and it is needless to say be- 
fore this intelligent committee that producers in the territory which is trib- 
utary to Galveston rmustannually save a sum far than that which 
it is proposed shall be paid for the entire work. 


Rivers and Harbors. : 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. RICHARD GUENTHER, 


OF WISCONSIN, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 13, 1885, 
8130) making riations for the construction, repair, and 
9 west — 8 on pe buna ands 1 or porn’ 
purposes. 


Mr. GUENTHER said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Having received the following telegrams, petitions, 
and resolutions relative to the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers as a through route of transportation from the Mississippi to 
Green Bay, I take the opportunity offered to have them printed in the 
Recorp. At the same time I wish briefly to state my reasons why I, 
under the circumstances, do not see my way clear to comply with these 
requests. On Saturday last I advocated an appropriation for the im- 
provement of the Fox River, without reference to its continuity with 
the Wisconsin River as a through route. 

Although I fully believe that the interests of commerce will be suffi- 
ciently advanced by incur ato: ary projected th h route so as to 
warrant an expenditure of perhaps $5,000,000, I still think that, in 
view of the opinions found in the report of the Chief of 1 the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors was justified in not ing an a 
propriation for it at present. At the same time Iam warranted by 
same report in asserting that the committee did wrong in not making 
an appropriation for the Fox River, and on Saturday I think I made 
this latter opinion perfectly clear to the members of this House. 

The board of engineers appointed by order of the Secretary of War, 
and composed of Colonel Newton, Lieutenant-Colonel Abbot, and Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Comstock, dated January 5, 1884, say, on page 1915 of 
the report of the Chief of Engineers: 

The board have discussed the engineering features but have not reported 
—.— the commercial value of the improvement of the route of the Fox and 

isconsin Rivers, which seems also implied in the words whether in their 
judgment the interests of commerce and nay on will be advanced suffi- 
ciently to warrant the continuation and completion of the project,” as the pue 
ent moment a little premature; because additional and careful obser- 
vations upon the Wisconsin are ey: to certify to the amount of the 
improvement made, and the feasibility and cost of making the improvement 
sufficient for the wants of commerce along a through route west to east, 

And farther on, on pages 1916 and 1917, they say: 

The value of a water route along the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers, as a means of 
through transportation from west to east, it will be conceded must mainly de- 

md upon the improvement of the upper Mississippi, and the necessity for 

te in prosecuting additional works of improvement is not therefore appa- 
rent, without looking to the further consideration that the cost of a water route 


along this line and its sufficiency, except through a canal along the banks of the 
Wisconsin, are not yet determined. 


Colonel Houston in his report to the president of the board of engi- 


neers says, page 1928: . 

In view of what has been said, it would seem to be sound policy to suspend 
for the present the improvement of the Wisconsin River until at it shall 
appear that the demands of commerce require it. 

These opinions from the officer in charge of the work and a special 
board of engineers prompt me not to demand an ap iation this 
year for the through route, but insist upon it that the clause in the bill 
directing the Secretary of War to cause a further examination, with in- 
structions to report to the next Congress the feasibility, cost, and pro- 
priety of continuing it, should pass, as well as my amendment to appro- 
priate a sufficient sum for the prosecution of the improvement of the 
Fox River as an independent work. The following are the petitions, 
&c., referred to: 

[Telegram. ] 
Mabtsox, Wis., February 12, 1885. 
To Hon. RICHARD GUENTHER, M. C.: 

At the request of many cities on the Fox and Wisconsin, I would urge an N 

132 for the improvement of those rivers as of vital importance to 


J. M. RUSK, Governor. 


We, the undersigned, owners and captains of vessels navigating the Fox and 
Wiseonsin Rivers, view with alarm the doubt hanging over the riation 
for the continuance of the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers,and 
therefore we earnestly petition you as representing our interest in Wisco: 
you spare no efforts to secure the appropriation, believing as we do tha! 

the completion of this improvement will secure to the country a most valuable 
channel of commerce between the Mississippi and the lakes: 

McKenzie Crawford, W. Colvin, B. H. po at G. Coughram, K. M. Hutchin- 
son, Brown, F. E. Waite, O. Cook, Cook, Brown & Co., 


el, II. L. Batis, È 


E 


á 


eter 


M. Beal B. Ellenwood, uc! f K „Jos. Strau H. d 
= wford, Henry hal, A. W. „Wm. Wyman J. J. 
Parkman, John Kinsley 


Purdy, W. B. Steve G W Morrison, J. E Wella B. G. Mult B. Beeneo: &. 

B. 8 . MO! ` e . G. „ D. 

r ells x Klenert Bros., D. ©. 
David Owen 


Turner, Chas, A. Calonius, Hans Z. Tougen, jr., and Chas. T. Dering. 


are Bay, Wis., February 9, 1888. 
e common council of the city of Green Bay, I have 
‘ou a copy of the following resolution passed unanimously 


the city of Green Bay, That the members of 
be, and pron See to useall 

FF.... ents Cine Someta een ok es use o 
eee improvements of the Fox and 
isconsin diate appropriation for the prosecution 
and completion of said work. 


id 
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded by the city clerk 
to Senator ! Ta vine ct the TUNED of OLS AA tee i Re 
KIN, a copy be sent to Hon. RICHARD GUENTHER, who has always been an active 
and earnest friend of said improvement. 

Very respectfully, 


Hon. R. GUENTHER, M. C., Washington, D. C. 


[Resolutions of the Oshkosh Business Men's Association.] 


Resolved, That we deem that the best interest of the coun especially that 
portion bordering upon the upper M . beral 


8 
: 
a 
5 
4 


A. CHEHMAN, City Clerk, 


ap) tion for the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 

|, That we believe when the 8 of the Fox and Wisconsin 
Rivers is completed a portion of the Northwest will be very much relieved 
ol at present imposed by railroads for the m of tho 


Ata meeting of the common council of the city of Neenah, Wis., held 
day of Fe , 1885, the following resolution was unanimously 


“The mayor and common council eee 

deem the im “Ho 8 á i 

A we vement and ca on of interstate commu- 
nication, and especially thatof the Foxand Wisconsin Rivers, of great importance 
to the commerce of the Northwest, and to that portion of the country 
bordering upon the upper Mississippi its tri ; and 

“ Whereas the completion of the improvement of the Fox and Wis- 
consin Rivers, and the Ee interests which haye grown up and depend upon 
the faithful execution of said work as undertaken by the Federal Government, 

that reasonable appropriations be made to aid in carrying on such im- 
8 — to its 2 3 and 4 
r reas we ve that the carrying on and completion of this great line 
of water communication will result in greatly 8 people of the North - 
west from the burdens now im by railroad companies for the transporta- 
tion of the produce of that section of the country, and work a lasting benefit to 
the commerce of the great Northwest, as well as a great local improvement to 
the grt — on la gown Now, therefore, 

s resolved by the mayor common council of the city of Neenah, That His 
Excellency Governor Jeremiah M. Rusk be requested to take such action as he 
may deem advisable for the p of securing the n appropriations 
for such work; and that the matter be brought to the immediate attention of 
our ure and members in Congress.“ 

Adopted February 7, 1585. 


Attest: 


GEO. A. WHITING, Mayor. 
J. C. KERWIN, Clerk. 
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Mexican Reciprocity Treaty. 


SPE E OH 


or 
HON. THOMAS J. WOOD, 
OF INDIANA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 13, 1885, 
On the Mexican reciprocity treaty. 


Mr. WOOD said: 
Mr. SPEAKER: Legislation is proposed in this House to carry into 
effect the terms of the Mexican treaty. This treaty admits free of duty 


to our markets twenty-eight articles, all of which come in free under | Fran 


our tariff act excepting seven, and the treaty removes the tariff from 
these also. Mexico agrees to receive free of duty seventy-three articles 
from the United States, of which sixty-seven are now subject to pay an 
‘average Mexican duty of 80 per cent. of the appraised value. I regret 
that farm products of the United States are excluded, but it is worthy of 
our support for opening a new and extensive market for our machinery 
‘and manufactured Should this treaty prove to be mutually 
‘beneficial to both countries, as I believe it will, it will be enlarged by 
‘another, to admit free of duties our agricultural products. 

4 The producers of food and manufactured goods in the United States 
want to trade with the people of Mexico, as the volume of existing 
trade shows, though it is hampered by high duties in the revenue laws 


of both countries. 

€ Mexico is our neighbor and only divided from the United States by 
asurveyor’s line. She is bound to this country now by a complete rail- 
way system which promises a revolution in trade and business through- 


ted States are developing this country, developing its trade; and shall 
other countries receiveits advantages? If wedo not command it other 
countries will, and our people will regret the loss of increased trade 
through their own work of development. What! Our capital invested, 
a railway built to the capital city of another country for the only pur- 
pose of increasing trade and commerce, and we refuse that trade and 
commerce by unfriendly laws on ourstatute-books? Developing Mex- 
ico with our railroad and by our capital for the benefit of for- 
ee ouian This will not do that by refusing to pass this 


+ The trade of Mexicois not bound to any foreign country, and the Mex- 
ican people are willing to trade with us. What is the advantage of their 
trade? Mexico has a territory comprising 1,224,996 square miles and 
a population of 10,000,000 of people, and is therefore a country capa- 
ble of a large and increasing trade with the United States. Her vast 
mineral wealth awaits development. Hear me while I review the 
tangible wealth of this republic, the greater part of which has gone and 
is going to other countries. The annual coinage of gold, silver, and 
copper averages $20,500,000. The whole amount of coinage since the 
establishment of the mints up to 1875 was $3,001,237,281.62. In the 
colonial period from 1537 to 1821 the amount of silver coined was 
$2,082, 260,657.44; gold, $68,778,411; copper, $542,893.37; making a 
total of $2,151,581,961.81. Since the establishment of the republic, 
1822 to 1875, silver coined, $797,055,080.71; gold, $47,327,383.11; cop- 

T, $5,272,855.93—a total of $849,655,319.84. Total silver coined, 

„879, 315,738.21; total gold coinage, $116,105,794.11; total copper 
coinage, $5,815,740.30. Grand total coniage, $3,001, 237,281.62. 

In the last five years foreign capital has been invested in the mines, and 
the average estimate is twenty-one and a half millions per year, which 
would make $102,500,000 more, making the sum total up to the year 
1880 of $3,103,737,281.62. It must be remembered that this immense 
metallic wealth came from the crudest process of mining and is the 
product of only a few of the valuable mines in this country. The best 
mines are not remunerative under the Mexican system of mining; but 
a rapid advancement is being made in reaching and reducing the valu- 
able ores. Our successful mining system introduced there will develop 
fabulous wealth in the unexplored mines of Mexico. What other coun- 
try on the globe can show such a precious metallic record? Where has 
this vast amount of coined gold, silver, and copper gone? It is not in 
Mexico. 

If this coined wealth was in Mexico to-day it would give over $300 
per capita for every man, woman, and child. The masses of the 
ple are poor, but the nobility are rich. This great wealth pained e 
the nobility caused vice, idleness, and usurpation, until that great 
country was many times torn and despoiled by the ravages of merciless 
armies and hordes of banditti. It was the turbulent spirit of the rich 
nobility, always struggling to rule the Government, and not the want 
of ample wealth, that has kept back Mexico to the rear of civilized 


progress and enlightenment. Where is this fabulous wealth? Other 
nations have it. For one hundred years the old countries of the East 
have carried away her gold and silver, given for the products of their 
laboring people sold in her markets. The United States has been a 
century witnessing this cash market go into other hands when she 
might have long ago called it her own. Will she refuse it now when 
it is within her grasp? 

During years past the trade of foreign countries with Mexico was 
nearly a cash transaction with the latter, as you will see by the Mexican 
export of precious metals. During the fiscal year of 1882and 1883 Mexico 
exported nearly $30,000,000 of gold and silver coin and bullion, while 
her whole trade for the same year was about $41,000,000. Here 
was about $11,000,000 of exchange of products and $30,000,000 of pre- 
cious metals paid and exported. You may examine the statistics of the 
Mexican export trade for many years past and you will find that this is the 
proportional average. Ofthis $41,000,000 of export the United States 
received only about $8,500,000, while $32,500,000 went to England, 
ce, y, and other countries. What was this enormous sum 
of precious metals given for? For the same articles that this country 
is able to transport there and sell. If the history of trade in this coun- 
try in the past is any guide for the future, our agricultural products, 
the products of our mills and factories will find in Mexico a willing 
market and coin payment. 

A cash market for our products isthe best in the world. Our whole 
country would soon feel a new life in every trade and business from the 
steady influx of the precious metals of Mexico, given for the products 
of our labor, capital, and skill. But what is the future of this unde- 
veloped country of which we will partake if we pass this bill? The 
states of Zacatecas, Sonora, Chihuahua, Durango, San Luis Potosi, 
Hidalgo, Mexico, and Michoacan contain within their mountain 
veins of gold and sil ver in inexhaustible riches. These and other states 
contain also metals and mineral substances, such as copper, iron, zinc, 
lead, magistral, antimony, arsenic, cobalt, amianthus, and copperasin 
exhaustless quantities, not mined at all. Carbonate of soda in unlim- 
ited supply is found on the lands around Lake Tezcoco. 

The white and colored marble quarries attract the capital of Europe. 
The alabaster of Tecale, in the state of Puebla, with the platina and 
quicksilver mines, will add to accumulating wealth in the course of 
development. Then there is the full supply of the spices and all the 
fruits of the tropics of large commercial value. What was our trade 
with Mexico before the Mexican Central Railroad was built, built by 
the expenditure of sixty millions of money, mostly advanced and con- 
trolled by our own citizens ? 

In 1880, before the Mexican Central was built, we exported to Mexico 
$7,866,493 and imported from Mexico $7,209,593. We sold a little 
more than we bought. 

In 1883, when this line of railroad was not completed, but in opera- 
tion fora long distance in Mexican territory, we imported from Mexico 
$8,177,123, and exported to that country 816,587, 620. We sold more 
than double the amount we bought. We therefore brought into this 
country over $8,000,000 of coin cash for our products. Since this line 
of railway has been completed to the City of Mexico and connected with 
our great network of railroads from east to west and north to south, I 
understand that the trade has more than doubled, though itis too early 
for the printed statistical report; yet who can doubt that our trade with 
this country is now in its infancy? 

This treaty, if adopted, will give it a great stimulus and create a 
friendly confidence between the people and tradesmen of the two repub- 
lies, and thereby her present trade and increased commerce in the future 
will be turned into our hands. What will we lose br uy es 
this treaty? The loss of revenue by admitting the seven addi 
articles free of duty only amounts to $89,658. We can well afford 
this loss The sugar-planter of Louisiana objects. He has nò cause 
foralarm. During the last fiscal year the import of sugar from Mexico 
was only 1,792,171 pounds, valued at $63,419. This limited import of 
sugar can not be considered competition with the home product. At 
the present time Mexico is not a sugar-producing country. She does 
not produce sugar enough for home consumption. 

If this was a great sugar-producing country, would not the fact have 
been known to the ready capitalist of Europe long before this decade, 
and would they not have willingly developed sugar production there as 
they have done in Cuba, Porto Rico, and all the Spanish Antilles? The 
fact that the Mexican people are short of sugar supply argues well 
against great sugar production in Mexico. I would rather believe that 
with the increased trade which the treaty will give, our own sugar 
producers will find a market in Mexico. What will we sell to the 
Mexican people if this treaty is adopted? Chiefly our manufactured 
goods and machinery. Tools required for mining, wagons, carts, and 
carriages, railway coaches and railway equipments, clocks, pumps, and 
steam-engines, locomotives, iron and steel railway bars, iron beams, 
machinery and apparatus of all kinds for industrial, agricultural, and 
mining purposes, plows and plowshares, crude and refined petroleum, 
powder, stoves, staves, telegraph and barbed fence wire, all kinds of 
water-pipes, and many other articles. 

I regard this treaty as the beginning of a = trade, and weshould 
accept it as a beginning, fully believing that both the contracting 
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parties will soon hereafter demand a new and enlarged treaty, admit- 
ing free the products of the farm. 

I favor commercial treaties with all the South American states be- 
cause their trade legitimately belongs to us and ours to them, as an 
American endowment; and this treaty, if successful, will be followed 
by others that will give us a wide trade with them. The rejection of 
this bill, in my judgment, would be tantamount to a declaration that 
we do not want any of the trade of other countries. It would be, in 
substance, an order to foreign tradesmen to stay away from our com- 
mercial centers and keep off of our business thoroug and the 
cherished policy of two-thirds of the American people, of wider mar- 
kets for the products of the farm, mills, looms, and furnaces would re- 
ceive a wounding thrust in the very house of its declared friends. 

I will not refuse a because it excludes some of our surplus 
products and admits others. I would like all to be admitted; but if I 
can not sell agricultural products and can sell the products of our man- 
ufactories I would sell them, and vice versa. That would seem to be 
friendship and generosity to every industry in this country, which I 
would, with open hands, build up for the general good of the common- 
wealth. 

Amicable trade relations with other countries is necessary; sooner or 
later we must seek the markets of other countries. This country to- day 
is burdened with overproduction. It demands relief by an untram- 
meled outlet to other markets. 

In nearly every department of industry in this country there is greater 
production than consumption. It is a plethoric condition of business 
that rarely exists in any country. It demonstrates the fertility of our 
lands, the industry and economy of our people. It demonstrates the 
wealth of our mines and the climatic conditions essential to full and 
complete production. It demonstrates to the world our abundance of 
capital, capability and energy of our business men, who were willing 
to venture in the development of our natural resources, which have no 
equal in any other country. Endowed with richer resources than any 
other land on the globe, why will we cease to produce more than we 
consume? Why will we not sell our surplus bread and provisions to 
the millions barely subsisting to-day? Why will we not sell the sur- 
plus products of our looms, mills, and furnaces in all countries having 
no manufactories? This people can not stop production now. They 
are too far into the business to back out, and they will goon. What 
are our agencies of production? 

During the last several years there has been a-large import of pro- 
ducing laborers, who have located upon the rich lands of the great 
West, tilled the soil with care, and it yielded an immense surplus of 
the staple cereals. The young farmers every year leaving the home- 
stead to open new farms, raise more than they consume. Inventive 
genius has in the last quarter of a century brought into use labor-saving 
machinery in a thousand forms, facilitating and rapidly advancing the 
work of agriculture. The handiwork of the inventor in the cotton and 
woolen mills, in the iron and steel industries, in the refineries, and 
other kinds of manufacture has caused a revolution in the rapidity of 
all manufactured products. All these, operating upon nature’s rich 
and convenient resources, have given this plethoric condition, and I 
tell you it is likely to continue, for this country is not going backward 
and it can not stand still. 

The cultivated farms will not cease to grow the golden grain; new 
farms will be added by the American boys, and the emigration of farm- 
ers from the old countries will not cease. Capital is always restless 
and best serves its master when in ceaseless activity, and it will turn 
the wheels of every manufacturing industry though it may be idle for 
a season. The great manufacturing plants of America can not long re- 
mainidle. The millions invested in them will not be permitted to rot 
and rust. How will you stop this plethoric growth? Not, I trust, by 
telling men to quit work; not by stopping the plow, the reaping and 

ing machines; not by closing down the mills and the factories. 
That would be business suicide. Will you order labor to cease, im- 
provements to suspend, business to decline until the natural growth of 
the country comes up to the level of consuming its own productions? 
If so, how long must we wait? 

The productive capacity of the farms and the manufacturing indus- 
tries are far ahead of the consumptive power of the country. What is 
the remedy? It is wider markets. Sell everywhere. Make treati 
advantageous treaties, and sell. Sell ourmachinery and manufactu 
good inone country and the products of the farm in others, if necessary. 

o out into the world. Challenge England in all her ways over the sea. 
The sea is for America as much as it is for England. If any law on the 
statute-book forbids this market for the surplus products of our labor, 
repeal the law or amend it to aid present conditions rather than pre- 
serve it to hamper the best energies of the country. Remove trade re- 
strictions and invite rather than repel the trade of nations. Sendaway 
the surplus to other markets and let the farmer’s plow turn the soil, let 
the reaper do the utmost in gathering the harvest. Let the thorough- 
fares of trade be crowded in the movement of cereal surplus. Let the 
wheels of industry turn and send the manufactured products to coun- 
tries where manufacturing is scarcely known and the end. of stagnation 
in trade and plethora of business will come. 


A fair commercial treaty between this country and the South Amer- 
ican states would be the next movement of the treaty-making power, 
in case the pending treaty is confirmed. Our country should acquire 
the major part of the South American trade on equitable terms. What 
is the extent of this trade which other nations, more shrewd than our 
own, continually covet? Take the trade of Brazil, for example. Her 
trade with the United States, England, and France aggregates about 
$110,000,000, of which the United States take $50,266,000. The United 
States receives nearly one-half of the Brazilian export trade, yet Brazil 
receives from the United States only $8,695,000, while England sends 
to Brazil goods valued at $31,092,000, and buys Brazilian products to 
the amount of $29,835,000. 

France sells in Brazil $15,657,000 and takes from Brazil $29,216,000. 
Here is the fact, that our imports from Brazil are nearly one-half of 
the total export of that country, and we sell there about one-ninth of 
the whole value of goods sent into that country. No country can pros- 
per by such unequal commerce as our country has with Brazil. We 

uy of Brazil over $50,000,000 and Brazil buys about eight and a half 
millions from us. This trade could be equalized by a commercial 
treaty. The other South American states would follow the example 
of Brazil, and soon we would be master of the South American 5 
The old countries of the East—England, France, and Germany—do not 
permit a plethoric condition of trade commoditiesat home. They load 
their merchant-ships and order them out to the sea. 

It has just been officially announced that Germany has concluded a 
commercial treaty with the Transvaal Republic. was a com- 
petitor in this treaty, but Germany outdid her. I want fair treaties, 
not one giving a foreign country ad van over us as the Spanish- 
American treaty does. By that. treaty the United States takes about 
sixty millions of dollars’ worth of the sugar and tobacco products of Cuba 
and the Antilles, while our trade with them can not exceed fifteen mill- 
ions; and our loss of revenue would amount to nearly forty millions, and 
our people would not get free sugar at all. Under this treaty free sugar 
coming into our ports would not rule the price of sugar, but the im- 
ported sugars from other countries paying the duties would rule the 
price. Our Treasury would lose a large revenue, and the consumers of 
* would get no advantage in a lower price of that article. 

would not make free. That step would be such a sacrifice of 
revenue that very little, if any, tax reduction could be made on other 
high-tariff articles necessary to the comforts of life. I object to the re- 
peal of the tariff on any one or anumberof articles unless it be salt, coal, 
and lumber. The reduction should be general throughout the list on 
the basis of true reform of the customs laws. To makesugar free is to 
continue the high tax on woolen, cotton, and iron and steel goods. I 
would treat all the industries alike. 

It is said we have nomerchant marine. I lament our weakness here; 
but if we encourage the trade of nations, soon America will have a grand 
merchant marine that will be a competitor of England and other coun- 


tries. Every other civilized country sends away its surplus to other 
nations for barter and sale, and thereby keep their worki em- 
ployed all through the year. 

England sells her surplus wherever she can, so does , S0 


does France. Even Mexico and Brazil aredoing thesame thing. 
country does not. She lags back in the wake of commercial progress 
with the world. Objection is made to this treaty because it 8 
the revenue laws. I do not want free trade. We must have a tariff. 
The question is, Shall it be a high tariff for the purpose of protection, 
or a tariff for the purpose of revenue? How high shall the tariff be? 
I say it should be high enough to bring to the public Treasury suffi- 
cientrevenue. Thatis a pretty high tariff. Our Government requires 
about $200,000,000 of revenue from the tariff. That requires a pretty 
high duty, and while it raises enough revenue it gives $200,000,000 
protection to home industries. Is that not enough protection? A 
revenue tariff is protection to the extent of the duty fixed. I would 
not favor any treaty that would materially interfere with the revenue 


Our country, acting upon the principle of national comity, should 
make a friendly power in Mexico, in whose territory there would be 
no enemy or neutral ground in the time of possible conflict between it 
and the strong nations of the east ever ready for war. The Monroe doc- 
trine, adhered to by the United States, and the restless dissatisfaction 
with the Clayton-Bulwer treaty are going to precipitate a crisis at no 
distant day, and a clash of arms for mastery. In that time it is well 
for us if no foreignalliance be formed with Mexico. My friends, be not 
flattered into insensibility as to this coming issue by our power and 
prestige. It is coming; I tell you itis coming, and I beg you not to be 
idle in making complete defense on land and sea. 

Again, shall we refuse this treaty and arrest our commanding power 
over contiguous territory, which will result in the ultimate extension 
of republican institutions until all the people of North America shall 
know one government and honor one flag? 

I cordially support this bill to carry into effect the Mexican treaty, 
believing that is an important step in the direction of the world’s com- 
merce, which will b employment to idle workmen, prosperity to 


the farmer, the mechanic, and the manufacturer. 
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Rivers and Harbors. 


SPEEOLM 


or 


HON. BURR W. JONES, 


OF WISCONSIN, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, February 3, 1885, 


On the bill — R. 8130) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, 


Mr. JONES, of Wisconsin, said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Inthe few minutes Ishall occupy I only wish to state 
my reasons for declining to vote for this bill in its present form, 

Last year we were told that the river and harbor bill had beensome- 
what increased beyond the orginal expectation by reason of the fact that 
in the previous year no appropriation had been made; that in fact it 
was two years’ expenditure in one. Now there is no such excuse; and 
yet the bill has attained the handsome proportions of $12,300,000. Not 
only that, it begins by small appropriations three colossal schemes. 
Itis said the improvementof Galveston Harbor, of the Hennepin Canal, 
and that of Sandy Bay will each cost about $8,000,000. There are not 
only millions in the bill, but millions yet to come. 

I shall vote against the bill because it involves a greater expenditure 
of money than my judgment approves. ‘The Secretary of War recom- 
mends about $4,000,000 less than is provided in this bill. In my judg- 
ment he recommends enough. 

Extravagance is not the worst feature of the bill. The committee 
have n sanctioned what I regard as a very dangerous practice, to 
which I will now call attention. We employ Government engineers. 
We pay them liberally. The presumption is that they know some- 
thing. Captain Eads would probably call this a violent presumption, 
and yet we have to indulge it. The engineers make their elaborate 
surveys. We pay the Public Printer thousands of dollars for printing 
their thousands of pages of reports. 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors come before us with their bill. 
They make their explanations. Their stereot, argument is that 
this or that improvement is necessary because the Government engi- 
neers approve it. That this or that appropriation is not extrav t 
because it is only 25 or 30 per cent. of theestimate. In short, the whole 
bill is based every year upon these official reports. Those re jus- 
tify the committee when they come before us and they justify us be- 
fore the people. And yet what practice is now sanctioned by this 

bill? 

When the committee put in their bill $2,500 to improve the With- 
lacooche River, or the Choctawhatchee, or the Choptank, or Butter- 
milk Channel, or other rivers and creeks with euphonious names, they 
plant themselves on the report of the engineers. 

Where the improvements are of such a character that the owner of a 
country mill-dam or the captain of a flat-boat could manage them with 
success, they invoke the science of the engi But when they come 
to the great enterprises in which millions of dollars are to be expended 
they ignore the engineers; they send them ignominiously to the rear. 

There is, for instance, the project of the Hennepin Canal. It is true 
the language of the bill would give to the casual reader the impression 
that the work is to be carried on pursuant to the recommendation of the 
engineers. But the fact is that the committee utterly disregard the rec- 
ommendations of the engineers by requiring that the canal shall termi- 
nate at or below Rock Island. This is not the route which the engineers 
approve. They report that by this route the distance from the upper 
Mississippi region is forty miles greater than by the Marais d’Osier 
route. That at the same time by the latter route the navigation over 
the Rock Island rapids is avoided. The engineers report that the cost 
of the northern or d’Osier route would be less by a million dol- 
lars. I quote a few lines from the official report: 

The Marais d'Osier route e these advantages over the others: It is the 
shortest and most practicable line between the two rivers, The nature of the 
country through which it renders the construction of all work upon it 
easier, and hence its cost of construction less. The annual cost of maintenance 
is less, And it is more than likely the expense of extraordinary repairs and 
renewals will be less. The supply of water is the best and better regulated. 

Are we all engineers? Have we such special knowledge of this sub- 
ject that we should reject the only official report we have, and blindly 
commence spending 88,000, 000 for a canal over a route which the en- 
gineers do not commend? Would we spend our own money after that 
reckless fashion? The Northwest may want a Hennepin Canal, but 
the tax-payers of the Northwest do not wish to joinin paying $8,000,000 
to project a canal over a route which must be a comparative failure. 
Probably nine-tenthsof the freights to be rted over such a canal 


would come from the region north of Rock Island. The vast interests 
of the Northwest should not be sacrificed to the wants of any si 
I claim, as I claimed one year ago, that if this canal is to be 


le city. 
ilt it 


should be built on a route to be selected by competent engineers, re- 
sponsible to the Government for their work. If after that tion 
the work should prove a failure, we could not be accused of having dis- 
regarded the advice of skilled engineers and of squandering the public 
money in reckless caprice. 

But this is not the most glaring instance of the practice to which I 
object. The bill contains an appropriation of $750,000 to be expended 
under the management of Captain Eads for the improvement of Gal- 
veston Harbor—the commencement of another $8,000,000 enterprise. 
What do we hear as the justification for this large expenditure? We 
are told that during the past ten years $1,500,000 have been expended 
in improving this harbor, and that it has been money thrown away. 
The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] says that the depth 
of water has been increased three inches, and no more. Well, the river 
and harbor enthusiasts need not despair. At this rate of progress they 
will gain nearly a foot in thirty-six years; and in five hundred years, if 
the Treasury holds out and the Gulf of Mexico is not dry land, the 
requisite fourteen feet will be nearly won. 

Members of the committee have A re upon this floor that thus ſur 
the work on Galveston Harbor has a stupendous failure. I am 
not inclined to quarrel with them on that proposition. They may enjoy 
whatever solace there is in the triumph of that argument. But they 
ask us to take a long leap in the dark to the next proposition, which 
is that if we place Captain Eads in charge and expend $8,000,000 more 
the work will be a success. 

Some of us can not help indulging the suspicion that no amount of 
money and no number of captains can avail to change the nature of 
the fickle quicksand of Galveston Harbor. 

Captain Eads is of the opinion that the theory of the Government 
engineers is superlative folly. I have not had the pleasure of reading 
what the engineers say about Captain Eads. No doubt they heartily 
reciprocate his opinion, and return his compliment. Now, which side 
of this interesting quarrel are we to espouse? The committee have 
made their choice by routing the official and installing Captain 
Eads. They propose by their bill to pay him a salary of $5,000 per year 
to carry on this work, for which the Government is to pay $8,000,000 
or more. Not only that, they propose to pay him a commission upon 
such water as he can cajole into Galveston Harbor, provided it will onl 
stay. It was stated on the floor by one of the committee that in addi- 
tion to the yearly salary this bonus, if I may so call it, would amount 
to $50,000 or $60,000: 

This bill commands the Secretary of War to immediately engage the 
services of James B. Eads. It seems to divest the War Department of 
all responsibility pox we it is to provide with scrupulous care that 
Captain Eads receives his pay. For the purposes of this work Captain 
Eads is to be Secretary of War. Seats eee may 
wholly discharge the Secretary of War. Nor do Iseeany way in which 
the Secretary of War can discharge Captain Eads. 

But I can easily see that a Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers 
of the Government, having some proper sense of the responsibilities of 
their office, might regard it as something more than an affront to have 
foisted over them a new commander-in-chief, even tho he be Cap- 
tain Eads, and even though he wears the modest title of advisory en- 
gineer. Anyone who will carefully read the provisions of this bill must 
conclude that Captain Eads is e by it the absolute autocrat of this 
vast enterprise. 

But thisis not all. The bill not only gives Captain Eads a patent on 
the Gulf of Mexico and Galveston Harbor, but on the Mississippi River. 
On page 39 of the bill provision is made for expending $2,800,000 on the 
Mississippi River. Heretofore these improvements have been managed 
by the Mississippi River Commission. This commission consists of seven 
commissioners, six of whom are engineers. They are each paid a salary 
of $3,500 per year. 

By this bill Captain Eads virtually supersedes the commission, and 
yet the commission is not abolished. The commissioners have the poor 

rivilege of preparing plans and estimates, but the Napoleonic Captain 
Eads is given the unlimited powertoamend. By the scratch of his pen 
the plans of the commission become waste paper. In other words, these 
commissioners are made by this bill the handy and accommodating 
0 0 of advisory engineer is created with a salary of $3,500 
year. Now note the language: — 


And James B. Eads is hereby recommended to the President for that position. 


If such a bill had been presented to Andrew Jackson for his signa- 
ture he would have been very likely to say, in more emphatic 
than I will use, that the ee of officers belonged to him and 
bog: the recommendation of Congress would be valuable when asked 
or. : 

We are told that Captain Eads is a remarkable man. I am forced 
to believe it. If he were not he never could have induced this intelli- 
gent committee to come before the House with the remarkable propo- 
sitions contained in this bill. But for one I can not sanction such legis- 
lation. I do not like to make the humiliating confession that there is 
but one man in America who knows anything about the improvement 
of rivers and harbors. 
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I am not inclined to condemn in this wholesale way the Government 
engineers. I am quite as willing to take their judgment upon this 
work or other works as that of Captain Eads. Itis noticeable that Mr. 


Eads presents no plans, no estimates, no surveys to guide our judgment 
in this vast expenditure. He simply asks for a sublime faith in him- 
self and for $8,000,000, and the work shall be done. But when I reflect 
that he is to have $5,000 per year, besides a royal bonus for his work 
on Galveston Harbor; that he is to have $3,500 per year for his services 
on the Mississippi River; when I hear it asserted that he is also to be 
handsomely paid by the city of Galveston, the whole business smacks 
too strongly of money for Captain Eads, that he should be accepted as 
an im witness. If the committee shall cling to all of the propo- 
sitions contained in this bill I shall be neither surprised nor disap- 
pointed to see it meet with the utter defeat it will deserve. 


Interstate Commerce. 


SPEECH 


HON. WILLIAM E. ENGLISH, 


OF INDIANA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, December 16, 1884, 


On the bill (H. R. 5461) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate com- 
merce, and to regulate such commerce, 


Mr. ENGLISH said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: There are in this country, I believe, some 125,000 
miles of railroad and $6,000,000,000 te capital invested therei 
and I should never advocate that any unjust course should be pursu 
by this House toward these great, necessary, and useful interests. But 
while I am opposed to any unjust action toward the railroad cor- 
porations, Iam equally opposed to any unjust action by the railroad 
corporations. I shall not attempt to enter into any discussion as to the 
constitutional merits of the ing measures to regulate interstate 
commerce, but shall be content to leave that question where it right- 
fully belongs, to the courts of the country. In my humble judgment, 
ae has the right to late commerce between the States; and 
of the pending measures I much prefer the bill of which my distin- 
pa friend and near neighbor in this House, Judge- REAGAN, 

the author. Itis simple, plain , and direct. It says what it means 
and means what it says. There is no circumlocution or ambiguity 
about it, but it strikes directly and forcibly atthe evils that have arisen 
under the rule of corporate monopoly. Year by year, under the fos- 
tering rule of the party in power, the great railroad corporations of the 
country have become more and more grasping and a t and less 
regardfal of the rights of all the people. Having ‘‘ grabbed ” the pub- 
lic lands right and left, in all directions, to the extent of hundreds of 
millions of acres, having fattened and increased at the expense of the 
nation, they have formed great and powerful pools and -combinations 
which plaee the internal commerce of the country practically at their 
mercy; and their mighty influence, outstretching and far-reaching in 
every portion of the country, has in many instances influenced courts 
and controlled legislation, until, arrogant and inflated with unchecked 
power and unbridled success, they have ceased to consider that ordinary 
people have any rights which powerful and unscrupulous corporations 
are obliged to respect. The injurious effects upon the interest of the 
general public of these great corporation pools and combinations is so 
well expressed in the decision of the supreme court of Pennsylvania 
in the case of the M. R. R. Co. vs. Barclay Coal Company (68 Penn., 
173) that I ask leave to quote it here: 

The effects produced upon the public interests lead to the consideration of 
another feature of great weight in determining 5 of the contract, to 
wit, the combination resorted to by these five companies. Singly, each might 
have suspended deliveries and sales of coal to suit its own interests, and might 
have the price, even though this might have been detrimental to the pub- 
lic interest. There is a certain om which must be allowed to every one in 
the management of his own affuirs. When competition is left free, individual 
error or folly will generally find a correction in the conductof others. Buthere 
is a combination of all the companies operating in the Blossburg and Burday 
mining regions, and controlling their entire productions. 

They have combined ther to govern the supply and the price of coal in all 


the markets from the Hudson to the Mississippi Rivers, and from Pennsylvania 
to the lakes. This combination has a power in its confederated form w no 


Committee on Commerce by Mr. Chittenden, of New York, which sets 
forth with startling effect the immense and dangerous power of these 
great railroad confederations: 

This — commenced in 1877; it was then a pool contract between the fofr 
trunk lines centering in New York. It has grown and stretched out its arms 
and increased, just as an English judge said such contracts would grow and in- 
crease, until now it embraces certainly more than forty—that was the last enu- 
meration I had—of the principal railroadsofthiscountry. There is in New York 
city an equipped and o. government. It its executive 
tee of the trunk-lines, its executive committee of the pool, and another execu” 
tive committee composed of one member from each pooling railroad; it has its 
board of arbitration, which is intended to take the place of the judiciary; it has 
its corps of—I do not know how many hundred—clerks, an enormous concern, 
and over it all is the emperor, the commissioner, Mr. Fink, who ercises 
a power for good or evil over the commerce and Bh heres of this country greater 
not only than that of any of his contemporaries, but greater any man ever 
before exerted in the United States of America. He and his imperial organi- 
zation are as independent of the law as it is possible for man or State to be, 
and the Leena = 8 hag 5 these — -A Posted into 4 — Sao 
copartnership and confederation, ka — es of the common law, 
as unlawful and as much against public policy, if we are to accept the declara- 
tions of the judges of the common law, as the Louisiana State orany 
2 similar institution which is confessedly without the pale of the common 

W. 


I do not wish to appear, Mr. Speaker, as mony corporate 
interests, whether it be railroads, telegraphs, man or 
what not, merely because they are corporations—far from it; but I shall 
oppose them now, as I have always done in the past, whenever they 
become oppressive monopolists. Ido not desire to appear as warring 
against any man individually because he chooses to invest his means 
in railroad or other corporations. Many worthy citizens are largely so 
interested. Capital always seeks the best obtainable investment by 
the natural laws of business, and no man is to be blamed for honestly 
investing his means in any legitimate business that pays him best. The 
railroad owner, the protected manufacturer, the banker, or whoever he 
may be, is not to be blamed because he has taken legitimate advantage 
of the partial legislation which, under Republican rule in the past, has 
been enacted to his benefit. The highly protected manufacturer, with 
a practical monopoly of his business, is not going to sell his goods for one 
dollar, even though that yields him a fair p: where especial privi- 
leges enable him to successfully demand two Aman may hon- 
estly avail himself of the advantages in business given him by the law, 
and at the same time recognize the injustice of that law. The evil in 
these cases is not so much with the individual benefited by the law as 
with the law itself and the people’s tatives who make the law: 

As for myself, in my course upon this floor, I have always endeavored 
to faithfully out the pledge I made tomy constituents in my speech 
of acceptance, when unanimously nominated for Congress by the De- 
mocracy of the seventh Congressional district of Indiana. In referring 
to what my course would be if elected to Congress, I used these words: 


When questions arise with the interests of grasping corporations or privil 


classes on the one hand and the people on the o vou will find me on the side 


of the ple every time. This was my platform as your representative in the 
last In house of representatives, and this shall be my platformas your rep- 
resentative in the next United States House of Representatives. : 


And in view of that pledge I challenge the production of one vote of 
mine here that has not been in accord with it, or that was notright and 
just and for the best interests of my constituents. And in this connection 
I have been glad at every opportunity to vote to forfeit the ou 
land ts heretofore improperly made to these rapacious cor- 
porations. I shall ever advocate the return of these millions of acres 
to the public domain, where they rightfully belong, and I was pleased 
to vote at the last session for the bill to amend the pre-emption laws 
with the amendment of my colleague Judge HOLMAN, providing that 
the public lands shall be henceforth reserved for actual settlers only: 
I had the honor also to vote last session for a bill which I still hope to 
see become the law - the bill toamend the Pacific Railroad act, and com- 
pel that giant corporation to pay over to the Government that which of 
right belongs to it. Mr. Speaker, I am glad to let the light of day shine 
upon any vote that I have recorded here. I have ever been presentin 
my seat voting upon all important measures, and I have always voted 

inst increased nditures and increased appropriations, and have 
favored their reduction at every opportunity. 

Ihave opposed the riverand harbor bill and the educational bill, both 
of which in my opinion take millions upon millions of dollars from the 
Treasury without justification. I have supported every proposition 
here to better the condition of the laboring classes. I favored the bill 
to establish a bureau of labor statistics, and the bill to prevent the im- 
portation of foreign-contract labor into the country, as well as the bill 
to secure to working men the benefits of the eight-hour law, which has in 
many instances been persistently violated by Government officials. I 
have voted for all propositions to pension the Union soldier and his fam- 
ily, or to increase their pensions, and have voted at every opportunity 


if | to take up and pass the Mexican pension bill, with every amendment 


thereto in behalf of the Union soldier and his widow and chi 
These votes I know are approved by my constituents ess of A 


8 „„ have violated the 
gave when nomi and that my course in Congress 
offense. | meets with their a 7 
And in direct connection with this subject of railroad pools I desire 
to read 9. brief extract from the able argument made, hefore the 


bation, it is only necessary to call attention to 
t which was 


the resolution of unanimously adopted at the 


last, Democratic Congressional. convention held in my district, and be- 
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fore which for personal and business reasons I declined to be a candi- 
date for renomination. It was as follows: 
That we cordially a of the action of the House of Represent- 

8 United States in 4 FFC 
bony to wia pores 5 for re-election, and we unqualifiedly ex- 
press our confidence in him as a representative, 

That my vote in favor of this bill will meet with equal approbation 
at their hands I donot for a moment doubt. Mr. Speaker, Sauk Sse 

bill has its defects is not unlikely, but in my humble ju 

ment it is far preferable to the bill proposed by the committee. 
creates no new offices, a caine commissions, but 9 coe 
recting the evils from people are ina 
forward and business-like manner. Itsintentions are plain, its methods 
are direct and simple. I believe it to be fair and just to the railroads 
and fair and just to the ic, Did I not so believe it to be equally 
just to both I should not give it my Support. But feeling that it is for 
the best interests of the ee ee with pleasure record my vote 
in favor of the passage of the 


Pensions. 


SPE E OH 


H ON. WILLIAM E. ENGLISH, 


OF INDIANA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, December 10, 1884, 
77777700. NEEE ETTA 


Mr. ENGLISH said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The soldier who applies for this relief is one of my 
constituents and is a citizen of Indianapolis, where I reside. 
And in this connection I desire to say to my esteemed friend from Vir- 

[Mr. GEORGE D. WISE] that in his speech against this bill at the 
session of last ee night he unintentionally misrepresented my col- 
league from the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions [Mr. erent Thisapplicant has never resided in my colleague's 
district, and he has no personal acquaintance with him idly tga aa 
terest in his success. Nor have Lany personal interest in this bill 
than that the right shall prevail. 

This bill was o par como by my ecessor on this floor, 
and this applicant sure 4 itical follower, but is an ardent oppo- 
nent of the party to which ong, and was equally ardent in his op- 
position to my election to Congress. But I do not allow political pref- 
erences to stand in the way when a gallant soldier’s pension is to be 
considered. I am first, last, and all the time in favor of granting the 


ion, is manifestly too small. Let us not be niggardly with the one- 

armed and one-legged heroes who are still left with us. e eee 
I had the honor to introduce a bill in this House upon this subject 
which I still hope to see become the law (H. R. TT). tt provides 
that those who have lost an arm ora leg shall be given a pension of 
$50 per month, and those who lost both an arm and a leg shall be given 
$100 per month. 

I understand that this is a larger pension than has ever been previ- 
ously proposed for this class of pensioners, and I know that it has been 
t | intimated that I am disposed to be a little too liberal in this matter, 
but I prefer to err on the side of liberality in this regard rather than 
run the risk of doing too little. And in this bill now before us I be- 
lieve the amountallowed ought in justice to this claimant to beincreased 
to $50a month. It is the duty of the Government to extend every 
possible aid to these crippled and maimed veterans, left helpless and 
dependent as a result of their sacrifices for the perpetuity of the Union. 
They are the nation’s * deserving of every care, and should never 
be allowed to know want o ury. And, Mr. Speaker, I hold that 
this course should be tose by the Government to all its dependent 
defenders who have become disabled from any cause iene ee re 
is not the result of their own gross an 


Nich allt the 
the Union soldier and his widow 


I am glad of the opportunity to vote for the pensioning of both the 
Mexican and the Union soldier. They both deserve it, and it should 
be promptly and cheerfully granted them, and I most cordially ap- 
prove the Senate amendments which increase the pensions of the widows 
and minor children of the Union soldier from $8 to $12, and which 
provide that the widows and minor children of the pensioned soldier 
shall be entitled to a pension without being required to show that his 
death was actually due to his service inthe Army. However, in this 
short from my argument in behalf of my disabled constitu- 
ent, I shall not beani inthe short time allowed me, to take up all these 
amendments in be of the Union soldier and fully discuss them, but 
they are all in the line of justice and ri t, and I shall content myself 
with merely incorporating them here without further comment other 
than to say that I warmly approve them all. They are as follows: 


(15) Src. ri bire every person specified in the several classes enumerated in 
the Revised Statutes of See United States, and the amendments 
N pinera in the military or naval service, as mentioned in said sec- 
tion, for the period 5 erer months 9 war of the rebellion, and has an 
honorable , and who is or shall become disabled from an 
cause not the 8 n eghen e aren essness, 8 vt 
cious habits, and shall also be my taripa ebe his. own labor for support, shal 
upon making due proof of the ms as may be pre- 
scribed by the p prope: authority, be placed upon ong list of pensioners of the the 
United States, be entitled 33 9 a 3 mani. the continuance of 
such disability at a rate propo and such pension 
shall commence at the date of fling a an 1a pea ta ion therefor. The hi hest rate 
of pension granted under this section, which shall be for total inca ity » 
form any manual labor, shall be $24, Which is A. Tha made divisible u 
basis for any less degree of disability: hat no person enti 28 
receiving an invalid pension under existing laws, or 1 15 2 mer be hereafter 


in the interest 


enacted, ae We for disabilities E Aana PA he military or naval 
fullest pension to every deserving soldier. I have so voted at every | service che U a States, and in line of duty, that provided fi 
oj ity, and shall continue so to do. I only know in this case that once cil reiva tee DAAA ot tee okt but any han that provided or 


claimant was a gallant soldier in the hour that tried men’s souls. 
I only know that he ly responded to his country’s call and was 
ever in the forefront of the battle in her behalf. I only know that he 
RANE ADOP OAE DAAN img OIE AR TOE A and that he left 


ome, family, and friends to undergo hardship and privation that the | such 


Government might endure. 

I know his reputation to be that of a good citizen in peace and a gal- 
fant soldier in war, and I shall not split hairs as to the exact hour that he 
22 up his right arm asa monument of his service to his country. 

not whether it was a few days before or a few days after, he was 
formally mustered out of the United States service. Sufficient that this 
disability was in fact the result of his service in the Army, and was re- 
ceived in the line of duty while fulfilling the commands of his superior 
officers, and while he was still practically (whether technically or not) in 
the Government service. I shall not look for far-fetched technicalities 
by which to avoid pensioning this gallant defender of the Union, but 
shall rather seek to find them in his behalf. I know his helpless condi- 
tion, I know his earnest need, I know that he is e of his coun- 
try’s helping hand, and I know, Mr. Speaker, that this bill in justice 
ought to pass. ‘And I sincerely trust that the objections urged by my 
friend from Virginia [Mr. GEORGE D. WIsE] will not prevail against 
this measure of justice to a needy and worthy soldier, And, Mr. 
Speaker, I further hope that it will not be long until this House renders 
justice to every such crippled soldier in the land who isin need of Gov- 


ernment aid. 
I believe that we should be liberal with these maimed 


veterans who have suffered the loss of an arm or leg, and in some in- 
stances the terrible loss of both an arm and a leg. These poor disabled 
sufferers, undergoing a fate in many instances worse than death, must 
know great deprivation and want unless the Government is more lib- 
eral to them in the future than it has been in the past. The pensions 


now granted those suffering under this grade of disability, in my opin- 


pension having an application therefor pending or who shall hereafter file his 

a for such pension, may, by a dec laration over his own s 
any tim — to 3 emp tai d claim under this act or under neral 
laws, — is when allowed, if prosecuted under this act, shail com- 
mence from the d ra cot such election, 

(16) Sego. 9. That all widows or minor children of soldiers and sailors who as 
are now receiving, under existing laws, general or special, the sum of $8 
per month, by reason of the death of such soldiers and sailors in service or from 
a disability contracted in the military or naval service of the United States, and 
in line of duty, shall, from and after this date, be entitled to and receive the rate 
of pean spar mon maa in lieu of said rate of $8; and all such widows or minor chil- 

reafter be fi found to be entitled to the rate of $8 per month under 
existing laws shat be entitled to and receive the rate of $12 in lieu of said rate 


bast Sud. 10. That if any invalid pensioner oned for a disabili 
tracted in the military or naval service of the United States, and in the ino of 
duty, has died or shall hereafter die, leaving a widow or minor child under 16 
years of age, or both, at thedateof the death of such pensioner, dow and 
—.— children shall be entitled, in the order of 


United States, and l receive the rates now allowed law, except that such 
as may be found to — to $8 per month under existing laws shall receive 
in lieu thereof $12 pes month. 

(18) Sec. 11, That pensions granted widows on account of minor children shall 
be continued without limit as to age, whenever itshall ppn that such minors 


on 
3 —— of such ater 


payable to aduly constituted guardia 
eof fd 4 ef = 


lependent parents the fact and 


ent means of comfortable port thant his or her own labor, or the con- 
Sa of others not l y bound for his or her support; and such as may 
. be 1 to a oe — laws shall receive in len 


ESE under rpa S general on laws, includ: 
prea 2 that the e awed i 
that fact shall be of 
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soundness at the time of his enlistment; but such presumption shall be subject 


to rebuttal by record or other ee Tee ce. 

(21) Sec. 14. That no person shall be entitled to more than one at the 
same time under any or all laws of the United States, whether such ion shall 
have been already obtained or shall be hereafter obtained, unless act under 


which such pension is claimed shall specially so declare. 


Post-Office Appropriation BHI. 


SPEECH 


HON. JONATHAN H. ROWELL, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 13, 1885, 


appropriations for the service of the Post-0: 
On the bill (1. R. n ending June 30, 1886, and for other being 

Mr. ROWELL said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN; Theconstantly recurring discussion over the alleged 
extravagant prices paid to railway companies for carrying the mails has 
led the Committee on Appropriations to present upon this appropria- 
tion bill an amendment to the existing law in the shape of a new scheme 
by which to regulate the compensation for this service. I propose for 
a few minutes to address myself to a comparison of the merits and de- 
merits of the present and the proposed law. 

Of the present method of determining the prices to be paid for this 
service it can be fairly asserted that it has the merit of certainty; that 
there is very little latitude for discrimination or favoritism on the part 
of the Post-Office authorities—very little discretion as to whether the 
smount paid shall be greater or less than a certain fixed amount for 
similar quantities of mail carried. Ithasnomaximumsand minimums 
between which the Postmaster-General may select at pleasure, and con- 
sequently offers noinducement forinterested parties to seek improperly 
to influence the judgment of that officer. 

It will do no hurt to restate the method of determining this compen- 
sation under existing law for the purpose of the comparison I propose 
to make, although I may not be able to present it as concisely as has 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr]. 

In the first place, the average daily weight of mail matter going over 
each of the various mail-routes is ascertained by actual weighing for a 
sufficient number of consecutive days to fix the average, and that aver- 
age is the weight to be paid for for the succeeding four years, although 
we know by actual experience that this is an ever-increasing quautity, 
andan consequence we pay on a less number of pounds than is actually 
carried. 

On a daily average weight of from twenty-iive to two hundred 
pounds carried we pay $50 per mile per year for each mileof road. This 
amount diminishes by 10 per cent. and the remainder by 5 per cent. 
From two hundred to five thousand pounds the amount is gradually 
increased, under fixed rules, until it reaches $200 per mile, diminished 
by 10 and 5 per cent. as before. Above five thousand pounds the ad- 
ditional compensation is $1 for each eighty pounds, subject to the same 
per cent. of diminution. When the amount transported, not being 
classed mail, is sufficient to require one or more entire cars for its proper 
handling and distribution, an additional sum of from $25 to $55, owing 
to 8 85 is allowed for each car so used. 

The only discretion allowed in this whole business is in the deter- 
mination of the number and length of cars required; and this is a very 
limited discretion, not easily susceptible of abuse. I do not discuss 
special fast-mail facilities, because these are determined by Congress 
in the annual appropriation bills and not by general law. In fixing 
compensation neither speed nor frequency of trips enter into the cal- 
culation, but a failure to make a trip as provided in the schedule sub- 
jects the railway company to fines and penalties proportioned to the 
failure and the amount allowed. 

The railway companies on their part are required to the 
mails on trains, to furnish apartments in * 
cars, fully equipped and of sufficient size to accommodate the postal 
clerk in his work, and transport the clerk without additional charge, 
subject to the additional pay for entire postal cars, as before stated. 
They are also required to receive and deliver the mail at all post- 
offices not more than eighty rods from their stations, without limit as 
to number—from all of which it certainly appears that we may always 
determine with mathematical accuracy the amount of money required 
annually for this service, subject to be diminished by fines and penal- 
ties and to be increased by the establishment of new routes. 

The new scheme presented by the Committee on Appropriations goes 
upon an entirely different theory. It is a departure from all usual 
methods of ascertaining what is reasonable pay for all kinds of carry- 
ing business, and for that reason, if for no other, it should be examined 

th due caution. On the other hand it comes to us with the approval 


of a commission appointed to examine into this very matter, with the 
approval of the Post-Office Committee, and finally with the express 
sanction of the Committee on Appropriations—weighty reasons why wo 
should not lightly rejett it. ` 

The elements which enter into this new method of ascertaining rea- 


sonable compensation are space occupied, approximately determined by 
weight, frequency of trips, and speed. It is assumed as an excuse for 
increased pay for increased speed and for increased trips that increased 
speed makes additional cost, and that it is reasonable to pay for each 
trip made although weight must necessarily be lessened to the trip. 

The trouble with the theory is it includes the necessary assumption 
that railroads are built and operated primarily for the purpose of carry- 
ing the mail, and ignores every other incident of failway traffic, whereas 
in fact mail carrying is but an incident. The trains upon which the 
mails are transported being primarily run for passenger trafic, their 
speed and frequency are regulated by the demands of this panoa; 
so that ordinarily these elements do not affect the cost of carriage 
ought not to be taken into consideration. Indeed, roads which trans- 
port very large mails, requiring three or four entire cars, are accom- 
modated by being permitted to take one car with each train 
instead of being required to take all the cars with one train, and thereby 
injure its usefulness for business. On the other hand, the 
roads which do not require entire cars, by reason of the light mail, and 
where apartments in express or cars are used as distributing 
offices, usually only utilize the surplus space in cars that must go with 
their trains, and it is of but slight consequence whether such apartments 
are used on one or on all of the passenger trains. Ido not deny that 
there will be some increase of trouble and ex ; my claim is that 
this additional expense is small and out of all proportion to the pro- 
posed increase of pay. ; 

Now, let us examine the results of the proposed scheme. In the 
illustrations brought before the committee by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. HORR] comparisons were made between the present cost and 

e cost by the proposed method on the assumption that the trains would 
continue to be run at the same speed as now, and that the space now 
used would continue to be occupied under the new system, not exceed- 
ing the maximum allowed, and that there would be no change in the 
number of trips. 

I invite the attention of the House toa different kind of comparisons. 
Instead of making comparisons on the basis of present frequency, space, 
and speed, I call your attention to the permissible rates provided for 
in this bill in contrast with present rates. Taking the maximum space 
allowed on roads making six trips per week at a speed not exceeding 
twenty miles per hour, those roads which now receive $42.75 per mile 
per year, and from that up to any sum less than $64.12}, would receive 
$40.69 per mile. From a present compensation of $64.12} to any sum 
less than $85.50 the new rate would be $46.95. From $85.50 to $128.65 
the new pay would be $78.25. From $128.65 to $149.25 the change 
8 be to 8125.20. A present compensation of $181 would change 
to $140.85. 

It will be noticed that all these smaller roads will have their com- 
pensation greatly decreased under this new method, taking the max- 
imuni space permitted, if there is no change in the number and speed 
of the trips—that great inequality is permitted, some suffering a small 
and others, as weight increases, a large deduction, and that the 
may, in the discretion of the Post-Office authorities, go much Talok 
the figares given. But the proposed act authorizes the Postmaster- 
General to cause the mails to be carried on two or more trains per day. 

Now, notice the change that may take place under this authority. 
Roads now receiving $42.75 by making twelve trips per week may re- 
ceive $81.38 per mile, or by making fourtecn trips per week (two trains 
per day, including Sunday), $94.90 per mile. Roads now receiving 
5149.25 per mile, by doubling the trips may receive $203.45, or by in- 
cluding Sundays, so as to make fourteen trips, $237.25. Roads now 
receiving $181 by doubling the trips may receive $250.40, or by includ- 
ing Sundays, $292. And all this possible increase is made without any 
enhancement of speed, and on a majority of roads by simply utilizing 
the passenger trains now run and the surplus space in their or 
baggage cars, and this too, as I have said before, without any consider- 
able increase of cost to the roads. The great trunk-lines, where tri 
are more frequent, are secured by the bill like possibilities of 
in compensation over present rates; but owing to the fact that 
they are now paid extra for entire cars used, the possible increase per, 
mile is notquite so extraordinary, except where the number of trips is 
largely increased. 

Still another method of largely increasing the pay above the figures, 
given on all the roads running their trains more than twenty miles per 
hour is afforded by the e requiring the additional payment of 
one-tenth of a mile per linear foot of space used for every two miles of 
speed over twenty miles per hour; a poor gratuity, having none of the 
elements of reasonableness, , as I have before stated, speed ordi- 
narily is regulated by the demands of passenger business, and not by 
the requirements of the mail service. ` 


It thus appears that instead of the present certain and unvarying com- 


F varying rate, extremes well apart, 
which to choose; an opportunity for the exercise of so’ 
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jud I t you, but a like opportunity for erroneous judgment, 
ean. rpa baere, phot influences which in recent times have 
brought discredit upon the Post-Office Department and upon the nation. 
It offers inducements to every railroad company in the land to bring a 
pressure to bear upon the Post-Office anthorities to expedite the mails, 
to work up a public sentiment along the varions routes in the same in- 
terest, and thus make it a matter of personal concern to every member 
of Congress. On the other hand it gives to the Postmaster-General ex- 
traordinary power, power to hold over the heads of all railroad authori- 
ties the constant danger of diminished pay, and so secure subserviency 
through fear; power to bind them to him and his political fortunes 
through discriminating favors without violating a line or letter of the 
law, but in strict accordance with it; power to diminish or increase the 
sum annually paid for transporting the mails, by several millions of 
and no law or authority anywhere to prevent. Congress will 

be slow to vest such power in any officer. 3 
The Democratic party can not afford to signalize its return to admin- 
istrative control by taking so large a risk, considering its surroundings 
and the temptations which beset its pathway. It does not follow that 
nochanges are necessary or desirable in the present methed of compen- 

the roads for this service. 

I have tried to point out the dangers lurking in this new scheme, and 
I may be permitted to suggest one or two reforms that ought to be made. 
The closed mails carried in sealed cars on the great trank-lines ought 


to be weighed separately from the mail carried in distributing-cars, and 
iage diminished 


the for such carriage . This is entirely practicable, and 
it Fonds to me reasonable. Instead of equal pay for all weight over 
5,000 ds when carried in ffice considering that the use 


post- O ears, 

of the cars is paid for, there ought to be a decreasing scale for inereased 
weight, with a fixed limit, to bring this service within the bounds of 
reasonableness and into harmony with othercarrying business. A fixed 
rule ing the length and number of entire cars to be paid for 
seems to me to be desirable. With these amendments to existing law 
we would have certainly reasonableness and correct business principles. 

I invoke a candid consideration of these suggestions, and congrat- 
ulate the House and the country on our escape, through the effectual 
instrumentality of a point of order,“ from the dangers lurking in this 
new scheme—a scheme of possible, and therefore probable, plunder so 
long as our overfull Treasury remains a temptation to scheming and 
unscrupulous men. 


Rivers and Harbors. 


SPEEOH 


HON. JOHN W. MoCORMICK, 
OF OHIO, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 13, 1885, 


the bill (H. R. 8130 appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
8 on of cota public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses. 


Mr. McCORMICK said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The necessity ofan appropriation of money from time 
to time for the improvement of rivers and harbors has long since be- 
come apparent to all persons interested in the business affairs and pros- 
perity of the country. ; 

The question is one that has long since engaged the attention of lead- 
ing minds in regard to public affairs, and to oppose a just and economic 
application of meney to the end in view would be to ignore the prog- 
ress and logic of events. While honest differences of opinion may ex- 
ist as to the amount of money required and the means by which it is 
to be applied, we must all agree as to the necessity of liberal appropri- 
ations in the interest of commerce and the cheap transportation of our 
native products. j 

It is a matter to be regretted in the discussion of so important a ques- 
tion as that of rivers and harbors, in which the interests of the whole 

ple are involved, that a spirit of sectionalism or partisanship should 
3 controlling influence in those discussions, or that any special 
localities under such an influence be ſuvored in any selfish spirit to the 
exclusion of others equally important and meritorious. The only bene- 
ficial result possible to be achieved by discussion from a sectional or par- 
tisan standpoint would be to elicit information as to the propriety of 
the oe agp of money for those improvements which might the more 
properly and unselfishly come from other more dignified sources. 


While it would undoubtedly be fair and just that well-considered 
and matured plans for the accomplishment in a proper order of succes- 
sion, by reasonable appropriations, of those improvements which are 
most important, we should at the same time seek to avoid all lavish 
expenditures without due consideration and the well-established per- 
guasion of their merit, based on proper information, suggested by the 


highest engineering skilland experience of the country. We can not 
afford to apply any haphazard methods here. 

Our system of harbors and water ways is indeed a vast one, and with- 
out caution and care it is possible to sink countless sums of money in 
attempted schemes of improvement, however honestly intended, that 
may in the end prove utter failures. 

In my judgment, that caution and care are highly essential in the con- 
sideration of certain portions of the bill now under discussion. Among 
others I would ialky name the proposed Hennepin Canal project, the 
Galveston Harbor improvement, as well as some of the methods suggested 
for the improvement of the lower Mississippi River. 

It is not for me to say what methods for these improvements are 
best; neither does it remain for me to say they are not of absolute ne- 
cessity; but it will be conceded by every man on this floor that we 
should be informed to the fullest extent of inquiry and investigation of 
their practicability, and that the methods suggested for these improve- 
ments are likely to prove successful. 

In my humble opinion, we have not yet obtained that very desirable 
information in the consideration of this bill. 

The American people will not be disposed to complain at well 
done for the country to promote and advance the interests of agriculture, 
manufactures, and commerce, when they are assured that these interests 
of so great importance are being economically and properly managed. 

If so persuaded, a sense of national honor and pride will be stimu- 
lated, that while millions upon millions of money are being expended in 
a well-devised system of internal improvements it is for the employment 
of labor, the creation of a diversity of industries, and for the conven- 
ience, safety, comfort, and welfare of the people, as well as of all the 
material and social interests of the country. 

Such improvements would unite all portions of the country and bind 
and harmonize all sections and all classes as with bands of steel, and 
thus contribute greatly to make us the most wealthy, | ara niga and 
happy nation on the face of the globe. The natural ties and re- 
sources of the country are already inviting thus the resources of wealth 
and genius, skill and energy to accomplish so desirable an end. As we 
look at the map of the United States, and trace our vast line of sea- 
coast—the Atlantic on the east, the Pacific on the west, the great in- 
land seas on the north, and the Gulf on the south—we become at once 
impressed with the magnitude of the work before us. Truly, in the 
language of Sacred Writ, Deep calleth unto ap but the marriage 
of these can only be accomplished by a system of railroads and by the 
improvement of our vast natural inland facilities of water ways. These 
become the great arteries of communication and interstate commerce, 
whose competition must of necessity cheapen rates of freight and travel 
and thus prevent extortion. 

The general course of our vast river system is from north to south, 
while that of our leading railroads is from east to west, and, as if or- 
dered by Divine power for their good, they are thus naturally 
adapted to form our strongest bond of union and fellowship, based as 
they are on social and commercial interests rather than upon fran- 
chises, constitutions, and compacts. 

The of the United States has indeed a work of great mag- 
nitude before it in just such improvements of our rivers and harbors as 
will most fully secure the best facilities for the interchange of the prod- 
ucts of the soil for those of the manufacturer and for the closest possi- 
ble communication between all portions of the country for the welfare 
and happiness and the business prosperity of the whole people. Our 
resources, energy, thrift, and enterprise are such that no man who has 
a sense of national pride will for a moment admit that our progress 
shall be interrupted by shoals, quicksands, or snags from reaping the 
full advantage of our great natural facilities, 

To my mind far more consideration should be given to the improve- 
ments suggested to secure such a result, and less to the disturbance of 
our revenue and protective the agitation of which is always 
more or less fraught with disaster to the man ing interest of the 
country and the employment of labor and wages. We need no ſorei 
dictation in the development of our own resources. We need not 
told by any foreign power what we ought to be, or what we ought to 
do; but self-respect and a proper regard for national prestige, safety, and 
honor would suggest to us the necessity and importance of an efficient 
protective system, merchant marine, and navy, and last, but not least 
in importance, the improvement of our rivers and harbors. 

Hasty, spasmodic efforts, or ill-considered and poorly applied appro- 
priations of money are not in order here, but on the contrary wise 
statesmanship and engineering skill combined in a just comprehension 
of the nature of the work to be performed should characterize every 
effort made to secure the end in view. i 

The American people, above all others, are disposed to think for 
themselves, and to become the powerful practical exponents of that 
thought in their political action. 

We trust such thought may be stimulated and such knowledge be 
diffused among all classes of citizens on this and allother economic ques- 
tions of national import, so as to place them forever above sectionalism 
and partisanship and beyond the control of the political d. PE 

The highest interests of statesmanship, the advancement o in- 
dustrial, commercial, and social welfare, the prosperity and happiness 


of all the people, demand it. 
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Rivers and Harbors. 


SPE E OH 


HON. CLIFTON R. BRECKINRIDGE, 


OF ARKANSAS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, February 3, 1885. 


The House betig in Committee of the Whole on the — of the Union, and 
paving under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) m ppropriations for the 
construction, repair, and p ion of certain public workhon rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE said: 

` Mr. CHAIRMAN: When the river and harbor bill was reported to the 

House I gave notice of my intention to bring in a minority report. I 

have been unable to write out that report; but in the course of my re- 

marks I will bring before the House the propositions it would con- 

tain. I did not contemplate a dissent from anything in the bill re- 
by the committee, but an addition to the bill. 

The committee made no tes sles for harbors upon the Missis- 
sippi River below Cairo. T proportionable appropriation 
for the river below Cairo as a unit; but they left out those additional 
recommendations of the commission for the respective harbors to which 
I refer. 

It is of the utmost importance to the people of this country, and 
especially to those north of Cairo, that the unity of the plan of treating 
the river should not be interfered with. This is enforced from every 
source. If the appropriations are broken up into disconnected parts it 
destroys all continuous and contiguous treatment of the river. i 
I say, can not be permitted by the great States north, east, or west of 
Cairo. The House knows very well that the river below Cairo is not 
being improved for the benefit of the sparse population upon its banks, 
but for the benefit of the whole Mississippi ey, of which the lower 

is the least part. There are, however, certain cities of commercial 
mportance situated upon the banks of the lower river, and it can not 
be expected that the commercial interests centering at these points will 
be wholly unmindful of their own necessities and rights. 
But the proposition has been brought forward that these ports are not 
harbors in the usual and commercial sense. Te bg e agreed 
to. Over against it I lay the maintained policy in cases 
almost without number. The position of the ee is illogical, 
unusual, unjust, and unfortunate. 

It was only last year that an appropriation was made for the Mis- 
souri River as a river. Before that the appropriations were for the im- 

rovement exclusively of the harbors upon that river; and all along the 
Tine of Congressional action we have these appropriations for the interior 
harbors of the country. 

I consider, sir, that a harbor like that at the city of Memphis has a 
stronger claim upon Congress for attention than even those upon our 
seaboard. For instance, take the harbor at New York. The improve- 
ments there enter in no wise into the general plan of improvement to 
connect the Atlantic Ocean with Albany, while, on the contrary, an 
appropriation for the improvement of these harbors upon the Mississippi 
River—and I cite again the Memphis Harbor—areappropriations for im- 
8 that will in all human probability in due time be links in 

general of the river improvement. There is not a dollar 

Sided nor a lick of work done that is not expended and done where 
epe general river improvement is carried on. It all would be done 
pong in time anyway. The only question is, shall we do it a little 
quicker than we would in the ordinary course of events? And yet in 


~ the face of a settled question and in the face of this peculiar strength 


gentlemen hesitate. And why? 

They say that in due time the general river improvement will cover 
the case. This is true; but this is selfish in our Northern friends to 
make us wait and suffer until we are relieved only as a tardy incident 
to their relief. 

They say that such improvements would benefit private rene 
That is true; but if that is an unavoidable incident in the discharge of 
our bounden duty, should it grieve us? Why should that confuse our 
minds? I know the doctrine of riparian rights and risks. It is sound. 
But there is another question in this case. This is nota river landing, 
where a planter hauls cotton from his gin-house a few hours before the 
steamboat is due. This is the city to which he ships. This is the city 
to which he not only ships, but also to which hundreds of thousands 
of other people in the interior and among the uplands and mountains 
ship their produce, and from which they get their merchandise and 
manufactured goods of all kinds. 


Here are the railroad centers. Here are the warehouses, the cotton 
compresses, the paved wharis, the railroad inclines, and all the other 
needs and appurtenances of commerce. If these are destroyed the peo- 
ple who own them are losers. There is no doubt about that. But is is 
no one else a loser? Is commerce not affected by the broad funda- 
mental fact that it can no longer have a port here? It must either 
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stand in its charges the expense of these risks or else it must go by rail 
to distant ports where stability is found, and of course that makes an 
equal charge upon the commerce. This may suit the railroads, but it 
will not pay the farmers and merchants. Who can gainsay this? 

It is questionable whether Congress would sit still and see a city like 
Memphis, the second city of the South—for Lonisville is hardly South- 
ern—plunge headlong into the Mississippi River and be lost forever. 
As a case of urgency and distress the American heart would respond to 
it. Who would say no? We would curb the great river that we only 
have charge of and save the happy homes of 75,000 people. 

But we do not need to go to this. This is not like a plantation landing. 
The landing may be swept away and the planter would want only a 
landing still. The untouched river bank is all he wants. But here 
are certain great centers, scattered over a thousand miles of river, and 
commerce must find stability there for its assembled needs, or else the 
thousands must pay tribute to less fortuitous conditions. The river is 
but little to these people if they can not do business upon its banks. I 
appeal to you then, gentlemen from the North, not tosee only yourown 
interests, not to disregard these righteous claims, and not to provoke 
a desperate struggle between yourselves and the commercial interests 
of the lower States. 

And now there are two other points that I want to speak about as 
briefly as I can. In the first place I wish to speak of a few engineer- 
ing features in connection with the Galveston Harbor improvement. 
Asis known by this House we propose to throw overboard work there that 
has cost nearly $2,000,000, or at least what little is left of it, and to 
change the entire management of the workat that place. This is a very 
grave reflection upon the military engineers who have charge of this 
work, and there must be very grave reasons for so radical a step. Iam 
one of those who believe that reasons exist not only sufficient to justify 
the proposed step butsufficient to makeit absolutely obligatory upon us. 

The Government work was begun there ten years ago. The survey 
and plans are given in the report of 1874. At an expenditure of sev- 
eral hundred thousand dollars a jetty of gabions was extended from 
what is known as Bolivar Point into the Calf General Newton fig- 
ures it out in his letter to our committee that this gabionnade cost 
$169,000. Senator COKE, in the very able report he made to the Sen- 
ate on behalf of the Commerce Committee of that body, figures the cost 
at $527,000. It isnot easy from the Engineer’s reports to fix the exact 
amount; but I have figured it up twice, and it is certain, if the reports 
be correct, that General Newton is far too low, and I am very much 
inclined to think that Senator COKE is too low. 

It was expected, as you will see on page 867 of report of 1875 and 
on page 447 of report of 1877, that this north jetty would secure the 
desired depth of water there. However, nature has rebuked the dis- 
regard of her laws and the gabionnade is gone. Thereis not a vestige 
of the structure left. This was not due to quicksand or to any such 
cause. The gabions were no account to begin with, and had they been 
strong they would have been lost just thesame. They exemplified what 
is known as the surmerged jetty, a novel species of structure that we 
are largely engaged in and with apparently no earthly sign of stability 
or success. 

I have taken occasion, sir, to read the accounts of all the sea works 
in the world on the jetty plan that I could find, and I have a long list 
of them, and never was there any work of that kind undertaken, nor, 
indeed, was itever suggested that I have been able to learn except once, 
The single suggestion that I speak of was in the course of the consul- 
tations of engineers and others with reference to the improvement of 
the mouthof the Danube. SirCharles Hartley, the engineer in charge, 
stated that the plan of submerged jetties was actually proposed to the 
commission by one of its technical advisers.“ It permitted the very 
force you propose to conserve to be dispersed and lost, for your only 
hope of power is in controlling the surface slope, which controls the 
currents at all depths, and they would serve no other purpose than 
that of dangerous submarine reefs.’’ 

I respectfully refer those who may not have read the interesting paper 
I quote from to page 287, volume 21, Proceedings Institution Civil En- 
gineers, London, to be found in the national Library. 

That plan was adopted at Galveston by what is known as the gabi- 
onnade system. What is a gabion? A gabion is nothing but a huge 
lunch basket that is cemented on the outside as you cement the inside 
of acistern, and that basket is filled with sand, is put in position, and 
was supposed to be irresistible to storms. These gabions did resist the 
storms, so far as being broken up is concerned, much better than they 
resisted some of the other effects of the storms and the effects of tidal 
currents. Being submerged, and the tides and waves sweeping over 
them with a dangerous overfall current, they were undermined. Foot- 
mats did not save them. The conclusion is well stated in the report of 
1880, page 1226, where it says: In fact, the gabionnade has essentially 
gone down below the original bottom.“ 

And so they are gone, and that folly has not even its monument left. 
That would seem to have demonstrated the futility of putting aisa 
submerged jetties, for this submerged jetty was not undermined 
it had the name of E po pee No other name would have saved it 

In 1880 a new method of construction was adopted. Captain Howell 
was replaced with Major Mansfield, the present officerin charge. What 
is known as the fascine system, a partial copy of the Dutch works at the 
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mouth of the Maas, was adopted. But the copy is like Hamlet with 
Hamlet left out.“ The Dutch works are hi These are to be sub- 
m The Maas hassilt to the fascines. These have no hope 
of mud to protect them from the teredo, a most destructive sea-worm. 
And as for gathering sand, our last submerged jetty did not collect 
sand, as t was left ‘‘standing in a trench without sand.“ 
How can this fare better when it is substantially the same shape and 
height? ‘They seem to be repeating in principle, though in a little dif- 
ferent form, the same error that was committed before. 

Over $1,000,000 has been put out on this new work, and the people 
of Texas continued to pin their hope to the plan. That has gone on, 
sir, until it has been projected now some four and a quarter miles into 
the Gulf. All the prophecies with reference to it have failed. 

There were plenty of prophecies of what would be the result of the 
present jetty at the different stages of its progress—prophecies of depth, 
of durability, and all that. I will treat of these more particularly later 
on. The people of Galveston put $100,000 of their own money into the 
work. But after severe disappointments and about nine years of trial 
they threw up the case, and last session the entire delegation from T 
a delegation conspicuous for its ability and high character, told us frankly 
that further work upon this system was in their opinion a waste of time 
and money. 8 

Now the question is, have we enough to satisfy us? But we must 
go further in our examination of the work and of the men who have 
control of it. This will help us to come toa right conclusion as to 
whether one or both should be put aside. Judging as laymen, we 
must be largely influenced by our confidence in the men. I will call 
attention to some of the statements of the engineers, 

You will find, sir, in the printed remarks of my colleague on the eom- 
mittee, General BAYNE, of Pennsylvania, a letter from Colonel Mer- 
rill, an officer of the military Engineer Corps and who seems now to 
be aspokesman in this matter. 

Colonel Merrill states that both the Chief of Engineers and the resi- 
dent engineer deny that the north jetty has yet been located. 

Now, in reference to that I want to call the attention of the House 
to page 1225 of the report of the Chief of Engineers for 1880. It reads: 

From its commencement, April 14, 1877, to January 1, 1880, the Bolivar pier 


Which is the north one— 
had been extended seaward from the beach 10,220 feet. 


Now that statement is signed by General Newton himself, the pres- 
ent Chief of Engineers, who is quoted by Colonel Merrill as denying 
that this jetty has ever been located. 

I can not comprehend, Mr. Chairman, how about two miles of this 
north jetty could be built, running through nearly three years, without 
having been located; nor can I understand how such a statement as 
has been presented to us can be thus solemnly certified to Con, for 
its guidance. Was anybody cashiered or complained of for that im- 
mense expenditure of the public funds in an unauthorized way? No, sir; 


and there was no occasion to do it, for it was on an accepted line. I. 


have quoted from the last report of the board of engi and if you 
will look at their first report, in 1874, you will see that they therein 
make revised estimates for both the north and south jetty projected to- 
ward the outer bar, and they raise Captain Howell’s estimate $635,- 
401.50, making the total $1,759,401.85, instead of $1,124,000.35. The 
chart is referred to as showing the parallel jetties,” and the board 
takes no exception to that location, nor does it suggest any change. 
This report also is signed by General Newton himself. It is in the face 
of these facts and of many more like them, running all through the re- 

rts, that both the Chief of Engineers and the engineer in charge deny 
That the north jetty has ever been located. 

I will call attention to one other proof. Here is the chart with the 
report of 1880. It is the official map of the engineer in charge, Colonel 
Mansfield, with his signature upon it, and it is under these words: 
«Showing lines of proposed jetties.’’ This chart is sent to Congress 
by the then Chief of Engineers, and it is in Colonel Mansfield’s report, 
dated July 17, 1880, just thirty-seven days after the report of the board, 
of which General Newton was a member, and which gave advice to the 
‘Engineering ent to help it to a final conclusion. After it has 
‘been all digested we have this map, which the Chief of Engineers pub- 
lishes with his report and without comment. Yet the north jetty is 
not located! I shall have occasion to refer to this map again, as well 
as to some of the very ample statements in this report about both of 
the jetties. 

Thus you see both of these gentlemen are frequently and in the most 
conspicuous manner refuted by point-blank testimony over their own 
signatures. 

' Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. May Lask the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to give the date of that first statement? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The date is not given, but Mr. BAYNE in- 
troduced it in his here on Saturday, and its general tenor indi- 


cates that it has been written quite recently. 
` Mr. BAYNE. Ithink you will find that it bears the date of January 
21, 1885. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It is certainly in this year. The date of 
the first statement from the reports is several years ago, during the 
progress of the work. 


Mr. SPRINGER. If I do not interrupt the gentleman, I would like 
to ask him whether, in these comparisons that he is making, he may 
not be confusing the inner with the outer harbor? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. No, sir. The north jetty has nothing to 
do with the inner harbor. There is no possibility of that construction. 
The whole argument is predicated upon this plan, and here are the 
lines projected into the Gulfand drawings of cross-sections and all that. 

Now, there is another statement made by the engineers, which goes 
to show how those gentlemen are dealing with this work, and how 
much confidence we can have that they know what they are about or 
that they would ever do any good there. 

This statement is in regard to the width between jetties. This officer 
(Colonel Merrill) says that the statement that the width is to be two 
and one-fourth miles between the jetties is positively denied by the 
Chief of Engineers and by the resident engineer. Wecan only go upon 
the data given us by the Chief of Engineers, through the War Depart- 
ment, and sent here for our guidance. 

Now, sir, here is this chart, indorsed by the final authority and after 
counsel, and the width is given. It is no study“ map, it is not so 
given. Lou see by it that the outer ends are 12, 200 feet apart, consid- 
erably more than two and one-fourth miles. The inner ends are some- 
what wider. Here are the dividers [producing them], and I invite any 
gentleman to come here and take the measurement for himself and 
look at this chart. 

Again, it is stated by this gentleman that the statement that there 
were to be outlets or gaps in the jetties is entirely untrue, that noth- 
ing of the kind is mentioned. He says, I can find no authority for 
the existence of these outlets.“ I will only ask the House to look at 
the printed statements on that point. Colonel Mansfield states in his 
last report to Congress, which was under the eye of this engineer, that 
upon the chart he has shown the line of the north jetty—which of 
course is another place where the north jetty is located. But I am now 
discussing the question of outlets, I read from part 2, page 1298, re- 
port of 1884: 


Upon the chart is shown the line of the rag Se Seal wpe gts mag It is to pro- 
2000 var channel to 25-foot depth in 


Now, take the 26-foot point in Bolivar Channel and measure from that 
back to the shore, and you will find that it is over 6,000 feet out from 
the shore, leaving conclusively a gap of largely over a mile in extent. 
I furthermore state that while I have not seen the chart since it was 
sent to the Chief of Engineers, for our present advanced set of the report 
does not contain it, yet I did see it when I was in Galveston last fall, 
where I went in compliance with a promise I had made to the Texas 
delegation that I would go and examine into their wants. When I was 
in Galveston I saw the proposed chart, and it showed a gap of apparently 
several thousand feet between the shore and the inner end of the north 
jetty. But the statement I have quoted shows it, and of course the 
chart referred to is in the office of the Chief of Engineers and was exam- 
ined by this officer, as he states. Then on page 1414—report of 1882— 
the board says: It seems probable that they (the jetties) must be con- 
nected with the shore.“ Do these things indicate gaps or outlets? 

The next question is as to the height of these jetties. It should be 
remembered that all the successful works of this character in the world 
(of which there are many instances, and some of them over a hundred 
years old) are jetties that are high enough to conserve the flow which 
they seek to direct upon the bar, and they are also high enough to pre- 
vent sand from bei over them into the channel, and to 
prevent their being destroyed by the overfall of waves that would bur- 
row beneath them. It is a great mistake to suppose that mere sand 
is a compressible base. The trouble with sand is that it is a movable 
base. In the report of 1880 the board say there is no more trouble 
here than on the bars of New England, that rubble would easily stand, 
and they give a cut of the shapeit would take. When the foolish man 
built his house upon the sand, he had no trouble about the sinking of ~ 
the sand ; it was only when the rain descended and the floods came 
and the winds blew and beat upon that house that it fell, and great 
was the fall thereof—as was the case with the gabions, and as is the 
case with much of our sea-work at other places; which, however, J 
have not time to go into now. They deny that these jetties are to be 
submerged. Ifyou will look on page 1229, report of 1880, you will 
find these words: 


It has always been assumed that the Galveston jetties are to be submerged. 


And it goes on to say that an average height of five feet above the 
sand may prove sufficient.“ This is signed by General Newton 


Now, as for Major Mansfield upon this point, turn to page 1211, 
same report, This language is dated in July, about a month after the 
board had given its counsel, and is sent to Congress in the following 
December as the conclusion of things. It is by Mr. Ripley, an assist- 
ant to Major Mansfield; and on page 1206 Major Manstield says he is 
indebted to him for so clear and comprehensive an exposition of our 
plans.“ The report says: 

The accompanying tracings show the form and ponton of each jetty. The 


south jetty, commencing at the inner end for 4,080 feet the top, is five 
feet below the water. From this point it slopes up to the water surface, 
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And it never does get substantially above it. The north jetty 

amounts to the same thing. 

` Now, if you want an earlier expression upon this point, see page 733, 
part 1, report of 1874. Captain Howell, the officer in charge, says: 

* They l erged 

DOEA of TDAI lines; be bulll upto the plane DETALAN low MAA, ADIA for the 
greater part their tops will be five or six feet below that plane. 

General Newton concurred in the report of that year that took no 
exception to this, but expressed the opinion that if the *‘ piers proposed“ 
were constructed the depth would be increased ‘‘in an important de- 
gree. Yet these gentlemen tell us that these jetties are not to be sub- 
merged. Pray, when and where and by whom have they been changed ? 
Shall we look to the last report of all? I mean the last report of the 
board. Then see page 1454, report of 1882. It says: 

We advise that the if not w mi 3 in- 
minis eee not wholly submerged, as originally 

And they speak of no part showing its head except the outer ends. 

This also is signed by General Newton, along with the 
other members of that board. And yet these gentlemen in question, 
who are our presumed hope, guides, and support—the ones that suffer- 
ing commerce and a languishing State all look to—they come and cer- 
tify such things to us, as if we would never look up their past reports, 
but would go on suffering forever, and forever sustaining them with the 
people’s ons in wretched experiments that the great marine en- 
gineers of the world tell us are but child's play. It is in vain for these 
gentlemen to talk about this as a mere personal question, when the 
commerce of the country is suffering, or to denounce honorable mer- 
chants as ‘‘mercenaries,’’ or an honorable and eminent American as 
being allied with such despicable characters, when they are failing in 
argument, failing in works, and even failing in statements of fact. I 
have been astounded at these proceedings. 

I have been astounded at seeing a high officer of the Government cer- 
tifying such gross inaccuracies to and so far forgetting himself 
as to indulge in billingsgate and slander toward a man and a set of 
eminent gentlemen who command the respect of all who know them. 
It has uently been remarked with us that this at least seemed to 
be one project where all the lobbyists were left out, much, apparently, 
to 8 and only plain, honest, earnest argument was em- 
ployed, headed by such eminent gentlemen as our chairman of the Com- 
merce Committee [Mr. REAGAN ] and the other able and distinguished 
members from Texas and the eminent Senators from that State, a dele- 
gation, as a whole, that is an honor to our country. 

And now, sir, I come to another feature that has lessened my confi- 
dence in the present administration of this work, and which helped to 
make me conclude that we need to employ some one else if we do not 
mean to mock the sufferings of 2,000,000 of people. On page 217, part 
1, of the last report, the Chief of Engineers, General Newton, says the 
estimate of 1880 ‘‘contemplated the obtainment of a channel across 
the outer bar at least twenty-five feet deep. The last words are in 
italics. Now, sir, there are two reports from the board in 1880, and 
both of them are signed by General Newton. One is dated New York, 
June 7, of that year; and on page 1221 of the report of 1880 you find it 
stated that the project they had been working under, with Major Howell 
in charge, contemplated “deepening the outer or Gulf bar from twelve 
to eighteen feet, possibly.“ No other contemplated depth is mentioned 
in the of the board. 

The other reports are the same way. Where, then, does the Chief of 
Engineers get his authority for making that statement to Congress? As 
a member of the board he has uniformly stated the contrary. There 
is, however, a place where he gets it, and it carries a moral with it. You 
will find on 1214, report of 1880, a statement by Major Mansfield’s 
assistant, Mr. Ripley, regarding the effect of the jetties he proposes. 
He says: We should look with confidence for an extreme depth of not 
less than twenty-five feet.’? This is the only place in all the reports, 
from the beginning in 1873 down to this time, where any such mention 
is made. But General Newton says on page 8, in his letter to our com- 
mittee, that these reports have no other value save the authority of 
their authors.“ He further says that they are without any sanction 
from the proper authority. Is the prophecy of this humble assistant 
of any value“ to him now? Has it sanction from the proper au- 


thority?” Go back through all the ‘‘ proper authority“ the max- 
imum p stated anywhere is possibly eighteen feet. How is 
this to with Congress? What hope can we have here? 


I showed before that the report of Major Mansfield was what was 
sent to us for our e He says on page 1206, once quoted, that 
this rt of Mr. Ripley’s is a clear and comprehensive exposition of 
Now the Chief of Engineers adopts it, and let us see how 
2 to give us oe ev at feet” of water. 
at the chart, which is a part of the report, and is signed b 
Major Mansfield in official form, and look at the text on page 121l and 


following: 
The south jetty has a total length of 15,330 feet, and extends from the 6-foot 
contour at its inner end to the 13}-foot contour at its outer end. Commencing 


at the inner end, the top for 4,080 feet is 5fect below the water 
* * * * * * * 
The north jetty has a total length of 8,090 fect, and extends from the outer 
12-foot contour across the bar. 


Now, sir, here 


ond of the Bolivar gabionnade to the 
We all know the history of those submerged gabions. 


are these submerged jetties 12,200 feet apart—over two and a quarter 
miles—going scarcely to twelve feet depth, and they, according to this 
last complexion, are to give us at least twenty-five feet’? of water. 
Sir, comment is unnecessary. 

But the humble assistant and the officer in charge, even when their 
reports are sent to us professing to be the plan, and that not dissented 
from by the Chief of Engineers in his accompanying report, are not 
„the proper authority.“ Are they proper authority’? now? Pray 
who is managing this business? The board says on page 1229, report 
of 1880, in speaking of these jetties: 

Neither, however, should be carried more than two miles seaward until the 
other has progressed nearly an equal ratio. 

On page 1214, same report, the local engineer says: 

There can be no doubt, therefore, that the south jetty is the important one, 
and should be 8 first. 


Now which has been done? There has been constructed nearly four 
and one-half miles of the south jetty and not a foot of the north jetty, 
unless it be a trial section. Was this according to the plan? Was it by 
authority? 

The map of 1880, says General Newton, page 8 of letter, was a 
erude idea. They had been at that work for seven years. Was it 
still ‘‘ernde?’’ In 1881 and in 1882 they leave out the north jetty. 
In 1883 they locate it, he says, in a different position. Now in 1884 
we seem to have another position suspended out in the sea. Is it still 
crude? I believe it is more crude to-day than it ever was. It is in an 
inextricable tangle, and neither plan nor men offer the slightest basis 
for hope. 

Colonel Merrill also quotes from Major Mansfield and says the south 
jetty has not been completed. This point is important only as addi- 
tional evidence of the kind of testimony we are getting and of the faith 
we can have in the way matters are going on. I will dispose of it briefly. 
(See report of 1883, page 1063.) Here is a letter from Major Mansfield 
to the mayor-elect of Galveston in regard to what it would take to com- 
plete this jetty. Congress had failed to pass a river and harbor bill the 
previous session. Galveston was willing to borrow money and give it 
to the work, though of course it concerns the whole State of Texas. 
Major Mansfield says: 

One hundred thousand dollars will keep the work on through the summer, 
and will effect the entire completion of the south jetty. 

He got the money and spent it without trouble or delay to the ‘‘en- 
tire completion“ of this jetty, and yet we have this unqualified state- 
ment made to us. All of the jetty had been raised to ‘‘ its full height,“ 
except a 6, 000-foot gap. They had concluded to bring the jetty higher 
than any plan had contemplated, and the $100,000 is necessary to 
close this gap.” Then the jetty will be ‘‘ built up throughout to level 
of mean low water, which, as stated, was ‘‘ entire completion.“ That 
is enough of this. 

Here also Major Mansfield states that he expected this to obtain an 
18-foot channel by the following fall, but the only effect of any note 
was the deepening of a trench on the wrong side of the jetty. 

This brings me to the claim now made of the effect of this work upon 
the channel. 

The Chief of Engineers says in his last report that there is a very 
apparent improvement in depth over the outer bar.’’ 

Major Mansfield says, as quoted here by Colonel Merrill: 

The depth of water over the outer bar has been improved so that navigation has 
been benefited to the extent of about two feet, and this has been accomplished 
by the Government works, which consist of an incomplete jetty running from 
Fort Point out to the crest of the bar, a distance of four and one-quarter miles. 

Now, the only way to tell what the effect of that jetty has been is to 
take the depth on the bar at the time it was begun and com it with 
the depth on the bar after it is finished. On page 147 of the report for 
1880 the Chief of Engineers says: 

appropriation of $500,000 asked for is to be applied to building jetties of 


The 
brush and stone toward obtaining an improved depth of water over 
the outer bar, where there is now but twelve and uarter feet. 


Now turn to page 1301 of the last report, and we see that the pres- 
ent depth is stated at ‘‘ thirteen feet,” and as for any movements that 
have taken place the past year, they are summed up on page 1298 in 
the expression: 

No benefit to navigation has resulted yet. 


And on the same page Major Mansfield himself says: 

The depth of thirteen feet at mean low tide in the jetty channel of one year 
ago has been maintained. 

Mr. REAGAN. What is the date? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. August 28 of last year. It is the last re- 
port we have before Congress. Now, what was the original depth? The 
original depth was twelve and three-fourths feet, and they have got, as 
they certify in print here, thirteen feet, which is an increase of just 
three inches. As shown by their own printed statements it is only 
inches, yet these gentlemen report to Congress, and one of them sol- 
emnly says, there is a very apparent improvement in depth over the 
outer bar,’’ and the other one says it is two feet. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the difference between depth at low tide 
there and high tide? 
~ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. All measurements are calculated at mean 
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low tide unless expressly stated to the contrary. The rise of the tide 
there is a trifle over a foot. 

A MEMBER. Perhaps they made a mistake. 

Mr. BRE E. I think they did. The whole thing isa 
mistake. If they have made a single ordinary mistake they do not ex- 
plainit. I willsay that we have time and again tried to get the Chief 
of Engineers before the committee to inform us on the subject, but we 
have never been able to get him there. When we urged him to come 

Mr. WILLIS. I hardly think my friend ought to go that far. Gen- 
eral Newton was invited before the committee, but replied he was on 
a court-martial. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I am going to state that. Last year we in- 
vited the Chief of Engineers before our committee to give us informa- 
tion, and we were put off by some question of etiquette. I want to state 
here, as I understand it, and the chairman can correct me if I am wrong, 
that while we had discussed this question with Captain Eads, the en- 
gineer who represented one view, we invited the Chief of Engineers 
again, and he declined to come upon the statement that he was on a 
court-martial that was sitting in the city. Here isa great national 
work sey in his charge, and a committee of the Federal Congress 
is considering the matter in a short session; we invite him to meet us, 
and we are put off in this manner. i 

Mr. ROSECRANS. He was obliged by order of the Secretary of 
War to sit on the court-martial, of which the hours are fixed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. If it is not a matter of discretion with him 
then itis all right. None of us seem to have thought of that. There 
was no court-martial before. It is doubtless as much our fault as his 
that the Secretary of War was not asked to let the court-martial wait 
a few hours on the wants of Congress. We have tried this two ways 
and during two sessions, and we must content ourselves with the printed 
testimony, which I have mainly gone over. I wish to condemn most 
strongly this whole way of dealing with the public interests, 

Major Mansfield is quoted by Colonel Merrill as saying: 

This structure is a most substantial one, and is not likely to deteriorate much. 


I presume this means that the jetty is in a good state of preservation. 
I dislike very much to have to contradict that statement. It is very 
painful to me, as this whole business is, but I have no right to regard 
my personal reluctance. I hold in my hand the soundings I made on 
that jetty last autumn, being in company with Major Mansfield him- 
self, and I estimate that not less than 50 per cent., as shown by the 
soundings on the crest of the jetty after you get a little out from the 
shore end, is gone. I have the soundings here in my note-book. Major 
Mansficld accompanied me in an open boat; I did a part of the sound- 
ings, and I had one ef his employés do the other part of it, I tak- 
ing down the notes as we went and making a summary statement of 
the first part. Major Mansfield may be erroneously quoted; but here 
are the facts, and they are my guide. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Will the gentleman permit a further question? 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Letmeask the gentleman first when was that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. It was last fall; in November of last year. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I desire to ask the gentleman (as it is necessary 
to know in connection with such measurements) from what surface he 
started? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I took it from the usual surface of meas- 
urement adopted by the engineers. The point is that this jetty is stated 
in this report to have been brought up by them to mean low tide. That 
you find established on page 1033, report of 1832, and the oral state- 
ments also were made tome. Now, I took my soundings at an un- 
usually low state of the tide, and consequently the statement I attack 
has all the benefits of the elements on its side. I find in my notes this 
remark: The pilot says the water is lower than he has seen it ina 
long time.” 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Will my friend permit another question? Did 
you have any means of knowing how that measurement or point from 
which you measured compared with the bench-mark usually taken as 
the low-tide mark ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The engineer who accompanied me, and also 
the marine men acquainted with the facts, informed me that at that 
time it was unusually low tide. The work had previously been a little 
out of higher water than that, and I am giving its present depth below 
a lower surface of water. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. But the gentleman knows that there is a bench- 
mark from which such comparisons are made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Of course I do not question that. We all 
know that. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. This bench-mark is the datum planeorline. I 
have had much experience in water measurement, and there may be in 
such cases a mistake in beginning the measurement from the wrong 
point, instead of taking a surface point or datum plane which has been 
established. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Nothing can affect the practical fact that in 
what I was informed wasan unusual low condition of the tide I made 
this sounding on that jetty, which, as we know, had been brought 
visibly up to the surface of the water and a little above it, and now, at 
unusually low tide, I found points—there were plenty of places even 
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then—where a steamboat could run over the jetty, and Ihave the meas- 
urements here to show the facts. 

Here they are, running ten, nine, and seven feet under water on the 
crest, though the average of course is less. Where there happened to 
bea spit of sand we would find it as shoal as three feet, or even eighteen 
inches; but the outer half of the jetty shows an average depth on the 
crest of, say, six and one-half feet, with an occasional high point. Near 
shore it is well preserved, owing to sand there, and to being much higher 
originally, as shown in the last report, than the other parts. 

It is hardly necessary for me to carry this analysis further. I donot 
believe that there is a single essential statement in General Newton’s 
letter, or in the joint paper from Colonel Merrill and Major Mansfield, 
that is not as erroneous as these propositions of which I have just treated. 
This work is but a sample of much that is going on all around the coast. 
We have made appropriations for other harbors under a species of pro- 
test, for we provide a temporary harbor board, to be composed mainly 
of men not associated with these wretched schemes, most of which as- 
suredly should never have been begun, and that board is to report fully 
to the next Congress. 

Iam a plain, business man, and I try to look at things in a plain, 
common-sense way, and I think that surely there can be no bureau of 
the Government more sadly in need of refrom than this one is. The 
officers are free from corruption; but there is a thorough unfitness for 
this work. There is an easy-going, indifferent, unreliable way of doing 
things that needs to be stirred up and reorganized from the very bot- 
tom. The time has come fora change. The people won't stand this. 
They ought not to stand it. And we need to start a reform here in 
Congress. Weshouldselect proven ability for these works, settle upon 
works with greater care, and then make adequate appropriations for 
them. Unless we are going to complete a work in the right way it is 
a public duty that we should not undertake it at all. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. That is right. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. And let me say here that this should not 
be a political bill, or a log-rolling measure, or a bill to distribute the 
public revenues, or anything of that kind. With due regard to the 
equities it should be a business measure for the improvement of the 
commerce of our country, with neither Democracy nor Republicanism 
in it. 

Now we propose to employ an engineer second to none in the world, 
to supply the Secretary of War with money, and to tell him to improve 
this harbor according to the plans of a man in whom we have confidence. 
We are not here to do anything for him, but we want to hire him to 
do something for us. He can make nothing but his $5,000 a year and 
his $3,000 a foot. He has not the spending of a dollar. He tells us the 
work must be almost entirely of stone or concrete, and he tells us the 
approximate cost. We find it far less than the estimates of our engi- 
neers of cost for an equal extent of inferior work upon the basis of their 
South Pass estimates and allowing the usual per cent. for contingen- 
cies. This eminent engineer tells us that there is not a particle of doubt 
about making the work a success. But he will do it as all the great 
jetty works in the world are done. 

How idle are estimates for the present plan! The work is located 
wrong to start with. Had this sort of work been located right we have 
no assurance that we have confidence in that any amount of money 
thus applied would ever get and maintain a good channel. The sea has 
destroyed all of the north jetty. The tide and teredo have destroyed 
nearly, if not quite, one-half of the south jetty. The bar would move 
seaward if the feeble things were finished, and leave you worse off than 
before. What is your condition now, after vast expenditures? What 
would it be in this line if you wasted millions in this way? Colonel 
Merrill says: It is quite possible,“ in speaking of such work, that 
one or the other [jetty] might require removal. 

The doctrine laid down by Eads is to be sure you havemastered your 
subject before you begin work, and then push it with all possible speed. 
General Newton says Hartley’s works at the Sulina mouth of the Dan- 
ube ‘‘ were eminently tentative in their character.“ I find the reverse 
to be the case. The first work was provisional, but the tracings were 
exactly the same, and when Hartley began his work he pushed out 
upon his lines with the utmost dispatch. The Dutch works of the 
Scheur branch of the River Maas, says General Newton, ‘‘is a case 
where heroic treatment has been applied, with the result of an immedi- 
ate ſailure.“ The reverse is true. The treatment was feeble. The 
jetties were much wider apart than was the cut that supplied water for 
them; consequently a vast amount of dredging had to be done; and in- 
stead of the bar being dispersed by a vigorous current, it was simply 
turned over by slow degrees to be as bad an obstruction as it was te 
fore. They have since imparted energy to the current by adequate 
contraction. y 

Now shall we stop this trifling and give these people a harbor? Here 
are nine hundred miles of coast and not a harbor. Here is the first 
555 State in the Union, here is the first wool-producing 
State in the Union, here is the first cattle-raising State in the Union, 


here are over 2,000,000 of people, $120,000,000 annually of farm prod- 
ucts, $1,000,000,000 of the people’s wealth, 6,000 miles of railroads 
carrying their co: not to speak of adjacent States, and all are 
suffering from the lack of a harbor. The entire territory dependent is 
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equal to all of the New England States, and New York, New Jersey, 
Pennsylvania, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, Ohio, Indiana, IIlino 
Michigan, Wisconsin, North Carolina, Kentucky, Tennessee, Iowa, 
Minnesota, and Nebraska. Shall we give this region a harbor? I say 
es, and I call the attention of Congress to the striking fact that from 
pton Roads, almost at the base of the Capitol, to the Mexican line, 
nearly 3,000 miles, there is only one harbor entrance where a first-class 
merchantman or a well-appointed man-of-war can float. That is the 
South Pass of the Mississippi River. Pensacola is questionable and un- 
certain. 
: Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman from Arkansas permit me to in- 
terrupt him long enough to say that Port Royal, on the South Carolina 
coast, has twenty-six feet of water? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The commerce of that point is so small that 
I did not remember it. I accept the statement of the gentleman. 
There seems to be that remote point which has twenty-six feet of 
water. But take a city like Wilmington or Savannah or Charleston or 
Mobile. They are all second or even third-class harbors; and our com- 
merce must not be compelled to make the long and expensive hauls to 
New Orleans and Hampton Roads. 

Mr. KING. Twenty-six feet of water does not admit a first-class 
man-of-war or modern merchantman. 

Mr. DIBBLE. The Great Eastern only draws twenty-eight feet. 

Mr. KING. In New Orleans a ship drawing twenty-nine or thirty 
feet can enter. 

Mr. NICHOLLS rose. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Do not talk acrossme. I have no time to 
yield for further interruption. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one other point I desire to diseuss— 
and these remarks are much less complete and much less compact than 
I would like to make them. 

I want to call attention to our action about the Mississippi River 
Commission. The bill shows that we provide for an advisory engineer 
Diad So Gee place; wat wo TEMAT ARA BACONA et Wert cater ta 

to the p we 0 of War to on 
the improvement of that river according to the plans, &c., of the com- 
mission as the same may be approved or amended by the advisory en- 
gineer. 

This, too, has been rightly called a radicalstep. N of an ordi- 
nary character could justify us for a moment in taking such a step as 
this, and it is proper and unavoidable that the House and the country 
be given the reasons for our course, I willsay thatitis the result of the 
most mature consideration and counsel; and at a very full sitting of the 
committee, after l and protracted di all present to 
this step except my m Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. I donot 
consider it necessary to reply to the dissenting argument my friend has 
made. It needs no reply. It is proper to say that my friend from West 
Virginia [Mr. GIBSON ]}, who also dissents, was not present at that meet- 
ing. no reply. I can not but hope that had he been 
ee and participated in our lengthy and earnest proceedings he would 

ve concurred in our general purpose. But of course this is conjec- 


tural. 
I will try to explain the reasons for our decision. 
This commission was under an act approved June 28, 1879. 


It was composed of seven members: Col. Q. A. Gillmore, president of 
the commission; MN: Charles R. Suter, Maj. C. B. Comstock, all of the 
Engineer Corps of the Army; James B. Eads and B. M. Harrod, civil 
engineers, and Hon. Benjamin Harrison, now a Senator from Indiana. 
The personnel has somewhat Mr. Eads has gone out, Mr. Har- 
vison has gone out; but I need not dwell upon that. In plain terms, 
they were to take charge of the whole question of the improvement of 
the Mississippi River from Cairo to the Gulf. Their jurisdiction is now 
somewhat enlarged. The idea of a board or commission for this vast 
and vital business was and still is a wise one. 

After long and mature consideration the commission apron upon a 
plan for the improvement of the river. That plan is set forth in their 
first report (Senate Executive Document No. 58, second session Forty- 
sixth Congress, and dated March 6, 1880). The report treats with great 
clearness of the philosophy of the case, and it lays down a plan of work 
in conformity thereto, reciting successful practice. It is not n 


for me to recite the accompanying dissenting report of Major Co 
and Mr. Harrison, for they concur in the general features and only dis- 
sent in some less important points.“ is plan has received the ap- 


proval of Congress and the country. This is evinced by several appro- 
priations by Congress, ting over $8,000,000, which, with the 
appropriation in this bill, will amount to over $11,000,000. I do not 
include anything above Cairo. The people have applauded this; execu- 
tives have recommended it, and both political parties in national con- 
vention have pledged themselves to the continuation of the work. 
Now, sir, what is the plan to which we have pinned our faith, and 
of which we have no reason to doubt. I can best state it by reading 
extracts from the first report of the commission. On page 16 it says: 
It has been observed in the Mississippi River, and is indeed true of all silt- 
panna streams flowing through alluvial deposits, that the more nearly the 
high river width, or width between tbe banks, to uniformity, the 


„ approaches 
more nearly uniform will be the channel depth, the less will be the variatio: 


ns of 
velocity, and the less the rate of caving to be ex: 


ted in concave bends, * * + 


Uniformity of width secured by contraction will produce increased velocity, and 


therefore increased erosion of bed at the shoal 
sponding deposit of silt ALU Den PARAS EL TAAN ETORRA walang 
0 


depth. 
Osiem depth joined to uniform width—that is to say, uniformity of effective 
cross-section—implies uniform velocity, and this means that there will be no 
great and sudden fluctuations in the 
power of the current. There will, therefore, be less erosion 
from oblique currents and eddies, and no formation of 9 and bars pro- 
duced by silt taken up from one part of the channel and r. 
s e. s a * 


zoe eddies or cross-currents, and no 


in 


s * 
The work to be done, therefore, is to scour out and maintain a channel through 
the shoals and bars * * * and to build up new banks and develop new 
shore lines, so as to establish, so far as practicable, the requisite conditions of 
uniform velocity for all stages of the river. 

= * . s * * 

This improvement can be accomplished below Cairo by contracti 
water channel way to an approximately uniform width of about 
* © by causing, through the action of a 
able es, the deposition of sand and other carthy materials transported 
by the water upon the dry bars and other portions of the present bed not em- 
braced within the limits of the proposed low-water channel. The ultimate 
effect sought to be produced by such deposits is a comparative uniformity in 
the width of the high-water channel of the river. 

* * * * 


. 

the low- 
00 feet, 
propriate works constructed at suit- 


* * 
or permeable to such a d 


ions will commonly be o 
eck current to induce a deposit of silt 


These constructi: 
that „ eg will sufficiently 
in selected 

I could cite more, but thisis enough. I will add, however, that an- 
other important ſeature vas the closure of outlets of which the Atchaf- 
alaya was perhaps the most important. It was agreed to at once stop 
the ent of that outlet, but not to take further action until the 
report of Major Benyaurd, who was then making a survey of it, should 
be received. The estimated cost of the first step was $10,000. 

I will now turn to the second report of the commission (there was 
another report the meanwhile, which, however, relates principally to 
other matters), which is dated November 25, 1881, and begins on page 
2745 of the report of the Chiefof ineers of thatyear. In this report 
the commission shows that it has not silled the Atchafalaya, and it 
continues to promise that the initial step shall be taken. Running 
through the whole report there is a confusion of thought, and therefore 
I turn to the report of Mr. Eads, which accompanies the report of the 
commission, for a plain and clear restatement of the original of 
improvement. Mr. Eads, I believe, was also the author of the first 
report. t 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Did I understand the gentleman to say that the 
author of the ins was Captain Eads? 

Mr. BREC E. It is so stated. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. I wish to say that I have known that all along 
since I have known anything about engineering, and it is good sense. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. will not go over Mr. Eads’s reasoning 
about the Atchafalaya, in the course of which he urges most strenu- 
ously that immediate action be taken toward the closure of that peril- 
ous outlet, and says that the closure should be completed in six 
years,” so as to restrain about one-sixth of its volume per annum.“ 
This general subject is also treated with the greatest clearness and abil- 
ity in the report signed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. THOMAS] 
and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ELLIs]—in their report accom- 
panying the Burrows rt. These two papers are masterly and coms 
plete, and no though man can read them without concluding that 
advocates of the outlet theory are among the most mistaken of men: 
There is no proposition more opposed to numberless facts, more incon- 
sistent with reason, or more universally condemned by all classes of 
engineers. But Mr. Eads, in summing up the adopted plan on page 
2775, says: 

The plan of improvement recommended by the commission differs from an: 
other e eee for the correction of the channel in the fact that it 
looks to a recti! ion of the high-water channel by the ultimate narrowing of 
these wide places as the only method by which a deep and uniform low-water 
channel can be permanently secured. , 

The wide places in the high-water channel create alternations of current ve- 
locity and steeper slopes to overcome the excessive frictional resistance., These 
cause the water to be charged with sediment at one part of its journey tọ 


1 
the sea and much less et Boge Lee at others. This creates scouring and de- 
1 the bed, and rad changes in the channel by the caving away of 

By reducing these wide places to a width approximately the same as that of 
the narrow parts of the river the friction is reduced, a lower slope and uniform 
depth will be obtained, and the velocity of current will not be subject to its 
present A uniform charge of current will result from uniform current 
velocity, and the caving of the banks will then be practically arrested, for the 
reason when the water has the fall . due to its velocity it 
can carry no more, and can not, therefore, sour the channel more deeply, by 
which the undermining of the banks is effected. 

Permanence of channel will not, therefore, be secured until these excessive 
widths are reduced. A less depth at low water than twenty fect will not insure 
stability of channel, for the reason that a less depth will result from only a par- 
tial reduction of the wide places. Permanence of channel will be attained only 
in proportion as uniformity of width of the high-water channel is attained, and 


when this is secured the depth at low water may be considerably more than 
twenty feet, but it will certainly not be less. The sooner these places are 
corrected the less will the improvement of the river cost. 

* è s La * 


* * 
There can be no doubt of the entire feasibility of so correcting the Mississippi 
River from Cairo to the Gulf that a channel pth of twenty feet during the 
low-water seasons can be permanently secured throughout its entire course, 


Upon the basis of this plan the commission estimated, on page 2752 
of report of 1881, that the entire cost of improving the six reaches from 
Cairo to Red River, one hundred and eighty-four miles, would be 
$8,226,000, and for the entire river to that point $33,000,000. There 
was no material dissent from this. 
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After this the breach between Captain Eads and the majority of the 
commission further widened. Captain Eads contended for a faithful 
adherence to the plan and doctrine laid down, while the majority of 
the commission seemed unable to realize the fixed laws of nature; they 
never seemed to clearly grasp the problem in hand, and they varied and 
dallied as men often do in controversy and when they immediately 
confront a question too for them, the principles of which in calm 
moments they clearly it. 8 

The very simplicity of the great question seems to baffle them. They 
failed to the central facts and ideas. The resultof this was that 
Captain s afterward resigned from the commission, it being an open 
secret that he did so in order to escape the responsibility of errors 
which he had clearly pointed out but could not avert. He did not par- 
ticipate in the proceedings of the commission after the report I have 
quoted from. The country did not appreciate the force of the weak 
tendency that had set in, and I know that it was only near the close of 
the last session of Congress that, for my own part, I became fully aware 
and seriously alarmed at the course the commission was taking. 

It then began to appear plain to me that the commission was radi- 
cally and fatally departing from the plan of work wethought they were 

ursuing, and View since studied the reports with greater care than 
ore, and I have renewed my examination of most of their work. 
This has been a growth. It has been like increasing weak- 
ness, until now the present report comes to us, and it contains plans 
and statements that must be squarely met by all who have real con- 
victions or any high purpose in connection with the river. 

I will trace this matter. In the next report after the one I last read 
from that isin the report for 1882, after Eads had ceased to take a part 
in the proceedings - ou find in a paper from Professor Mitchell, a mem- 
ber of the commission, a gentleman looked upon as simply a technical 
adviser, the following language on page 263: 


the holding of the curves by revetment or otherwise is an essential early — 
in the control of the river. It antedates logically the retrenchment which 
to deepen the water at the bars, 

This is a new doctrine. It is true it is put in an obscure place, and 
in very small print; but it comes, as by request, from one of the com- 
mission, and it seems as if they are seeking a new conclusion. 

Wo had previously been told that to narrow these wide and shoal places by 
silt-arresting works was the method by which a deep and uniform low- 
water channel can be permanently secured, 

Of course this was to be in connection with high-water treatment. 

We were also told that— 

The wide places in the high-water channel create alternations of current ve- 
locity, &o. 

And then that— 

This creates * * radical changes in the channel by the caving away of its 


We were told that— 
Permanence of channel will not, therefore, be secured until these excessive 
widths are reduced. š 
And that when we properly reduce these excessive widths where the 
bars are then— 
Uniform depth will be obtained and the velocity of current will not be sub- 
ject to its present changes. 
When that is done— 
A uniform charge of current will result, 
And that— 
The caving of the banks will then be practically arrested. 


bends the water is, say, one hundred feet deep and often deeper. These 
submerged bars always join the lower and the upper ends of the dry 
bars, and they are not at the reversion points of curves;’’ but they 
form just where the river passes the ining wall or bank that has 
been caving and spreads out and unloads at this wide and sluggish point 
in floods, preparatory to running with increased and destructive velocity 
into the next bend below. This is the bar that causes the mischief. 
This is the bar that was to be ‘‘scoured out’’ by contracting the dry 
as additional aid as the “‘ only” 


hill road to travel. In places you would be ina deep and narrow gorge, 
and again you would be upon a hill-top, nearly up to the brink of the 
bank, and a broad expanse of sand would stretch out perhaps for miles 
en either side of you. You would then be up on a sand bar, while 
your previous — was where there had been a caving bend. Now, 
sup bed be filled again with a great flood. You readily see 
that when the water gets to the broad and shallow bar it spreads out 
and loses a part of its rasan - 

The velocity is also dimi by the friction opposed to the water 
by this vast exposure of bottom surface. A part of the sediment that 
the river was able to carry before it was thus retarded by dispersion 


and by friction is of course at once dropped to the bottom. Thus the 
bar goes on building down-stream, adding below what may be picked 
up at its head. But the water has a certain distance to fall before it 
reaches the Gulf, and it will make up for this almost no surface sl 

upon the bar by plunging headlong into the bend below, and in its 
new course it will pick up a new load of sediment from the bottom. 
This destroys the repose of the bank, and as soon as the sustaining 
pressure of the water is taken from the side of the bank by the falling 
of the water the bank will begin to cavein. They are land slides. 

This new load of sediment will not be dropped until another wide 
place is reached, at which the river will again spread out and the same 
operation will be repeated, this new bar causing the same trouble be- 
low it that the previous bar has caused just above. Wide places and 
sand bars are exchangeable terms. I repeat that the cure laid down 
for this trouble is to remove the cause. That is to say, you will erect 
contraction works at the wide places so as to bring the river at that 
point to its normal and proper width. Then the river may want to 
spread, but you will not let it. If you do not let it disperse, then it can 
not drop its load of sediment. If it is kept loaded, then it can not take 
up any more load when it gets into the next bend. As I said before, the 
slope of the surface of the water is nearly level on a bar. As soon as it 
gets over the bar the slope of the water is steep compared to what it 
was on the bar, and of course the current is correspondingly swift. 

But you will soon make the water cutout the bar, and you then not 
only send the current loaded into the bend, but you also, by the re- 
moval of the bar, have deprived the current of the cause of its excessive 
velocity. You have then brought about a general state of uniformity. 
Then it is that “‘the caving of the banks be practically arrested.“ 
What revetting you then must do will be only an incident and easy to 
do. A good deal of this sort would be needed; but it will be easy to 
do, and comparatively inexpensive, 

If it be said that the works are imperiled, I reply that Loree pik 
ting them where the river is constructive and not destructive. You 
treat the river at its lazy parts and help it to follow its natural bent. 

This then was to be done by proper contraction at the excessively 
wide places. The constructions for this purpose were to be commonly 
open or permeable” so that they will sufficiently check the current to 
induce a deposit of silt in selected localities. They were to effect ‘‘the 
deposition of sand and other earthy materials rted by the water 
upon the dry bars and other portions of the present bed not embraced 
within the limits of the proposed low-water channel.“ 

This is what was to be done, so that the water would be made to re- 
move the bars, the cause of the caving, for surely we can do nothing 


unless we can hold the banks. 

Now, however, they are not going to effect a eure by removing the 
cause, but by treating the effect. ey have changed their views as 
to what is the cause. We shall see later on how futile it is to go into 
the teeth of the river in this way, and then we can better judge whether 


or not we ought to permit the commission to commit us to change 


of plan. 

N Mitchell's prepares us to ex- 
pect the expression in the main report, page 11, the main item of 
cost will of course be the bank protection. This was the only prom- 
inent intimation then of these growing errors. It is very ible in 
the light of later events. 

And so matters go until near, the close of last session we had the com- 
mission before the River and Harbor Committee. It is sufficient to say 
that their influence with the committee was much greater before we 
heard them than it was afterward. Soon after that we were startled 
with the information that the extensive revetment work at Memphis and 
in Hopefield bend was a total and that great city was in imminent 
peril, with the vital interests of the vast commerce that seeks its facil- 
ities in equal danger. We found that the entire work there had been 
upon this new plan. Last session Congress gave $200,000 for the emer- 
gency, and we find that it too is being spent in the same way. Nota 
dollar has been or is spent to remove the causeof all this trouble; 
that is, the bars above. ey revet where the water is one hundred 
and one hundred and five feet deep, while just above lie the fatal bars, 
with some eight and twelve feet of depth. This is only a sample of 
vast quantities of work, nay, of the present prevailing policy. Reason 
and the adoption of the we aoe et they were adhering to has 
not prevented their going into this foolish and ruinous departure. 
Experience teaches them nothing. The current continues to come upon 
them with unabated fury, stripped of its load and ready for the fray, and 
poor obstinate man stands there figh the laws of God. 

Why not conform to nature and seek her potent aid? Is it because 
their great rival told them what to do and they are unwilling to learn? 
Are the public interests to suffer for this? Eads told them the truth. 
He understood 1 case. It ergs ay Lee are fighting for or the com- 
mission we are fighting against. It is i ing truth we want, 
and he happened to understand it and eee, tlemen do not. Wears 
pressing forward for the public interests. en must stand the con- 


sequences of their errors, and pique and pride can no more control the 
Mississippi River than could Canute, by waving his feeble scepter, 
cause the tide to recede. The plain Dutch have done with their sea- 
works what his majesty could not achieve. 

Look further into their last report. You find estimates for various 
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harbors on the river aggregating $2,014,000, and every dollar is for 
revetment, You find on page 4 that they propose a systematic course 
of revetment for the bends from Cairo down. This they propose to do 
and to let the river scour out its bars, &c., aided only by revetment, im- 
ponse asafirst step, instead of proceeding inthe line of nature’s work. 

work, as is clearly deducible from their estimates, will cost at the 
least over $130,000 a including plant, while from what they are 
now trying at Memphis I think the estimate may be more safely put at 
$30 a foot than at $20, if it is to be carried to the maximum depth, and 
we have scarcely a hope of stability short of that. The same policy is 
largely practiced in reaches under treatment. They estimated in 
1880 that, say, $1,250,000 would complete Providence reach, and they 
have now spent, say, $2,000,000 on it, and the report says as much more 


is reg 

For Plum Point reach they estimated less than $1,500,000, and they 
have spent over $2,000,000 on it, with the intimation of spending in all 
$4,000,000, with no limitthen fixed. For one of*the commission says, 
on page 32, that they will spend three times the original estimates on 
these reaches, and thon the final sum is undetermined. The Atchafa- 
laya is not even silled yet, and to-day the whole North is in grave dan- 
ger of being cut off from the Gulf, and New Orleans is in grave danger 
of being cut off from the North. All this is the result of deviations 
from the adopted plan. There is a grave duty for us to discharge here. 
Can we permit this? Is there a gentleman here who ever dreamed of 
permitting these deviations from the adopted plan for treating the 
river? Can we countenance them for a moment by look, or word, or 
vote? How are we to act as custodians of the public funds and of this 
grand river? I expect accidents; I can pardon errors; but I can not 
condone this radical, fundamental, foolish, and ruinous change of 


licy. 

Gentlemen, it must be done openly. It can not be hid in a corner. 
The plain way, the honest way, and the manly way is the only way. 
We must rebuke those who deserve it. We must in every way merit 
the confidence of the country. The country has given and will give 
freely of its money. It asks only frankness and candor of us. Can 
you fail to stop these de ? Can you ask money for these 
wretched ents? Have you a particle of doubt of your true 
plan? The former offers untold expense and no results. The latter is 
reasonable in amount and has never failed. Where contraction has 
been only partially completed the results are perfect to that extent. 
Of course enemies to the West, the special pleaders of Eastern railroad 
corporations, will pervert the truth and seek to take advantage of our 
candor and of our dilemma; but we can not help this, and they can 
not fool the House or the people. 

This is the condition in and from observation. We must 
make them go back to what we have confidence in. They must stop 
this ceaseless revetting, and first remove the bars which are the cause 
of the trouble. You never find a caving bend but what there is a bar 
above it. You never find acaving reach but what there is a bar in the 
middle and a surplus channel to be closed. 

Mr. ROSECRANS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Pardon me; I have only a moment left. 

The statements I make are plain in the proof. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Rent for Third-Class Post-Offices. 


SPE E OH 


HON. CHARLES R. SKINNER, 


OF NEW YORK, 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, February 12, 1885, 


c ig eee 

Mr. SKINNER said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I desire to present some reasons for the adoption of 
the amendment offered to this bill extending to post-offices of the third 
class allowances for rent, placing them upon an equal footing with post- 
offices of the first and second classes. 

The present law is a manifest injustice to nearly 2,000 of the most 
faithful of our public servants—postmasters of the third class. It will 
be seen by a table annexed that the whole number of post-offices in 
the United States on the 24th of January last was 50,857. Of thisnum- 
ber 48,525 are offices of the fourth class, embracing all offices where the 
salary is below 3 annum. There are only 81 offices of the first 
class, 404 of the second class, and 1,847 of the third class. These are 
fairly scattered over the entire Union. There is little reason why the 
limit of allowance for rent should be reached when the second-class of- 


fices are supplied. It is frequently urged that ces of the third 
class are located in stores or places of business, and the salary shared 
by postmasters with merchants and others who actually transact the 
business, This impression is erroneous. 

The statement may be true regarding a great number of fourth-class 

but if members will take pains to investigate they will find that 
third-class offices are, with very few exceptions, located in rooms not 
connected with mercantile pursuits and the rent paid comes squarely 
out of the salary of the postmaster, in addition to demands upon him 
for clerk-hire, fuel, &c. I do not recall a single third-class office in 
cit Gaii I represent which is not wholly independent of any other 
usiness. 

It seems to me selfish and unreasonable to allow rent to ſour hun- 
dred and eighty-five post- offices of first and second class and deny it to 
1,847 post- offices of the third class, where the requirements are pro- 
portionably as great and where usually the offleer devotes all his time 
and the whole of his salary in serving the public. The allowance asked 
for would result in more convenient offices and a better service to the 


ple. 

I had the honor to introduce a bill in the first session of the present 
Congress upon this subject, H. R. 5254, and by instruction of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, on February 20, 1884, I sub- 
mitted the following report: 


The Committee on the Post-Office and 5 was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2410) to amend section 3860 of the Revised utes, allowing compen- 
sation to post-offices of the third class for office-rent, clerk-hire, &e., res y 
submit the following report: 

= bill originally introduced and referred to the committee (H. R. 2410) was 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, de., That section 3860 of the Revised Statutes be amended so as 
to read as follows: 

So. 3860. The Postmaster-General may allow to the postmaster at New York 
city, and to postmasters at offices of the first, second, and third classes, out of 
the surplus revenues of their respective offices—that is to say, the excess of box- 
ronts and commissions over and above the salary assigned tothe officeo—a reason- 
able sum for the necessary cost of rent, fuel, lights, furniture, stationery, print- 
ing, clerks, and necessary incidentals, to be adjusted on a satisfactory exhibit 
of the facts; and no such allowance shall be made except upon the order of 
Postmaster-General.’"’ 

The purpose of the original bill was, by inserting the word “ third " in the sec- 
tion above given, to extend to post-offices of the third class allowances of a rea- 
sonable sum for the necessary cost of rent, fuel, lights, furniture, e a? Sh pre 
ing, clerks, and incidentals, to be adjusted on a sat ry exhibit of t facts, 
and made upon the order of the Postmaster-General. Allowances of a like 
character are now made by the section above referred to to post-offices of the 
first and second classes, which classes include all ces where the salary is 
$2,000 or over. There is a manifest injustice in making allowances for rent, 
clerk-hire, fuel, furniture, &c., at a second-class office, the salary at which is $2,000, 
ay tego allowances at oMices where the salary is $1,900, or less, down to 


With the exception of allowances sometimes made for distribution at separat- 
ing post-offices, no postmaster at an office of the third class can, under the pres- 
— i) Pen any e = any ot os oe of conducting his office, 
an obliged to expend a large portion salary for office expenses 
which the Government now allows to offices of the first and second classes. If 
it is rightin one case it would seem to be right in the other. 

The estimate of the Post-Office Department, submitted in a later portion of 
this report, for allowances referred to in the original bill to offices of the third 
— is $1,683,000, the number of offices being estimated at 1,800 on the Ist of July, 


The committee have given the matter careful consideration, including the esti- 
mate above i ea and after full discussion have adopted the following substi- 
tute for bill H. R. 2410, which is respectfully submitted : 


“H. R. 5254, a bill to authorize the Postmaster-General to make allowances for 
rent to post-offices of the third class. 


Bo itenacted, de., That the Postmaster-General may allow to the 
at offices of the third class, out of the surplus revenues ot᷑ their ve offices— 
that is to say, the excess of box-rents and commissions over and above the pager d 
assigned to the office—a reasonable sum for the n cost of rent, to be ad- 
justed on a satisfactory exhibit of the facts ; ch 7 9 shall be made 
except upon the order of the Postmaster-General,”” 

The purpose of the substitute is to authorize the Postmaster-General to make 
an allowance for a reasonable sum for rent only to post-offices of the third class. 
While the bill does not go as far as some members of the committee would de- 
sire, the substitute is acoepted by them as a step in the direction of justice, It is 
believed that it will result in giving better accommodations to a large number 
of post-oflices throughout the country, and thus directly benefit the people by 
giving them improved facilities for the: transaction of postal business. The 
amount estimated, in order to carry out the provisions of this bill, as by a table 
attached hereto, is $432,000, 

In his last report to the Postmaster-General the First Assistant Postmaster- 
General states as follows in reference to leases (see page 97 of the report of the 
Postmaster-General for 1883): 

“ During the year one hundred and fifty-six lease cases were and at 
the close of the year, June 30, 1833, one hundred and eighty-eight leases were in 
operation, involving an aggregate sum of 8254, 181 for rent. 

“Tho leasing 5 rooms, and fixtures for postal posse uone of the 
most important duties of this division, not only because the vernment does 
not own suitable buildings for post-offices, but also because the additional facil- 
ities for the transaction of postal business secured by Kasing balter accommo- 
dations results in a better service and in largely increasing revenues of the 


£ 


roomy an 
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service. 

when substantiated by the results obtained during the past year at nineteen first 
and second class improvements 

as shown by the following tabulated statement,” 


were made, 
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The Postmaster-General also says, page 105 of his report: 
OFFICE-RENT AT THIRD-CLASS POST-OFFICES. 


of this report (under the head of “ leases ”) I touched upon the 
of the Government paying the office-rent at third offices. This is 
— ee matter, as you know, 3 to a class of meritorious postmas- 
these postmasters, as a class, the most deserving of attention at 
the; present N and, as I have er said, it is a great hardship to canne 
to r office expenses. I therefore recommend that provision be 
at least the office-rent at offices of this class. 


In this connection I desire to submit the following table: 

Table showing the number of post-offices in each State and Territory, number 
of Presidential offices of each class, whole number of Presidential offices, 
ae of offices of the fourth am ‘and also number of money-order offices 

and stations, January 24, 1885 
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ent furnished to me at the 


The estimate of the Post-Office Departm 
time the report was made (February, 1884), when the number of third- 
class post-offices was 1, 745, was $419,975—a very insignificant amount 
when we consider the vast sum carried in the Post-Office appropriation 


bill, and when we consider further the great advantage to the general 
publicin improved offices and increased ities which would follow a 
small expenditure by postmasters in better equipping their oflices for 
the convenience of the millions who use them. 

A bill has already the Senate, and now lies upon the Speaker’s 
table, as follows (S. 1508): 
An act to authorize the Postmaster-General to lease premises for use of post- 
offices of the first, second, and third 

Be it eene ee eee and House x 


quarterly; ; but A lease shall be made for a term exceed- 
ing ten years; an 8 any building, or part of a building, under lease, 
becomes unfit for use as a post-office, no rent shall be paid until til the same shall 
be put in a ry condition for occupation as a post-office, or the lease pes’ 
be canceled, at the option ofthe Postmaster-General ; anda lease shall cease and 
oo whenever a post-office can be moved into a Government building. 

A similar bill was introduced by me at the first session of the present 
Con and reported favorably from the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. The report made upon that bill, April 12, 1884, 
is as follows: 

Mr. CHARLES R. 

Roads, submitted the paper | 
The Committee on the Post-O 


from the Committee on the 


Post-Office and Post- 
8 to accompany bill H. R. 5091): 


Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 


bill R. 5091 Postmaster-General to for use of 
. pe Of, nee sa tied class have haa T 
e and 

bill (H. R. ) as — introduced is as follows: 


[Here follows I. R. 5091, which is similar to Senate bill 1508, referred to above.] 
A slight amendment was made to the bill adding thereto the following 


words: “Provided, That this act shall apply to the District of Columb 
The object of this amendment is to Rive the Postmaster-General authority to 
lease branch offices in the District of Columbia. 


The necessity for the enactment of the proposed law lies in the fact that the 
Postmaster-General, under existing law, has no authority to lease a building for 
post-office purposes Yor a longer period than one year or 8 the life of the 
annual appropriation. The Court of Claims has recently rendered a annon 
upon this point. While leases are often made, in fact, for a longer period than 
one year, they are made without authority of law, and the Department can not 
ba bound for more than one year. 

In his last annual report (DAAE 10) the Postmaster-General says in reference to 
leases as follows: 

The only authority for renting buildings to be occu: 5 as post · ofſi ces is the 
annual ap oe on for the payment of their ren nder 0 en 

faea iation for th 3 t. der it the De t 
enn not 
mand a higher’ rate for one 
tice of my predecessors to 
a — period. Al 


The First Assistant Postmaster-General,in discussing the same subject (sec 
page 105 of report of Postmaster-General. 1883), says: 


Great embarrassment in leasing buildi for post-office use now exists, on 
account of a lack of well-defined authority to make contracts ond the fiscal 
year; or, in other words, in the absence of a special statute it is ed best not 


to bind the Goverament for a longer term than the 22 ear covered by the 
appropriation applicable for the payment of rent, This uld be remedied 
without unnecessary delay. 

“One of the primary objects in making a lease for a term of years is a min- 
imum rental, This can 1 be secured when reasonable assurance can 
be given that the rent w d for four or more years, but parties hav’ 
om tal to put into buildings for postal purposes will not accept annual leases a 

res. The Government is j obliged to pay higher rates than 

a citizens; and, practically, leases are little more than yearly allowances 

for — In on judgment it will poe be advisable to name a specific term of 

Generally the time should be limited to four years, but cases occur 

waar it is in the e of the Government to make contracts for five, six, and 

even ten years. Iam of the opinion that the Department should have ample 
power in the premesti and I so recommend.” 


ment, with 

The bill is y 
to cancel leases when the premises leased are in an unsatisfacto: A for 
post-office purposes. With the exception of the provision added to the bill by 
the committee, it is identical with a bill now on the Speaker's table, having 
passed the Senate on the 5th of March last. 

The Postmaster-General and his associates earnestly desire the passage of the 
bill in order that the Department may act promptly in regulating leases now 
demanding attention, to the end that such action may be in the best interest of 
the Government. 

The committee is unanimous in recommending the passage of the bill. 


co! 


Suspension of Silver Coinage. 


SPEECH 


o 


HON. ABRAM S. HEWITT, 


OF NEW YORE, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Monday, March 2, 1885, 


On wees of the sundry civil bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treas- 
to suspend the coinage of: — Silver dollars. 


Mr. Becks of New York, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: At the present time all of our national obligations are 
paid in gold, or in greenbacks which are redeemablein gold, or in silver 
dollars or silver certificates which have up to this time been kept equiv- 
alent to gold. The gold dollar of 25.8 grains is by law the standard of 
value in the United States. Because the gold dollar is the standard of 
value we are enabled to make alldomestic and foreign exchanges with 
ease and certainty and without discount for inequalities of value in 
money. 

The maintenance of a uniform standard of value is a matter of pri- 

mary concern to society, and is one of the fundamental conditions of 
non i government and national prosperity. Any disturbance in the 
standard of value unsettles business, destroys confidence, and restricts 
the area of employment. No physical calamity, not earthquakes nor 
famines produce such disastrous resultsasa fluctuating standard of value, 

If, therefore, we are threatened with such a calamity we owe it to 
the people to avert it by prompt action. The vote of every man in this 
House on the pending proposition to give authority to the Secretary of 
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the Treasury to suspend the coinage of pees | the ensuing fiscal 
ear, in case he shall find that its continuance will destroy the equiva- 
ency which now exists between the various kinds of used as 
money, will depend upon the opinion he may form as to the probability 
of a suspension of payments in gold or its equivalent for the national 
ha ra Is there any reason to fear an early suspension of gold 
ments 

It is a fact that the silver dollars which we coin are to-day only worth 
for the metal they contain 83 per cent. of the gold value of a dollar. A 
month ago they were worth 85 cents each. It is well known that the 
money of lesser value, as soon as there is enough of it to meet the daily 
requirements of business, invariably drives the more valuable money 
out of circulation. It is therefore certain that the continued coinage 
of silver dollars, intrinsically worth less than the gold dollar, will sooner 
or later drive gold money out of circulation, It is only a question of 
amount, and therefore of time, if we go on coining silver dollars of less 
value. 

Are we approaching an amount of silver 5 large to 
begin the expulsion of gold at an early date? the opinion of the 
most intelligent and skillful financial authorities the time is near at 
hand. We have coined nearly 200,000,000 of 83-cent dollars. It is found 
that the country uses about 100,000,000 of those dollars, mainly in the 
form of paper certificates, inits current operations. Beyond thisamount 
there is a very prompt return of the excess to the Treasury, notwith- 
standing the most persistent efforts to keep them in circulation. 

The silver saturation point has therefore been reached, and already 
in New York silver certificates are daily purchased for the payment of 
duties atone thirty-second per cent. discount. The ad reached 
the point where its current regular receipts are mainly in silver certifi- 
cates. Its gold balances have only been maintained by bearing the 
cost of transportation of bullion and coin at a very heavy and an in- 
creasing The Secretary of the Treasury has warned us in his 
annual report that the time is not far distant when we shall pass from 
the gold to the silver basis unless the coinage of silver dollars shall be 

ed. I think Iam safe in saying that he has made strenuous 
and successful efforts to prevent the suspension of gold payments dur- 
ing histerm of office, which willexpireon the 4thof March. Thesteady 
progress toward such a state of the Treasury as will necessitate the 
stoppage of gold payments will be apparent from the following state- 
ments prepared at the Department, showing the tage of gold 
secured from customs at New York has diminished from 49 per cent. in 
July to 19.7 per cent. in December, while during the same time the 
percentage of silver receipts has increased from 324 per cent. to 43.9 


has run down 


risen from 10 to 19 per cent. 

At this rate the suspension of gold payments is only a question of 
time, and there is danger that it may occur before Congress shall meet 
again in December. In that event the responsibility will be charged 
to a Democratic administration, and, in case we fail to take action to 
avoidit, upon a Democratic House. The former charge will be unjust; 
the latter will be true, because we can avert this calamity by 
giving to the new administration the power temporarily to suspend the 
coinage of silver in case it shall be found necessary in order to preserve 
the gold standard. This authority will not beexercised unless it shall 
be found to be necessary, but if the authority shall not exist, in case 
the necessity should arise, then the country will properly hold this side 
of the House responsible for the convulsion and di which will 
surely follow. 

If these views are correct no member will hesitate to vote for the pro- 
posed measure unless he desires to place the country on a silver basis. 
There may be gentlemen who think that this is a result desirable to be 
reached. I entreat them to consider well the consequences of their 
action. 

All property or wealth is either visible or invisible. The bulkof the 
visible property, such as lands, houses, railways, factories, and stocks 
of merchandise and commodities of all kinds, is owned by the rich. 
The invisible property, on the other hand, is mainlyowned by people of 
moderate means and by those who gaintheirdaily bread by their daily 
labor. Labor is property, because it yields an income. It is usually 
the only property which the workman has to sell. If he possesses any 
other property beyond his household goods it is in the form of savings 
deposited with a benefit society or in a savings bank or, if he be some- 
what forehanded, accumulated in the form of a life insurance. But his 
property is thus always invisible to the eye, although it has a money 
value in common with the visible and substantial property of the rich. 
Any change in the value of the money which measures his property is 
of no less consequence to the poor man than it is to the rich. Indeed 
it is of infinitely greater consequence, for if money be debased in value, 
that is, be diminished in purchasing power, all forms of visible prop- 
erty at once rise in price to make up for the diminution in the value of 
the medium of exchange. The rich man, therefore, who owns the vis- 
ible property is not injured by the debasement of money, except so far 
as he has invisible property in the form of debts due from others. 
Against loss from this cause he can, and usually does, protect himself 


on long engagements by stipulating for payment in gold of a fixed stand- 
ard of weight and fineness. 

But the poor man and the working classes can not thus protect them- 
selves. The wages which the workman receives are adjusted to the ex- 
isting standard of value. When this is debased they do not rise in a 

ing degree. They are determined by demand and supply, 
and in times of depression in business like the present, when there are 
two men everywhere seeking for one man’s job, a rise of wages is im- 
possible. Debasement in the p ing power of money at such a 
time means actual loss pin be to the extent of the diminution in the 
purchasing power of the ci ting medium. But this is not all. His 
sayings, whether in bank or benefit society or life insurance, shrink in 
exactly the same manner. These savings are out in the form of loans, 
repayable in the legal tender of the land, and will always be repaid in 
the cheapest legal tender. The effect therefore of debasing the money 
of the country is to rob the most deserving and industrious portion of 
the people of a portion of their daily earnings and accumulated savings. 

It is estimated that the accumulation of the people in savings-banks, 
benefit funds, and life insurance exceeds $3,000,000,000; debasement in 
the currency to the extent of 15 per cent. ee Samp rege! a loss of 
$450,000,000, which will practically be transferred from the earningsand 
savings of the producing classes, the widows, orphans, and helpless mem- 
bers of the community, to the pockets of those who have borrowed the 
money in gold or its equivalent, and will return it in 85-cent legal- 
tender silver coin, if its production be continued so long as to drive 
gold out of circulation. 

Does any man doubt that this result will follow from the continued 
coinage of silver? As surely as the pouring of water into a vessel will 
drive out the air just so surely will silver coin, or its representative in 
the form of silver certificates, drive gold out of circulation. 

This continued coinage of silver is advocated by some gentlemen on 
the theory that it will make money plenty. This view proceeds upon 
the idea that the community will use an unlimited quantity of money; 
whereas the fact is that only so much money will be used as is neces- 
sary tomake the daily exchanges, and the surplus ifany liesidle. It 
will not be given away, nor will it be loaned upon securities that are not 
regarded as available. Hence to-day, with an excess of money greater 
than has ever been known in the cial world, it lies idle in the 
money centers, and is just as hard to procure elsewhere as it was prior 
te the existence of the excess. 3 

When, therefore, silver coinage has been carried so far that it can no 
longer be exchanged for gold, as heretofore it has been by the practical 
redemption of the silver dollars with gold dollars at the United States 
custom-houses, where they are receivable in lieu of gold, then the in- 
trinsic value of the silver dollar will assert itself, and gold will go to 
a corres amr | premium. 

The ect will be a temporary contraction of the currency, 
whereby business will be deranged, and then a steady advance in the 
prices of all commodities, but not in the wages of labor, corresponding 
to the silver standard. Thus will occur the transfer of $400,000,000 to 
$500,000, 000 of property from those who have earned and saved it to the 
pockets of those who have borrowed it. The result will be ruin to 
many, and a scandal to all who love justice. 

Now, what possible justification can be offered for persisting in acourse 
which must surely end in such a disgraceful and ruinous catastrophe? 

The object is to restore bimetallism throughout the civilized world; 
that is, to return to the old fixed ratio of 154 to 1 between silver and 
gold. If this result could be accomplished the prospect might justify 
great risks. Bat what prospect is there of sucha result? Alone, itis 
confessed by the enlightened advocates of bimetallism alloverthe world, 
we can not succeed. We have tried it alone and failed. We have 
simply made a market for the silver which other nations have desired 
to sell. Since we began, instead of advancing in price, it has fallen in 
value from 55 pence to 48 pence perounce. Indeed, it is absurd to 
suppose that the coinage of $24,000,000 a year could affect the price of 
$6,000,000,000 of silver, which is the estimated stock in the world. 
With help and universal agreement success might be attainable. But 
who will help us? We have tried to get co-operation and have failed. 

One resource only is left to us; that is, to suspend the coinage of sil- 
ver temporarily, and try further negotiations. I have myself no hope 
that such negotiations will succeed, butit is certain that there is no pos- 
sibility of success until we stop the coinage of silver and force England, 
France, and Germany to face the consequences of the depreciation of 
silver in their oriental transactions. 5 

For those who desire bimetallism this is the only possible chance. 
For those who believe as I do, that silver will henceforth occupy a sub- 
sidiary place in the money of the world, the suspension of silver coinage 
is a necessity in order to avoid greater evils, a more serious derange- 
ment of business, and an indefinite postponement to the revival of busi- 
ness, which can not occur until this disturbing cause, unsettling the 
measure of all values, shall be removed. As matters now stand there is 
no light from any quarter. There is plenty of idle capital but no con- 
fidence. There is plenty of idle machinery but no demand for its prod- 
ucts. There is plenty of idle labor but no demand for its employ- 
ment. 

This is a land of plenty, filled to overflowing with the bouuties of 
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and yet we are hungry and naked and cold, perishing in the ive or For the sake of suffering humanity let me en- 
midst of abundance. The suspenion of the coi of silver will do | treat the House at least to try the experiment. It can do no harm, and 
more, in my opinion, to bring this deplorable ition of things to | it may be, as I believe it will be, the resurrection of the nation from 
anend, in this country at least, than any other remedy which I can | the grave toward which its industries are tending with fatal strides. 


TABLE A. Statement showing the cash in the Treasury and the proportion of gold, silver, and United States notes. 
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Be EEP °3 8834 z $ 22 Tac 
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-~ — E zog 3 338 E 8 
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$252, 849,272 | 184, 408, 90 91.1 $27,169,227 | 10.7 | $25,181,787 | 10.0 . : 
252,548,777 | 183,729,884 582.9 43.188,40 17.1] 2.958.801 11.1 $150,000 
246,939,161 | 119,048. 0% 48.2 47,157, 19.1 29,562,999| 119| 005.000 
251,813,751 | 122.990, 7 48.8| 500,899,970 20.2 26,027,641 | 10.3 1,135,000 
251,671,597 | 130,514,382 51.3 50,501,940 29.0 20,884.72 8.3 4,830,000 
247,256,088 | 134.070, 70 84.5 4.81.00 18.9 10.172,71 65| 3,240,000 
241,834,617 | 138,015,670 57.1 44,535,592] 18.4 9.628.683 4.0 7,290,000 
239,423,682 | 141,641, 22 89.2 86,815,537 10,040, 72 4.5| 575,000 
234,678,005 | 124,744,078 88.2 41,058,078 12.8 13.802.412 5.9 + 
241,196, 823 | 126,688,630] 52.5 | 45,760,197 18,413,439 | 7.6 * 


TABLE B. Statement showing the receipts of the Government, the amount thereof received from customs, the receipts from customs at New Fork and the 
percentage of such receipts to the aggregate, and the kinds of money received in payment of customs at New York, with percentage. 
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30, 696, 655 17, 662, 633 57.5 34.4 
26, 941,019 15, 183,179 86.3 41.4 
23, 343, 182 11, 727, 835 50.2 37.4 
23, 112,018 11,557, 897 50.0 36.4 
Total six months. . . rss 175, 784, 307 91, 995, 781 52.3 30.3 

1885, 

Janne. 26, 615, 211 14, 522, 162 54.5 31.6 
Total for period . . 202, 399, 518 106, 517, 943 52.5 30.5 

5 Postmaster-General 
The Speedy Delivery of Letters. is Say Se 9 o hee maniant eh otess GOONS OF Oe un- 
Src. 5. That to ide for the immediate delivery of letters bearing the spe- 
cial stamp the r at any office which may come within the provisions of 
„ arias TV 

o as MA: u for service, who, upon the 

SPEEOH of such letter re a rece or someone an- 


3 procure a receipt from the party 
thorized to receive it, in a book to be furnished for the purpose, which shall, 
when not in use, be kept in the post-office, and at all times subject to examina- 
tion by 5 of the Department. 
to provide for the payment of such persons as may be 
pate Doe yr ac pe the postmaster 3 ted by section 1 of 
is act shall keep a record of the number of letters received at such office bear- 
ing such special stamp, which number shall 3 with the number entered 
in the reoeipt- books heretofore specified; and at the end of each month he 
y to such person or persons employed a sum not exceeding 80 per cent. of 
Bie face value of allsuch stamps received and recorded 8 month; Pro- 
in no case shall the compensation so paid to any one person exceed 
per month: eee yf dade That nothing in this act shall in any way 
interfere with the prompt delivery of letters as now provided by law or regula- 
tion of the Post-Office Department. 


HON. CHARLES R. SKINNER, 
OF NEW YORE, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 13, 1885, 


On the bill (H, R. $138) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 


Mr. SKINNER said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I desire to call the attention of this committee 
to the importance of the section of the bill now under consideration, 
and to give some reasons why it should become law. Sections 3, 4, 5, 
and 6 of the bill, embodying H. R. 1071 introduced by me at the open- 
ing of this Congress, and favorably reported from the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, is as follows: { 


such device as may meet the approval of the Postmaster-General, which, 
when attached toa letter, in addition to the lawful postage thereon, the delivery 


ivery office, or at an city, town, or village containing 
5 last Federal 


to the census, shal re- 
ed as entitling such letter to piee hath delivery within the carrier limit of 
the Postmaster-Gen as 


designated as a -delivery office. 
SEO, 4. That MNN speeially MDAA letter shall be delivered from 7 o'clock a. 


Some of the reasons advanced in favor of this provision are given in 
a rt made February 12, 1884, by instruction of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, which report is as follows: 


THE SPEEDY DELIVERY OF LETTERS. 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Pest-Roads, to whom was recommitted 
the bill (H. R. 1071) to provide for the more speedy delivery of letters at free- 
delivery offices, and a stamp to insure said delivery, respectfully submit 
the following report: 

The committee has carefully considered the provisions contained in the bill 
named, and submit herewith a substitute therefor, of which the following is a 
synopsis: 

Section 1 provides that a special stamp of the face value of 10 cents may be 
issued whenever deemed advisable or expedient by the Postmaster-General. 
Whenever stamp shall be attached toa letter in addition to the lawful post- 

thereon it shall be to 


— Stine oncom ab aber a * village taining 

one ice at an wn, or = 
lation of 4,000 or over, as eee by the Fede ee 8 Le 
said office is in like manner 
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Section 2 provides that said stamped letter shall be delivered from 
LF dare noe ma up to 12 o'clock t at offices designated under provisions 
section 


Section 3 provides that such persons as are actually needed to deliver such 

stamped letters may, upon the a val of the Postmaster-General, be 
by VVT 
proper receipt upon the delivery of letters. 

Section 4 provides for the payment of such persons employed in the following 
manner: Postmasters at special-del Mes shall k a record of the 
number of specially stamped letters received during each month, which number 
shall correspond with the number recorded in the receipt-books prescribed in 
section I, aud may pay to persons employed in this service a sum not exceeding 
80 per cent. of the face value of the stamps so received and recorded each month, 
but in no case shall the com: ion exceed $30 per month for cach 3 

By the provisions of section 4 it is rendered absolutely certain that system 

ay the bill will prove itself self-supporting. Wherever a small num- 
of such letters are received at any ocios e e pao porate be 
by the number of specially stamped letters deli , and not more than 80 per 
cent. of the face valuation of stamps received and recorded. This will leave a 
margin of 20 per cent. for the expense of pre ng stamps and receipt-books. 
Wherever a number are received and delivered at post- O , the 
com tion shall not Se ee eee Section 4also provides that noth- 
ing in the proposed act shall interfere with the prompt delivery of letters accord- 
ing to the present free-delivery system as „„ law or tion. 
© commitee believe that the provisions of the bill. now presented have 
removed all reasonable objections which were urged against the bill heretofore 
considered. The bill is not designed to benefit any one city, but directly or in- 
directly every post-office under the Government. ‘ere the system to be estab- 
lished at only one point, which is far from the design of the bill, it would bea 
benefit and a convenience to every in thecountry whodesired to employ 
the service to send a letter to that point. It therefore follows that the benefits 
be eet enlarged and extended as the number of special-delivery offices is in- 


It may be called an innovation, but every step which has been taken to im- 
prove and enlarge the postal system of the country, by — 8 facilities or 
removing obstructions, may have as — 1 Bera thus classified. o issue of the 
first was an innovation, 


of letter-postage from 3 to 2 cents, less than a ago, an experiment, but 

it has pleasantly disappointed all fears ing the inroads of the 

upon revenues of the Government, little doubt is now expressed that 

re Eh peg os Department will still prove self-sustaining notwithstanding the 
on. 


The fullest discretion is given the Post- Offlee Department in ina or 
extending the service proposed by this bill, and it contains no 3 Pro- 
vision as to its establishment or continuance. Every precaution is taken, also, 
to render the system sbsolutel 8 the committee believe that 
when the system is once established and its advantages are fully understood it 
will yield a handsome revenue to the Government even ata greatly reduced 
ee the Government will be asked to extend the advantages offered gen- 
erally throughout the country. 

In this connection the committee submitthe following extract from the report 
of the First Assistant Postmaster-General touching this matter: 

“In view of the excess of postage on local matter alone over the entire 
cost of the service (§1,021,894.01), and in view of the fact that experience has 
demonstrated that local ndence is increased in proportion, especially 
in the large cities, and hence postage on local matter jin erp to the 
facilities given, I have no hesitation in 5 on, nor in ad- 
vising liberal appropriations to bring it up to the highest practicable standard 
in cities where it is now in operation. 

“As stated in my re this service meets the general demands of busi- 
ness and social life, but fails to meet the dispatch required in the delivery of 
letters of exceptional importance. 


surb 
frequently intervene in the larger cities, and a longer time in the smaller ones, 
i * — therefore, after the car- 
riers go out on their pie as whatever their importance, must lie in the office till 


‘vate en rises which are now conducted in competition with this se: and 
are di R from legitimate revenues of the ment thousands of dol- 
lars yearly. The eee on these seg ction evinces a public de- 
mand for a more soea elivery of a certain class of co; ndence. To meet 
this want and secure 


rrespo! 
e entire postal business of this country, which r] 
that geri be Provided, 


eee shall 
ö up to 10 o'clock p. m. 
“To vide for the instant delivery of letters bearing this special stamp it is 


established. 
service. They have no hesitation in assuring the committee that in their opin- 


its passage. 

It will thus be seen that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads guarded the bill against misconception of its purpose or miscon- 
struction of its application. 

The system proposed certainly presents these advantages: 

1. It will not cost the Government anything, but will most assuredly 
yield a profit. 


2. It will not cost any individual anything who does not care to take 
advantage of its privileges. 
3. Its expense will fall solely upon those who use it. 
APPROVED BY THE PRESIDENT. 


to Congress at the opening of the present session, De- 


In his message 
cember 1, 1884, the President of the United States said: 

The 8 has been lately applied to five cities, and the total num- 
ber of officesin which it is now in operation is one hundred and fifty-nine. Ex- 
perience shows that its adoption, under proper conditions, is equally an accom- 
modation to the public and an advantage to the tal service. It is more than 
self-sustaining, and for the reasons urged by the eral may prop- 
erly be extended. 

In the opinion of that officer it is uapasan to proyide means whereby excep- 
tional dispatch in dealing with letters in free-delivery offices may be secured by 
payment of extraordinary postage. This scheme might be made effective by 
employment of a special stamp whose cost should be commensurate with the 


= of the extra service. 

n some of the large cities private express companies have undertaken to out- 
strip the Government mail-carriers by affording, for the prompt transmission 
958 better facilities than have hitherto been at the command of the Post- 


It has always been the policy of the Government to discourage such enter- 
prises, and in no better mode can that policy be maintained than in supplying 
the public with the most efficient mail service that, with due regard to its own 
best can be furnished for its accommodation. 


RECOMMENDED BY THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 

In the report of the Postmaster-General for 1884 (page 13) that offi- 
cer, who certainly has been in a position for many years to make a close 
study of the question, says in reference to a. 

SPECIAL STAMP FOR SPECIAL DELIVERY. 


The necessity and demand in cities for prompt transmission and deli of 
letters ing between business men and others has resulted in the establish- 
ment, in many places, of what may be termed letter-express sompaa which, 
by the 5 of messenger boys, are enabled greatly to facili inter- 
course of this character among merchants, professional persons, and others en- 
gaged in active life. It is done at a small expense and with so much system and 
| pire rear as seriously todiminish the revenues of the Department at several 

etter-carrier offices. 

The mage which is extended to these companies affords evidence that the 
free-delivery system, notwithstanding its facilities and benefits, has not pro- 
gressed so far as to meet all the wants of energetic business life in large com- 
mercial cities. Therefore further improvement of the service in this cular 
should, in my judgment, be attempted, not only to prevent a loss of revenue, 


but with a purpose to make it as useful as possible, I am of opinion that the 
ponie have a right to expect that this De ent should make the same effort 

saye them promptly os faithfully in transmission and delivery of letters 
as is done es. 


I know of no way in yoii this eas erp! ee g than 2 eee 
a seo postage-stamp for letters ma and inten or special promp' 
delivery at free-delivery offices. This stamp should be of the denomination of 
10 cents, and, when affixed to a letter, in addition to the proper charge, 
should insure for it as a delivery as possible after its reception at any 
letter-carrier office. This outside distribution could be effected by employing 
messenger boys, at a small salary, and in such numbers as the circumstances 
should warrant. I am‘satisfied such an effort to accommodate the public would 
still further commend the free-delivery service to its patrons in the large cities 

HEARTILY INDORSED. 


where it is in operation, 

This provision then comes before us approved by the President, rec- 
omm by the Postmaster-General, and indorsed by two of the 
prominent standing committees of this House—the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, always careful, watchful, and conservative, and the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post Roads—before whom it was consid- 
ered patiently and critically. With these indorsements there should 
not be an objection to it or a vote against it. 

I do not like to leave this subject without referring in this public 
manner to the interest manifested in this whole subject by Mr. 
8. ek Ss Boston, Mass. Among his many letters of interest and ad- 
vice, I desire to append the following: 

MAGNOLIA, FLA., January 28, 1884. 


you“ 
been 


eral Ramsey, who asked how it could be done, and I answered by giving —— 
nite, 


just about scheme which you embody in your bill in concise, 
and business-like terms, and that was last I ofit. I had renewed the 
2 by addressing Postmaster-General and, through a 


eneral Hatton, and I am very rpa you have taken the 


AROC ED SOODAT AOL ae peep 8 eee 
ments possible if passed. does n enough, an most popular 
act ever if should ecabeace ali p mes as well as those of free de- 


Nysy. large profit on 10 cents in the cities would more than pay any loss 
on the less frequent country deliveries, and it would be a great boon to the 


F letters as soon 

addressed. The United States will take the lead in this. 

. bill, ee limited in its operation, is a step in the right direction, and 
an 


JOS, S. FAY, 


Hon. CHARLES R. 9 
Member of Congress, Wi D.C. 


5 P. S—Mr. Morse, of Boston, knows who I am—only ‘one of fifty millions—a 
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Power to Originate Revenue Bills. 


SPEEOH 


HON. JOHN D. WHITE, 


OF KENTUCKY, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Friday, January 23, 1885, 


On the following resolution, offered by Mr. HURD: 

“Whereas certain bills appropriating money from the Treasury of the United 
States, originating in the Senate, have passed that body and have been sent to 
this House for its concurrence, which are now upon the Speaker's table, to wit, 
Senate bill No. 398, entitled ‘A bill to aid in the establishment and temporary 
su of common schools, and many others; and 

8 ereas it is asserted that these billsare in violation of oe privilege of this 
House to exclusively originate bills for rai revenue: Therefore, 

He it resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be hereby directed to in- 

uire into the power of the Senate to originate bills appropriating money from 
the Treasury of the United States, and report to this Hasie at as early a day as 
practicable. Andsaid committee shall haye lesve to reportat any time.” 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: It is rather late in the session for the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. HURD] to ask the House tocall on the Judiciary Committee 
to define the words raising revenue“ as they occur in article 1, section 
7, clause 3, and page 5 of the Constitution. His eloquent speech has the 
appearance of a premeditated and premature attack upon the Blair edu- 
cational bill. 

That bill is an effort in the right direction to dispel the dark cloud of 
ignorance which is not confined to any race nor any section of the United 
States. Its passage is demanded by the best interests of our common 
country. Until now the greatest opposition has come from the locali- 
ties intended to be most benefited. The resolution before us, if carried, 
will tend to defeat the bill making an appropriation to supplement the 
common-school fund of the several States. You have the Democratic 
majority here to the resolution, but I desire to remind gentlemen 
on thatside of the House that in the Democratic national platform adopted 
July 10, 1884, at Chicago will be found the declaration that your party 
believes in a free ballot and a fair count, also in ‘‘ the diffusion of free 
education by common schools, so that every child in the land may be 
taught the rights and duties of eitizenship.“ Was that mere buncombe? 

The Republican Reged is committed to national aid to common schools 
for the benefit of all classes of society. We have an abundance in the 
Treasury and its expenditure is demanded by the great balk of the 
people for the intellectual development of illiterate white and colored 
citizens more than for any other one purpose. Our future prosperity 
as a virtuous and intelligent nee depends in a great measure upon the 
fate of the principle adopted by the Senate in the passage of the Blair bill, 
which appropriates $77,000,000 of the people's money for the education 
of the children throughout the land in the common schools of the sev- 
eral States. 

As bearing on this subject, I append to my remarks the very instruct- 
ive article on The Freedman’s case in equity,“ by Mr. George W. Ca- 
ble, published in the January number of The Century for this year, to 
which I invite careful attention: 


‘The greatest social problem before the American i peons to-day is, as it has 
been for a hundred years, the presence among us of negro. 


No comparable entanglement was ever drawn round itself by any other mod- 
ern nation with so serene a disregard of its ultimate issue, or with a more dis- 
tinct national responsibility. The African slave was brought here by cruel force, 
and with everybody's consent except his own. 5 the practice was 
favored as a measure of common ndizement, hen a few men and wo- 
men protested they were mobbed in the public interest, with the public con- 
sent. There rests, therefore, a moral responsibility on the whole nation never 
to lose sight of the results of African-American slavery until they cease to work 
mischief and injustice. 

It is true these responsibilities may not fall everywhere with the same weight; 
but they are nowhere entirely removed. The original seed of trouble was sown 
with the full knowledge and consent of the nation. The nation was to blame; 


and so long as evils ring from it, their correction must be the nation’s duty. 
‘The Inte Soutbern slave within two decades risen from slavery to fi om, 
from freedom to ei hip, passed on into political ascendency, and fallen again 


ments of Congress, trying 
highest court of the nation. And another thing has hap 


lic equity, it withe 
fied and became the 

sought its overthrow asu national evil, it first brought war upon the land, and 
then grafted into the citizenship of 


inferior race, is drawing near a second seed-time, For this is what the impa- 
tient pi it a dead and buried issue really means, It means to re- 
commit it to the silence and concealment of the covered furro Beyond that 
incubative retirement no suppressed moral question can be pushed; but all such 
ons, ignored in the domain of private morals, spring up and expand once 
more into questions of public equity; neglected as matters of public equity they 
blossom into questions of nationalinterest; and, despised in that guise, presently 
yield the red fruits of revolution. 

This question must never again bear that fruit. ‘There must arise, nay, there 


ys called themselves the community; second, the removal of the entire 
political machinery by which this forcing process was effected; and, third, these 
revisions left to be interpreted and applied under the domination of these an- 
tagonistic sentiments, These being the three terms of the problem, one of three 
things must result. There will arise a system of vicious evasions eventually 
ruinous to public and private morals and liberty, or there will be a candid re- 
consideration of the sentiments hostile tothese enactments, or else there will be 
a division, some taking one course and some the other. 

This is what we should look for from our knowledge of men and — and 
this is what we find. The revised laws, only where they could be evaded, have 
met that reluctant or simulated acceptance of their narrowest letter which 
might have been expected—a virtual suffocation of those principles of human 
equity which the unwelcome decrees do little more than shadow forth. But in 
different regions this attitude has been made in very different degrees of em- 
p In some the new principles have grown, or are growing, into the popu- 

r conviction, and the opposing sentiments are correspondingly dying out. 
There are even some limited districts where they have received much practical 
acceptance. While, again, other sections lean almost wholly toward the old 
sentiments; an easy choice, since itis the conservative, the unyielding attitude, 
whose strength is in the absence of intellectual and moral debate. 

Now, what are the gains, what the losses of these diverse attitudes? Surely 
these are — — questions to any one in our country who believes it is always 
a losing business to be in the A Particularly in the South, where each 
step in this affair is an unpreceden experience, it will be folly ifeach region, 
small or large, does not study the experiences of all the rest. And yet this, alone, 
would be superficial; we would still need to do more. We need to go back to 
the roots of things and study closely, analytically, the origin, the present foun- 
dation, the rationality, the rightness, of those sentiments surviving in us which 
prompt an attitude qualifying in any way peculiarly the black man's liberty 
among us. Such a treatment will be less abundant in incident, less picturesque; 
but it will be more thorough. 

First, then, what are these sentiments? Foremost among them stands the 
idea that he is of necessity an alien, He was brought to our shores a naked, 
brutish, unclean, captive, pagan savage, to be and remain a kind of connecting 
link between man and the beasts of burden, The great changes to result from 
his contact with a superb race of masters were not taken into account. Asa 
social factor he wax intended to be as purely zero as the brute at the other end 
of his plow-line. The occasional mingling of his blood with that of the white 
man worked no change in the sentiment; one, two, four, eight, multiplied u 
or divided into zero, still gave zero for the result. Generations of American 
nativity made no difference; his children and children's children were born in 
sight of our door, yet the old notion held fast. He increased to vast numbers, 
but it never wavered. He ae goes our dress, language, religion, all the funda- 
mentals of our civilization, and became furever expatriated from his own land; 
still he remained, to us,an alien, Our sentiment went blind, It did not see 
that gradually, here by force and there by choice, he was fulfilling a host of 
conditions that earned at least a solemn moral right to that naturalization which 
no one at first had dreamed of giving him. Frequently he even bought back 
the freedom of which he had been ro! , became a eg eter and at times an 
educator of his children at his own ex but the old idea of alienism passed 
laws to banish him, his wife, and by thousands from the State, and 
threw him into e jails as a common felon for returning to his native 


It will be wise to remember that these were the acts of an enlightened, God- 
fearing people, the great mass of whom have passed beyond all earthly account- 
ability. They were our fathers. Iam the son and dson of slave-holders, 
These were their faults; posterity will discover ours; but these things must be 
frankly, fearlessly taken into account if we are ever to understand the true inter- 
est of our peculiar state of society. 

Why, then, did this notion that the man of color must always remain an alien 
stand so unshaken? We may readil how, under ancient systems, he 
rose not only to high privileges, but nto public station and power. Singu- 
larly, with us the trouble lay in a modern principle of eee The Whole 
idea of American government rested on all men's equal, inalienable right to se- 
cure their life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness by governments founded in 


to shed it, for this principle, yet proposing in equal good conscience to 
ican Flask. man and pih 

d to anchor t eo 
that the man of African tincture was, not by his master's trary assertion 
merely, but by nature and unal ly, an alien, If that hold should break, 
one single wave of irresistible inference would lift our whole Southern social 
fabric and dash it upon the rocks of n emancipation and enfranchisement, 
How was it made secure? Not by books, though they were written among us 
from every possible point of view, but, with the mass of our slave-owners, by 
the calm hypothese ofa ive, intuitive knowledge. To them the stulcinent 
wasan axiom. They abandoned the methods of moral and intellectual reason- 
ing, and fell back upon this assumption of a God-given instinct, nobler than rea- 
son, and which it was an insult to a freeman to ask him to prove on logical 


grounds, 

Yet it was found not enough. The slave multiplied, Slavery was a danger- 
ous institution. Few in the South to-day have any just idea how often the slave 
plotted for his freedom. Our Southern ancestors were a noble, manly people, 
springing from some of the most highly intelligent, aspiring, upright, and refined 
nations of the modern world; from the Huguenot, the French chevalier, the Old 
Englander, the New lander. Their acts were not always right; whose are? 
But for thelr peace of mind they had to believe them so. ‘They therefore spoke 
much of the negro’s contentment with that servile condition for which nature 
had designed him, Yet there was no 8 the knowledge that we dared not 
trust the slave caste with any power that could be withheld from them. So the 
perpetual alien was made also a perpetual menial, and the belief became fixed 
that this too was nature's d. not ours. 

Thus we stood at the close of the civil war. There were always a few South- 

hether it was 


erners who did not justify slavery, and mauy who cared nothing w 
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or not. But what we have described was the general sentiment of good 
uthern people. There was one modifying sentiment. It related to the slave’s 
iritual interests. Thousands of pious masters and mistresses flatly broke the 
ameful laws that stood between their slaves and the Bible. Slavery was right; 
but religion, they held, was for the alien and menial as well as forthe citizen and 
maste 


r. could be alien and citizen, menial and master, in church as well 

as out; and they were. 
Yet over inst this lay another root of to-day's difficulties. This perpetua- 
tion of the alien, menial relation tended to perpetuate the vices that naturally 


cling to servility, dense ignorance, and a hopeless separation front true liberty ; 
and as we could not find it in our minds to blame slavery with this perpetua- 
tion, we could only assume as a further axiom that there was, by nature, a dis- 
ualifying moral taint in every dropof negro blood. The testimony of an Irish, 
rman, Italian, French, or Spanish beggar in a court of justice was taken on 
its merits; but the colored man’s was excluded by law wherever it weighed 
nst a white man. The colored man was a prejudged culprit. The disci- 
ine of the plantation required that the difference between master and slave 
never lost sight of by either. It made our master caste a solid mass, and 
fixed a common masterhood and 3 between the ruling and the sery- 
ing race.“ Every one of us w up in the idea that he had, by birth and race, 
certain broad powers of police over any and every person of color. 
All at once the tempest of war snapped off at the nd every one of these 
arbitrary relations, without removing a single one of the sentiments in which 
stood rooted. Then, to fortify the freedman in the tenure of his new 
rights he was given the lot. Before this grim fact the notion of alienism, 
had it been standing alone, might have given way. The idea that slave 
right did begin to crumble almost at once, As for slavery,” said an old le 
sugar-planter and former slave-owner to me, it was damnable.” The revelation 
came like a sudden burst of light. It was one of the South’s noblest poets who 
has but just said: 


“Tam a Southerner; 

I love the South; I dared for her 

To fight from Lookout to the sea, 

With her proud banner over me: 

But from my lips thanksgiving broke, 

As God in battle-thunder spoke, 

And that Black Idol, breeding drouth 

And dearth of human sympathy 

Throughout the sweet and sensuous South, 
Was, with its chains and human yoke, 

Blown hellward from the cannon’s mouth, 
While Freedom cheered behind the smoke f 


With like readiness might the old alicn relation have given way if we could 
only, while letting that pass, have held fast by the other old ideas. But they 
were und er, See our embarrassment, For more than a hundred 
years we have e these sentiments the absolute essentials to our self-respect. 
And yet if we clung to them, how could we meet the freedman on equal terms 
in the political field? Even to lead would not compensate us; for the funda- 
mental professsion of American politics is that the leader is servant to his fol- 
lowers. It was too much, The ex-master and ex-slave—the quarter-deck 
andthe forecastle, as it were—could not come together. But neither could the 
American mind tolerate a continuance of martial law. The agonies of recon- 
struction followed. 

The vote, after all, wasasecondary point, and the robbery and bribery on one 
side, and whipping and killing on the other, were but huge accidents of the 
situation. The two main questions were really these: on the freedman’s side 
how to establish republican State government under the same recognition of 
his rights that the rest of Christendom accorded him; and on the former master's 
side, how. to get back to the old semblance of republican State government, 
and—allowing that the freedman was de facto a voter—still to maintain a purely 
8 superiority of all whites over all blacks, and a purely arbitrary equal- 
2 blacks among themselves as an alien, menial, and dangerous class, 

0 here and there some one in the master caste did throw off the 
old and accept the new ideas, and, if he would allow it, was instantly claimed 
as a leader by the newly liberated thousands around him. But just as promptly 
the old master race branded him also an alien reprobate, and in ninety-nine 
cases out of a hundred, if he had notalready done so, he soon began to confirm 
by his actions the brand on his cheek. However, we need give no history here 
of the d episode of reconstruction. Under an rimentative truce its 
issues rest to-day upon the pledge of the wiser leaders of the master class. Let 
us but remove the hirelingdlemagogue, and we will see to it that the freedman 
is accorded a practical, complete, and cordial recognition of his equality with 
the white man before the law. As far as there has been any understanding at 
all, it is not that the originally desired ends of reconstruction have been aban- 
doned, but that the men of North and South have agreed upon a new, gentle, 
and peaceable method for reaching them ; that, without change as to the endsin 
view, compulsory reconstruction been set aside and a voluntary reconstruc- 
tion is on trial. 

It is the fashion to say we paused to let the “feelings engendered by the war” 
pass away, and that they are passing. But let not these truths lead us into 
error. The sentiments we have been analyzing, and upon which we saw the 
old compulsory reconstruction go hard aground—these are not the feelings 
engendered by the war.” We must disentangle them from the feelings en- 
gendered by the war“ and by reconstruction. They are older than either. But 
for them slavery would have perished of itself, and emancipation and recon- 
struction been peaceful revolutions. 

Indeed, as between master and slave, the “feelings engendered by the war” 
are too trivial, or at least were too short-lived, to demand our present notice. 
One relation and feeling the war destroyed: the patriarchal tie and its often 
ange 2 tender and benevolent sentiment of dependence and protection. When 
the slave became a freedman the sentiment of alienism became for the first 
time complete. Theabandonment of this relation was not one-sided ; the slave, 
even before the master, renounced it, Countless times, since reconstruction be- 
gan, the master has tried, in what he believed to be everybody's interest, to 
play on that oldsentiment. But he foundit a harp withoutstrings. The freed- 
men could not formulate, but he could see, all our old ideas of autocracy and 
subserviency, of master and menial, of an arbitrarily fixed class to guide and 
rule, and another to be guided and ruled. He rejected the overture. The old 
master, his well-meant condescensions slighted, turned away estranged, and 
justified himself in passively withholding that simpler protection without 
ronage which any one American citizen, however exalted, owes to any other, 
however humble. Could the freedman in the bitterest of those days have con- 
sented to throw himself upon just that one old relation, he could have found a 
pre security for himself and his house such as could not, after years of effort, 

iven him by constitutional amendments, Congress, United States marshals, 

ents of regulars, and ships of war. But he could not; the very nobility 
of the civilization that had held him in slavery had made him too much a man 
to go back to that shelter; and by his manly neglect to do so he has proved to 
„!.... TTT 


»The old Louisiana Black Code says, That free le of color ought never 
to * * * presume to conceive themselves 8 white; but, on the 
contrary, that they ought to yield to them in every occasion, and never speak 
or answer to them but with respect, under the penalty of imprisonment accord- 
to the nature of the offense.” (Section 21, page 164.) 
Maurice Thompson, in the Independent. 


us who once ruled over him that, be his relative standing among the racesof 
men what it may, he is worthy to be free. 
To be a free man is his still distant goal. Twice he has been a freedman. In 


I 
I say this beliefis not universal. The: 
among us who see that America has no room for a state of society which makes 
its lower classes harmless by abridging its liberties, or, as one of the favored 
class iately said to me, has got em so they don’t give no trouble.“ There is a 
wing number who see that the one thing we can not afford to tolerate at * Os 
s a class of le less than citizens; and that every interest in the land de- 
mands that the man be free to become in all things, as far as his own per- 
sonal gifts will lift and sustain him, the same sort of American citizen he would 
be if, with the same intellectual and moral caliber, he were white. 

Thus we reach the ultimate question of fact. Are the freedman's liberties 
suffering any real abridgment? The answer is easy. The letter of the laws, 
with but few exceptions, recognizes him as entitled to Hai right of an Ameri- 
can citizen; and to some it may seem unimportant that there is scarcely one 
public relation of life in the South where he is not arbitrarily and unlawfully 
compelled to hold toward the white man the attitude of an alien, a menial, and 
a probable reprobate by reason of his race and color. One of the marvels of 
future history will be that it was counted a small matter, by a majority of our 
nation, for 6,000,000 of people within it, made its own decree a component 
part of it, to be subjected to a system of oppression so rank that nothing could 
make it seem small except the fact that they had already been ground under it 
for a century and a half. 

Examine it. It proffers to the freedman acertain security of lifeand property, 

then holds the respect of the community, dearest of earthly boons, be- 
yond his attainment. It gives him certain guarantees nst thieves and rob- 
bers, and then holds him under the unearned contumely of the mass of good 
men and women, It acknowledges in constitutions and statutes his je to 
an American's freedom and aspirations, and then in daily practice heaps upon 
him in every public place the most odious distinctions, without giving ear to the 
humblest plea concerning mental or moral character, It spurns his ambition, 
tramples upon his languishing self-respect, and indignantly refuses to let him 
either buy with money or earn by any excellence of inner life or outward be- 
vior the most momentary immunity from these public indignities even for his 
wife and daughters. Need we cram these pages with facts in evidence, as if 
were charges denied and requiring to be proven? They are simply the present 
avowed and defended state of affuirs peeled of ita exteriors. 

Nothing but the habit, generations old, of enduring it could make it endur- 
able by men notinactualslavery. Were we whites of the South to remain every 
way as we are, and our 6,000,000 blacks to give place to any sort of whites ex- 
actly their equals, man for man, in mind, morals, and wealth. vided only 
that they had tasted two years of American freedom, and were same system 
of tyrannies attempted upon them, there would be as bloody an uprising as this 
continent has ever seen. We can say this quietly. There is not a scruple’s 
weight of present danger. These 6,000,000 freedmen are dominated by 9,000,000 
whites immeasurably stronger than they, backed by the virtual consent of thirty- 
odd millions more. Indeed, nothing but the habit of oppression could make 
such oppression ibleto a people of the intelligence and virtue of our South- 
ern whites, and the invitation to practice it on millions of any other than the 
children of their former slaves would be fe pine with a noble indignation. 

Suppose, for a moment, the tables turned. Suppose the courts of our Southern 
States, while changing no laws requiring the impaneling of jurymen without 
distinction as to race. &c., should suddenly begin to draw their thousands of 
13 all black, and well-nigh every one of them counting not only himself, 

ut all his race, better than any white man. Assuming that their average of 
intelligence and morals should not below that of jurymen as now drawn, 
would a white man, for all that, choose to be tried in one of those courts? 
Would he s ; eee Could one persunde him that his chances of even 
justice were all they should be, or all they would be were the court not evading 
the law in order to sustain an outrageous distinction against him because of the 
accidents of his birth? Yet only read white man for biack man and black man 
for white man, and that—I speak as an eye-witness—has been the practice for 
years, and is still so 2 ; an actual emasculation in the ease of 6,000,000 
people, both as plaintiff an: defendant, of the right of trial by jury. 

In this and other practices the outrage falls upon the freedman. Does it stop 
there? Far from it, It isthe first premise of American principles that whatever 
elevates the lower stratum of the people lifts all the rest, and whatever holds 
it down holds all down. For twenty years, therefore, the nation has been work- 
ing to elevate the freedman. It counts this one of the great necessities of the 
hour, It has poured ont its wealth, publicly and privately, for this purpose. 
It is confidently ex that it will soon bestow a royal gift of millions for the 
reduction of the illiteracy so largely shared ba blacks, Our Southern States 
are,and for twenty years have been, taxing themselves for the same end. The 
private charities alone of the other States have given twenty millions in the 
same good cause. Their colored seminaries, colleges, and normal schools dot 
our whole Southern country, and furnish our public colored schools with a large 
part of their teachers, All this and much more been or is being done 
order that, for the good of himself and everybody else in the land, the colored 
man may be elevated as pay as possible from all the debasements of slavery 
and semi-slavery to the full stature and integrity of citizenship, And itisin 
the face of all this that the adherent of the old régime stands in the way to every 
poe privilege and place—steamer 8 railway platform, theater, concert- 

ll, art display, public library, public school, court-house, church, everything 
flourishing the hot branding-iron of ignominions distinctions. He forbids the 
freedman to go into the water until he is satisfied that he knows how to swim, 
and for fear he should learn hangs millstones about his neck, This is what 
we are told isa small matter that will settle itself. Yes, like a roosting curse, 
until the outraged intelligence of the South lifts its indignant protest agai: 
this stupid firing into our own ranks. 

I aay Das outraged intelligence of the South: forthere are thousands of South- 
ern-born white men and women in the minority in all these places—in churches, 
courts, schools, libraries, theaters, concert-halls, and on steamers and railway 
carriages—who see the wrong and folly of these things, silently blush for them, 
and withhold their open protests only because their belief is unfortunately 
stronger in the futility of their counsel than in the power of a just cause. I do 
not justify their silence; but I affirm their sincerity and their goodly numbers, 
Of late years, when condemning these evils from the 8 in Southern 
towns, I have repeatedly found that those who I had earlier been told were the 
men and women in whom the community placed most confidence and pride— 
2000] ok tance (((. 
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ee 5 they the young South? Not by half! The area es 
of the old times have always n among them, saying in . by any 


means as converts, but as fellow-discoverers, ‘‘ Whereas we were b 
see. 


male crowding into their eges. Now, 
look at this plea. It is sim y saying in another way that though the 
whites far opinar bar. the though we hold e element of powerin 


tary experience, with ninety-nine hundredths of all the military equipment 
— er phan de of all 2 th facts behind 


from being a confession of driveling imbecility 15 i utter speciousness. It i, ad- 
vanced sincerely; and yet nothing is easier to show than that these distinctions 
=e the line of color are really not from any necessity, but simply for their 

preserve yog oie arbitrary supremacy of the master class over the 
— without he decency or indecency of appearance or manners 
in either the white individual or the colored. 

See its every-day working. Any colored man gains unquestioned admission 
into innumerable the moment he appears as the menial attendant of 
some white person, where he could not cross the threshold in his own right as 
a well-dressed and well-behaved master of himself. The contrast is even greater 
in the case of colored women. There could not be a system which when put 
into practice would more offensively condemn itself. It does more: it actually 
‘creates the confusion it pretends to prevent. It blunts the sensibilities of the 
ruling class themselves. It waives all strict demand for painstaking in either 
manners or dress of either master or menial, and, for one result, makes the 
average Southern railway coach more uncomfortable than the average of rail- 
Tag ponente coaches elsewhere, 1. prompts the average Southern white passenger to 

less offense in the presence of a 2 boisterous, or unclean white person 
than that of a quiet, well-behaved colored man or woman attempting to travel 
ual footing with him without a white master or mistress. The holders 


red passenger 
egroes, and they would lay themselves liable should they do so. The 
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offense does not vanish at the guarantee inst the loss of physical 
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i behind, 
of room. But the mother and child 


onset, even bad — as black as 172 — mouth of the coal-pit to which her 

loathsome fo Serre were being carried in chains. 4 
Such is the Aa ent sawit. But the illustration would be incomplete here 

were I not allowed to add the comments I made upon it when in dune aes 5 


counted it, and to state the two opposite tempers in which m 

ceived. Isaid: "These are the facts, Aoro you 5 and oe we hy hs 

to communities that, after yeo of hoping for, are at last taking comfort in 

assurance of the nation’s highest courts that no law can and stop 

shameful foul play until we choose to enact a law to that end ourselves. An 

now the East and North and West of our great and prosperous and happy coun- 
try, and the rest of the civilized world, as far as it knows our case, are standi 

oat waiting to see what we will write u the white of to-day’ sand 

morrow’s history, now that we are simply on our honor and on the mettle of our 

fara and oS 7 y famed Southern nct. How long, then, shall we stand 

from such ringing moral questions as these on the y plea that they have a 

political value, and, scrutinizing the Constitution, keep saying, ‘Is it so nomi- 

nated in the bond? I can not find it; tis not in the bond.“ 

With the temper that promptly resented these words through many newspa- 
pers of the neighboring regions there can be no propriety in wrangling. When 
regions so e from the world's ha yey anit their resentment no further 
than a little reign invective, it is but fair to welcome it as a sign Kak aay, See rogress! 
If communities nearer the great centers of thought grow impatient with them$ 
how shall we resent the impatience of these remoter ones when their oldest tray 
ditions are, as it seems to them, ruthlessly assailed? There is but one right thing 
to do: it is to pour in upon them our reiterations of the truth without malice 
and without stint. 

Bat I have a much better word to say. It is for those who, not voiced by the 
newspapers around them, showed both then and constant! y afterward in public 
and private during my two days’ subsequent travel and Salou in the region} 
by their cordial, frequent, specific approval of my words, that a better intelli- 
gence is longing to see tho evils of the old régime supplanted by a wiser and 


more humane public sentiment and practice. And I must my conviction 
that if the unconscious habit of ression were not say there, a scheme so 
gross, irrational, unjust, and i cient as our caste distinctions could 


not go place among a people so generally intelligent and Mi high-minded. I ask 
attention to their bad influence in a direction not often noticed. 

In studying, about a year ago, the practice of letting out public convicts to pri- 
vate lessces to serve out their sentences under private management, I found that 
it does not belong to all our once slave States nor to all our once seceded States. a 
Only it is no longer in practice outside of them. Under our present condition in 
the South, it is beyond possibility that the individual black should behave mis- 
chievously without offensively rearousing the old sentiments of the still domi 
nant white man. As we have seen, too, the white man virtually . the 


jury box. Add another fact: the Southern States have entered 


of material development. Now, if with these conditions in force the publiom blie mind 
has been captivated by 7 plowing pictures of the remunerative economy of the 
convict-lease system, an the seductive of mines and railways, turn- 
nobody wants to pay for, growing 


apace by convict labor that seems to cost nothing, we may almost assert before- 
hand popular mind will—notso maliciously as unrefi ly—yield to 
the ng black man into the State 


tence, and its fierce Wanne — him to behave 

But we need not argue from cause to effect only. Nor Sand I repeat one of 
the many painful rumors that poured in u ee moment I gan to inves? 
tigate this The official testimony prisons themselves 


point. 

world to establish the conjectures that Se oe our reasoning. ir — 
erroneous takings of the census of 1880 South Carolina had been corrected{ 
the population was shown to consist of about twenty blacks to every thirteen 
whites. One would therefore look for a preponderance of blacks on the 
lists; and inasmuch as they are a people only twenty years ago re 
servile captivity, one would not be surpr to see that preponderance Fc 
—— when the actual numbers confront us, our speculations are stopped wi 

rude shock; for what is to account for 7 — fact that in 1881 there were committed 
to the State ge at Columbia, S. G., colored persons and but 25 whites? 
The proportion of blacks sentenced ate whole black tion was l to every 
1,488; that of the 5 to the white j was 


the sum ives (fe 
does not agree with the other), there were but 102 whites and 1,083 et 
—_ ns ted in the two years then closing, 23 were to whites and only 
f this be a dark record, Loney anasto ie ee 

22 But for them there is not room h 
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to the school- house. And the explanation is simple. Were — 

educational affairs in the hands of that not high a of the community com 
monly seen in jury-boxes, with their transient sense of accountabilit and their, 
ernde notions of pu ublic interests, there would most likely be no s pleasant, 
contrast. But with us of the Poiti; as elsewhere, there is a fairly honest effort 
npara most hi — 


Nes one thing must be said. 
handicap 
that 


can be no more real justice in 


ing, arbitrary 3 grown in eerie in putting 
them u him 1 w. eee paa men them bå 
— e therr iso! lation, by all means let them 


See 5 Convict Lease System in the Southern States,“ in the Century for 
February, 1884.—Eb. 
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and known; but it is simply tyrannous to assume them without proof. I 


‘now that just here looms up the huge bugbear of social ity, Our eyes are 
filled withabsurd visions of all Shantytown pouring its es of unwashed 
into the company and companionship of our own sunny-headed 


utter nonsense! As if our publicschools had no of clean decorum, or 


nd it would be if the advo- 


moral character! Social equality? Whata 
cates of the old Southern régime could only see that the colorline points straight 
in the direction of social equality by tending toward the ization of all 


whites on one side of the line — ol all blacks onthe other. emay reach the 
moon some day, not social 8 but the only class that really effects any- 
thing toward it are the makers and holders of arbitrary and artificial social dis- 
tinctions interfering with society’s natural self-distribution. Even the little chil- 
dren everywhere are taught, and begin to learn almost with their A B O, that 
they will find and ae va guicoa by the same variations of the social scale in 
the public school as out of it; and it is no small mistake to put them or their 
parents off their guard by this cheap separation on the line of color. 

But some will say this is not a rage artificial distinction. We hear much 
about race instinct. The most of it, I fear, is pure twaddle. It may be tlfere is 
such a thing. We do not know. It is not proved. And even if it were estab- 
lished, it would not necessarily be a proper moral guide, We subordinate in- 
stinct to society's best interests as apprehended in the light of reason. If there 
is such a thing, it behaves with strange malignity tow: the remnants of Afri- 
can blood in individuals principally of our own race, and with singular indul- 
gence to the descendants of—for example—Pocahontas. Of mere race feeling 
we all know there is no scarcity. Whois stranger toit? And as another man’s 
motive of private preference no one has a right to forbid it or require it. But 
as to its being an instinct, one thing is plain: if there is such an instinct, so far 
from excusing the malignant indignities practiced in its name, it furnishes their 
final condemnation ; for it stands to reason that just in degree as it isa real thing 
it will take care of itself. 

It has often been seen to do so, whether it is real or imaginary. Ihave seen 
in New Orleans a Sunday-school of white children every Sunday afternoon take 
possession of its two rooms immediately upon their being vacated by a black 
school of equal orsomewhatlargernumbers. The teachers of the colored school 
are both white and black, and among the white teachers are young ladies and 
gentlemen of the highest social standing. The pupils of the two schools are 
alike neatly attired, orderly,and in every respect inoffensive to each other. I 
have seen the two races sitting in the same pupae high-school and grammar- 
school rooms, reciting in the same classes and taking recesson the same ground 
at the same time, without one particle of detriment any one ever 
to discover, although the fiercest enemies of the system swarmed ut it on 
every side. And when in the light of these observations I reflect upon the enor- 
mous educational task our Sou 
their own means for performin 
Government, the sparseness f 
distributed over the land, the thousands of schoo! districts where, co 
the multiplication of schools must involve both increase of expense and reduc- 
tion of efficiency, I must enter some demurrer to the enforcement of the tyran- 
nous sentiments of the old régime until wise ts have established better 
reasons than I have yet heard given. 

What need to say more? 8 is answered. Is the freedmana free 
man? No. We have considered hi m in a land whence nothing can, and 
no man has a shadow of right to, drive him, and where he is multiplying as only 
oppression can multiply a people. We have carefully analyzed his relations to 
the finer and prouder race, with which he shares the e and citizenship 
of a region |. enough for ten times the number of both. ithout accepting 
one word of his testimony we have shown that the laws made for his on 


against the habits of suspicion and oppression in his late master are being con- 
stantly set aside, not for their defects, but for such merit as they We 
have shown that the very natural source of these oppressions is the surviving 


sentiments of an extinct and now universally execrated institution; sentiments 
which no intelligent or moral people should harbor a moment after the admis- 
sion that slavery was a moral mistake. We have shown theoutrageousness of 
these te in some of their workings, and how distinctly they nize 
every State and national interest involved in the elevation of the colo race, 
Is it not well to have done so? For, I say again, the question has reached a mo- 
ment of ial importance. The South stands on her honor before the clean 
ody aed of the issue. It is no longer whether constitutional amendments, but 
whether the eternal poops of 13 violated. And the answer must, it 
shall, come from the South, And it shall 8 It will not cost much. 
We have had a strange experience; the withholding of simple rights has cost 
usmuch blood; such concessions of them as we have made have never yet cost 
adrop. The answer is coming. Is politicsin the way? Then let it clear the 
track or run over, just us itprefers. But, as I have said over and over tomy 
brethren in the South, I take upon me to say again here, that there is a moral 
and intellectual intelligence there which is not going to be much longer be- 
guiled out of its moral right of way by questions eR an itical punctilio, but will 
seek that plane of universal justice and equity which it is every people's duty 
before to seek, not along the line of politics—God forbid—but across it and 
across it and across it as many times as it may lie across the path, until the 
whole People of every once slaye-holding State can stand up as one man, say- 
ing, Is the freedmana freeman?” and whole world shall answer, “Yes.” 


Rivers and Harbors. 
SPEECH 


HON. RICHARD GUENTHER, 


OF WISCONSIN, 
- IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, February 25, 1885, 


On the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and 
preservation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur- 
poses, 


Mr. GUENTHER said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN : I am not in favor of placing the improvements of 
rivers and harbors entirely under the control of the military branch of 
the Government by dismissing all the civil engineers now employed 
and replacing them by the lieutenants and captains of the Army. Mr. 
Chairman, I do not deem such a one in the direction of 
but rather the opposite. I do not think it would be in the interest of 


economy, but rather the reverse. It would, in my opinion, demoralize 
the whole ent by removing many gentlemen now em- 
yed upon the works of improving rivers and harbors, men who now per- 
‘orm a great deal of the brain-work, who furnish practical experience— 
the men who were educated as civil engineers—and supplanting them by 
the graduates of West Point, not even officers of the Engineer Corps, 
who, I grant, may be all good soldiers and first-class Army engineers, 
but who in the nature of things are not the best qualified to carry on 
great feats of hydrographic and civil engineering. I am in favor of a 
strict separation of the military and civil branches of the Government. 
My aim is to make our Army and Navy officers the peers of any in 
the world with reference to their specific calling. But, on the other 
hand, I want to make our public service as perfect as possible and com- 
letely free from military interference. For the problematicsaving of 
000, or even a good deal more, I am unwilling, if I can prevent it, 
to continue the anomaly of having the military assume or encroach 
more and more upon the civil branches, or what should be essentially 
a civil branch of Government. 
Would you like to go back to the time before 1863 and place the Su- 
ising Architect’s office again under the charge of an officer of the 
i Corps? Look at the public buildings erected before 1863, at 
their monotonous uniformity, their lack of architectural beauty, and 
compare them with similar structures built since that time. Mr. Chair- 
man, this proposition intends to remove all the assistant engineers, all 
of whom are civilians. 

Go through the whole list and you will find that the assistant engi- 
neers are not officers of the Army, are not graduates of West Point. 
Take the defenses of the Penobscot and Kennebec Rivers, Portland Har- 
bor, and thenavy-yard at Kittery, Me., and Portsmouth, N. H., improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors in the States of Maine and New Hampshire; 
and you find that while the officer in is an officer of the Corps 


¢| of Engineers, a graduate of West Point, his assistant is a civilian and 


so is the draughtsman. The defenses of Boston and the navy-yard at 
Charlestown and improvement of rivers and harbors on the eastern 
coast of Massachusetts are in charge of an Army officer; his three as- 
sistants are civilians. The fort at Willets Point and Fort Schuyler! 
East River, New York, are in charge of a lieutenant-colonel in the Army; 
his assistant is a civilian; and so on through the whole list. ; 

The Corps of Engineers, all of whom were appointed from the Mili, 
tary Academy, comprising the Chief of Engineers, colonels, lieutenant- 
colonels, majors, captains, first lieutenants, and second lieutenants, con; 
sists of one hundred and six officers. There are on the temporary roll, 
according to the Blue Book of 1883, the only one at my dis two 
assistant engineers; one at $4,200, the other at a salary of $3,600 per 
annum. They are civilians, residents of Washington, D. C. Why are 
they employed? Simply because they can not be spared. The num- 
ber of assistant eers, civilians, employed on the various improve- 
ments, with salaries from $100 to $250 per month, is two hundred and 
twenty-seven. You propose to turn out these two hundred and twenty- 
seven civil engineers and substitute in their places—whom? Army, 
officers. You could not fill their positions by the members of the Corps 
of United States Engineers, because they are already employed; and be- 
sides, there are only one hundred and six. 

You pro to take two hundred and twenty-seven officers from the 
Army, ving them to be competent to take the places of men who 
have devoted their life exclusively to the study of civil ing} 
while these graduates of West Point for afew years while at the acad- 
emy got a smattering of it, and since did not pay any attention to it 
at all. ‘ 

You may just as well fill the places on the bench with graduates of 
West Point, for law is one of their studies. You have at the academy, 
three professors of civil and military engineering and two professors o 
law. The course at the academy comprises tactics, with seven ins 
structors; civil and military engineering, with three professors; na 
and experimental philosophy, with three professors; mathematics, witli 
nine professors; history, geography, and ethics, with two professors; 
chemistry, mineralogy, and geology, with four professors; modern lan’ 
guages, with seven professors; law, with two professors; practical milf 
itary engineering, military signaling, and telegraphy, with two in: 
structors; ordnance and gunnery, with two instructors; dra with 
four professors. 4 

There are in the Engineer Department forty-cight draughtsmen, with 
salaries from $100 to $150 per month, not one a graduate from West 
Point. Why have they not been employed in that capacity, having had 
instruction in drawing by four professors? The reason is that they are 
not proficient, not having even attained that grade of perfection neces- 

for the proper of the duties of a draughtsman. 
Y should be in favor of transferring the business of improving our 
rivers and harbors with reference to navigation to a civil t 
It does not seem necessary, to my mind, that the luster of the Army 
officers should be thrown around the business of civil engineering. 

I do not think that the best interests of this country demand that 
the 4,500 non-civilians, employed in the improvements of rivers 
and harbors should be bossed by one hundred six Army officers? 
that from ten to teen millions of dollars per annum should. be ex4 


eigh 
pended under the control of these one hundred and six shoulder-strapped 


aristocrats. Keep them in their proper sphere, educate them for the 
8 a military career but do not let them encroach upon the 
civil branches of life. Not even in , in the country of mili- 
tary where man with the lieutenant in the army, are 
public works for the improvement of rivers and harbors for commercial 
and navigation purposes carried on by them, but by competent civil 

ineers, who had special training in their line and who devoted them- 
selves solely to the study of their profession as civil engineers. 

It is time for us to do away with the traditions of the past. If we 
can not employ the graduates of West Point for military purposes only, 
restrict their number in some way. Employ them, if you please, in 
the War Department in a clerical capacity, or let them do i 
ing work as they are capable of, where they can mak: 
in time of peace without detriment to the public service, but do not 
place them in positions for which civilians are much better qualified, 
and where, by reason of their lack of experience and proper training, 
they would waste much more of the people’s money than their salaries 
ould amount to were they kept on waiting orders. Do not establish 
à rule which would prevent us from availing ourselves of the services 
of the best engineering talent at our command and confining ourselves 
to the mediocrity of the Army and placing a civil branch of this Gov- 
ernment entirely in the hands of overbearing martinets who usually 
look upon the civilians as inferior beings and who, in the security of 
life positions and ions, of promotion not based upon true merit but 
on of service, lack the stimulus that prompts men in civil life 
to excel; that ambition to work their way to the top of the ladder in 
their chosen profession on their own merits by hard work and incessant 


study. 
Let us look for the bright flowers of civil-engineering genius, talent, 
and skill in the sunshine of civil, rather than in the somber shades 


of military life. 
Aid to Education. 


SPEEOH 


or 
HON. THOMAS J. WOOD, 
OF INDIANA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 13, 1885, 
On the educational bills before Congress. 


Mr. WOOD said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Blair and Willis educational bills provide that 
certain sums of money shall be distributed to the several States of the 
Union in proportion to illiteracy of the people in each of them. The 
provisions of these bills do not interfere with the educational system of 
any State, but direct that the money shall be used for educational pur- 
poses by aiding the common schools therein. 

The troublesome question is the power of Congress to one of 
these bills. There is no express power in any provision of the Consti- 
tution authorizing Congress to enact a law for the purpose stated in 
either of them. 

The several powers of the Constitution are— 

First. Express powers. 

Second. Implied powers. 

Third. Incidental powers. 

Fourth. Inherent power. 

There is no controversy about the first power. I hold that 
has power to pass one of these educational bills under any one of the 
other three powers. _I will consider them in their order. 

As to the second power I say there is not in the whole Constitu- 
tion a grant of powers which does not draw after it other powers not 
expressed, but essential and vital to their exercise; not independent but 
auxiliary to the b itself. No provision of the Constitution ex- 
pressly excludes implied and incidental powers as did the Articles of 
Confederation. This subject is well considered in the Federalist, where 

t reasoning is applied to it. 

t is the grant of power in the Constitution bearing upon the sub- 
ject of these bills? Section 4 of the fourth article of the Constitution 
declares that— 

The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a republican 
form of government. 

Here is a naked declaration of power. No way is pointed out, no 
means are defined to inform Congress how this power shall be executed. 
Now, every means that can be used consistent with the power to carry 
it into effect is implied from the nature of 8 Con- 
gress may oe e ee to carry into effect this express power, 
whether it be tary forces, commi or by a compromise 
of the complaints of the e of the State against a republican form 
of government. 

Many reasons might be assigned why the people of a State would not 
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desire to maintain a republican form of government, but one strong 
one, among all others, might be that ee ee ore 
were incapable of self-government; incapable by illiteracy of partici- 
pating in the affairs of the State through the exercise of suffrage. 

If general ignorance is the cause Congress may exercise power to re- 
move it, though years are required to do so, by liberal gaor money 
for the purpose of diffusing general intelligence and thereby creating 
respect among the people for a government republican in form, and a 
decent for the rights of mankind. 

The Indians are incapable of self-government through illiteracy, and 
no republican form of government would be maintained by them, and 
now the Government is providing, asit has often done, for their educa- 
tion gnd mental elevation in order to make them law-abiding citizens 
and capable of self-government, and therefore fit to live under and sup- 
port a republican form of government in the State where they may re- 
side. . 

It is conceded that the colored people as a body in the South, where 
large numbers congregate, are incapable of unde and main- 
taining a republican form of government in the absence of intelligent 
white people. 

In such cases Congress may exercise the power to promote intelligence 
and education among them in order to make them self-governing, and 
therefore capable of maintaining independently of the power of the Gen- 
eral Governmenta republican formof government. If general illiteracy 
among the people of a State is the cause of the failure of a republican 
form of government, Congress may donate money to remove the cause 
through educational means, and that is true where illiteracy is sodomi- 
nant as to constitute a balance of power against intelligence or is a stand- 
ing menace to the safety of the Commonwealth. 

such cases Congress may provide means to remove the cause and 
all threatening danger to a republican form of government. Whatisa 
grant of power without the employment of means necessary to its exe- 
cution? The axiom is clearly established in law and in reason that 
whatever is required to be done the means to that end are authorized. 
Whenever a general power to do a thing is given every particular power 
necessary for doing it is given. 

Suppose there is universal famine in a State, and thepeople thereof, 
starving in all its borders, organize in open rebellion against all State 
law and constitutional authority and annihilate the republican form of 
government therein existing? 

In such a case Congress could order troops with bayonets, powder, and 
lead, to reduce the people to submission, or it may appropriate money 
to buy them bread and thus allay their opposition to State authority, 
and restore to the State a republican form of government. 

There is no defined way to execute this general power of the Constitu- 
tion. Congress itself is the sole judge of the means necessary to carry 
into effect this grantof power. Congress is the sole judge of the means 
necessary to carry into effect any grant of power in the Constitution, 
provided always that the means employed are properly incident to the 
express power. No one would claim that meens used entirely foreign 
to the object to execute a power would be a proper execution of it. 
The manner of carrying into effect the t powers of the Constitution 
is left to the wisdom and conservative judgment of the legislator where 
the means of execution are not defined. Otherwise the creation of 
naked powers would be absurd, as they would remain forever dormant 
or ina paralytic state. Judge Story, writing on this question, aptly 
says: 

It would be almost 1 if it were not useless, to enumerate the 
various instances in wh’ Congress, in the progress of the Government, have 


made use of incidental and implied means to execute its powers. They are 
almost infinitely varied in their ramifications and details, 


But incidental powers are expressly conferred on Congress by the 
Constitution, and in these words: 
To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into exe- 


cution the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitution 
in the Government of the United States, or in any department or office thereof, 


This provision constitutes Congress the judge of what laws are neces- 
sary to carry into effect the powers of the Constitution. Although it 
is surplusage under the reasoning of judicial decisions and eminent 
writers on constitutional powers, as it existed already as an incident, 
yet it does prove that the framers of the Constitution intended to leave 
2 means of executing the powers to the deliberate judgment of the 

islator. 
en the question is, Is general intelligence and enlightenment of the 
people supportive of a government republican in form? Does the in- 
telligence of the people aid and maintain such a government? If so, 
1 may adopt measures to that end. 

I have briefly discussed the incidental powers of Congress and the im- 
plied powers of the Constitution, and J pass on to the inherent power 
of that instrument. This power sounds strange, but hear me through. 
In order that the application of this power may be more readily under - 
stood I make a statement of facts: 

The real of these measures is to provide means for the educa- 
tion of the colored people in the Southern States, although they em- 
PO AEI ee irene tna AA 

A few years ago 4,000,000 of illiterate colored people were released 


from slavery and the adult males clothed with all the rights, duties, 
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and conditions of American citizenship. No one pretends that they 
possessed any mental qualifications to e good citizens and an in- 
telligent factor in the administration of the Government. The old ex- 
slaves can not be materially improved, but the young le can be 
taught the superiority of republican government, the rights and priv- 
ileges it confers upon the citizen, respect and obedience for the laws of 
the State and Federal Union. 

What is the foundation of the Federal Union? What is the basis of 
the General Government? The theory is that it rests only upon the 
consent of the governed. Who are the governed? I answer, all classes 
of the people, white and black. The people of their own free will can 

or restrict its powers, or change the system entirely, and do so 
peaceably and rightfully. The people are the sovereign. They rule 
through their own bee agents, who act by defined a wers. 
are responsible to no sovereign save the soverei, 0 
ple, who hold them accountable ſor violations of official duties tvs 
word, the Federal system is in the hands of the people. They control 
by the elective franchise. Shall it be an intelligent franchise? The 
maintain it by consent and self-government. Need it be said that dog | 
a system of 2 can only be sustained and perpetuated by the 
e and * of the people, and without which it could not 
survive 
ow, there is a large percentage of unintelligent and illiterate people 
in this country exercising a fundamental power in the enactment and 
administration of law who can know nothing of the effect or benefit 
of it. Can they safely and independently execute so great a trust with- 
out any intelligent conception of the rights and duties of citizenship? 
Are they fit to deposit the ballot that may determine the destiny of 
the Republic? Are fit to deposit the ballot to determine any poli 
of the Government? How can they select proper agents to administer 
the Government when they have no understanding of its powers and 
? They can not pass judgment upon any policy beneficial or 
urious to the commonwealth. Government been preserved 
through the predominance of general in and all will concede 
that it wo 
dominated. 

There are several hundred thousand of illiterate colored citizens in 
the Southern States, who were suddenly granted the obligations of citi- 
zenship without knowiedge of its duties and responsibilities, and the 
number is increasing. This mass of ignorance, suddenly granted the 
highest boon in the power of mankind, American citizenship, may join 
a dangerous crusade against the best interest of the whole country. It 
is a lurking enemy around the basis of republican institutions, and a 
powerful element, if left alone, that may strike our federal system and 
threaten civil liberty. Itisamercenary and menacing power that may 
be ready to rend the Constitution itself. 

Lask, does not the whole Constitution, as a means of government, 
it the exercise of. power to preserve itself? Can this organic law 
dissolved because there is no express power therein given to preserve it 
against any preconceived contingency? When the foundation of repub- 
lican government is being undermined, shall we say there is no power 
given to preserve it? Does not the organization of this Government as 
a whole carry with it at all times inherent power which may be ex- 
ercised for its own safety? I answer, is not the power of preservation 
innate, inwrought in the organization, so as to be inseparable from the 
Government itself, inseparable as the ‘‘ inherent qualities of the - 
net,” inseparable as the inherent rights of men to life and liberty? 
not preservative power so interwoven in the great framework that it 
can not be excluded? I would say preserve the Constitution and the 
Federal Government by express powers, if any there be, but if none, 
still preserve the Government. Thoughin doing so I employed means 
not named in the organic laws, yet I would have the Government left 
to all by the exercise of them. 

When the very foundation of this Government, to wit, intelligence 
and virtue of the people, is being affected by growing illiteracy, can 
not power be rightfully exercised to prevent its continuance and pre- 
serve the structure? The central life of government holds ready all 
power on earth for its own preservation. All say there is ample power 
of preservation against all armed warfare. But is it the idea that the 
only mode of preservation is force, military force? Can not there be 


means used to preserve the Government, or is the military force y 


the only one? When the increasing illiterate population, white and 
black, now numbering over 2,000,000 voters, uniting with powerful fac- 
tions, give consent for some other worse form of government, then it is 
too late for peaceful remedies. 
The will of the people to dissolve this Government for another is ir- 
istible and there would be no contest about it. If the will of the 
people is an intelligent one, an enlightened one, the theory is it 
would stand as the best ever founded by mankind, but an illiterate or 
ignorant will might destroy the best for the worst ever produced. 
War powers, not given by any law, may be exercised as a state necessity. 
Peace powers may be assumed as astate necessity, for the Government 
may be peacefully dissolved as well as forcibly by war. The Govern- 


ment has a right to fortify itself against the attack of ee e 
and in doing so it aids itself. When intelligence is gene y diffused 
the Constitution is aided and strenghtened. Is that a harmful exer- 
cise of power? I think not, because it gives me my Government, after 
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long since have disappeared had ignorance and illiteracy }- 
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its ise, better founded than it was before, and that can not be a 
violation of the Constitution. 

The manumitted slaves enfranchised forced an unexpected mass of 
illiteracy into a political power in the affairs of government. It was 
the result of state necessity, which continues itself to make this new 
pousa force an intelligent and supportive power to the Government., 

e are brought face to face with a proposition that underlies the Gov- 


ernment and all its civil institutions. willadmit that class ignorance 
and illi is inimical to a government founded on popular 
in ence. It hascontempft for law and all government policy, and isa 


sure element of disturbance and destruction wherever found. Menex- 
claim there is no danger, that the illiterate population is impotent for 
evil. I answer that the illiterate population of the whole country is a 
powerful factor for evil. It now holds the balance of political power: 

The census returns of 1880 show 10,000,000 voters in the United 
States and Territories. The total number over 21 years of age who can 
not read or write is 4,204,363, of whom 2,056,463 are whites and 2,147,- 
900 are colored, including 300,000 Indians and 100,000 Asiatics. As- 
sume one-half are females, which leaves over 2,000,000 illiterate voters 
who can not write their names or read their ballots. The illiterate 
voters constitute one-fifth of the whole voting population; one voter in 
five can not read his ballot or write his name. Generally they are in 
the power of low de and possess no higher aim than prejn: 
dice, jealousy, and revenge. They can not tell the Constitution of their 
country, if under the eye, from the advertisement of a horse oe 
They know nothing of the laws of the State wherein they — pa 0 
them the Declaration of Independence is a dark blank and the Bill of 
Rights an enigma. I read a part of the report of the committee on this 
subject: 

The illiterate voters of Maine, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, and Connect- 
icut, of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Ohio, in short of every Middle, 
Southern, and most of the Western States, have power, if com! to decide 


any political issue that is now, or for ears is 2 pending between po- 
Leet parties. They represent ten of our fifty millions of people. 


Illiterate voters of the States and Territories, 


BIRD OIA — ͤ —ͤ —————ů—— 60,174 267, 052 

Arizona... 3,550 4,183 

Arkansas. 50,235 118, 679 

California. 22, 625 44,725 

8 2855 scan 
mnecticut 

3 3,206 3.64 

Delaware. 6,462 14, 897 

District of 3,569 23,016 

Florida. 10,885 50, 683 

Georgia 71,693 819,011 

Idaho... 510 1,453 

—. pa E 

ndiana., „076 s 

Iowa 85, 815 87, 73 

: 17, 095 28,593 

Teton EEE 213,603 

uisiana 

e 16, 234 16,569 

Maryland 34,155 100,512 

81.671 83, 892 

Michigan..... 48, 291 3, 758 52,049, 

Mi 27,645 769 28, 414 

Mississippi 27,789 208, 122 235, 911 

Missouri... 89, 924 40, 887 130, 281 

Montana. 625 777 1,502 

Nebraska. 7, 821 496 8,317 

vada 1.807 1,633 8,445 

New Hampsh 10, 694 81 10. 75 

Sew — ges] ra| Sus 
ew Mexico 

New York. 182, 050 10,184 192.184 

0 116, 437 174, 152 290, 589 

Ohio..... 92, 616 14, 152 106, 768 

2.904 2.887 5, 291 

174, 286 15, 561 189, 887; 

18, 611 1,189 19,750 

34,335 200, 063 234, 398 

118, 734 126, 939 245, 673 

65,117 | 121,827 186, 944 

5,385 518 5,908 

12,872 129 13,001 

71.004] 214.340 288.344 

1.011 1,884 2, 895 

45, 340 7,589 52,879 

45,798 981 46,779 

235 144 429 

363 

+ 


*Including Indians and Asiatics. 
The people who intelligently support the General Government havo 


a right to ask aid to arrest the growth of illiteracy. Their social rela- 
tions, their business affairs, their personal safety are threatened by this 
element growing in their midst. There wasatime when a certain class 
in Europe and America refused education of their children. Now they 
ask for it, not only on account of its elevating influence over the vices 
and on mind and morals, but for the aptitude and intelligence it gives 
to the manner of labor. They know now that an intelligent laborer is 
worth more than an ignorant one the world over. Intel t labor 
means quick work, better work, and more work. An intel t care 
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W000 nne “ret On- 
T Fhe population of Ontažio is 1 913400, and the school ep gt In 


anne sana aol re ett In every business relation the 1844 there were in the province 2,505 schools, with 96,’ in 1875, 5,058 

intelligent laborer is the best and safest 6, makes more for his schools, with 404,005 pupils; ana in 1880, sus 2 8 arith 8 The 

employer, makes better for himself, and is a better citizen. The xpenses for education were $275,000 9 3 1S, $3,258,125 in 
7 1873, 634.310 ,210 in 1878, and $3,414,257 in 1880.” 

urope be obse: that in every instance cited the nation assumes the duty 


and exercises 8 not only of assisting but of controlling the subdivisions 
which make up the whole and provides for compulsory atte: oe of the child. 
The le is fully recognized that when the general welfare 8 — 
viduals and subdivisions must submit, if necessary for any cause, to receive 
coupled with which is the duty which implies the right of the 
whole to p © for t a protection and safety of all the paap by the utmost ex- 
ts powers. True, their governments are not so as ours, but 
the principle isstill the same. Self preservation dictates this po every where. 
These statistics show that foreign governments aid the poorer classes 
to educate their children by very liberal grants, and they do so upon 
the ground that it makes a better, more moral, and more useful peo- 
le. It makes life and property safer, and the Government stronger. 
t makes labor better and more useful in every condition of life. You 
can trust intelligence and skill, but you must watch ignorance all the 
8 The 8 of ig ee governments of the East is conclusive on 
question of policy. ey are not founded upon or dependent upon 
the will or 5 of their people, while our Government is. 
If aportas to them to encourage general education of the masses 
ine the le how much more important it is to our own country, rest- 
as it does upon the masses of the people; and more important to this 
Getty still because it is new and developing and ed, in com- 
parison with the old governments. This Government is met with un- 
solved problems of legislation growing out of new conditions continu- 
ally arising, which require intelligent thought by the le and their 
forbearance until wisdom leads the way through; and more 
JC interests aris- 
ing from our multiplied resources, rapid nee ed ani or geth, 


Aiseee 
by th alone in 1881-82 for all instruction ts to 
7 ne er i phases of amoun! 


8 SLANE SL iI NOTRE 
ulation of Belgium is 5,403,006. 
Tn, when ae eee eee lic 
— e ie Prem — illiterate; PEE Y — 
and in 1878, only 19.59 59 per cent, 
3. ITALY. 
hasa ulation of 3 lation (6-12) of 4,527,582. 
— 97 attend sshool 1,604,078 in L oro Ths nuinborot 


i 
=a oia Srei in 1870 to iio tn Ia C country new and en 


ment is constantly going on, changing and overshadowing pace 

conditions, which often taxes the patient Grese D our intelligent peo- 

ple before a satisfactory adjustment is establish All must see, there- 

a that general intelligence is the only anchor of domestic safety 
and the certain guarantee of peace. 

I desire to read a part of the statement made by the committee on 


„00007 1 20, 000 lire 000,000) ; and in 
855 5 Nemo 1808080000 or $3,200,000 


“Sie abv grant aro made in addition to large own of the kingdom. o Ton 


‘Oh ccording to the conus of Isl, out of a pop oon ae alee the Blair educational bill, which shows the number of ill 
ooo u W. the n of illiterates in 
— 2 whe could neither read nor 889,238 males, and 91178 75 fe- h Stat i the p dion of ey due J der this bill. 


1 1 1871, out of a ulation of 26,80) there were 19 792 who could 
hatther read peti o ae 255 


The present minister of publicinstruction has taken rtion of 
the children of school age, and to enforce the law which States and Territories, ,000,000 to 
makes attendance ab school obligatory fo children ages of 6 each State, 
4. ENGLAND, 

The annual parliamentary ae he ig N land and Wales rome abr ye 
was: In 1840, £30,000; in 1850, £180,110; in 1858, £068,873; in £774,743; in 153, 229 466, 785 53 
TBS, £721,390; in 1806, £640,000; in 1807, 3 1868, £480,429 1869, £840,- 43.883 127888 
71L; in 1870, £914,721; in 1873, 078 in 1 — 1155 ; in 1877, £2,127,130; 0 331 28 373 77 
in 1579, £2,733,404; in 1882, £2,749, —— 88 
ee ee aed ETE 1 a Ta the num- SENT 3.004 9.424 32 

seats from 2,397, 1872, to 4,240, 1880; and the average number „ 
of children in attendance from 1,445,825 in 1872, to 2,750,916 in 1880. Deeley Golub noe ELDI o 
‘The population of England and Wales is 25,968,236, 70,219 213,887 07 
5. SCOTLAND. ert EE TA 

Population, 3,734,870, The parliamentary grant to elementary schools amounts * 
to £468,512 for 1882-83, ithe wunuher of slationtary PhONa — — ee 

962 in 1872 to 3,006 in 1880; the number of seats from 267,412 in 1872 to 602.054 in Ark 3 

and the number of children in average attendance from 206,090 in 1872 to 25'508 Trost lA 
re 6, IRELAND 258, 186 780, 434 SE 

Population, 5,159, Number of elementary s 7,522. Number of pu aie eae 
1,031,995. 3 fn the fen year, is ular ed: in Ireland amoun: 111.85 — 9) 
to a total of £2, £2,948, 600 669 in the 60-709; in 1868 it was £300,195 ; in 1872, 75,635 230, 384 21 
£430,390; and in 783 it amounts to 47.112 143.503 15 

27, EEES amounts + , 
e ie, against 80, = he government e ‘As nearly all the Prussian schools moa 422,839 63 
ts, the government grants are chiefly devoted to 7833 4, 660 38 
. the improvement of old ones. 22 Teen 
8. RUSSIA. 11.982 118255 17 

Russia, with a pong Sein. ye apr e lation of 15,000, 208 26 
has only 28 357 elementary schools and 1,213,325 pup amon palace, 52, 994 161.419 72 
grant to all grades of schools amounts to $9,000,000. Ot this amount on $475,000 166, 605 567,539 75 

to elementary education. The finances of Russia exhibi an- 367, 890 1, 120, 692 94 

nual deficits, caused DARIY by an enormous expenditure for war, aad partly by 85, 754 264, 252 68 
rding to official zamre e total waroutlay 5,376 16, 375 30 

incurred by Russia d ina the four years 1876-79 amounted to $728, 146, 133 445,136 35 

The mass of the pop of Russia is as yet without education. In 1860only 17, 456 53,170 98 
two out of every hundred recruits levied for the army were able to read and 321,780 980, 141 83 
write, but the proportion FFV 394, 385 1, 201, 296 71 
Son aaia Ye secret of koe n 55 

Education recently was 10 AGIA a a bulk of the aa 1, 7 17 

ucal un a e 067 
agri ulation, tuting two-thirds of the empire, en- 3,191 8015 2 
tirely ill During the last twelve years, however, the Government has 52,041 158,516 89 

to — new Is 88, 693 117, 858 88 
. ver the conveniences were too poor. A law 427 1,300 64 
ofa ne 1868 making education obligatory for all children be theages 
0 15,000,000 00 
ne governs t expenditure for public education has increased from $2,800,- 
000 in 8 to $6,500,000 in 1881. 2 


this connection, as illustrating the educational impulse moving the whole l Mr. Chairman, I plead for the purpose of these measures because I 
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the ot more pure, which will ever uphold and maintain a re- 
publican form of government in every State of the Union and make 


stronger and better the bonds néw holding the States together for the Th 


purposes of the best government of men. 


General Grant. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. OTHO R. SINGLETON, 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 
On the bill (S. 2530) to authorize an additional appointment on the retired-list of 
the Army. 


Mr. SINGLETON said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: Iwish to putt u rags to-day mise ys ee 
a mere negative vote upon i rise to pro es- 
tablishment of a privileged class of citizens who are to be foisted upon 
the Government, draw money from the Treasury not needed for an eco- 
nomical support, but in this case to be added to an income of $15,000 
a year—a sum greater than the estates of nineteen-twentieths of the 
people of the United States, 

‘though the Constitution of the United States discourages any leg- 


islation tending to build up one class of people at the expense of an- 
other, yet this bill, with some others heretofore passed, proposes to es- 
tablish a privil order of persons, pension them on the Government 


for life, mere fungi upon the industrial interests of the country, and I 
must say the outgrowth of a mawkish and morbid sentimentality. To 
bestow upon General Grant the gratuity of $17,000 per annum pro- 
posed in this bill would be to confer upon him that which was never 
offered to the Father of his Country, and which, if off would have 
been declined with that characteristic manliness and patriotism which 
pted him to refuse a third term as President of the United States, 
passage of this bill will certainly be a wide departure from the 
of the Government in its early history, and well calculated to 

awaken distrust and dissatisfaction in the public mind. 

Every candid and impartial mind, in its efforts to comprehend the 
utility or justice of this measure, will want to know whether there is 
any pecuniary necessity in the case of General Grant which requires 
the passage of the bill; and if not, whether it will add anything to his 

tation, or enhance in any way the public estimate of his civil or 
ee ay I had supposed that having so large an annual in- 
come his best friends would not ask the passage of this bill upon the 
lea of pecuniary necessity. During his eight years’ service as Presi- 
— he drew from the Treasury of the United States about $300,000, 
a portion of it under a law which he, as a co-ordinate branch of 
the Government, aided in passing. 

A donation of $250,000 was made him at one time by his friends and 
admirers, which is held in trust for his benefit, and, as stated before, 
3 an annual income of $15,000. Besides this, houses and lots, 

and carriages, with innumerable other valuable presents, have 
been lavished upon him. Now, it is said that financial disaster has 
overtaken him. Suppose this to be true, whose fault is it? Has it 
come to this, that the Government is to become sponsor for or guar- 
antor against all the financial blunders of General Grant? II so, when 
and where will the matter end? What distinguished gentleman will 


next apply? 
nee deprecated Sym to this that ever received my 
port was the one which provided for retiring General Shields with 


of brigadier This was an exceptional case, growing out 
Pr advanced age, his infirmity from wounds received lu ba 
his absolute poverty. This was a case that pleaded trumpet-tongued 
for relief, and, I am proud to say, the House of the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress heeded the a and responded nobly to the call. A bill was 
with only 6 dissenting votes to retire him on a brigadier’s pay, 
that the few days remaining of a well-spent life might be relieved 
from poverty and want. A nation’s gratitude was due to this battle- 
scarred and maimed hero of two wars, and ex-Senator from three differ- 
ent States, whose pecuniary necessities were such that he was forced to 
pawn the swords bestowed upon him for gallant services in the field 
and deliver lectures to prolong existence. 
This bill went to the Senate—may I be allowed to say a Republican 
Senate—and was there amended by adding to it the name of General 


and | ernment should have been held to the plumb-line of honesty 


Now, what is this species of legislation that we are called upon to pass? Itis 
unequal; itis ust; and itis contrary to any principle that the United States 
— ror before un to exiting | oe thas a acy tm 

a — yy 2 ex a e o; man; 
a . 8 11 
House will concur passage of that bill; and yet 
T 
272. KK 
0 and 10 on 
sue wk whit bel 


and an 
who have pees their whole lives in the 3 of the country, and 
who beyond the number of three hundred are always from the retired-list? And 
in respect of these two individual cases the presen 


regular law, that persons 
. sate myang of this sort, if Senators believe that ei 
these two distinguished ask anything of this sort, then I think they are 

His had the effect to defeat the bill, and the 
eee eee a eee ge ee eee i 
at ingratitude countrymen, soon passed away. Peace be to 
the ashes of the gallant dead ! 

But the friends of General Grant, nothing daunted by defeat, now 
that Shields is out of the way, have rallied again in the Senate and sent 
us tho present bill. What change has come over the spirit of theSenate’s 
dream? Where was the able and eloquent Senator from V. nt when 
this t wrong, ns he had denominated it, was being Bop tea 
Was bared agenda es General Grant that prompted the haste of 
the Senate in passing this bill with only a few moments’ debate? Was 
not General Shields poor and infirm from wounds received in his coun- 
try’s service? Was it defeated in the Senate before upon principle? If 
so, what new revelation has dawned upon the minds of the former op- 

ments of this bill? It is said that men change, but principles never. 
The passage of this Senate bill fully establishes the truth of this say- 


ing. 

Hut it is said this gratuity, bounty, or pension, as it may be denom- 
inated by its is to be bestowed for “‘public services. Does 
this refer to his military or civil services? If tothe former, I will not at- 
tempt to underrate them. But concede all that is claimed for General 
Grant in a military point of view, and I insist that he has been fully re- 
warded for all his services. He has been honored by the American peo- 
ple as no other man save Washington was ever honored, and I am not 
sure that I oughttomake this exception. Twice elected Presidentof the 


umphal march, hat of earthly remains to be secured to a reason- 


able man? What but prurient ambition or greed of gain can make 
him a at the bar of this House, in the n of friends, and plead 
for honors or more ample fortune? the pecuniary debt of the 


country to General Grant never to be liquidated, the account never to 
be closed? Will he leave nothing to be enjoyed by others equally 
meritorious? Iwould not strip from his brow one laurel that has been 
placed there by public acclaim; but all that is excellent of earth is not 
embodied in any one man. 

Surely he has beenamply rewarded for all his military services. But 
overzealous friends point to his civil services, andclaim for them such 
pre-eminence as to merit all the honors and rewards which a nation 


can bestow. Thisis doubtful and admits of disputation. When 
he entered upon the duties of President the country but recently 
emerged from a civil war in which alienation of between differ- 
ent sections had been engendered and a heavy p debt incurred. 
As a wise statesman it should have been his policy, as it was his duty, 
to reconcile as far as possible brethren set on foot meas- 


ures of economy that sepuni debt might be extinguished at as early 
a day as possible. To CFC 
and fidelity. 

Did General Grant adopt this course? Let the history of his admin- 
istration answer the question. Did he lift the Constitution from the 
dust into which the events of the war had cast it, and with the return 
of peace banish the maxim, inter arma leges silent? Did he give place 
to peaceful methods of legislation and judicial supremacy? t meas- 
eee e par ah eee eee eg Sec- 
tions of our coun By whose orders were tive assemblies in 
the States di at the point of the bayonet? By whose order was 


a major-general of the United States Army sent to Louisiana with vio- 
in his heart, who, without stint, abused and maligned 
her in a cOmmunication to the War Department, and manifested 
great anxiety to try, condemn, and execute her citizens by drum-head 
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court-martial? Leer dase TARAA AO EES aE 
cock from the position of military of the military 
division of the United States because he declined to interfere with the 
civil e e the 8 by exercisi 3 
Who was it t instiga Congress to attempt passage e 
‘í force bill,” under the provisions of which he, the President, would 
have secured the power to suspend the writ of habeas in the 
States of Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama? Who was it that sta- 
tioned troops at the polls on election days to intimidate voters and se- 
cure the election of his political friends? Andin 1876, when the people 
of the United States had chosen Mr. Tilden President by a popular ma- 
jority of 260,000 and by a majority of nineteen in the electoral college, 
who was it that massed troops in Washington, and placed them con- 
structively at the doors of this Hall to overawe Congress and force a com- 
promise, by which the people’s rights were sacrificed, their ballots dis- 

and a man installed into office who was never elected? Call 
you this quieting dissensions and promoting peace? If so, it was the 

which rei in Warsaw. 


passed 
coin, when by the terms of the contract it was payable in currency, 
thereby increasing the burdens of the people hundreds of millions of 


profound peace, before the war or since, up to its date, has cost the 
people $180,000,000 in one year? 

Where now are the evidences of his financial ability, the triumphs 
of his ? What did he while in office but punish his sup- 
posed enemies and reward his friends, even to the extent of the most 


shameless and disgusting nepotism. 
Mr. S F... wast Kel IDODI pair 
said no that the facts of history will not fully prove, and nothing 


but what it is my duty to say as a Representative upon this floor. 
But lest I may be ed with prejudice and injustice, I will call 
to the stand a witness whose testimony General Grant's friends will not 


My own publiclife has been a very brief and insignificant one, extending little 
beyond ths dumtion f & enate term of a Senatorial office. But in brief 


n or maladministration. I pare 
iest lips that n the United States presented 

self in the East to take part with civilized world in generous competition in 
the arts of life, the only product of her institutions in wah an surpassed all 


ption, and th. litical administration of ler city —.— a — 
corru e t on er a veg ena 
— — — of m- 


member of this 


Co 
rise bad been taken in fraud. 


hig ess avowed by men 22 old 
in lic office that the true way tf tages power should be gained in the Re- 
lic is to bribe the le with offices created for th the 

e end for which it 


These things have into history. The Hallam or the Tacitus or the Sis- 
mondi or the y who writes the annals of our time will record them with 
his inexorable pen. 


Mr. Speaker, so impressed were the with the truthfulness of 
this word picture, drawn by a master d, that at the next Presiden- 
tial election General Grant’s majority of 760,000 was overcome, and a 
ny pis Arg an a given for Mr. Tilden, a difference of over one mill- 
on votes. 

Here, then, was a popular verdict as to the merits of General Grant’s 
civil services, which, er with his rejection by his own party at 

i as a candidate for the third term, ought forever to settle the 
q m of his statesmanship and show to this House the folly of voting 
him a gratuity of $17,000 a year d the rest of his life. 

The people have not asked it to be neither in pri meet- 
ings nor through their State Legislatures, although the matter has 


been under discussion for years. Dare we then say to the people, you 
must stint yourselves, eat coarse food, and wear. threadbare clothing 


that General Grant, for the balance of his life, who has already been 
munificently rewarded for his services, may fare sumptuously every 
day, and be clothed in purple and fine linen? ” 

If hero-worship in this favored land of ours has taken such deep 
root in the hearts of our people, and has attained to such stalwart 
growth as to secure their assent, much less the approval of this meas- 
ure, then may we lament the degeneracy of the times, and exclaim in 
the impassioned language of another, O tempora! O mores! 


General Grant. 


SPEEOH 


or 


HON. ROBERT T. DAVIS, 


OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 
On the bill (S. 2530) toauthorize an additional appointment on the retired-list of 
the Army. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I trust that this bill will pass the House with entire 
unanimity. It should pass, not only as the evidence of grateful appre- 
ciation of the priceless services of its illustrious benefi but as an 
act of justice to the nation. It will prove to the present and coming 
generations that the Government of a free people is ready and willing 


to reward i instances of the most eminent public qualities 
when successfully exerted in critical periods of its And who 
is there who loves his country that is not proud of the tary fame of 


our great commander—so inseparably and gloriously associated with 
the triumph of Union and Liberty—a triumph beneficent to every sec- 
tion and to all classes, and yet to be hailed South as well as North as 
the best ible result of that inevitable and giant conflict of forces in 
which combatants on either side were irresistibly impelled by in- 
herited and historic influences to assume their respective positions. 

It is the glory of Grant that he successfully wielded the superior 
military resources of the Government against soldiers as brave and 
ee e ul as our own—for they were each Americans, each 

tors of the best blood of historic races and of common traditions 
tness. And is it not to-day a cause of uni- 
versal pride and joy that after the great conflict ended with its strange 
vicisitudes, its defeats and triumphs, the tears and sighs, the sorrow 
and despair of that great agony, the l was a victory of our 
country, our whole country, North and South, East and West, the 
vindication of its Constitution, and of the principles of the great Dec- 
laration, and the consecration of the national idea in the heart of every 
American. The clemency and generosity of our great leader in the 
hour of victory attests the grandeur of his character, and won for him 
the enduring esteem and admiration of the conquered, who were sub- 
dued not more by the fortune of war than by the generous kindness of 
the victor. 

Unquestionably, more than any man who has yet lived, or it is to be 
hoped will live fora thousand years, Grant has given his country a mil- 
i history. Vicksburg has no parallel in modern and but one in 

t history, when the greatest genius of antiquity led the victorious 
legions of Rome, whose conquering tread had resounded through sub- 
jugated nations and continents, against a fortified position held by an 
uncivilized though gallant foe; but nowhere was his greatness of soul 
so manifest as in the bloody and dreadful march through the Wilder- 
ness Petersburg and Richmond. 

He knew well in advance the fearful cost of that campaign; knew 
that countless thousands of the noblest, and bravest of our sons 
must lie down in death that our country tlive. He heard in an- 
ticipation the wail of horror that rose from every hamlet and hearth as 
those devoted men fell before the murderous fire of a t and de- 
termined enemy, who had staked all upon that issue, and were fight- 
ing under their chosen and superb leader with the courage of d A 
He heard the censures, deep and bitter, which his apparently ess 
waste of human life incurred. 

The greatest poet of the last generation made inanimate nature sym- 
pathize with the inevitable fate of the soldiers who were marching to 
the most famous of European battles: 


of civil and military 


De nature ps, as they pass, 
G if aught inanimate e’er 
4 — rave—alas! 


rolling on the foe, 
with high hope, shall molder cold and low. 
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How much more strongly do his mournful lines apply to this cam- 
paign of death. 

Who doubts that through the dark cloud of battle he saw the majestic 
and benignant genius of his country beckoning him on to conflict and 
to victory, that above its din and tumult he heard its commanding 
voice saying, ‘‘ Fail not, falter not; you are the chosen leader in this 
supreme moment; upon the issue of this campaign rests the destinies of 


unborn and untold millions of the race.“ That calm, determined, and 
heroic soul listened and obeyed; and the immortal field of Appomattox 
will testify forever to his glory and success. 

It is for us, in behalf of our own and future times, to prove to this 
great citizen, now in his old age and visited by sickness, misfortune, 
and sorrow that a grateful country remembers and values his inesti- 
mable services, 


American Citizenship. 
SPEECH 


HON. WILLIAM E. ROBINSON, 


OF NEW YORK, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Saturday, February 28, 1885. 


The Resolution—Committee on Foreign Affairs—Expatriation and naturaliza- 
tion—Retaliation and reprisals—Algerine slavery—Efforts to change the law— 
W. E. Robinson's petition—The 48 troubles— Webster and Hulsemann—The 
Koszta case—The Fenian troubles—The Fortieth Congess—Charles Francis 
Adams—Consul West—The country roused—Bill on expatriation—Field day 
in the House—Bill discussed—The bill in the Senate—Lord Stanley surren- 
ders Discussion in Senate—Speeches on the bill Passage of the law—The bill 
as passed—Opinions on the bill—A. S. Hewitt on W. E. Robinson—The Forty- 
seventh Congress—Americans in prison—Congress assembles—Numerous ad- 
journments—The case comes up—The great difficulty—Was the imprisonment 
legal?—The yeas and nays—Delay in Committee on Foreign Affairs—Another 
field day—Gladstone perplexed—The right thing at last—British insolence— 
More resolutions—Incompatible with public good—The last efforts—Dis- 
honoring our own record—Misrepresentations of the press—Ireland, why 
love her?—Irish heroes—Richard Montgomery—More Irish heroes—Joseph 
Reed—More heroes—Stark and Sullivan—A few more—Anthony Wayne— 
Other illustrious Irishmen—My labors—Injustice to Mr. Robinson—Annexa- 
tion of Ireland—An exploded bomb—Letter from Mr. Bancroft—Ireland an 
American colony—Should be restored—An offer to my critics—Letter from 
Rev. Dr. Talmage—Other friendly testimonials—Fanny Parnell—Other let- 
ters—Looking back—Forty-two years—The Twenty-eighth Congress—Shall I 
return—True to American ideas—An immigrant’s greeting—Hail brightest 
banner! 


Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: On the 5th day of December last, now three months 
ago, I offered a resolution of inquiry which was on that day referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


TUE RESOLUTION. 


The resolution offered and referred on said 5th day of December, 1884, 
reads ag follows: 

That inasmuch as this House has the right and the desire, never yet 
fully granted or gratified, to obtain full information pee the imprison- 
ment of all American citizens 5 and imprisoned by the British 
Government as suspects,“ the President is hereby requested to communicate 
in full to this House all ee by mail, telegram, and cable, whether in 
cipher or otherwise, between the State Department and our minister at London, 
and between the Department, our minister, and our consuls to and from each 
other, and to and from the persons so arrested and imprisoned, claiming to be 
American citizens, concerning the arrest and imprisonment more particularly 
of the following American citizens, to wit, Michael P. Boyton, William Brophy, 
Joseph Dalton, James F. Daly, M. B. Fogerty, John L. Gannon, Henry George, 
Michael Hart, VI. N James Lynam, John R. McCormick, Yoho Wekuesy, 
Daniel McSweeny, D. es O, Connor, Henry O'Mahony, Philip O'Sullivan, 
Patrick Slattery, Joseph B. Walsh, and James L. White, and any others whose 
cases are known in the Department of State, with the dates of their several ar- 
rests, the specific charges, if any. inst each, the dates when the attention of 
our minister or consuls was cal thereto, the demands, if any, with dates, 
made for their trial or release, us provided in the law of July 27, 1888, the an- 
swers made thereto, the dates of their final. release, with reasons therefor; 
whether any one of them was ever brought to trial, or found guilty; whether 
any demand for apology or indemnity has been made by any one of these citi- 
zens, or by their Government, for their unjust and lengthened imprisonment; 
what reply was made to the instructions given to our minister, as stated by the 
Secretary of State under date of August 5, 1882, the latest information vouch- 
safed to this House on this subject, when four of our citizens were still held 
without accusations because they refused to accept their release on degrading 
conditions, to wit, O'Mahony, McSweeny, Slat and Gannon, of whose release 
we have even now no official information; and that the President is hereb 
Sir ang sai to eg ates pr oi this House 7 75 8 the publication of which 
at the -mention e Secretary informed us was not “deemed com- 
patible with the public interest.” 


COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


J have no desire to say an unkind word of any member of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs of either this or the last Congress, yet I may 


be permitted to say that during the entire continuance of both Con- 
gresses, during which insults and nay ata have been offered to our 
citizenship such as have never before offered or endured by any 
nation, we haye had no report from that committee, to which such mat- 
ters are referred and intrusted, upon these outrages, and we have ex- 
perienced great delays in having mere resolutions of inquiry referred 
to that committee reported within the time prescribed by our rules. 
Several such resolutions of vital importance to the honor of our nation 
have been delayed for months, and many worthy of immediate and 
thorough investigation, including that now under consideration, have 
never been and never will be taken up or considered at all. 

Iam sure that a brief sketch of the history of this question of Amer- 
ican citizenship must prove interesting to all American citizens, and 
that I propose now to give. 

EXPATRIATION AND NATURALIZATION. 


Although England at the close of our Revolutionary war had form- 
ally acknowledged our independence, she submitted to her destiny 
with great reluctance. Her military and naval officers missed no 1. 
portunity to show their contempt for ours, and many personal difficul- 
ties and duels resulted therefrom, in which the gallant Decatur was 
prominent, and English insolence was frequently chastised. 

As early as 1797 fears were entertained that in case of war with Eng- 
land our naturalized citizens found fighting in our Army or Navy 
would be executed as traitors to their native country on account of 
England’s claim to perpetual allegiance, by which they ignored our 
naturalization laws. 

Accordingly, on the 17th day of June, 1797, a measure was intro- 
duced in Congress declaring the right of expatriation; on the 22d of 
that month it was fully discussed in the House of Representatives by 
Samuel Sewall and Harrison Gray Otis of Massachusetts, Albert Galla- 
tin of Pennsylvania, William B. Giles and Thomas Claiborne of Vir- 
ginia, Robert G. Harper, then of South Carolina, and others. It was 
finally postponed till the first Monday of November in that year, and 
was never taken up again. 

THE SECOND WAR. 

The outrages committed on our flag by England impressing our sea- 
men on the ground that she could take her subjects anywhere and com- 
pel them to serve her cause on the ground of perpetual allegiance led 
to the second war, and during its continuance, on the 21st of January, 
1814, Thomas B. Robertson, of Louisiana, offered a resolution in the 
House of Representatives providing for the appointment of a commit- 
tee to inquire into the expediency of providing by law for the exercise 
of the right of expatriation, but after a lengthy discussion by Thomas 
J. Oakley of New York, John C. Calhoun of South Carolina, Nathaniel 
Macon of North Carolina, and others, it was laid on the table. 

RETALIATION AND REPRISAL, 

Atthe battle of Queenstown Heights, in the second war with England, 
General Winfield Scott was forced to surrender, with about three hun- 
dred men, to the superior forces of General Sheaffe. In the subsequent 
exchange of prisoners the British officers at Quebec selected those who, 
by confession or accent, were adjudged to be Irishmen, to be sent to 
England to be tried and hanged for high treason. Twenty-three were 
selected, some adopted citizens of the United States, and several had 
American families at home, whom they had left to fight for their 
adopted country. General Scott came on deck while this selection was 
going on and told the men to answer no more questions, and that the 
United States would not fail to avenge their gallant soldiers by retalia- 
tion or a refasal to give quarter in battle. The naturalized citizens 
were putin irons and sent toEngland. On the 13th of January, 1813, 
General Scott reported the facts to the Secretary of War, and the same 
day his letter was sent to Congress. On the 3d of March, 1813, a bill 
was passed in Congress vesting the President of the United States with 
the power of retaliation. 

In the battle and capture of Fort George, May 27, 1813, General 
Scott made a great number of English prisoners, and from these he im- 
mediately selected twenty-three to abide the fate of the twenty-three 
Irish-Americans sent to England. This led to the taking of other host- 
ages, men and officers whose lives depended on the fate of these twenty- 
three Irish-Americans. The number imprisoned by the British as 
hostages was very large. There were 1,200 American prisoners confined 
at one time at Chatham, and thousands of Americans, native and nat- 
uralized, impressed. After peace had been declared, these twenty-three 
Irish-Americans, after a confinement of over two years in British pris- 
ons, were returned to tlie United States, all but two who had in the 
mean time died natural deaths. The survivors received their land 
bounties and their long arrears of pay. General Scott’s mode of pro- 
tecting American citizens was different from the Lowell method. 

Early in the second war the United States brig of war Nautilus was 
captured. Six of her crew were selected as British subjects to be sent 
to England and tried for their lives. Commodore Rodgers selected 
double the number of English prisoners, including a midshipman, whom 
he held as hostages for the captured Americans. They were all after- 
ward released. 


ALGERINE SLAVERY. 
For many years Algerine slavery was the terror of the civilized world. 
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than the approach of a plague or the occurrence ofan earthquake. Many 
of our citizens became the victims of this cruelty, and were throwninto 
dungeons and subjected to nameless sufferings. The gallant Decatur 
in 1805, and again in 1815, opened these prisons with the guns of our 
Navy. The Dey of Algiers held some of our citizens prisoners in 1815. 
Decatur sailed from New York on the 20th of May, in that year, with 
an American squadron. On the 15th of June he arrived at Gibraltar. 
On the 17th he attacked an Algerine frigate and captured her after two 
broadsides and the death of her admiral, and on the 28th appeared be- 
fore Algiers and demanded the release of our prisoners. He gave three 
hours for the return of our citizens, and promptly on time they were re- 
stored to the Stars and Stripes. 

There was no delay in examining passports or in picking flaws in the 
proof of citizenship. That was not the plan of Decatur. The thun- 
der of his cannon k the shores of the Mediterranean, and the blaze 
of his guns lighted the gloom of the darkest dungeons of Algerine 
slavery. Just before the expiration of the three hours’ time appointed 
by Decatur a boat shot out from the shore. With his ringing trumpet 
he hailed the boat: Are the prisoners here?? The response was, They 
are, sir; every one.“ That was the American way of protecting Amer- 
ican citizenship—so different from the Lowell meth: In forty days 
after his departure from New York he had vindicated our flag and res- 
cued our prisoners, and in seventy days had com: three hostile 
FC terms dictated from his own quarter-deck. 

is flag-ship was the Guerriere, captured by Hull from England, and 
another of his squadron was the Macedonian, taken by himself from 
the same er. No wonder that the Algerine said to the British con- 
sul, You promised if America assailed us that your navy would be 
on hand; I see that two of your frigates are here. 


EFFORTS TO CHANGE THE LAW. 


On the 12th of February, 1814, William Findlay, of Pennsylvania, 
in discussing the supply bill to carry on the war, a very impor- 
tant speech on the question of expatriation, but nothing was done to 
establish the right or provide for its exercise. 

After the war, on the 15th of December, 1817, Mr. Robertson, of 
Louisiana, again introduced his measure in the House, and the resolu- 
tion to appoint a committee to prepare a bill was adopted. One week 
8 22d of December, Mr. Robertson reported from the 
committee a bill providing for the exercise of the right of expatriation, 
but after discussion by James Johnson, of Lewis McLane, of 
Delaware, and others, it was defeated by striking out the first section 
by a vote of 70 to 58. 

W. E. ROBINSON'S PETITION. 

For a quarter of a century nothing more was done on this subject. 
In the Journal of the Senate of the United States for the 27th of Feb- 
ruary, 1842, page 176, the following entry appears: 


Mr. Clay presented the memorial of WILLIAM E. Ronrxsox, praying that the 
rights secured to native citizens may be extended to immigrants 
from foreign countries; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 


In that petition I said that— 


No act of Congress, no decision of our courts has shaken the power of the 
ual allegiance, a principle at war with the spirit of our 


feudal principle of 

Revolution, which es man the vassal of the lord and chains him to the soil 
on which he was born as the rt tk, Boe hg superior. That England would 
still assert her power over our citizens in case of a war may be seen 
from the lamation George the Third in 1807, by which he recalled 
from foreign service all seamen and seafaring men were rn sub- 


pea E e sip |r conahe VAA SEA gear ona tl 
ome on 
that no natu tion papers would be respected. ne 

I followed this up by sending several similar petitions to Henry Clay, 
of Kentucky, and in the Congressional Globe, second session Twenty- 
seventh Con reporting the proceedings in that body of March 29, 
1842, at page 365, Mr. Clay declared that the United States would 
protect the naturalized citizen with the cannon of the country. 

Senator Lewis F. Linn, of Missouri, who had served in the last war, 
called Mr. Clay’s attention to the fact that during the war thirty-three 
soldiers of the American Army were made prisoners by British troops 
and sentenced to be executed because they were of British origin; but 
as was soon after declared the execution did not take place. 

Mr. Clay said he recollected the incident referred to, and had the 
American soldiers been executed we should have retaliated by execut- 
ing some British officers. He thought England would never act toward 
any of our citizens on the doctrine of perpetual allegiance—an exploded 
doctrine—a doctrine which could not be maintained in practice. He 
asked that the subject be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


WEBSTER AND CASS, 


It is proper to notice here that in 1842 Mr. Webster, then 
of State, made very earnest efforts with and appeals to the British 
Government to surrender the claim of allegiance, but they 
were rejected or declined. 

Lewis Cass also, in his able examination of the right of search, did 
much to establish the true American doctrine on this subject. 


THE 48 TROUBLES. 

The question then took another sleep for six ycars, till 1848, when 
the popular uprising in Ireland took place under Smith O’Brien. An 
Irish directory had been formed in New York, including Horace Gree- 
ley, Robert Emmet, Charles O’Conor, and John McKeon, all natives 
of this country except Robert Emmet. This directory openly advo- 
cated men, money, and arms to aid Ireland in her struggle for inde- 
pendence. No American was allowed to travel through Ireland un- 
molested, and numerous arrests of American citizens were made on the 
most frivolous grounds. Indeed, an order was issued by the British 
Government to arrest all Americans found traveling in Ireland, and 
ambng those arrested were James Bergen, of Boston, and Frank Ryan, 
of Cincinnati. I brought these cases to the attention of our Govern- 
ment. 

James K. Polk was President, James Buchanan was Secretary of State, 
and George Bancroft was our minister to England. A long and angry 
correspondence between the governments ensued, but England delayed 
the release of our citizens till it suited her convenience. That corre- 
spondence was published on the call of Congress, and a newspaper called 
The People, published in New York, by Devin Reilly, John McClena- 
han, and myself, in its first number of January 13, 1849, reviewed that 
correspondence in a slashing article of six or eight columns, the ablest 
exposition of the question at issue ever published in the United States. 

When it suited the convenience of England, and not before, our citi- 
zens were released, and n and Ryan were welcomed to New York 
with a grand reception by Horace Greeley and others. 


WEBSTER AND HULSEMANN, 

The political earthquake of 1848 shook almost every thronein Europe, 
and kings and emperors were trembling at the progress of American 
ideas. As they regained confidence they renewed their efforts to curb 
that progress. y 8 
Our next difficulty about citizenship occurred with a continental 
power. During the Hungarian struggle for independence, in the mem- 
orable summer of 1849, the administration of President Taylor sent out 
Mr. A. Dudley Mann as American agent to visit Hungary and report 
on the real state of things in that country, with a view of being among 
the first to acknowledge her existence as an independent nation in case 
her brave defenders should succeed in placing her in that position. This 
fact having been communicated to Congress by President Taylor in a 
special message roused the wrath of Austria. 

Chevalier J. G. Hulsemann was then the Austrian minister at Wash- 
ington, and he addressed a lengthy and saucy letter to our Secretary of 
State, Daniel Webster, under date of September 30, 1850, in which he 
complains that Mr. Mann's instructions designated the Austrian Gov- 
ernment as an iron rule,“ and represented Kossuth, the rebel chief, 
as an illustrious man,” and said he made ‘‘ample allowance for the 
ignorance of the Cabinet at Washington“ and the mendacious rumors 
of the American 

This Austrian letter roused the feelings of the somewhat saturnine 
Secretary of State, but he restrained his wrath for nearly three months, 
and then, on the 2ist of December, 1850, poured it out in a long letter 
rarely matched in diplomacy. He drew a vivid sketch of the progress, 
power, and extent of this country in comparison to which Austria was 
but as a patch on the earth's surface,” and he declared that it was not 
only our right but our duty to sympathize with the peoples of all coun- 
tries trying to adopt institutions similar to our own. 

‘THE EKOSZTA CASE. 

The next time in which this question came up was in 1853, in the 
celebrated between Chevalier Hulsemann and our Sec- 
retary of State, William L. Marcy, in which higher ground for protec- 
tion of our citizens was taken by Mr. Marcy than had ever been taken 
before or since. 

Martin Koszta, by birth a Hungarian and an Austrian subject, took 
an and active part in the political movement under Kossuth in 
1848 49, designed to detach Hungary from the dominion of the Emperor 
of Austria. At the close of that disastrous movement K. with 
many of his compatriots, fled from the Austrian dominions took 

in Turkey. Austria demanded their extradition, which Turkey 
y resisted. After long confinement at Kutaieh, they were in 1851 
released on condition that they should go into foreign parts with the 
concurrence of Austria. Koszta came to this country, and on the 31st 
of July, 1852, before a proper tribunal in the city o New York, made 
a declaration under oath of his intention to become a citizen of the 
United States, renouncing all allegiance to any other state or sovereign, 
and icularly to the Emperor of Austria. 
remaining in this country one year and eleven months he re- 
turned to Turkey in an American vessel to attend to some private busi- 
ness. Helanded atSmyrnaand put himself under the protection of the 
American consul and claimed the right of a naturalized American citizen. 
After consultation the American chargé d' affaires ad interim at Constanti- 
nople and the American consul at Smyrna furnished Koszta with a tez- 
kereh, a species of passport or letter of safe conduct, which foreign con- 
suls have a right to give under Turkish law to those to whom they wish 
to extend protection. While waiting for an opportunity to return to 
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the United States he wasseized by a band of lawless men, cruelly treated, 
and thrown into the sea. Immediately afterward he was taken up by 
a boat’s crew lying in wait for him, belonging to the Austrian brig of 
war, the Huszar, forced on board, and there confined in irons. 

This was on the 2ist of June, 1853. Capt. Duncan N. Ingraham, 
now living in South Carolina, happened oppportunely to have come 
into the port of Smyrna with the United States sloop of war Saint Louis, 
and having learned that the design was to carry Koszta to Trieste, in 
Austrian territory, on consultation with our chargé d’affaires and con- 
sul, on the 2d day of July, 1853, he sent a message to the commander 
of the Huszar in which he demanded the surrender of Koszta into his 
hands, and if this was not complied with by 4 o'clock on the afternoon 
of that day he would take him by main force. Following this demand 
he drew his sloop of war up to within a half-cable’s length of the Aus- 
trian vessel, loaded his guns, and got ready for action, when the Aus- 
trian yielded and agreed that Koszta should be delivered in charge of 
the consul-general of France until the difficulty was settled. 

The Austrian Government addressed a circular letter of complaint to 
the principal European cabinets against the action of Captain Ingra- 

. The cabinets of St. Petersburg and Berlin instructed their rep- 
resentatives at Washington to intimate their general concurrence in the 
view taken by Austria, but on the 2ist of September, 1853, by general 
consent of the parties concerned, Koszta was released and sailed d from 
Smyrna for the United States on board the American bark 
and thus the matter of his personal liberty was settled. In the mean 
time Hulsemann had written an excited and lengthy letter to Secretary 
Marcy under date of August 29, 1853, in which he protests against Cap- 
tain ee conduct as an act of war and calls upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States to surrender Koszta to Austria; to disavow 
the conduct of its agents in this Koszta affair; to call them to a severe 
account,“ and to tender to Austria a satisfaction proportionate to the 

itude of the outrage. 

o this Mr. Marcy replied in a long and vigorous letter, dated Sep- 
tember 26, 1853, in which the American doctrine of the right of expa- 
triation and the duty of our country to defend all persons clothed, 
however slightly, in American nationality are set forth in language 
which contrasts strongly with our doubtful diplomacy in these later 
days. The conduct of our consul, Mr. Offley, of Mr. Brown, our chargé 
d’affaires ad interim, and particularly of our gallant Captain Ingraham, 
was approved, and the demand of Austria for apology firmly rejected. 

This was the high character of American citizenship and the invinci- 
ble sanctity of protection to all persons who, even though not fully 
naturalized, were clothed with American nationality, which Mr. Marcy 
left to his successors in the State Department. 


THE FENIAN TROUBLES, 


But in 1866 England saw fit to insult our flag in her indiscriminate 
arrest of numerous American citizens. Some were native Americans, 
e, Capt. John 8 Capt. John 
McClure, and John H. Rogers (n OW a officer of this House). 
Most of them had served allantly and with great distinction in the 
Union Army. General Nagle had ae distin, ed 
at the terrible battle of Fredericks! Col John H. Gleason, Col. 
John W. Byron, General Thomas F. Bourke, Col. John Warren, Capt. 
Patrick J. Condon, Capt. John McClure, and many others who had won 
distinction and brevets on our battlefields, were cast into prison, some 

with crime and overt acts, but many of them on mere sus- 
picion. Others were tried and convicted and punished for words spoken 
and acts done in the United States. To those who established their 
nativity in the United States—Nagle, McCafferty, and George Francis 
‘Train—a mixed jury of half aliens was accorded; but to those who were 
naturalized citizens of the United States equal privileges were denied. 
Their certificates of naturalization were treated, as described by the 
correspondent of the New York Tribune, as of “no more account than 
an old programme of the performance of Christy’s Minstrels.” 

Notwithstanding the declaration of Mr. ly Clay that England would 
never dare to act upon the exploded doctrine oF = allegiance, 
pape did act upon that doctrine, and made a marked and offensive 

erence between the native and naturalized citizens of the United 
States, and her judges announced that exploded doctrine in the most 
offensive way. Stephen J. Meany, John Warren, Eugene Costello, and 
others were held and punished for words and acts spoken and done in 
the United States. 

While trial by a mixed jury was accorded to native American citi- 


and in contempt of our laws of naturalization. 

It is Soke of notice here that Secretary Seward submitted the ques- 
tion to Attorney-General Stanbery, whether our citizens had the right 
to claim a juryof half foreigners as provided in British law, and he 
gave his opinion that they could not claim it, while the British judges 
and lawyers decided that they could. They only denied it to natural- 
ized citizens, and thus made an offensive distinction. 


THE FORTIETH CONGRESS. 

In November, 1866, members to the Fortieth Congress of the United 
States were elected, and fortunately among those so elected was myself. 
Under ordinary circumstances this Congress would not have met until 


the first Monday in December, 1867, but the quarrel between Congress 
and President Johnson resulted in its meeting on the 4th of March, nine 
months before its regular time. 
Immediately after its organization, on the 7th of March, 1867, I 
offered the following resolution, which was unanimously adopted: 
Resolved, That the prenna of the United States is hereby requested to com- 
municate tothis House all dence, 8 and proceedings in pos- 


session of the Departments rel: arrest, imp: ent, and treatment 
of American citizens in Great tain or its provinces within two years last 
past. 


This resolution was answered by President Johnson on the 2ist of 

March, 1867, and the House was informed that the publication of the 
correspondence might be detrimental to the public good. 
On the 27th of March, 1867, Mr. Banks, chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, by instructions of the committee, reported a resolu- 
tion extending the sympathy of the House of Representatives (to the 
people of Ireland and of Canada in all their just efforts to maintain 
the independence of states, to elevate the people, and to extend and per- 
petuate the principle of liberty.” 

Mr. Banks yielded the floor to me as a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and I stated that while I supported the resolution I was 
in favor of a much more decided i an of sympathy. I was fol- 
lowed by Mr. Pile, Mr. Banks, Mr. Wasburne, of Wisconsin, Mr. Wood, 
and Mr. Eldredge, and the resolution was unanimously adopted. 

Congress then adjourned over from March 30 till the 3d of July. 
On the 10th of July, 1867, I obtained unanimous consent to introduce 
a resolution asking the Committee on Foreign Affairs ‘‘to report im- 
mediately whether any American citizen had been arrested, tried, or 
convicted and sentenced in Great Britain or Ireland for words spoken 
or acts done in the United States,’’ and had read by the Clerk reports 
of the trial of Stephen J. Meany, with the comments upon it in the New 
York Herald of March 11, 1867. My resolution was unanimously 


July 20, 4867, Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Affairs, 
reported a resolution asking the President of the United States for in- 
formation on my resolution of the 10th. Mr. Banks presented a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, reporting that the Department 
had heard of only one case, that of Captain McCafferty. I stated that 
the Department of State seemed to be ignorant of the fact known to al- 
most everybody else, that Stephen J. Meany, William J. Nagle, and 
. been so arrested. The resolution was unanimously 


On this 20th day of July, 1867, Congress, by concurrent resolution, 
took a recess to the 21st day of November. 

Four months then intervened, and in the mean time nothing had been 
done about our citizens in British jails, and immediately on the reas- 
sembling of Congress, on the 2lst of November, I took the floor. I had 

urging attention to the case of our citizens in several resolutions 
and speeches, but without much earnest support. A quarter of a cent- 
ury had passed since I had petitioned Congress throngh Henry Clay, 
of Kentucky, to declare the right of expatriation and that our natu- 
ralized citizens should stand on equal footing with our native citizens. 
Thrice the question had come before Congress, and, 98 ad vo- 
cated by such statesmen as Claiborne, tin, Macon, Otis, and Cal- 
houn, it had failed, and I resolved to make a determined and 
fight for it. 

CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS, 

In the mean time our minister to England, Charles Francis Adams, 

was accused of neglecting our citizens then in British jails, and two 

men, claiming to be American citizens and known since then as two of 
1 had been sentenced to death on the 23d of 
November, Their fri claimed and they proclaimed in court that 
had it not been for the neglect of Mr. Adams their lives might have 
been saved. 

Accordingly, on the first day of the reassembling of Congress, in or- 
der to call special attention to the subject and to $0 cheatin tie foie on a 
privileged question, I moved to impeach our minister for neglect of 
duty, and to request the President to telegraph to Mr. Adams to de- 
mand his passports and return home. Also, that the Secretary of State 
be requested to impart to the House all information concerning our 
imprisoned citizens, without reference to its public effect, to be con- 
sidered if need be in secret session of the House.“ 

After speaking a few minutes the House adjourned till Monday, the 
25th of November, when I continued and concluded my which 
was afterward printed in pamphlet form and widely circulated. I 
closed by declaring the principles on which the United States would 
act in protecting her citizens abroad: First, that no American citizen 
should be arrested in foreign countries without proper charges or sworn 
information, on which he was to have a fair and speedy trial, even under 
suspension of habeas corpus; second, that no American citizen with- 
out charge of crime should be ordered by any foreign government to 
quit its country; and, third, that the benefits of English law shall be 

fully accorded to adopted as well as native citizens—the same as to 
aliens of other countries. I also moved the following resolution, for 
action by the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Resolved, That the committee be requested, at their earliest convenience, to 
report a bill or declaration providing for for the expatriation of such of our citizens 
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as may wish to be naturalized in other countries, and how far we shall protect 
the rights of natives of other countries naturalized in the United States. 


In the mean time, on the 23d of November, 1867, while I held the 
floor, the Manchester martyrs were executed. God save Ireland! 
CONSUL WEST. 


On the first Monday of December, 1867, the first session of Congress 


terminated, and immediately the second session was opened. Having | yi 


received several letters from several of these American prisoners con- 
cerning the conduct of our consul at Dublin, W. B. West, I brought 
the matter before the House immediately on its assembling on the 2d 
of December, 1867, and moved that the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
inquire into Mr. West’s conduct, and detailed the indignities heaped 
upon Capt. P. J. Condon, General Denis F. Burke, John H. Rogers, 
and others who had been imprisoned for months without any charge 
being brought against them, and were finally marched between police 
officers to the ships on which they were compelled to embark and leave 
the country. This was a clear infringement not only of national law 
but in violation of our treaties with England. Even in the Jay treaty 
it was stipulated that even in time of war citizens of the United States 
should be allowed a year to arrange their business in safety provided 
they violated no law. 
THE COUNTRY ROUSED. 

In the mean time vast meetings had been held in the principal cities 
ofthe Union. A meeting was held in Cincinnati, November 23, 1867, 
estimated at 50,000. The same evening a meeting of the soldiers of 
our late war, estimated at 7,000, was held in and at Cooper Union, and 
on the 26th another meeting at thesame place, estimated at 10,000, and 
addressed by Horace Greeley, General Cochran, Judge Charles P. Daly, 
John McKeon, A. Oakey Hall, General Halpine, and others. At these 
meetings stirring resolutions were adopted sustaining my movements 
in Congress and returning thanks to me by name. 

The day before I made the last speech above referred to, Mr. Norman 
B. Judd, a member from Illinois, who had been our minister to Prus- 
sia, ealled on me and informed me that he was going to make a state- 
ment supporting my views. Accordingly, as soon as I had concluded 
my remarks Mr. Judd took the floor and made a strong speech, which 
he opened as follows: 

Mr. S. er, I have listened with attention to the detail of vances made 
by the honorable gentleman from New York [Mr. Rosrxsos], and I say here 
and at this time that any member of this House who will listen to that detail of 
iter. # and not feel his blood flow a little quicker through his veins, is not the 
American citizen that I supposed him to be.” 

The public meetings in our large cities, and the joint resolutions 
adopted by the Legislatures of several States in favor of this measure, 
roused the country to active measures, and our Congressmen were not 
slow in taking the hint that this subject could not longer be neglected. 
On the floor of the House a dozen members were on their feet at one 
time clamoring for recognition. Numerous bills were presented during 
the months of December and January, which, with all my resolutions, 
joint resolutions of Legislatures, and the communications from the Pres- 
ident and Secre of State, were all referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. t committee consisted of N. P. Banks (chairman), 
Godlove S. Orth, SHELBY M. CuLLom, C. C. Washburne, Denis Me- 
Carthy, Austin Blair, Leonard Myers, W. E. ROBINSON, and George 

. Mo : 

On the 20th of December, 1867, fretting under the delay of thecom- 
mittee, I obtained unanimous consent to read a long petition from Gen- 
eral W. J. Nagle, dated Kilmainham Jail, November 25, 1867, and also 
a statement signed by the mayor, city clerk, and other officials of Brook- 
lyn, and the sheriffof Kings County, demanding the immediate release 
of our citizens, all of which I had printed in the official record; and 
I offered the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and hereby is, requested 
by this House to take immediate action on the cases of William J. Nagle and 
John Warren, now in British prisons, one held without trial since June 1, 1867, 
and the other convicted by a jury to which the challe allowed by English 
law to citizens or subjects of other countries was refi that a new trial be 
granted to one and a speedy trial to the other, or liberty to both. ‘ 

Mr. Benjamin objecting, the resolution was not considered. 

BILL ON EXPATERIATION. 

On the 27th of January, 1868, Mr. Banks reported a bill which had 
been matured by the committee, which poron that if any natural- 
ized citizens were wrongfully arrested, or held in any way liable a es 
petual allegiance, the President should seize citizens or subjects of the 
power thus acting as reprisals or hostages. 

On the 29th of January the bill came up for discussion, and half a 
dozen speeches were made upon it. 

January 30 the discussion was continued, and six or seven more 
speeches were made, 

FIELD DAY IN THE HOUSE. 

February 3, 1868, was a grand field day in the House on American 
citizenship. Mr. Hopkins, of Wisconsin, presented the joint resolutions 
of the Legislature of that State declaring the duty of Government to 
protect our citizens abroad. After the morning hour had expired I 
rose and asked if it would be in order now to suspend the rules to in- 
troduce a resolution which I had in my hand. The Speaker [Mr. 
Colfax] ruled that a contested-election case was the first matter in 


order. After onespeech had been delivered on the election case I asked 
unanimous consent to introduce my resolution. Several members called 
for the regular order, and my resolution was not received. I protested 
that American citizens are rotting in English jails and we can get in 


but their claims. 
Mr. El of Wisconsin, a few minutes later, got the floor and 
elded to me. I introduced a long preamble reciting the facts in the 


trial of Stephen J. Meaney, John Warren, General Halpine, Augustus 
Costello, and W. J. Nagle, and a resolution requesting the President to 
examine these cases, and if he found the allegations in the preamble to 
be true to demand the immediate release of any and all our citizens 
charged with or convicted for words or acts spoken or done in the United 
States; to demand an immediate new trial for any American citizen 
who had been denied his challenge to the array of the jury on the ground 
of perpetual allegiance, and to demand the immediate release of Will- 
iam J. Nagle. 
And in case of such demand being refused the President is hereby 

to order the arrest of and detain in custody any subjects or citizens o! 


Britain who may be found within the jurisdiction of the United States, 
withdraw all intercourse of the United States with Great Britain. 


Mr, Bingham, Mr. Maynard, and Mr. Banks objected, whereupon I 
moved to suspend the rules to enable me to offer the resolution. Ona 
division there were—ayes 60, noes 36; and the motion to suspend the 
rules, requiring two-thirds, was lost, whereupon I demanded the yeas 
and nays, which were ordered, and resulted—yeas 97, nays 30. The 
Speaker declared that I was entitled to the floor for one hour. A very 
spirited debate ensued, Mr. Banks and Mr. Bingham opposing the 
adoption of the resolution and advocating its reference to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, Mr. Eldredge, of Wisconsin, and Mr. Pruyn, of 
New York, opposed its reference. 

I wanted immediate action, and said: 

The time is past when the British lion can trample upon American citizens 
with impunity. We should not sleep one night upon this matter. We can not 
stand by and see the flag of the Union made the foot-rug of Euro; British offi- 
cials seemed to calculate that we would delay the vindication of American citi- 
zenship till eternity’s bell should ring. This inquiry had been bef Com- 


fore 
mittee on Foreign Affairs eleven months. thas been done? How long 


must our citizens pine in chains and dungeons before we can get some depart- 

ment to listen to their cry or shed a tear of pity over the clanking of their 

chains? Six, nine, ten, twelve months have ela „ and still one hundred 

American citizens, American soldiers, without crime alleged against them, lie 

and helpless this day beneath the foot of this toothless, fangless Brit- 

lion, and we can not get a vote to look into the matter. There is a bundle 

of dusty red tape which I want to cut in order to get at something immediately 
practical and effectual. The chains are on the limbs of American citizens, 

The iron of the British despot is pressing on the bones of sovereigns superior 
to their sovereign, with more brain, more intellect, each one of them, than 
their sovereign has. And while we adjourn from day to one. from our comfort- 
able seats to our plentiful meals and our soft, downy beds, these American citi- 
zens, soldiers, heroes, are insulted in every quarter of Great Britain. We seem 
to be rolling a stone all the time uphill, and before we get it two steps up we 
are two steps down again, We are eating and drinking and faring sumptu- 
ously, and wringing round the circle of fushionable frivolity, while one hun- 
dred American citizens, unconvicted and c with no crime, are to-day 

in cold,damp British jails, badly fed and poorly clothed, while no man 

rai a hand to liberate them or a voice to comfort them or a cup of conso- 
lation to their quivering lips. I intend, God giving me strength, to press this 
subject in every way and without cessation. I have advocated and will con- 
tinue to demand prompt and energetic action. 


Mr. Banks, promising prompt action by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, moved to refer the whole subject to that committee. I pro- 
tested that this would be death to the movement, but it was carried. 
I called the yeas and nays, which were ordered, and resulted—yeas 80, 
nays 39, not voting 69. Among those voting with me against the ref- 
erence were Mr. BECK, of Kentucky; Brooks, of New York; Butler, of 
Massachusetts; HOLMAN, of Indiana; Judd, of Illinois; Kerr, of Indi- 
ana; Lawrence, of Ohio; Pruyn, of New York; RANDALL, of Pennsylva- 
nia. 

The prisoners were allowed to remain in jail, some for another year, 
and all were released with broken health, and without remuneration 
for injuries and outrages inflicted on them. 


BILL DISCUSSED. 


The next day, February 4, the expatriation bill was again taken up, 
and four speeches were made upon it. 

February 5 and 6 the question was further discussed. 

February 10, 1868, the President sent in a lengthy answer to my res- 
olution, incluging the correspondence on the arrest of our citizens. It 
was published in two volumes. 

February 11 and 12 the bill came up again, and twenty speeches 
were made, 

February 13 the bill was further discussed, and was then referred 
back to the committee, with many proposed amendments and substi- 
tutes which had been offered with the intention of having an amended 
bill matured and reported. 

On the 17th of February Mr. Starkweather introduced a bill which 
passed the Honse in five minutes—yeas 114, nays 29—which appropri- 
ated $50,000 for the relief of our imprisoned citizens in Ireland. 

On the 10th of March, after a month’s deliberation, Mr. Banks re- 
ported a new bill, an improvement on the origi bill, but retaining 
the vigorous clause for reprisals. Three were made upon it, 
but the question of the im ment of the President delayed its con- 


ested 
Great 
and to 


inin 


sideration till the 20th of April, when it was taken up, and after a 
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dozen or more speeches, passed—yeas 104, nays 4. During the entire 
debate there was no speech made directly against the bill. 


SPEECHES ON THE BILL, 


From the Index to the Congressional Globe it appears that among 
those making more than one speech the following members spoke the 
number of times set opposite their names: 


’ Times. Times. 
Mr. Baker, of IIlinois 5 Mr. Morgan, of Ohio 4 
Banks, of Massachusetts _.26 Orth, of Indiana 6 
Boyer, of Pennsylvania 5 Paine, of Wisconsin 3 
Butler, of Massachusetts 3 Pile, of Missouri 7 
Chanler, of New Vork 4 Pruyn, of New Lork 4 
Cullom, of IIIinois 2 Robinson, of New York... 6 
Donnelly, of Minnesota 2 Spalding, of Ohio 2 
Eldredge, of Wisconsin 2 Van Trump, of Ohio 7 
Garfield, of Ohio 1 Wilson, of Iowa 5 
Higby, of Caliſornia 6 Woodward, of Pa 2 
Ingersoll, of IIIinoiĩs - 3 Wood, of New Vork 2 
Jenckes, of Rhode Island 8 Washburne, of Illinois... 5 
Judd, of IIlinois - 11 Randall, of Pennsylvania 2 


Maynard, of Tennessee 4 Griswold, of New York... 2 


I may here state that during the entire discussion of this great ques- 
tion in the House of Representatives, James G. Blaine, of Maine, and 
JohN A. LOGAN, of Illinois, both prominent members and ready de- 
baters, neversaid a word upon it. The nearest approach either of them 
made to a speech was by Mr. LOGAN, who asked me some questions to 
which I replied. 

THE BILL IN THE SENATE, 

In three days, April 23, it was reported to the Senate, and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations, consisting of Senators Sumner 
(chairman), Fessenden, Cameron, Harlan, Morton, Patterson of New 
Hampshire, and Johnson. In that committee it slept for two months, 
till June 23, when it was reported to the Senate. 

Irritated at the long delay in the Senate on this bill in demanding 
the release or retrial of Warren and Costello, on the 15th day of June, 
1868, I obtained unanimous consent to offer the following resolution, 
which was read, considered, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States is hereby requested by this 
House to take such measures as shall appear proper to secure the release from 
imprisonment of Messrs. Warren and Costello, convicted and sentenced in Great 
Britain for words and acts spoken and done in this country by ignoring our 


naturalization laws; and to take such other measures as will secure their return 
to our flag with such ceremonies as are appropriate to the occasion. 


LORD STANLEY SURRENDERS. 

The next day, June 16, 1868, Lord Stanley addressed a note to Mr. 
Thornton, the English minister at Washington, in which he says that 
Her Majesty’s Government were pre to negotiate a naturalization 
treaty ‘‘and no longer hold to the doctrine of indefeasible allegiance.’’ 

On the 22d of the same month Mr. Secretary Seward addressed a 
note to Mr. Moran, our chargé d’affaires in London, inclosing my res- 
olution of the 15th, at the request of the President, and calling atten- 
tion to the bill then pending in the Senate (act of July 27, 1868), which 
had passed the House, requiring the President to make reprisals in case 
of a denial to naturalized Americans of the rights conceded to native 
American citizens. Mr. Seward directed that a copy of my resolution 
and his note should be left, after reading, with Lord Stanley. 

Within a week afterward (June 28, 1868) Lord Stanley wrote a note 
to Mr. Thornton, which he was to show to Mr. Seward, leaving a copy, 
in which he acknowledges the receipt of Mr. Seward’s note and my 
resolution, and stating that Her Majesty’s Government had a sincere de- 
sire to dispose of the naturalization question in a manner satisfactory to 
both countries, He tried to answer my resolution by stating that War- 
ren and Costello had cruised along the coast of Ireland with the intent 
to land men and arms in Ireland. He does not state under what law 
an American citizen could be punished in England for any intent he 
might have had while on American soil or on an American deck, if he 
did not attempt to carry that intention out by any overt act in British 


territory. 
This co mdence may be seen at length in the Washington Daily 
Chronicle of mber 4, 1868. It was copied from English newspa- 


pers and was not communicated to Congress by our Government. 

Lord Stanley’s declaration of England’s willingness to surrender Eng- 
land’s pet theory of perpetual allegiance to the American doctrine on 
expatriation and naturalization was cabled to Mr. Sumner, who read it 
to the Senate. 

DISCUSSION IN SENATE. 

July 10, Senator Conness, of California, a native of Ireland, succeeded 
in making the bill the special order for the next Monday, July 13. 
It came up as a special order, but went over. July 16 and July 17 efforts 
to take ĩt up proved ineffectual. The committee seemed inclined to let 
the measure die, but public opinion had grown too strong to be trifled 
with, Inthe mean time both of the great political parties had made 
this question a principal plank in their platforms. 

At length, July 18, 1868, it came up for discussion in the Senate and 
Mr. Sumner led off. The Senate committee had stricken out the House 
section for reprisals and insisted that the President should report to 


r 


Congress. Five speeches were made; July 20, four more were made; 
July 22, eight or ten Senators spoke upon it, including Sumner, Con- 
ness, Buckalew, Williams, and Conkling. 

July 23, debate continued at great length. 

PASSAGE OF THE LAW. 

Saturday, July 25, debate was resumed, and Congress was to adjourn 
Monday, July 27. The vote was taken and the bill passed—yeas 39, 
nays 5. On the same day it was sent to the House and immediately 
passed as amended by unanimous vote, and on the 27th of July, 1868, 
it was signed by President Johnson and became a law. 

THE BILL AS PASSED. 

As finally passed the bill is the great bulwark of American e 
in foreign lands. In consequence of its passage treaties were made wi 
us by England, Prussia, and other countries, and if faithfully executed 
will easily prevent the imprisonment of any innocent American citizen 
by any foreign government. It was practically ignored by Lowell in 
nel outrages perpetrated on our citizens in 1881-82. Its full text is as 
follows: 


Whereas the right of expatriation is a natural and inherent right of all people. 
in nsable to the enjoyment of the rights of life, liberty, aud the p tof 


happiness; and 

Whereas in the recognition of this principle this Government has freely re- 
cree . from all nations, and invested them with the rights of citizen- 

ip; an 

Whereas it is claimed that such American citizens, with their descendant! 
are subjects of foreign states, owing allegiance tothe eee thereof; an 

Whereas it is 9 to the maintenance of public peace that this claim of 
foreign allegiance should be 2 and finally disavowed: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, 33 — any declaration, instruction, opinion, order, 
or decision of any officer of this Government which denies, restricts, impairs, 
or questions the right of expatriation is hereby declared inconsistent with the 
fundamental principles of this Government. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all naturalized citizens of the United 
States, while in foreign states, shall be entitled to,and shall receive from this 
Government, the same protection of person and property that is accorded to 
native-born citizens in like situations and circumstances. ~ y 

SEC. 3. And be it further enacted, That wheneverit shall be made known tothe 
President that any citizen of the United Stateshas been unjustly deprived of his 
liberty by or under the authority of any foreign government, itshall be the — 
of the President forthwith to demand of that government the reasons for su 
imprisonment, and if it ap to be wrongful and in violation of the rights of 
American citizenship the ident shall forthwith demand the release of such 
citizen, and if the release so demanded is unreasonably delayed or refused, it 
shall be the duty of the President to use such means, not amounting to acts of 
war, as he may think necessary and proper to obtain or effectuate such release, 
and all the facts and proceedings relative thereto shall as soon as practicable be 
communicated by the President to Congress. 


OPINIONS ON THE BILL. 


How great and grand this law appears in our history may be seen by 
a few extracts from some of our leading statesmen during its passage 
through Congress, and afterward on various occasions: : 


Mr. Judd, of Minois, formerly om minister to Prussia, and well acquainted 
with the question, addressed the House at len on the 2d day of December, 
1867. He said he had listened attentively to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Rontrson], and the question was a national one. The honorand dignity 
of the nation were involved in the question, and to neglect or delay action upon 
it as it was now presented would sink this proud country almost out of the list 
of nations.“ He concluded his remarks by this expressive sentence: 

“To settle this conflict upon the basis of Americanism would for me 
more attraction than the reputation of 5 a hemisphere. I re- 
gard the protection of national citizenship as far above the acquisition of terri- 
oy and so I believe the future historian will write it.” 

r. WILsox, of Iowa (now Senator), chairman of the Judiciary Committee of 
the House of Representatives, in a speech delivered by him January 30, 1868, said: 

“We are not now dealing with a mere question of election, nor playing a pleas- 
ing game for the votes of naturalized citizens. Whoever views resent occa- 
sion through such glasses will greatly mistake the magnitude of the propor- 
tions of the subject with which we are dealing. The stern fact that we are 
breasting the current and immemorial doctrine of most of the nations of the 
earth oy tng Bana right of expatriation should place us on a higher plane of 
statesmanship n that which consults merely the present and transient effect 


of its action,’ 

Speaking of the second section of the bill as it was finally ado; , prot 
5 aD naturalized citizens alike, Mr. WILSON said: een 

Thus far the section chan the attention and practice of every nation 
from which we have drawn the foreign element of our population. It isaffirm- 
ative, agressive, and boldly American. Let this be declared as the policy of this 
country and no one can mistake it. It is agrand assault on the miserable feudal 
doctrine of non-expatriation, Itsounds like the deep-swelling tones of a nation 
whose origin and growth rest upon the right of expatriation. It is the voice of 
potential America abt ng J the policies which assert the perpetual allegiance of a 
man to the place of his birth. It breathes the breath of life into that clause of 
the Constitution which declares that Congress shall have power to establish a 
uniform rule of naturalization. It gives vitality to this constitutional power, 
and elevates our naturalization laws above the level of cheats and snares.” 
Judge Woodbridge, of Vermont, one of the ablest men then in Congress, in 
his speech of February 12, 1868, Said: 8 

No graver question has ever been presented before the American Congress. 
* * * In whatever aspect we view it, one of two results must inevitably fol- 
low: either successful negotiation or a foreign war. Itis above party. It 
above the making and unmaking of Presidents. It assumes the Ligh ed of 
agreat national question, enunciating the inherent right of expat ion, and 
the determination of our Government to extend hereafter the same protection 
of person and property to the naturalized and native-born citizen.” 7 


Godlove S. Orth, of Indiana, long time a member of Congress and a 
distinguished member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, at a meet- 
ing in Cooper Union, New York, heldon the 3d day of April, 1882, said: 

In 1868 the American Congress formulated for the first time into law the sen 


timent of protection to American citizens. Now, then, what is that law? Itis 
as sacred to American citizens as any line in the Declaration of Independence. 


It isas important to the protection of the citizen abroad as the Constitution of 
rotection of the citizen at home. Un 
w we plant ourselves, upon this law we stand, and from this law no 


the Government is important to the 
this la 
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perar ca. Goga onih. Cia nava Sak aaa oa again 
In Barnes’s History of the Fortieth Congress my bi was writ- 
ten by Horace Greeley while this measure was pending, he refers 
to it in these words: 
If this question shall be ultimately settled to the satisfaction of the large class 
especially interested 


more y „the credit will be largely due to Mr. ROBISSON’S 
ardent and indefatigable efforts. 

And the New York Tribune, under better editorial influences than it 
now enjoys, published on the 14th of May, 1870, the ratification of the 
treaty with England, made in pursuance of the law of February 27, 
1868. And Mr. Greeley, in his editorial, thus refers to it: 


A. 8. HEWITT ON W. E. ROBINSON, 
On the 2d day of March, 1882, Hon. ABRAM S. HRwrrr, of New York, 


delivered a speech in this House, from which I make the following ex- 


tract 
In 1867 American citizens who had gone to Great Britain were seized, brought 
e excitement thus produced in the minds 


tizens resulted in the election of Hon. WILLIAM E. ROBINSON to 


of our ~: citizens, t or tra 
ion he 

thesteps by which it was secured, Iam 

in claiming the legislation of 1868 as his work, and in 


Alone I did it. - 


e claims no more than his just due when he asserts that prior to this 
lation the feudal doctrine of perpetual allegiance, which is a doctrine of t- 


in fact our 
civilized world as our duty to protect 


18 
this legislation there is a striking similarity between the scenes of 
we have recently witnessed, whenever my col from Brook- 


In 
disorder w) y 
occurrences of the Fortieth 


lyn has taken the floor, and That 

Gon assembled in extra session on the 4th of March. On the of March 

‘Mr. — introduced the familiar resolution of inquiry, calling u a the 
re! 


President for information as to American citizens held under arres 
the 20th March 


1 und 
lic interests. Con, Sag than took © recess until 8d of July, and on the 10th 
Mr. Ro 9 


no on. 
ofthesecond session, Mr. ROBINSON 


On the 2d of December, on the very 
„and for an hour pressed his ews, amid great o) tion and ex- 
nt, upon the attention of the House. Up to this time he stood 


referred to the 


Then followed aseries of vast public meetings over the whole coun’ 
the principles of Mr. Ronryson’s resolutions were indorsed, 
was that ed petitions 


„in which 
the result of which 


for the protection of our naturalized citizens. 

On the 27th bare pi Spe Mr. Banks, chairman of the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs, reported a providing for reprisals as a remedy for the unjust 
arrest of our citizens, There isa change! sienpre, aen wate noes ris- 
als. This bill was most elaborately discussed, all the ing members of the 
House taking part in the discussion. Meanwhile, the State Departmentrelented 
and sent in eer filling now two bulky printed volumes. On the 
18th of February the House passed, under suspension of the rules, in five min- 
utes, a bill appropria! $50,000 for the relief of our citizens imprisoned abroad. 
The vote was 114 to 29, the n ive votes being, with one exception, all cast by 
Republicans. On the Loth of Mr. Banks reportedan amended bm, which, 
after much discussion, was finally passed on the 20th of April, with only four 
. all Republicans, I have not time to follow the rate 
discussion which took 


dent on the th of July, 1868, a day which witnessed a m of rights 
Seay ne Repent ee eee: ee ee en ee In- 


ndence, 

his was the work of my coll WILIA E. Rontxsox, and there is no man 
— fast y contest his claim to the credit of this great 

measure of justice and natural Ha nin 
* —— Shue 5 net Se "tes tices of 3 > 
an r countries, ng 80 
that now and henceforth international law recognizes no difference between 

native-born and naturalized citizens. 
of the of this bill at such 


diana, that the legis- 

of 1863 was due to the Republican VVV 

ord. It was, in „ the best men on both sides con- 

t so far as it was opposed, it was opposed only by Re- 

publicans, It owed its final triumph 8 the courage and ce, in 

order and ont of order—and generally the latter—of my ever-genial but some- 
times rather impetuous colleague. 


It was worth waiting for to have that tribute paid to me after four- 


teen years of misrepresentation. I can afford to wait for future tributes 
in coming years for my recent actions, which have been so perseveringly 
ridiculed, misrepresented, and belied. If these tributes are delayed 
till after my death they will be appreciated by my children, who have 
felt with me the great injustice done me by a licentious press. 

It is a source of pride to me, and will be to my children, that I was 

rivileged to achieve this great work for mankind, to revolutionize the 

w of nations, and to establish for the first time in the world’s history 
that a man had a right to himself. Amid the clash of arms in our 
second war, waged upon this very question, while Decatur, Porter, 
Rodgers, Stewart, McDonough, Perry, and Blakeley at sea, and Macomb, 
Brown, and Jackson on land, all Irish, were ing, at the cost of 
countless millions of money and thousands of us lives, to estab- 
lish the right of expatriation, an Irish 5 in an humble cot- 
tage in Tyrone, who found his way to the Congress of his beloved adopted 
country, to whom the credit is given of accomplishing what our naval 
and military heroes whom I have named and our statesmen—Albert 
Gallatin, Harrison Gray Otis, John C. Calhoun, Nathaniel Macon, Lewis 
Cass, and Daniel Webster—failed to secure. 

With that law on ourstatute-book and fearlessly administered there 
would have been no fear of any American citizen ever being held in a 
3 prison again, even for one hour, without specific charges being 

e him. 

My firstterm in Congress ended on the 4th of March, 1869, and under 
the same s of misrepresentation about my devoting too much time 
to Ireland, &c., I did not receive a renomination. 


THE YORTY-SEVENTIC CONGRESS, 


In November, 1880, new troubles for American citizens in Ireland 
were Lem “ot and the people of Brooklyn returned me again to 
Sage oy he administration of James A. Garfield came into power 
on the 4th of March, 1881, and about that time d, in defiance of 
our law and of her treaties with us, chose to fill her jails with guiltless 
American citizens. James Russell Lowell was our minister to Eng- 
land and James G. Blaine was Secretary of State. 

Congress was not to assemble till the following December, but a spe- 
cial session of the Senate was called for the 4th of March, 1881, and on 
the 12th of April, on motion of Senator Burnside of Rhode Island, a res- 
olution was adopted calling upon the President for information touch- 

the arrest and imprisonment of Michael P. Boyton, who claimed 
to be a citizen of the United States. Mr. Boyton had a passport from 
the State Department certifying that he was a citizen of the United 
States. In December, 1880, January, 1881, he was tried at Dubli 
in common with prominent members of Parliament from Ireland ani 
officers of the Irish Land League. As definite charges for commission 
of crime were made against him, and he had a reasonably speedy trial, 
he made no appeal for protection as an American citizen, and on the 
25th of January, 1881, he was acquitted bya disagreement of the jury. 


AMERICANS IN PRISON, 
On the 2d of March, 1881, two days before the inauguration of Mr. 


alone | Garfield, the British Parliament passed the “‘ coercion act, which ena- 


bled their Government to arrest ns on mere cion; andon the 
8th of that month, four days Mr. Garfield’s inauguration, Mr. 
Boyton was again arrested without any intention of trying him for or 
charging him with crime, but holding him for eighteen months at the 
discretion of the Lord Lieutenant. He at once telegraphed to Mr, 
Lowell, demanding the protection of his Government against this out- 
mago, with a written protest against it, 

forbear through shame to go into the delays interposed in this case 
for a month or more, which time was diligently occupied by our min- 
ister and consuls in picking flaws in Mr. Boyton’s certificate of citizen- 
ship. Our courts had properly long ago decided that in all such cases 
the certificate was pim facie evidence, and the examination of the de- 
tails how the certificate was obtained should not be allowed to delay 
proceedings uponit. Mr. Boyton had his rt under the broad 
seal of the State De: ent. He had fought in our war and was on 
that ground entitled to citizenship. His father was i and 
had often voted in our elections, as he had done, and was just as much 
a citizen as James Russell Lowell; and yet the agents of our Govern- 
ment had managed to argue the seal of the State Department off our 
official documents, to favor the unjust and outrageous acts of the British 
Government er our citizenship, and had refused to do anything for 
Mr. Boyton till this demand for information was made by the Senate. 

And not only so, but this resolution which should have had an im- 
mediate answer was not even noticed, but was delayed for thirty-eight 
days, till the last day fixed for the adjournment of the special session, 
when no action could be taken upon it. And it was never referred to 
again. There it lies in the Senate without notice of the injustice done 
to Mr. Boyton. 

One would naturally suppose that even if Congress was not in session 
the Government would take means to protect its citizens abroad. Other 
citizens had been arrested whose citizenship could not be questioned. 
In June and July, 1881, Mr. Henry O' Mahony, of Buffalo, John McEn- 
ery, and others were and their cases were brought to the notice 
of Mr. Lowell. June, July, August, September, October, November, 


and December of 1881, and January and February of 1882—nine months 
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and yet Mr. Lowell, up to the 22d of February, 1882, made no 


passed, 
report to the State Department, and the State Department seemed rest- 
ful in blissful ignorance of their fate. 

In March (3a), 1881, Mr. Joseph B. Walsh, Joseph Dalton, a native 
citizen of Kenosha, Wis., and others were arrested. 


CONGRESS ASSEMBLES, 


The Forty-seventh Congress came together on the 5th of December, 
1881, and Mr. KEIFER, of Ohio, was elected Speaker of the House. No 
— business being transacted except the election of officers of the 

ouse. 

NUMEROUS ADJOURNMENTS. 


On the second day I rose to a question of privilege, but the Speaker 
ruled that the drawing for seats took ence, and after the draw- 
ing the House adjourned until Friday, the 9th. On the 9th I again 
sought the floor, but Mr. Robeson, of New Jersey, moved to adjourn 
again till Tuesday. the 13th. Lobjected to adjournment, as I had im- 
portant businessto bring before the House. Mr. KELLEY, of Pennsyl- 
vania, asked if my resolution was so ephemeral that it would not keep 
till Tuesday, the 13th, and the House adjourned till the 13th. Here 
was over a week wasted without attempting to attend to any business, 
and the House refused to listen to the appeal of our imprisoned citizens, 
whose imprisonment was not ephemeral. 

Upon the 13th 3 spent in calling ſor some thousands of 
bills. When this business was about half onal the call was sus- 

ded, and Mr. Robeson, of New Jersey, moved to adjourn over three 
ants nie more, till Friday, the 16th. I objected, and demanded the yeas 
and nays, but they were refused, and so all business went over; our 
citizens still in jail without a word of sympathy. It was also 
that on the 16th the only business to be transacted would be to finish 
the call of States. I said I had matters of importance (the case of our 
imprisoned citizens) and I would object to any understanding that 
pene me from calling up their cases. Mr. Cox, of New York, said 
was too late now to object. I replied that if my objection was too 
late I would fling it in notwithstanding its lateness. 

The House met again on Friday, the 16th, and immediately after the 
reading of the Journal I said: I have a resolution here’? (the resolution 
about our imprisoned citizens). Mr. Burrows, of Michigan, called for 
the regular order, which the Speaker declared took me off the floor, I 
claimed my resolution as a matter of privilege. The Speaker ruled 
against me. I then said: 

itizens are suffering un e eee ent abroad, and yet nobody can be 
e their behalf. The Has will hear from me hereafter. — 

The call of States then proceeded, and when New York was called 
Mr. Cox presented a resolution of inquiry about our imprisoned citi- 
zens, but no statement of their case was allowed, and the matter was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. A petition at an earlier 
day had been presented by Mr. Upson, of Texas, from citizens of San 
Antonio, asking Congress to attend to their cases. After the call was 
completed as far as Rhode Island, the House, on motion of Mr. Robeson, 
of New Jersey, adjourned till Monday, the19th. On Monday, the 19th, 
the call of States was concluded, andon motion of Mr. Robeson, of New 
Jersey, it was ordered that the Honse adjourn over till Wednesday, the 
2lst. 

On the 21st the House met. The er announced the commit- 
tees, and after some unimportant business I asked for consent to offer 
a resolution concerning the imprisonment of our citizens by E; ! 
Mr. Robeson, of New Jersey, objected, and so on this 21st day of De- 
cember, 1881, both Houses adjourned over till Thursday, January 5, 
1882, and thus one whole month was wasted; and, although we had 
nothing else to do, not a moment could be spared for the consideration 
of the case of innocent citizens suffering unjust imprisonment for months, 
and Congress steadily neglecting and refusing to devote one minute to 
the consideration of their wrongs and sufferings. 

On the 4th of January, 1884, the House reassembled, and soon after 
its opening Mr. Robeson again moved an adjournment over till Janu- 
ary 9, which was i 


THE CASE COMES UP. 


On the 23d of January the question finally, after so much delay, came 
beforethe House. Congress had been in session for eight weeks, our citi- 
zens still in prison and no attention given them. Mr. Orth, of Indiana, 

rted from the Committee on Foreign Affairs that they had had cer- 
tain resolutions, petitions, and memorials before them relating to the ar- 
rest of American citizens in Great Britain, and aresolution ask- 
ing the President for information. I took the floor and commenced to 
but before I concluded the announcement of the death of Sena- 


tor Burnside came up in order, and the question went over till the 26th of | Chalm: 


January. On the 26th I continued and concluded my remarks. I re- 
ferred to the correspondence. on protecting American hog products in 
England while we refused any protection to living American citizens, 
I quoted from Lord John Russell's interference in the Madiai case in 
Tuscany; to the case of Thoni prisoners in Abyssinia, where England 
burned the capital and ed the king in rescuing her prisoners; to 


the case of Koszta, &c., and concluded by offering an amendment to 
Mr. Orth’s resolution that the President be requested, if any American 


citizen is now detained in any British prison, to make the demand 
vided for in the act of July 27, 1868. I pronounced the other met ‘od 
a humbug. My amendment was ruled out of order, and the resolution 
was adopted. 


THE GREAT DIFFICULTY. 


This was the main difficulty. We kept resolving to inquire when 
we should have been demanding, and the Government keptall thetime 
ignoring the law which, after such exhaustive debate, had been made 
for this very contingency, and of which the Secretary of State and our 
minister to England seemed never to have heard. My demand was 
that the law of July 27, 1868, should be followed and the demand 
therein provided should be made. Had this been done our citizens 
would not have been kept in prison one hour. I said the course pur- 
sued in n and not acting would require a thousand years to get 
a fly out of a molasses cup. 

The debate was continued, Mr. S. S. Cox, Mr. Orth, Mr. Dunnell, and 
others taking part in it. 

It is a curious fact that Mr. Orth, in ridiculing any attack on Lon- 
don, referred to the safety of London Bridge and the Tower of London 
recently attacked. It has been shown that if our demand for the re- 
lease of our prisoners had been denied the destruction of London would 
not have been so difficult. 

WAS THE IMPRISONMENT LEGAL? 

In this debate and in the correspondence of the State De t 
with Mr. Lowell, the false idea was adopted that if alent kopi 
imprison her own citizens on mere suspicion, under the suspension of 
habeas corpus, she could do the same with ours. This monstrous doc- 
trine I challenged, and in order to have it settled I introduced the fol- 
lowing resolution on the 6th of February, 1881: 

That the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby directed to 


Resolved, 
communicate to this House his opinien in writing on the following question : 
If JOSEPH WARREN jew York, or Oha of this House, or Alonzo B. 8 


ernor of the State of New York, or Charles Carroll, a ‘laborer in the d epartment 

of public — in the city of New York, being a citizen of the United States, 
Mengde A ori os the British Em: should there be — t pasa ra 

ay. crime, and without A 

—— him, coul — 5 English Government, by suspending * 
or otherwise, lawfully detain him indefinitely on 5 

without t in our Government to demand his 2 

eres sila Of the law of daly 34.106 to book cae nate Oe t's 

u 


The 155 that England could arrest and keep in prison indefinitely, 
without trial, any of our distinguished citizens say the Speaker of the 
House, or a governor of a State, or the humblest a ees of the 3 
lie- ho had committed no crime, by suspending law and 
the district in which he was found, wasso monstrous that Hes 
this resolution, which was most sensible and timely. Had it been 
adopted, and had the Attorney-General answered it as it deserved to 
be answered, our citizens would have been instantly released. The 
Anglicised press, however, chose to pour its senseless ribaldry upon the 
resolution and upon its author; and on the 14th of February Mr. Orth; 
from the Committee on Foreign reported it back with a recom- 
mendation to lay it on the table. Ona division the vote stood—yeas 
85, nays 45; from which it appeared that there were only forty-five 
members of the House caring enough for our citizens to inquire into 
the legality of their cruel imprisonment. 

THE YEAS AND NAYS. 

Mr. Cox and myself demanded the yeas and nays. They were or- 
dered, and resulted in the affirmative—yeas 117, nays 102. When the 
members could escape being put on record there were two to one against 
this poe Nosed timely resolution, but when they had to go on record 102 

inst smothering the inquiry, and it was carried by a majority 


275 15. give the yeas and nays without comment, as ſollows: 
YEAS—117. 
Aiken Farwell, Sewell S. Miles, Smith, A. Herr 
Aldrich, isher, Moore, Smith, Dietrich C. 
Anderson, Fulkerson, Morey, Spaulding, 
Armfield, Garrison, No Speer, 
Atkins, Grout, O'Neill, Stone, 
Bayne, Guenther, Orth, Strait, 
Be 4 Hall, Pacheco, Thompson, Wm, G 
Bowman, Hammond,John Payson, Tucker, 
Briggs, Hawk, Peele, Tyler, 
Browne, Hazelton, Pierce, U 4 
Burrows, Julius C. Heilman, Phister, Updegraff, Thomas 
Butterw: Hepburn, Pound, A 
Candier, Hiscock, Prescott, Valentine, 
Cannon, Hoblitzell, Ranney, an Aernam, 
8 _ ne Latah 
ter, ouk, eagan, Lait. 
Cassidy, Hubbs, Walker, 
Caswell, Humphrey, Rich, Ward, 
ers, Jacobs, Richardson, D. P. Washburn, 

= Jadwin, rtson, Watson, 
Cox, Wm. R. Jones, James K. Robeson, Webber, 

3 oyce, Robinson, Geo. D. West, 
Crowley, n Robinson, James S. ban te, 
Da Kelley Rys an Wilias, Chas. G. 
Deering, Kenna, ville, Wil 
De M wis, S tori, Wiles, 
Dowd, Lindsey, Shallenberger, Wood, Walter A. 

Manning, Sherwin, 

Errett, 3 Shultz, 
Evins. m. Skinner, 
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NAYS—102, 
Bragg, Clark, 
Berry. Brewer, Clements, Davis, G. R. 
Blac! Brumm, Cobb, Davis, L. H, 
Blackburn, Buchanan, Colerick, Dibrell, 
B Burrows, Jos. H. Cox: S. S. D N 
Bland, Caldwell, Covington, Ellis. 
Bliss, 75 Cravens, Finley, 
Blount, Cc yY, Culberson, Flower, 
Ford, Jones, George W. Mutchler, Stockslager, 
Forney, King, es, Thompson, P. B. 
Geddes, Ladd, Phelps, Tillman, 
George, Latham, Randall. ‘Townsend, Amos 
Gunter, Leedom, Rice, John B. ‘Turner, Henry G. 
Hardenbergh, Lord, Rice, Theron M. Turner, 
Hardy, Martin, Richardson, John n, 
Matson, Ritchie, A ance, 
is, S. McKinley, Robinson, Wm. E. Warner, 
Haseltine, McLane, crans, Wellborn, 
atch, McMillin, Scales, Wheeler, 
erbert, Miller, Scranton, Whitthorne, 
Hewitt, A. 8. Mills Shelley, Williams, Thomas 
Hewitt, G. W. Morrison, Simonton, Wise, George D. 
Holman, M vo, Singleton, Jas. W. Wise, Morgun R. 
N 2 ton, 8 oung 
ouse, uldrow, pringer, 
Hutchins, Mureh Stephens, 


So the report of the Committee on Foreign Affairs was agreed to. 

The Democrats voting with the Republicans were 25; the Republic- 
ans voting with the Democrats, 18, Had the 25 Democrats voted with 
the great majority of their party the vote would have been—yeas 92, 
nays 127. Why these Democrats voted against their party I never 
could understand. The British minister here and the English Govern- 
ment interpreted it to mean that Congress did not really care whether 
Irish-American citizens were insulted or not. And the British min- 
ister thought it of importance enough to communicate my resolution 
and the vote ‘‘ tabling ” the same, which he informs his lordship was 
the same as killing it, in a special dispatch the very day the English 
victory was achieved in this House. 

PUBLIC MEETINGS, 

About this time the country became fully aroused to the importance 
of this question, and petitions, resolutions, and remonstrances came into 
Congress by the hundred. Meetings were held in all the leading cities 
of the Union and resolutions passed and forwarded to Congress. 

At the meeting held in Buffalo, April 9, 1882, the chair was taken by 
Grover Cleveland, then the mayor of that city and now elected Presi- 
dent of the United States. To that meeting I had been invited, both 
by letter and telegram, but could not get away from my duties here. 
In opening that meeting Mr. Cleveland took the correct ground and 
announced the American doctrine as follows: 

We have aright to say and we do say that mere suspicion, without examina- 
tion or trial, is not sufficient to justify the long imprisonment of a citizen of 
a Other nations may permit their citizens to be thus imprisoned. Ours 
: That is in glorious contrast to the monstrous doctrine allowed to dom- 
inate our diplomacy under Mr. Lowell:—that England by proclaiming 
a district in which she could find an American citizen might hold him 
on ry without legal charge or trial, at her discretion or the will 
of the lord-lientenant. 

Many of the State Legislatures also passed resolutions, particularly 
New York, New Jersey, Illinois, &c., most of them mentioning me by 
name. Many of these resolutions were published in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD. In the issue of March 17, 1882, appeared the follow- 
ing from my own city of Brooklyn: 

JEFFERSON HALL, Brooklyn, February 16, 1882. 

Dran Stn: I have been instructed by the executive committee of the Land 
League of Brooklyn to inform you of their cordial and hearty approval of your 
action in regard to the incarceration of American citizens in B: dungeons. 
May God speed you in your noble and heroic struggle. Please convey to the 


Re tatives who have so ably sustained you our sincere and heartfelt thanks, 
and assure them that they, as you, shall ever retain a place in the hearts of all 
true 


Irishmen, 
JAMES DIXON, Secretary. 
Hon, WILLIAM E. ROBINSON. 


The convention of delegates from the various Land League branches 
of Boston and vicinity, in March, 1882— 


Resolved, That our thanks are eminently due and are cordially tendered to Hon. 
W. E. Rosrsson for his noble and manly exertions to obtain the release of Amer- 
ican citizens now incarcerated in British prisons. 


DELAY IN COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS. 


By a rule of the House all resolutions of inquiry from the President 
and heads of Departments shall be reported back within one week. 
The resolution asking information from the State Department about 
our imprisoned citizens was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
on the 23d of January, 1882. On the 14th day of February it was brought 
before the House and recommitted to the committee with instructions: 
That committee consisted of Messrs. Williams of Wisconsin (chair- 
man), Orth, Kasson, RICE of Massachusetts, Dunnell, Lord, Walker, 
BLOUNT, Wilson, DEUSTER, and BELMONT. 

The week passed, a month passed, and no notice was taken of it, 
while many of our citizens pined away dreary lives in British prisons. 
I did not desire to make myself too conspicuous, and should have pre- 
ferred to have others move in the matter, but as no one did so I called 
up the matter on the 24th of March, 1882, and stated that if something 


were not soon done I should move to impeach our minister. At the 
request of members of the committee the matter was laid over. 

On the 4th of April the President sent us a reply to the House reso- 
lution of January 31, with a letter from Secretary Frelinghuysen, and 


it contained just ten lines as printed in the RECORD, informing us that 
the negotiations had been“ conducted in a spirit of entire friendship.’? 
The cruel incarceration of our innocent citizens did not create a ripple 
on the surface of our placidity! The next day, April 5, the President 
vored us with a larger installment of information in reply to our reso- 
ution. = 
Upon the 14th of April, 1882, Senator VOORHEES, of Indiana, made 
an eloquent speech on the case of Daniel McSweeney. The resolution 
which he offered and spoke upon was never afterward referred to. 
April 22, 1882, came on and no report from the committee on the 
resolution of January 23. I had now waited another month, and as 
no one else took it up I asked, for information, how long we were to 
wait, and said, This House is despised; the Government of England 
despises this country; what are we to do?’’ and I moved to discharge 
the committee and bring the matter before the Honse: 


That committee is bound by onr rules to reportin one week. They have had 
it now three months before them, and we can not get a report, while our citi- 
zens are still in British jails, 


On the 24th of April I again brought up the motion to discharge the 
committee and have the House act upon it immediately. At the re- 
quest of the committee I allowed it to go over till the next day. 

April 25 I brought up the subject again, and was antagonized by a 
contested-election case (Lynch against Chalmers). That question was 
voted down, and I again renewed my motion. Mr. Kasson and others 
contended that my motion was not privileged and therefore not in or- 
der, and Mr. Kasson raised the question of consideration. On a division 
there were 59 for considering my motion as a privileged question and 
78 against it. I called for the yeas and nays, and they were ordered; 
and here a curious fact developed itself. Whereas I could only get 59 
on a mere division, upon the yeas and nays, where every one was bound 
to put himself on record, I had 144 in my favor and only 62 against me. 

ANOTHER FIELD DAY. 

The question now came squarely for discussion, and we had a field 
day in the House. I spoke at length, and my speech was printed in 
pamphlet form and extensively circulated. It was of course ridiculed 
by the Anglicised part of our population, but it was liked by those who 
‘cherish American ideas. I was followed by Mr. Cox, of New York; 
and Mr. Orth, of Indiana. The principal part of Mr. Orth’s 
was devoted to throwing doubts on the citizenship of O'Mahony, and 
yet in that speech he read a letter from our consul at Cork, dated June 
22, 1881, ten months before, stating that he had seen and forwarded to 
our minister at London the naturalization papers of Mr. O' Mahony. 

What better proof of his citizenship was required? Nobody doubted 
their genuineness. It was said that O’Mahony held the position of poor- 
law guardian in Ireland, and that holding any such position was proof 
against his citizenship; while it is well known that Mr. Lowell him- 
self holds a position under the British laws and was elected at his own 
wish lord rector of a British university. Is he therefore not a citizen 
of the United States? A 

I think it not out of place to say here that I had a statement of O’Ma- 
hony’s case from himself, sent to me with the request that I would 
lay it before Congress, which I tried several times to do, but was re- 
fused even to have it printed in the RECORD, on the objection of an 
Englishman who was then a Representative from Vermont in this House: 

Mr. Orth was followed by Mr. DEUSTER, the German member from 
Wisconsin, by Mr. Williams of Wisconsin, chairman of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, who suggested that the Gladstone government 
might be willing to grant our wishes concerning these prisoners, but 
were afraid of English sentiment, which placed them between the 
devil and the deep sea.“ He delivered a fervent eulogy on Ireland} 
praising her virtues and picturing her wrongs, and said some compli- 
mentary things of myself. Mr. Motte of Indiana, Mr. BLOUNT 
ot 2 Mr. WILSON of West Virginia, and Mr. Lord of Michigan 

ollowed, 

Mr. WIIsox referred to the Eisenstriek affair between Germany and 
Nicaragua in 1876-77 and 1878, in which, for less provocation than in 
these cases, Nicaragua was compelléd to apologize, to salute the German 
flag, and pay $30,000. In this case the United States acted as arbitrator, 
but in our own case we did not demand a salute of our flag nor com- 
pensation to our citizens. $ 

Mr. BLOUNT, of Georgia, in his speech referred to myself, and said: 

I believe that the agitation in this House by that 1 Mr. 2 


has produced speedy action on the part of this nistration, I believe tha’ 
for months before the matter had been allowed to lag, hg 


At the conclusion of the debate the original resolution was modified 
by Mr. Cox to the satisfaction of all parties and unanimously adopted. 
Thus my proposition to discharge the committee and adopt the resolu- 
tion was successful. 

It was at the conclusion of my speech that, after hearing the demands 
that were to be made and the successful issues to be anticipated, I in- 
dulged in this flight of fancy: f 

When I came here Ifound the American Eagle drugged and drowsy, his blood 


— 
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. and his 

Pinions wet wlth tg the 1 I roused him 4 ignoble 
C umage, I gave majestic voice to 
F Ghee ze en gave his majestio voioe to 


sun. 
GLADSTONE PERPLEXED. 


The re in the House of Representatives and the action taken 
thereunder by the President led to the relief of Ireland by the resig- 
nation of the ere lieutenant and of Buckshot Foster. The Washing- 
ton Post in its issue of May 6, 1882, remarked editorially: 

Hon. WILLIAM E. ROBINSON, of New York, is a very modest man; otherwise 
he might claim the distinction of having forced the British 8 a 
change of policy. 

Whether this remark was intended seriously or otherwise, there i isa 
heap of truth in it. 

The killing of Cavendish and Burke on that day was a terrible re- 
verse to these feelings of triumph. Itemboldened the oppressors of 
Ireland. Itstrengthened the Gladstone government and enabled itto 
hold on to power and to continue its insults toour citizens. Hadit not 
been for their death our action on that 25th of April would have re- 
sulted in the unconditional release of our citizens and the destruction 
of Gladstone’s administration. 

On the 15th of May, 1882, I again brought the case of our prisoners 
before the House, who were still retained in prison, and inquired 
whether degrading offers had been made to our imprisoned citizens to 
accept their liberation on insulting conditions. 

On the 23d of May the President sent some additional information 


concerning the prisoners. 

On the 20th day of June, 1882, the committee having failed to report | uhan, 
my resolution of May 15, I gave notice that if it was not soon reported 
I would move to take it from the committee and have it acted on in 
the House. I also mentioned that while in our great debate of April 
25 we were told that only two American citizens were in prison, and 
that they would soon be discharged, there were now nine of our cit- 
izens in British jails without charge of crime or hope of trial. 

On the 28th of June Mr. Orth reported a resolution from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, as a substitute for mine of June 15, calling 
FF ary PATR ending, ales S T. 
proposition yy any n office er our Gov- 
ernment to any American citizen in prisons to accept release 
upon conditions. 

Mr. Orth moved the previous question, on which I called for the yeas 
and nays; but they were refused, and, under the rule, fifteen minutes 
only were allowed to each side. 


THE RIGHT THING AT LAST. 


Mr. Wilson occupied the half of the time allowed to the opposition, 
but as an improvement for the first time offered the resolution for which 
I had been all the time contending, to request the President to demand 
the release of our prisoners under the law of July 27, 1868. 

Mr. Wilson was a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
had the committee’s consent to offer his resolution as his own but not 
as a resolution of the committee. At the suggestion of Mr. McLane, 
of Maryland, he omitted the words, not amounting to an act of war, 
which are in the statute of July 27, 1868. 

At the conclusion of Mr. Wilson’s remarks I was allowed seven and 
a half minutes, which I indignantly declined, and denounced the frivo- 
lous condact of our Government. 

Mr. Wilson’s resolution was unanimously. At a later hour 
he seems to have become frightened with the boldness and 8 of 
his own resolution, or to have been asked by others to modify the lan. 
guage by adding in accordance with such precedents and usages as 
exist between the two governments.“ Where he got this phrase I do 
not know, but I know it is not in the law of July 27, 1968, and I ob- 
jected and pronounced it nonsense and a weakening i in the face of the 
enemy. Mr. Williams, chairman of the committee, said it was impor- 
tant if not vital, and the words were added. Without the moditica- 
tions it was the only sensible resolution of the kind that had been of- 
fered. It was the resolution I wanted from the first, but for which I 
could not get a hearing. It was adopted, but no reply was ever made 
to it. 

BRITISH INSOLENCE, 

On the 3d of July, 1881, I introduced a resolution asking information 
from the Secretary of State relating to the conduct of the British min- 
ister in relation to the proceedings in Congress touching the imprison- 
ment of our citizens in British jails. 

It was an important resolution and should have been adopted. The 
British minister had actually gone to the Secretary’s office to express 
not only his t with my pertinacity, but to question the conduct 
of Mr. Orth and of the House in passing resolutions distasteful to him 
and disrespectful to This insolence should have been noticed 
and rebuked. On the 25th of January, the day I made my first speech 
on the subject, Minister West wrote to Lord Granville as follows: 


I called Mr. E ing ESA s attention to the terms of this resolution and to 
the used in debate upon it. I remarked to Mr. 5 that al- 


3 not 1 3 need be attached to such language as that used 
Mr. wording of the resolution was calculated to produce a 
bad effect andl ‘might cause unnecessary irritation, 


Imagine what Lord Granville would have said if our minister had 
SS him for any speech made or resolution adopted 

the House of Commons. 

Yet so little notice was taken of this insolence pee Dy myself that 


the committee never reported it back, and the Ang ress of the 
country, including the New York World, then claiming to be a Demo- 
cratic organ and edited I believe by William H. Hurlbert, roundly 
abused me for daring to question the lish minister’s right to super- 
vise our legislation, and that New York World, in itsissue of July 4, 
1882, took: adeualnui to assure tho Both miniatar that TWM of id to 
portance—the very idea that West had previously communicated to 
Granville; and that same World, on that same national holiday, sug- 
gested that the press agent in Washington should suppress all mention 
of my doings. This idea was the last resort of the Anglified editors, 
which was in some respects afterward carried out, and wisely, too, for 
as long as the press published what I did, no matter how they abused 
me, the American people approved of it and I could well afford to let 
the Anglo-maniacs rave. 
MORE RESOLUTIONS, 


On the 17th of July, 1882, Mr. Cox and myself both presented reso- 
lutions of inquiry con our imprisoned citizens, Mr. Cox’s in- 
quiring more particularly about Mr. McSweeney. Mine was as follows: 


3 That the President of the United States is hereby respectfully but 

— 8 to inform this House when it may expect an answer to its 

aan ade on 8 28—now 3 days ago adopted unanimously, epee na 
not heretofore communicated to 


e on said 28th day of Jun 
ost racticable in comp! . 
and whether any cor 


ee eee, 


certifi Department—rela- 
tion or recall, as requested by numerous 5 oe 
presented to this House from the principal cities and States in the Union; 


The same day, July 17, I also introduced the following additional 
resolution: 
That the of State is hereby directed to inform this House 


Resolved, 

whether he can not now communicate the relating to our citizens in 

CCC t to be incompatible with 

the public interest eee letter to the tof April 5, 1882, and 
hereby unicate £ mdi 


that he is to comm: item of correspondence relat- 

— eee eee ede with the „ even 
cation may deem patil ublic rest, 

be co. secret session of this House or of its uy on Foreign Ale 


These resolutions of Mr. Cox and myself were referred to the Com- 
mittee of Foreign Affairs, and from that chamber of somnolency they 
never returned, and of course neither President nor Secretary felt called 
upon to give information. 


INCOMPATIBLE WITH PUBLIC GOOD. 
One of the monarchical ideas that have crept into our legislation 
that on resolutions of inquiry the phrase is introduced 4 ‘iif not incom? 
patible with the public welfare.“ I fought against this phrase, and 
kept it out of my resolutions. 

‘ow ridiculous it is! Who has the right to judge of the 
if not the representatives of the people? The President 
the head servant of the people; the Secretaries are his assistant sery~ 
ants of the people. Suppose the master of any establishment wants td 
examine into its affairs and asks the employés for information, and 


chosen as’ 


should inform him that it is incompatible with the good sched the 4 
lishment to communicate it! S blic busi= 
ness, including the public welfare, and they, not the t or his 


assistants, should judge what is or is not compatible with that public’ 

welfare. is provision made for secret sessions of the House as. 
well as of the Senate, and there all questions of 8 
public interests should be decided. 

THE LAST EFFORTS. 

On the 5th of August, 1882, the President sent his mage 
the subject to the House. It was in answer to the resolution 
House of June 28. It should have been answered in twenty-four 
but over five weeks were taken, and it was not sent in till Saturday 
ternoon, August 5, and Congress was to adjourn on Tuesday, the 7 
Of course no further notice was taken of it for that session, and no n 
tice has been taken since, except the resolution which Iam now 
to get this House to rescue from the Committee on Foreign Affairs be- 
fore this Congress also goes into history. } 

In that last message the President informed us that four 3 
remained in prison O' Mahoney, McSweeney, Slattery, and Gannon} 
the last named an American by birth; and we have no official informa~ 
tion how, when, or on what terms they were released, or whether 
were released at all. McSweeney got out, atany rate, for we saw him 
here during the last election, but no member of this House knows any- 
thing about the release of the others. 

DISHONORING OUE OWN RECORD. 

During the whole dreary discussion of this subject every one of these 

seventeen prisoners produced passports, or naturalization papers, and 
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in every case, even in the cases of native citizens, months were spent in 


t efforts to pick flaws in their title to ci Had Decatur 
withheld his demand to the Dey of Algiers, — — his 
demand on the commander of the Austrian man-of-war for the libera- 
tion of our citizens till the archives of our country. were searched for | ous 
proof ofthe ity of the papers of their citizenship, the most brill- 

t passages of our diplomatic history would never have been written. 
Lou may take all the cases in history where any nation has found 
SS 0 
ee eee e ap party to delay 

5 Mr. Boyto easily 

Mr. Blaine’s would be. Mr. Boyton. 
real of the United States to prove his citi 
produce no proof that he was born here. What would he say if he 
were arrested in a foreign country and thrown into a loathsome prison 
and his Government refused to ask his release or speedy trial till they 
could spend some fourteen or eighteen months in hunting family Bibles 
or church records to ascertain his place of birth? 


MISREPRESENTATIONS OF THE PRESS. 


In my efforts in the Forty-seventh to achieve the liberation 
of our citizens, as well as in my efforts to establish the American 
doctrine of and naturalization, for w Mr. Sie 
so fully gives me credit, the Anglified press kept prating about my 
wasting the time of Congress in on Ireland. It will probably 
astonish those who read these remarks erring, eee 
of my service in the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses, no 
closing, I have not spoken a single word upon any Irish subject. My 

es were all on great American subjects. 

One of the silly stories told about me was that I had remarked, on 
one occasion, that I did not care tostay in the House because there was 
nothing going on there t some American business. Now, I be- 
Laye. 1 wnt Deane Ay everything that was not American. I 

‘oreign decorations; I was opposed to thank- 
ing foreign despots for presents sent to us; I opposed all measures that 
were not truly American, and several foolish efforts to legislate for the 
benefit of foreign potentates are now hung N House on my ob- 
jection; such as thanking England for the Alert, &c. 


IRELAND—WHY LOVE HER? 


But even if I had devoted some time to Ireland, we could hardly call 
her interests fo: subjects. 

I confess that I have a warm spot in my heart for Ireland. Into that 
heart two eyes of Irish blue are ever looking. I have bathed my soul 
in her sorrows and flooded my memory with her sufferings. In fifty 
years absence from her I have felt increasing love for her, and the palpi- 
tations of her heart have throbbed unceasingly against my own. 

You ask me why I, as an American, love ar? I reply I could not 
be an American unless I did love her. 

There is a fearful. amount of woful or willful ignorance among our 

ounger population in regard to the Irish element in this country and 
. our country. There is a moral deafness to 
her claims which must not be allowed to grow into a national disease. 
There were two parties in the Revolution, as there are now—the friends 
of England, who were the enemies of our independence, and the friends 
of Washington, who were mostly Irish and their descendants. At the 
Declaration of Independence I e the Irish element was about 


two-thirds of our population. people of New hada strong 
3. whioh sron tte namo ined at Lexing- 
ton and Bunker Hill, at Bennington and Saratoga. 

The element were almost all against us. Fifteen hundred 


of them were driven to sea by W. at Boston, on St. Patrick’s 
Day, in 1776. The Irish troops from New Hampshire, Massachusetts 
(including Maina) New York, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, North 

and South Carolina, indeed from all the States or co! 

flocked to Washington’s army, and the illustrious generals who 
around him were mostly Irish. A little Irish society in Philadelphia, 
of some hundred members, known as The Friendly Sons of St. Pat- 
rick,” furnished Washington more generals than all the descendants of 
the ses te tay and of this society, composed exclusively of Irishmen, 
e eee ashington was a member, having been naturalized to fit 
membership. This incident shows how Washington loved the 
Irish and won his way into their society by becoming an adopted son 
of St. Patrick. Let us look at our pe Me ai battlefields and see 
what brilliant Irish officers were around Washington in every battle 
forour Independence. Here the Irish won the love of every true Amer- 

ican and the hatred of every worshiper of England. 
IRISH HEROES, 

John Armstrong. He or his father emigrated from Ireland to Lan- 
caster, in Pennsylvania. Di in our Indian wars, command- 


ing the expedition against Kittining in 1756, and his officers 
Hugh Mercer, who afterward fell at Princeton. A in Wash- 


ington’s army, and commanded the Pennsylvania militia at Brandy- 

ee tin Washington’ = et ate tee oaks 
en mS army, 

and General Mercer, whom he carried dead from the field of Princeton, 


tgomery. His daughter an. rer go 
stor. tor of the 
United States from New ¥ b i in the second war, 
and Secretary of War in P t. Madison’s Cabinet. Left numer- 
Sete apy pei ——— among them his grandson, the present 
eee e eee of 3 John being aid to 
wn. us generations of John icu- 
ous in their country’s heroism. N 
Ephraim Blaine, one of whose descendants is James G. Blaine. 
Richard Butler, elder of five brothers of the family of Ormond, in 
Ireland—distinguished at 3 Stony Point, and fell in battle 
at St. Clair’s defeat—his brothers William, Thomas, Percival, and Ed- 
ward, all gallant officers, Thomas receiving the thanks of Wayne on 
the field at Monmonth, and of Washington at Brandywine, each ot 
these five brothers giving gallant sons to the American Army. Perci- 
val's son, William Orlando Butler, of Kentucky, recently deceased, 
in the second war and that with M General 


ting parson of New Jersey. 
William Campbell, born in Virginia, of Irish parents, 
at the important battle of King’s Mountain, 1 — hı 
The sons of Benjamin Chambers, of Chambersburg. 
The Clintons, of New York; General George, and General James, 
father of DeWitt Clinton. 
John Dunlap, a native of ; an officer of Washington’s body 
guard of Princeton and Trenton; the editor of the first daily paper pub- 
lished in the United States. 


Rev. John Craighead, the fighting clergyman of Chambersburg, born 
in Ireland. 


father of Thomas Ewing, who was United States Sen- 
ator, member of the Cabinets of Harrison and Taylor, and father of Mrs. 
General Sherman. 


John Fitzgerald, the favorite aid of Washington, one of the finest 


horsemen in the American Army. 

his brother, whose rifle sharpshooters were 
Three generations of George Gibsons 
distinguished themselves in the American 
Joseph Graham, of North Carolina, joined the Revolutionary army 
at the age of 19, received six saber wounds and three bullet wounds at 
Charlotte; fought at Cowan’s Ford, defeated six hundred with one 
hundred men; commanded in fifteen en; ents before he was 23; 
was a major-general i in thesecond war; left twelve children, the young- 
est of whom was William A. Graham, Secretary of the Navy in Tay- 
lor’s Cabinet, and Whig candidate for Vice-President on the ticket with 


Winfield Scott. 
William Gregg, commanding the at Bennington. 
Edward tona adjutant-general of the Revolutionary army, and 
’s provisional army in the threatened war 
with France, — r his 3 horsemanship. 
John Hezlett (or Haslett as itis now spelled), Delaware 
troops at Long Island and fell with Mercer at Princeton. His son Jo- 


h, governor of Delaware. 
Willa Irvine, illustrious general and trusted friend of Wash 
commanded the advanced i whine Monmouth, commanderof Pennsyl- 
vania troops to suppress the w vid rebellion. His brothers, Andrew 
and Mithew, a the „ 
of or Ls remarkable = 


William Jasper, the brave eee at stat Port Mi Moultrie, fell at the 
assault on Savannah. 
John Kelly covered Washington’s retreat from Princeton, destroying 
in front of Cornwallis’s pursuing forces, emerging from the river 
with a coat of frozen mail; died at 90 in Pennsylvania. His grandson, 
James H. Kelly, Senator from Oregon. 
Simon Kenton, sre gine of Dene Daniel Boone. 


Henry Knox created and commanded W. s artillery, and 
was with W. in every one of his battles; s Secre- 
tary of War and the Navy; founder of the Society of the incinnati. 


James Knox, father of President Polk’s mother. 

John Lacy, a brigadier in the Army. 

Andrew Lewis, born in county Donegal; his father, John, shot a 
landlord and emigrated to. America. He had four brothers, all distin- 
guished in the war and sons to irginia, 

jamin To illiam the first white child born in Ken- 
tucky; was United States Senator from that State. 

Pierse Long, of New Hampshire. 

Charles. Lynch: his brother John founded L 
Charles founded Lynch law and was governor of Mississippi. 

Robert Magaw commanded the best disciplined 5 


ton’s army. 
7s, MaA commanded a regiment at Brandywine and Ger- 
mantown; governor of North Carolina, Senator of the United States. 
Hugh Maxwell was a lieutenant at Bunker Hill and fought at Sara- 
Hs brother Thom pson assisted in destroying the tea at Boston. 
illiam Maxwell, conspicuous at Monmouth. 


and his son 
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Denis. MeCarthy, one of the invited mourners at Washington’s fu- 

Andrew. McCrary, killed by a cannon-ball from the British fleet at 
Bunker Hill. 

John McClure: his men were known as the Chester Creek Rocky 
Irish ” of North Carolina. 

Major Macdonough, father of Commodore Macdonough, of Lake Cham- 


renown. 

William McRee, of North Carolina, lieutenant-colonel in the Revo- 
Iutionary war; his grand nephew was the distinguished Colonel McRee 
of the second war. j 

Captain Molly (Margaret Corbin), who on the fall of her husband 
took his place in serving a gun at Monmouth. Covered with blood and 
dust, she was presented by General Greene to Washington, who con- 
23 her the rank of sergeant, and Congress voted her half-pay 

Richard Montgomery, the first general of the continental army that 
fell in the cause of American liberty. He was born in Convoy Castle, 
near the town of Raphoe, in County Donegal. His father’s name was 
Thomas. He had two brothers, Alexander and John, and one sister, 
who married Lord Ranelagh. His brother Alexander represented the 
county for many years in Irish parliament. I shall not pretend to 
sketch the life or services of General Montgomery. He came here in 
1772 and married the eldest daughter of Chancellor Livingston, one of 
the great American family descended from old John Livingston, the 
Irish Presbyterian preacher. In 1789, thirteen years after her hus- 
band’s death, this beautiful, gifted, and amiable lady visited Ireland 
to see Convoy Castle, on the banks of the Finn, now dear to her as her 
own Hudson. Her country had taken its place among the nations of 
the earth. Its liberator had just been inaugurated its first President, 
taking the oath of office before her father. 

The rebels had become the heroes of history and Washington’s name 
was everywhere almost idolatrously mentioned. Washington had fur- 
nished her with letters to distinguished persons in Europe, oth- 
ers to Sir Edward Newenham, an Irish gentleman and a member of the 
Irish Parliament, who, on the death of Montgomery, appeared in Par- 
liament and at levees in . Irish sympathy 
with the then detested Revolution, who presided at a public meet- 
ing in Dublin, held to reprobate and stop sending the military of the 
kingdom to the colonies and ‘‘hiring the Hessians and Hanoverians from 
the carcass butchers of Germany, and who had gathered in his elegant 
house in Dublin, in an apartment called his American room,“ busts 
and of Washington and other illustrious Americans, with Ar- 
nold’s picture reversed and his treason written under it. Into this 
room Sir Edward introduced Mrs. Montgomery, which gave her much 
satisfaction. She had sent him Washi m’s letter, and he and Lady 
Newenham called upon her at Lord Ranelagh’s, twelve miles from Dub- 
Sharad ghar Re her to accept the hospitality of their home, which she 
promised to do after visiting her gallant husband’s relatives, whose de- 
scendants still own the grand old castle of Convoy. 

The Duke of Leinster and the illustrious Lord Charlemont waited 
upon her. General Massey, with whom her husband was well ac- 
quainted at the first siege of Quebec, promptly paid his respects to her, 
and everywhere, icularly in Ireland, she was received with honor 
and homage. I it a disgrace to America that the representatives 
of this grand Irish family, which furnished the first and grandest martyr 
to American liberty, should not have been invited with other welcome 
but less worthy guests to the grand centennial celebration of the crown- 
ing glory of Yorktown. It was but a poor return for the yee of 
that Irish 8 that welcomed and worshiped the i 
widow of our glorious American general. 

MORE IRISH NAMES. 

Alfred Moore, of North Carolina, afterward appointed by W. - 
ton judge of the Supreme Court. Nl 

James Moore, commanded at the battle of Moore’s Bridge, North Car- 


olina. 

organ, the renowned hero of the Cowpens, born July 
1736, at Ballinasceen, in the County Derry, distinguished at the ps den 
of Burgoyne. Trumbull puts him conspicuous in his picture of that 
event. 


Cork; founder of Moylan’s Dragoons; cavalry officer. Morgan 
and Hand of the rifles, Knox of the artillery, Moylan of the cavalry— 

Timothy Murphy, whose rifle bronght down Frazer and saved the 
day at Stillwater. 

Andrew Pickens served at Cowpens and Eutaw, married the celebrated 
beauty, Rebecca Calhoun, aunt of John C. Calhoun; his son and grand- 
P11! 8 

Ww t at ton, Brand, and Ger- 
8 received on 2 field of Germantown the thanks of Washing- 
is sons George of Michigan, David R., governor of 
Pennsylvania, and James M., Secretary of War in Tyler's Cabinet. His 
family giving the United States commodores, admirals, statesmen, and 


* 


David Ramsay, historian, surgeon, and soldier in the war. His 
brother Nathaniel stayed disaster at Monmouth. 

George Reed fought at Bunker Hill, Trenton, and Saratoga, and suf- 
fered at Valley Forge. His father-in-law, John Woodburn, was Horace 


s er. 
Joseph was a great lawyer, a wise statesman, and a brave sol- 
dier. His grandfather came from Ireland to New Hampshire, and 
then to Trenton, N. J., where Joseph was bern. His father, Andrew, 
was a Philadelphia merchant. Before the Revolution he wrote a series 
of able letters to Lord Dartmouth, giving the American view of the 
question. July 4, 1775, one year before the Declaration, he was ap- 
pointed W. s secretary at Cambridge, and remained the most 
confidential friend of Washington through the war. When he was 
away Washington would of him to return, as he knew no other 
person with whom he could live in unbounded confidence. Washing- 
ton could find no other who could grasp the great problems with whic 

he had to struggle, and he was in distress for want of him. It was to 


him that Washi n, in the dark days, unbosomed himself to say that 
he wished he in place of accepting the chief command, retired to 
the back country and lived in a wigwam, if in doing so he could have 
justified hi to his conscience and to 


ty. 
Washington always had great faith in the Irish settlers of Western 
and at one time said, if beaten along the whole seaboard he 
could retire to the mountains and there maintain the cause of freedom 
against the world. Washington went to Philadelphia in May, 1776, 
and induced Congress to appoint Reed adjutan and as such 
he joined Washington in June in New York. It was he that refused 
to receive Lord Howe’s letter to Washington unless it was properly ad- 
dressed. He helped Washington in conducting the retreat from Long 
Island. He refused to leave the Commander-in-Chief in his difficulties, 
even when his wife Esther, whom he adored, wrote to him to come to 
her in sickness. In the retreat across New Jersey and at Trenton and 
Princeton Colonel Reed’s services were conspicuous.and valuable. It 
was he who at Washin: s request reconnoitered the enemy before the 
battle of Princeton with six officers, chosen for their bravery and fidel- 
ity, including John Dunlap and James and Samuel Caldwell, natives 
ireland and members of St. Patrick Society. It was a bold and haz- 
ardous und but successfully performed, and the seven horse- 
men returned with twelve British dragoons, captured almost in sight of 
the British army. He was elected by Congress as brigadi 
which he refused, but served, acting without rank or pay. was 
chosen the first chief-justice of the State of Pewnsylvania. This he 
declined and staidinthe Army. He was again elected to Congress, and 
visited Valley Forge and made important reports to Congress. It was 
to him that the British commissioners offered $50,000 and any office in 
the colonies in the gift of His Majesty if he would desert the then al- 
most hopeless cause of the Revolution, and that everything should be 
ted to the colonists except independence, and it was this grand 
American patriot that retarned the noble answer: 

Lam not worth purchasing; but such as I am the King of Great Britain is not 
rich enough to do it. ; 

That answer was given on a Sunday evening, at Philadelphia. The 
next morning Reed joined his friend Colonel Moylan, the Cai c Irish- 
man from Cork, and with his ns crossed to Jersey and recon- 
noitered the rear of the splendid British army. News had come from 
Catholic France that her army and navy would be allied to ours. The 
gloom was lifted from Valley Forge. ashington’s army crossed, 
the Delaware, and in one week after Reed had informed the British 
commissioners that all the gold in England could not bribe one Irish 
American to betray the cause of freedom he was in the thickest 
of the fight at Monmouth, where Washington, on the 28th of June, 
1778, gg ne ag I ee, ge ages — becye! ose 

i crack of Irish Morgan’s rifles, the sweeping charge 
Trish Moylan’s and the flashing foam of Irish Wayne's = 
onets, that all the forces of the British Government could not crush 
one th age offers that England mad Barry, M and 
ree tempting e to 
Reed, all Irish, were all rejected. The fourth REIER heey alone 
Arnold, and it was In December, ATT, Bend vows ee 
mous vote of both bi es of the State government, resident 
vania, and was thrice 


pen. 
ale, ia es by Washington’s Attorney-General, truly charac- 
terizes great Irishman’s life as active, useful, and glorious.” 
MORE HEROES, 

Griffith Rutherford, a brave Revolutionary general, was born in Ire- 
land and settled in North Carolina. He commanded a brigade at the 
battle of Camden. He emi to Tennessee and was president ot 
its Legislative Council, North Carolina and Tennessee each named a 
county after him. 

Thomas Robinson, a native of Ireland and resident of Dela a 
brother-in-law of Anthony Wayne, served in the Revolution as a brig- 

He was, I believe, the first American officer that a 
in his ican uniform at Drury Lane Theater. Hewasreceived with 
cheers. A few moments afterward an officer in British uniform ap- 
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peared in an adjoining box, and was received with hisses, It was Bene- 


dict Arnold. 

John born at Newtonards, in Ireland, served in the Revolu- 
tion, was a member of Congress for twenty years. He was chairman of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs that reduced the time for naturaliza- 
tion from fourteen to five y and who recommended the declaration 
of the second war with = 

The Smith family in the Revolutionary Army were generally Irish- 
among them the presidents of Hampden Sidney, Princeton, Union 
colleges—Samuel Smith, captain in the Revolutionary war and major, 
general in the second, Madame Patterson Bonaparte’s uncle, and Rep- 
resentative and Senator in Congress, and mayor of Baltimore at the age 
of eighty-four. 

Richard D. Spaight, born in Ireland, fought at Camden—member of 
Congress, and governor or North Carolina. 

STARK AND SULLIVAN, ` 

John Stark, born in New Hampshire, his father being one of the 
first colony that settled at Derry, in that State. In looks, gesture, wit, 
and brogue John Stark was as Irish as if he had been brought up in 

e or Cork. I have often listened to Daniel Webster imitating 
John Stark’s Irish brogue. When Jared 7 — in 1834, commenced the 
blication of his American biography, he very properly selected this 
eee hero and patriot as the first subject, and the y 
is by Edward Everett. His ts were married in Ireland. He 
seen long and severe service re the Revolution; but he entered the 
contest with the ence of age and the vehemence of youth. He 
fought at Bunker Hill. At Trenton he led the van of the right wing, 
under General Sullivan. He fought at Princeton; but it was at Ben- 
August 16,1777, that he crowned himself with immortal glory. 
revived the 22 spirit of the country and led to greater 


‘victories. He was one of the generals that entered the Revolu- 
tionary army, and was the last survivor but one (Sumter), and in 1822, 
at the age of 94, he died. 


Walter Stewart was known as the boy colonel’? and the hand- 
somest officer in the Revolutionary Army. He was born at Derry, in 
He so ly enjoyed the friendship of W. n that 

ealous rivals thought promotion was due to partiality. He was 
colonel at twenty-one and afterward brigadier-general. 
John Sullivan was one of the master minds and generals 
ofthe war. He had two brothers, Ebenezer and When the 
commenced Daniel had two saw-mills in Maine, in what is now 
kaoni as the town of Sullivan. To prevent the enemy from getting 
these mills he set fire to them and went into the war for American in- 


dence. 

py mam O’Sullivans trace their heroic deeds back to days before the 
t of the Christian era. To their antique glory the Eng- 
lish nobility are but mushrooms or toadstools. In the seventh century 
they were kings in Ireland. Philip O'Sullivan, of Ardra, was an offi- 
in the Irish army at the seige of Limerick, and went with Sarsfield 
France. His son John, born in the county of Limerick, 1692, came 
to America in 1723. On the way over he became acquainted with a 
oung po ee the County Cork. They got married and settled in 
Maine, called the place where they settled Limerick, where they 
died, he at the age of 106, she five years after him. They became the 
ts of four illustrious American patriots, Ebenezer and Daniel 
already mentioned, and James, the eminent 9 and aft 
terward the governor of the State of Massachusetts. John was their 
third son. He was a delegate to the first Continental Congress, and, 
only that his sword was wanted in the field, would have been a signer 
of the Declaration of Inde He and John Langdon in 1774 
seized the military stores at Fort William and , afterward Fort 
Bulli at the entrance to the harbor at Portsmouth, N. H. This 
was the military exploit in the Revolution, and, had it not been 
for the powder thus secured, Bunker Hill, which, for want of it, was a 
ial defeat, would have been an impossibility or a disaster. The 
entsin the Revolution atsea and on land were commanded 


Tobago rum to enable John Stark, eee oe eer 
p esteel 


temporarily in command; butGeneral Putnam ing with re-enforce- 
A VAALA KO AAA TORE OA: Elh O AAAA AARE A. 


columns and put Sullivan at the head of the other. V. 
F and Sullivan was there, again 

ve, In May 1777, Washington organized his arm into five divis- 
fons and gave ivan the of one. At Brandywine and 
Germantown he displayed courage and bravery. At the latter Wash- 


followed 
ous and 


ington put him in command of his own and Wayne's divisions, and 
those two Irish generals had the advantage of the British troops till the 
other wing failed. They received the thanks of Washington. Hewas 
chief in command in Rhode Island and in the expedition against the 
Indians, over whom he gained a signal victory in 1779. He was after- 
ward sent to Congress again, was attorney-general and president (thrice 
elected) of New Hampshire, and su uently appointed United States 
judge by his old friend Washington, which he remained till his death 
in 1795. Much of the best bleod of New England, in law, literature, 
ami medicine, came from this Limerick ily. 
š A FEW MORE, 

William Thompson, born in Ireland, co eight companies ot 
Pennsylvania riflemen, joined Washington in A 1775; was com- 
mander of the Northern Army, and served till his death in 1781. 

William Thomson, born in Pennsylvania of Irish parents, probably 
brother of Charles Thomson, the secretary of served gal- 
lantly at the South, defeated the British at Sullivan’s Island, for which 
he received the thanks of Governor Rutledge, the Irish governor of 
South Carolina. 

John White, a Georgia colonel, son of an Irishman, with two officers 
and three men, captured a captain and one hundred and seven British 
et severely wounded when Pulaski fell. 

ese are but a few of the hundreds of gallant Irish Revolutionary 
soldiers whose bravery and blood purchased American Independence, 
I mention in conclusion one more. 


ANTHONY WAYNE, 


It might have been better had I taken this brave soldier as the only 
theme and as a fair specimen of Irish-American soldiers in the Revolu- 
tion. As it is, I must only very briefly referto him. His grandfather 
lived in Ireland, where his son Isaac, the father of Anthony, was born. 
In 1722 the family settled in Pennsylvania, where, on the first day of 
the year 1741, Isaac’s only son, Anthony, wasborn. His Uncle Gilbert 
was his teacher, and his nephew distracted the brains of two-thirds of 
the school by his boyish military exploits. At 26 he married into the 
Penrose family, of Philadelphia. en resistance to England began 
he mustered a volunteer corps, and in January, 1776, Congress made 
him a colonel of one of the regiments sent under Major-General Thomas 
to re-enforce the Northern army. 

He was at the affair of Three Rivers, where his Irish fellow-officers, 
Thompson and Irvine, were taken prisoners. He saved the brigade 
from capture. In February, 1777, Congress made him a brigadier-gen- 
eral, oo on the ge eli general on Philadelphia and 

is su uent retreat, n sent four corps in pursui: 
what is remarkable, their four commanders Wee ai Iria sallima 
Maxwell, Morgan, and Wayne, two native-born and two the sons of 
Irishmen. These Irish generals drove the British from New Jersey, 
and were warmly eulogized in Washington’s report to Congress. Rt 
Brandywine and Germantown he was conspicuous. Of the two columns 
m to the latter battle the right was commanded by two Irish gen- 
erals, Sullivan and Wayne. Wayne drove the enemy two miles and 
carried his part of the field. His horse was shot under him, and he 
was wounded. 

If others had doneas well Germantown would have been our Yorktown. 
When the reverse came he covered the retreat and saved the army. 
At Valley Forge he again saved it; this time from starvation by suc- 
cessful foraging. When the British evacuated esc ed Washing- 
ton sent out his Irish general, Maxwell, to break down the bridges and 
obstruct the roads. He dispatched another of his Irish generals, - 
iel Morgan, with six hundred troops, to assail the enemy’s right flank, 
and he selected Wayne to command the thousand select soldiers to attack 
the rear of the enemy’s army, and when the British turned upon Lee 
and La Fayette the field was saved by two Irish heroes, Wayne and 
Ramsay, e f supped adh cree his shattered and re- 
treating troops, and oy ree pouring the storm of his rage upon Lee, 
he turned the storm of his Irish generals on the enemy. Morgan’s 
rifles, Knox’s artillery, and Wayne’s bayonets, all Irish, under the in- 

i n, a naturalized Irishman, routed the English 
back its 


comparable Washingto 
forces, and the glory of Monmouth fi on the 
gloom of Valley Forge. Washi in his official report says: The 
catalogue of those who di ed themselves is too long to admit 
of i izing individuals. I can not, however, forbear to mention 
Brigadier-General Wayne.“ In writing of the battle Wayne himselt 
says that the Pennsylvania (Irish) troops showed the road to vi 8 
His great achievement, however, was at the storming of Stony Point. 
Washington thought it of the greatest importance that this stronghold 
of the Hudson should be captured, and of course chose this Irish-A meri- 
can general for the service. It was washed by the Hudson on two 
sides and covered by a marsh on the third side, which the tide over- 
flowed. The hill was encircled by a double row of abatis, with strong 
breastworks on the summit, liberally supplied with artillery, and de- 
fended by six hundred veteran On the 15th of , 1779, 
Wayne marched to the this mad work. Two other brave 
served under Butler and M y. About an hour be- 

fore he had written to a friend a note dated Near the hour and scene 
of carnage, in which he says, This will not reach your eye till the 
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writer is no more.“ 


It was twenty minutes past midnight when, 

through the morass now overflowed by the tide, over the double row 

of abatis and the supposed impregnable works on the summit under a 

hot fire of musketry and a shower of shells and grape, the daring as- 

sailants rushed upon the enemy, not a ball in their muskets, but with 

Wayne's favorite we the bayonet. A musket-ball struck Wayne 
3 March 
3 


on his head and he fell; but rising on one knee he exclaimed: ‘‘ 

on! Carry me into the fort; I will die at the head of the column.“ 
This was the most brilliant affair of the war. General Lee declared it 
the most brilliant exploit in military history. 

After some other noted services, at Fort Lee and elsewhere, he again 
shone forth at Yorktown. He had hung upon Cornwallis’s rear as he 
retreated to Yorktown, and at one time attacked the main army of the 
enemy with a mere handful of men, 
of the British commander that he was afraid to attempt to capture his 
poroase, which he could easily have done. At the investment of 

orktown, Wayne, with Clinton, another Irish general, opened the first 
parallel on the 6th of October, 1781. On the 11th the second parallel 
was commenced, and Wayne commanded. On the 14th, after dark, the 
attack on the two redoubts was made by La Fayette, and his chief sup- 
port were two battalions of Pennsylvania (Irish) under Wayne, 
and on the 19th Yorktown surrendered, but it was Wayne all over, 
always reađy, resolute, and rapid. 

After Yorktown he was ordered South to rt Greene. He res- 
cued the State of Georgia from the enemy. is last service was to 
take possession of Charleston at the close of the war, and to conquer 
the Indians who had baffled Harman and defeated St. Clair. He died 
in 1796. Such are but a few of the labors and hardships these brave 
Trishmen endured to make a free home and a refuge for mankind. 

All these, and hundreds of others, illustrious heroes in the Revolu- 
roc ms war were Irishmen or sons of Irishmen—most of them born in 


OTHER ILLUSTRIOUS IRISHMEN, 


I have not time to mention, as I intended, what services were ren- 
dered by Irishmen in other walks of life, in Congress, in the pulpit, at 
the bar, on the bench, in the Navy, as surgeons, as merchants with their 
money, and in all ways that secured our success. 

The great captain, the first commodore of our Navy, John Barry, and 
Captain Porter, the present Admiral’s grandfather, were conspicuous in 
that grand navy that has given us the records of Barry, Porter, Rodg- 
ers, Decatur, Stewart (Parnell’s grandfather). Perry, Macdonough, 
Bleakly, and our present Admiral and Vice-Admiral Porterand Rowan, 
all Irish. The great men who advocated and declared our Independ- 
ence, Thornton, Livingston, Smith, Taylor, Ross, Read, McKean, 
Lynch, Carroll, Rutledge, all signers, and above them all Charles Thom- 
son, the secretary of Congress, born at Magherd, in the County of 
Derry, and all Irish. 

The great Revolutionary governors of the States, Rutledge, of South 
Carolina; Burke, of North Carolina; Clinton, of New York; Read, of 
Delaware; Weare, of New Hampshire; Reed, of Pennsylvania; Living- 
ston of New Jersey, and others, all Irish. Rutledge, Clinton, and Liv- 
ingston, all governors in the heat of the Revolution, and all rendering 
great, transcendent services to our cause of freedom. and Ram- 
say, conspicuous among our surgeons, both Irish. But above all in the 

mlpit! Who can estimate the power of that pulpit, which gave hun- 
Arels of eloquent divines, particularly the Presbyterian Irish? I can 
mention only half a dozen. Rodgers, of New York; McWhorter, of New- 
wark; Caldwell, of Elizabethtown; Daffield, of Philadelphia; Patrick 
Alison, of Baltimore; Waddell, of Virginia, the celebrated blind preacher, 
and, grandly in the front of all, the illustrious Catholic archbishop of 
Baltimore, John Carroll. Thus, in the Army and Navy, in the pulpit 
and from Congress, America holds up the endless roll of her Irish heroes, 
and exclaims, ‘‘ These are my jewels.” 

And he who can hear the name of Ireland mentioned with dishonor 
or refuses to join in the chorus of her praise is not a true American. 
Without Knox, Morgan, Montgomery, Reed, Stark, Sullivan, and 
Wayne we should have had no independence, and without Ireland we 
should not have had them. 

MY LABOR, 


Much pride I take in my course and in what I secured for American 
citizenship, yet no member of Congress ever attended more diligently 
to other public questions and matters of local interest to my constitu- 
ents. I first introduced into Congress the bill for the public building 
in Brooklyn, and after fourteen years’ absence came back to help it 
thro It was on my motion that the Brooklyn Bridge bill was car- 
ried through Congress in the last hours of the Fortieth Co and 
only formy prompt diligence that bill would have been delayed for two 

ears. 
2 In the Gowanus Bay improvement and in all improvements of New 
York Harbor, from Sandy Hook to Hell Gate, I was quite as prominent 
as any member from New York or Brooklyn. In the reform 
movement my speeches will not compare unfavorably with others. On 
American shipping, rivers and harbors, diplomatic matters, French 
eedy and worthy claimants for ions, on the 
fear not to ap- 


spoliation claims, on n 
letter-carriers, and other public and private matters 
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striking such terror intothe heart | 7 


CTC es and serv- 
ices for the worthy granddaughter of author of Declaration of 


Independence. 
SPEECH ON DIPLOMACY, 


Perhaps my speech on diplomacy and decorations, delivered on the 
14th of May, 1884, was the thing for which I got the most abuse. The 
columns of the anglified press fairly boiled over with vituperation. It 
seemed as if I had broken all the commandments at once and perpe- 
trated other outrages too horrible to mention. I confess I was stag- 
gered and I sought advice. As soon as my speech was published I sent a 
copy of it, marked personal, to my old friend Charles A. ed- 
itor of the New York Daily Sun. It was a formidable octavo pamphlet 
of forty-eight pages, and I hesitated to ask him to read it through, but 
begged of him to look it over at his leisure and tell me the worst; to 
pick out the worst paragraph he could find and publish it, with his 
Th the Sun of July 14, 1884, the following editorial appeared, wiitten 

e Sun o y e follo torial a; written 
by Mr. Dana himself: ` 


INJUSTICE TO MR. ROBINSON, 


The somewhat celebrated oration of Hon, WIA AAM E. ROBINSON, of Brook- 
lyn, on diplomacy and decorations was delivered in the House of Representa- 

ves two months ago to-day, but it has only recently come to hand in the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, 

We have read this with considerable interest, for Mr. Ronrsson has been 
roundly abused for his utterances on that occasion, and we desired to see whether 
he had, in fact, lost all the good sense and bright wit which formerly distin- 
guished many of his intellectual efforts. 

We do not think that he has been so unfortunate. There is enough e 

re- 


k vigor. 

Two years Judge Black wrote to Rontxsox: I can not but admire 
the man who done as much as you have to make up and sustain the great 
between free government and io rule on both si the Atlantic.“ 


Congress, 
ANNEXATION OF IRELAND, 


Another thing for which I got roundly abused, as if I had lost all 
common sense, was my joint resolution (House resolution 362, Forty- 
seventh Congress, second session) offered on the 26th of Feb 1883, 
read twice, and ordered printed, and referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. It was offered ata time when ‘‘society’’ here was 

inging the praises of England and abusing Ireland. I introduced it 
more for the preamble than for the resolution, because that preamble 
contained more solid and undeniable truth than is generally in order 
in either House. I reproduce it here: 


Joint resolution for the relief of cay Lorre the benefit of Ireland, and the glory 
of the United States. 


Whereas there does not exist on the face of the earth to-day such à blot upon 
civilization as the English Government in Ireland: The people evicted from 
their ancestral homes and dying on the highways from famine; habeas corpas 
suspended; trial by jury abolished, and a whole people's lives and liberties left 
at the mercy of corrupt judges and perjured informers; strangers arrested with- 
out cause, and kept in prison without remedy ; the people's e representa- 
tives in prison; newspapers suppressed and editors criminally pun. for pub- 
lishing the truth; foreign bayonets keeping in prison gentlemen, 
chosen by the ple while so confined as mayors of their cities and representa- 
tives of intelligent constituencies in Parliament; red-handed murderers ac- 
knowledging their diabolical crimes, to the perpetration of which they were 
8 pated by the minions of government, allowed to escape the punish- 
ment which they deserve on condition that they swear away the lives of less 
guilty men, whom they cajoled into their schemes of assassination, and throw 
cunningly concocted suspicions on wholly innocent men; curfew law enacted 
in one of the most refined capitals of Europe (Dublin), and hundreds of inno- 
cent and honorable men arrested on suspicion in attempting to make calls of 
business or pleasure in seasonable hours; hired detectives, equaling the adult 
male population of the city, do: the footsteps of its people; the houses of 
the alien despots and of the judges, 3 and informers ed by 
foreign bayonets to shield them from the wrath of a people redu to famine 
and driven to despair and ness by cruelties unparalleled in history,and a 
subsidized press and perverted machinery of public opinion employ mis- 
represent to the world and to libel an oppressed people manfully contending 

inst overpowering adversities for human rights; and 
Whereas the le of Ireland are panting for republicgnism, and alone 3 
the peoples of Europe keeping alive the American ideas of Washington and Jef- 
ferson, that governments derive their just power from the consent of the gov- 
erned, who have a right to alter or abolish oppressive government; and when 
a long train of abuses and tions evince a design to reduce the people to 
absolute despotism it is their right, it is their duty, to throw off such govern- 


ment; and 
Whereas they alone among the nations cultivate the grand American senti- 
ment that Resistance to tyrants is obedience to God ;” and 


Whereas Ireland can never be conquered by England nor governed by her, 
except thro butchery and blood, with which humanity has been shocked for 
seven centu of unparalleled oppression, duplicity, and guilt, which must 
continue till some power shall interfere to cut the ligamentof guilt that has so 
= 3 oppressed and oppressor together for mutual injury and destruc- 
n; an 
Whereas it is the duty of civilized nations to protest against organized bar- 
barism, and to terminate, if possible, a system of such shocking cruelty as the 
English Government in Ireland; an 
ereas Ireland was looked upon and led to by the patriots of the Rev- 
olution as one with them in the revolt the English Government; that 
s ed more troops to the Revolutio army and more of its erals 
and other officers and more of its gallant blood upon our battle-fields than 
any in the Union; that peace should not have been agreed upon without 
inel: Ireland Republic, and she should not 
have been left to be 3 by England in revenge ſor 
and to struggle alone for ri Declaration of 
quenched in the blood of Emmet and Fitzgerald; and 


; that 
and congenial; that a vast majority of oar 
scarcely a family in has 
honored in izenship; that while Ireland isa burden to 
and a blot upon her nion she would N. 
ond to no State in the Union in wealth, intel 3 

Whereas our country's vements have been the conquest, Har- 
and an of Territories of Louisiana, „Texas, and = 
of which would be rivaled if not eclipsed by the restoration of the lost 
to the sisterhood of her love: — r 

T . 
assembled, That the of the is hereby re- 


in nited States 
thy Aras Se the — j keen so the rat a deag S 5 
e on * 
case of Lo other portions of our ter- 


AN EXPLODED BOMB. 


That bomb exploded here right in society, and such consternation 
. British camp since Mad Anthony Wayne took 

my Point. 

Now, those who read these perami ma seeped judge 
E eee ee bee 

I know they were not popular in circles w. aristocracy 

were ing a german at the British embassy and the fascinat- 
ing beauties of its attachés were ' distributing the favors.” But there 
was a of American truth and republican common sense in them. 
And here lies my difficulty. The snobs who so largely control 
the press here do not think that anything American is really refined, 
and very few of them knew that Ireland had been looked upon by 
1 and other founders of our Republic as one of the revolted 

l 
colonies. 1 


A short time after off my first resolution I called with my 
ter upon Mr, and Mrs. to take leave, at the close of the 
when he remarked that he had read my joint resolution and 

that I got hold of the old American idea of Franklin. 

On my return to Brooklyn, I wrote to Mr. Bancroft on the subject 
and received in reply the following letter from the illustrious historian, 
which he dated on Saint Patrick’s Day: = 

Washington, D. C., March 17, 1883. 

My Dear Sır: I have your letter of March 8. n 


volume 5, page 24 of the so-called edition, and in volume 
of my octavo edition, a summary account of the plan inviting Ireland to accede 


to the union, and to save you trouble I inclose to you the pages to which I re- 
fer you. As you may like also to have the exact authority, I add 
le, and the thirteenth of Franklin’s plan of co ion 


a copy of the first 
and perpetual union. e whole plan of the confederation err. on the 2lst 
of July, 1778, you wiu D pi mcrae aaa p volume 2 of the fourth 
ani . 
It has Siren me mu pleasure to reply to your inquiries. 
Yours, truly, ; 
s GEORGE BANCROFT. 
Hon. WILIA E. ROBINSON. 


IRELAND AN AMERICAN COLONY. 


The following is the thirteenth article of Franklin’s plan of confed- 
eration referred to by Mr. Bancroft: 


commerce, 


I doubt whether any of the snobs who scribble lies about me from 
this metropolis know very much about our Revolutionary history, 
farther than that their fathers had to leave thecountry. Let me sug- 
gest to them that if they will study my speeches they will acquire 
more American knowledge than they are ever likely to learn while 
drinking the Queen’s health at the British minister’s in champagne 
hapai free of duty and in detriment to our tariff receipts. 

SHOULD BE RESTORED. 


When I offered this joint resolution I knew as well as I know now 
that the ignorant Would ridicule the proposition; nor did I then nor do 
I now expect that so much common sense would be appreciated. Yet 
certain facts remain. Ireland never will submit herself to English rule. 
There is enemity between them which can never be eradicated. Shehas 
been, is now, and will be 1 In every throb of her 
existence she is republican. She would bloom into a grand existence 
underour genial sway. The overarching heavens would ring with the 
music of Ireland’s enrollment among the free States of the Union; and 
the desolations of Connemara would rejoice under the music of a thou- 
sand looms as Lough Corrib dances to the sea. Ireland wants us for the 
blessings we would confer and we want her for the eastern terminus 
of our steam-ferries and the anchorage of our cables. We can never be 
entirely independent till both ends of the Atlantic cable throb upon 
American soil. What is Florida, or Alaska, or any other acquisition 
of territory compared with what Ireland would be to our Union? 

Outside of the hostile i including the pay and pension roll 
and the absentee landl: that keep Ireland in bondage, there is not 
one honest Irishman that does not loathe English rule and who does 
not love the United States. 


Henry Clay upon one occasion said that Kentucky was the Ireland 
of America, and that it seemed as if some convulsion of nature had 


er Ireland from this country, where she naturally belongs. 
John Bright once expressed the hope that Ireland might be taken in 
tow and conveyed nearer to America. Horatio Seymour told Lord 
Houghton upon one occasion that at the end of the Revolutionary war 
we ought to have kept Great Britain, incl Treland, for a coaling 
station. Henry George, at the Saint Patrick’s Day dinner in Brooklyn, 
in 1883, said: 

I want to ‘second the motion of Mr. Rontxsox for the annexation of Ireland. 

AN OFPEE TO MY CRITICS, 


After every speech I made there were violent howlings from the pack 
that have been in eee pow my footsteps. I have made many 
speeches on many subjects, of which about a dozen have been repub- 
lished in 2 form, and I challenge my most virulent t 
to select from any of them a passage unworthy of myself or of the 
gan constituency I represent. If challenge is I shall 

ish copies of all my speeches, and submit them to an impar- 
tial tribunal not of my own party and not of Irish sympathy. Ishould 
name ! three prominent citizens—say Mayor Seth Low, General 
Horatio C. King, and Dr. Storrs, or Dr. Talmage, and if they will select 
any passage from any of my speeches which they will say is worthy of 
censure I shall acknowledge the truth of all the charges made against 
me. 

LETTER FROM REV. DR. TALMAGE, 


Upon all my speeches and acts here I hold numerous testimonials 
from literary men, journalists, venerable bishops and clergymen of all 
denominations. 

First of all I take this letter, which I have just received from Rev. 
Dr. T. De Witt Talmage, whose church is in my district: 

BROOKLYN, February 23, 1885. 

DEAR FRIEND: Ican not let your Congressional term of office close until I have 
thanked you for the able manner in which you have re) ted our city in the 
councils of the nation, From the time in my boy „I heard you make 

ectrifying po address I have ever heard until the 


nals of American eloquence. ith pen as well as voice you have done a service 
which „ I have no that some of the 
finest most graceful things you have said have been derided by those who 
had F But that is the lot of mortals. 
Well done, good and faithful servant of God and country! 
With congratulation and cordial greeting, 


F Lo. 
T. DE WITT TALMAGE, 

Hon. W. E. Rontxsox. 
Where are my slanderers who say that I have not represented the in- 
tellectual portion of the Brooklyn people? That letter came so unex- 
y. I had not seen nor written to its disti author for 
months. I take pride in preserving it for the gratification of my chil- 
dren. 


OTHER FRIENDLY TESTIMONIALS, 


One of the most venerable and venerated E set e ene in the 
United States, and not of Irish blood, who tad my speech on our 
imprisoned American citizens, for which I was so roundly abused, writ- 
ing to his friend in Washington, says: 

Oftentimes have I reverted to those 8 days ; and 
of the many kind attentions of the Hon. Mr. ROBINSON. ease tell that kind 
friend that I not only received but read his s; with much pleasure. He 
does not seem to be much afraid of the Bri! lion or to admire the English 
minister. I wish that there were in our legislative halls many more such honest 
and outspoken men, 

Another clergyman, and one of the most accomplished doctors of di- 
vinity in Brooklyn, after reading the same much-abused speech, says: 
re eee gi A 3 wens an effort e — well crown 4 
study. made admirers thro’ 
of the land and has Male pour constituents — ok — rr 

A gentleman connected with the Government here, not prejudiced by 
party or race in my favor, whose residence is in Brooklyn, writes: 

As a constituent who has with silent interest followed your course in the House 
of Raprescatedives, eni agra’ 4 indorsed all public measures originated and 
supported by you, I deem this the proper time to express to you my sincere re- 
gret that your retirement will remove from Congress one oF the nation's best 
counselors. The country can ill spare any of her broad, honest, fearless, and 
faithful servants, capeoially ata time which is pregnant with important issues, 

I have before me hundreds of le which those so desiring can see, 
like these, from all professions and all denominations, which I shall not 
further refer toand should not have quoted only to counteract the idea 
so sedulously circulated in a prejudiced press that my conduct in Con- 
gress has not been laudable. 


FANNY PARNELL, 


A single sentence, however, from one of the many letters I have from 
the late Miss Fanny Parnell I must give: 


t with you 


without the consistent and el: 
It does Pome think. the 


ica, 
FANNY PARNELL. 
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Ireland never had a better friend than this gifted girl so lamentably 


taken away in early womanhood, the granddaughter of old Ironsides, 


Charles Stewart, and the sister of the illustrious Charles Stewart Par- 


OTHER LETTERS. 
„ running back for nearly fifty 
years, from disti testimony to the importance of 
VVV from which I 
might quote largely similar complimentary tributes to myself. Among 
them are numerous letters from Henry Clay, Daniel Webster, Arch- 
bishop Hughes, Thurlow Weed, Ogden Hoffman, Horace Greeley, George 
W. n Parke Washington Hunt, William H. 
James T. Brady, Judge George W. Woodward, Jeremiah S. Black, Gen- 
eral James Shields, General Thomas Francis Meagher, and other illustri- 
ous men, on subjects of public interest, in which my name is kindly and 
favorably mentioned. But I have neither time nor room now. At 
some future time, if life and health t, I may publish them in a 
volume, which, aside from all matter, will be interesting to the 


And now to conclude. 
LOOKING BACK. 


It is now within one year of half a century since, after a long voyage, 
I arrived in this my adopted, country. I was alone in a strange land, 
without friends or means of support. What money my venerated father 
tet he pid on leaving home had been on the way, and on 


_ my last sovereign for American coin, and soon after, 
my intention to become an American citizen, foreswore 
all . to all kings, princes, and potentates whatsoever, and have 


ever since religiously kept my pepe The education I had received in 

Ireland enabled me, after brief reviewing and within a year, to enter 

Yale College. How I got through that venerable university is now to 

me a marvel and a mystery. My early inclinations to journalism en- 

abled me to earn something in contributing to the editorial columns of 

ward, ta anen ferea ighe arrarnta yete ga 
ts editor, post- naps in the edito: 

But even with this and other efforts I ran deeply in debt, some of 
which I paid off with interest when that increment exceeded the prin- 
cipal. My buoyant Irish temperament, and my tendency to oversleep 
the hour of morning prayer, threatened me frequently with college dis- 
cipline. Some of my 5 who afterward became judges 
and ministers were so full of mischief that they could not —— it to 
themselves, the knowledge of which involved me in punishment which 
I did not deserve, except in refusing to betray. The sainted president 
of that institution, Jeremiah Day, and the illustrious Professor Silli- 
man the elder, father of Professor Silliman recently deceased, often 
kindly excused my eccentricities, while others of the fhenlty were inex- 
orable, and in due time I-received my diplomas in regular form, and 
have ever since met a cordial welcome at alumni meetings and com- 
mencements. As years accumulate and age creeps upon me I feel every 
year an increasing desire to rest for a while my weary frame in the cool 
shade of the majestic elms that weave their groined arches over the col- 
lege campus. My venerable teachers have A see departed, and my 

ions are sinking on the downward slope of life, crowned 
With liberal onors in the public service of the Republic. 

Of those e e acquaintance I made in New Haven I recall the ven- 
erable forms of Trumbull, the painter, Webster, the lexicographer, and 
Percival, the poet. Among my fellow-students were Chief-Justice 
Waite and Senator Evarts. 

While in college I founded the Yale Banner and the Beta of Psi Upsi- 
ols and on leaving was chosen valedictorian of my class before the lit- 

society of Brothers in Unity, of which I was also for a term 
prises Pt There, too, I made the acquaintance of Horace Greeley, 
which ripened into friendship unbroken till his death. Soon after 
lea college I became his assistant editor and Washington corre- 
spondent in the first half of the present century, and made myself a 
name of some im: apanan ce. Iwas admitted to the friendship and en- 
joyed the hospitality of Henry Clay and Daniel Webster, of John C. 
Calhoun and John Quincy Adams and their illustrious contemporaries, 
That friendship I never lost and never forfeited which on N part has 
triumphed over death. 


FORTY-TWO YEARS, 


Forty-two years ago I took my seat in this House as a journalist, and 
am now the oldest ional character in Washington. When I 
took my seat the father of this House [Mr. KELLEY, of Pennsylvania] 
had been but just admitted to the bar, and for seventeen years after- 
ward was not thought of for Congress till his controversy with the 
then youthful George Northrop. 
THE TWENTY-EIGHTH CONGRESS. 

It was the Twenty-eighth Congress in which I first took my seat. 
Among the Senators in that were Richard H. Bayard (uncle 
of the present Senator), John J. Crittenden, Rufus Choate, Thomas H. 


Benton, Levi Woodbury, and James Buchanan; Calhoun, Webster, and 
Clay were not Senators in that 

From my seat in this House in the old Hall, on the right of the 
Speaker, I daily looked down upon the venerable John Quincy Adams 


(the chair in which he sat is now in my possession in Brooklyn), and 
around him on the western side of the main entrance was Joshua R. 

Giddings, Dixon H. Lewis, Stephen A. Douglas, Robert C. Winthrop, 
Hamilton Fish, John P. Kennedy (Horseshoe Robinson), George P. 
Marsh, Alexander „Thomas L. Clingman, and Alexander H. 
Stephens. On the eastern side were Robert Dale Owen, John P. Hale, 
Howell Cobb, John Sli Hannibal Hamlin, and Andrew Johnson. 
Wisconsin, Iowa, and Florida were Territories, the last named repre- 
sented by David L. Yulee, now of Washington. With all these Sena- 
tors and Representatives I was personally acquainted. All but six 
pee crossed the dark river whose waters murmur through the vale be- 

me. 

From these and other great Gamaliels, at whose feet I sat for many 
years, I learned my Americanism, and I know that it is genuine— 
Webster,Clay, and Calhoun; John Quincy Adams, Seward, and Greeley; 
Cass, Crittenden, and Clayton; Silas Wright, Marcy, and Dickinson; 
Douglas, Lincoln, and Benton. These for thirty years were my friends 
and advisers. Oh! si sic omnes! Would that all around me in this 
House and in yonder Senate inherited the principles of those to whose 
seats they have succeeded ! Give me back the fading glory of former 
years! 

SHALL I RETURN? 


Sir, is it any wonder that I should feel sad in ad 
to-day, perhaps for the last time? I presume I can come ack again 
for I feel that a vast majority of the voters in my district regret 1 
am not again returned as their Representative. I was not vaefeated by 
the people. Had I been renominated I should have received the largest 
majority ever given to any Representative from Brooklyn. Indeed I 
was strongly to run without a nomination from either party, 
with assurances that I would be elected over both candidates. Had I 
done so many votes would have been lost to the party to which I be- 
longed, and they were not chargeable with my defeat, and so I re- 
frained. Still I may never return again. At my age the future is un- 
certain. I submit quietly to my fate, whatever it may be. I confess" 
that I desired to come back again and my constituents so desired. 
For useful work here I am now more competent than I ever was be- 
and if death claims me within the next two years I should have 
. here. I return to my quiet home and my lov- 
ing children and my still faithful constituency. I have fought the 
— fight; I have finished my course; I have kept the faith. 


TRUE TO AMERICAN IDEAS. 


I have tried to be true to American interests and to oppose all en- 
croachments of foreign feeling and foreign fashions, Twice on the Holy 
E ists I forswore all foreign allegiance and vowed fidelity to the 
Stars and Stripes. Why did you make me swear inst all foreign 
despots if you did not expect me to keep my oath? Before I touched 
your shores I was a republican, and soon, very soon, after landing I de- 
clared my intention of citizenship. I had heard of Washington and 
Jefferson and free America in songs and stories over my cradle. 

I was born in that glorious era when the red flag of England went 
down beneath thestarry banner in many a battle by sea and land, under 
American generals and commodores whose relatives were my father’s 

I had read of the majestic scenery of this great coun 
and I had grown up to love every famous name that lighted 
of American history; and when on that September P PARETE 
1836 I floated into the harbor of New York and saw the American flag 
floating from mast and fortress I felt inspired. The fingers of early 
frost were dappling the foliage on either side in gorgeous colors. The 
wavelets broke into music on either shore, while away the masts 
end of New York pierced the clouds, and up the majestic Hudson 
tion quickly traveled to cataract and prairie; and under that 
e ee I tried to apea, the feelings which filled my heart then, 
warm it now, and will b in its emotions till death stills its pulsa- 
tions: 


Hail, test banner that floats on the gale! 
— Dad e country of Washington, hail! =- 
thy stripes as the bl of the brave, 


Hug e the sky with their snow; 
sunshine 


Border thine 3 but do not 
Niagarn's voice ut-anthems 
Land of tl 


Hope of the world! on thy mission sublime 
When thou didst burst on . 


yet shall join in the ‘tees 
im’s hope! blessings on thee! 


Fairs at ahal perh and monarchies fail, 
thrones in tiy gay grow pale; 

Thou shal live on and thy people shall own 

Loyalty 's sweet where each heart is thy throne! 

Union and freedom thine heritage be, 

Country of Washington! blessings on thee! 


Music 
Millions to come 
Land of the 
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Public Buildings—The Evils of the Present System and the 
Remedy. 


appo! 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. STROTHER M. STOCKSLAGER, 


OF INDIANA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 
duties of the Su Architect of the 
Da Gie D OEE B, 7099) SSANIA e a 5 pervising 
EARLY HISTORY OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

Mr. STOCKSLAGER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: There are now some two hundred public buildings 
belonging to the United States outside the District of Columbia, the 
greater number of which have been erected since 1865. The first law 

for the erection of public buildings is in section 3 of the act of 

uly 16, 1790, providing for the establishment of the nea, nga and 

ent seat of the Government of the United States.“ It provides 
TStatutes at Large, volume 1, page 130): 

+ * „According to such plans as the President shall 
missioners, or any two of them, shall, prior to the first day in December, 
in the year 1800, provide suitable buildings forthe deans then or de of Congress, 
and of the President, and for the officers of the Government of the United States. 

Under this law the Executive Mansion was erected and the Capitol 
begun, but there is no record sho how much was expended upon 
the public buildings of the District of Columbia prior to 1803. 

The next reference in the laws to public buildings is in section 3 of 
the act of February 25, 1799, “‘ respecting quarantines and health laws,“ 
which provided 

That there shall be purchased or erected, under the orders of the President 
of the United Si suitable warehouses,with wharves and inclosures, where 
goods and merchandise may be unladen and deposited from any vessel which 
may be subject to a quarantine or other nt, pursuant to the health laws 


of any State as aforesaid, at such place or places therein as the safety of the pub- 
lic revenueand the observance of such health laws may require. 


The first appropriation to carry this act into effect was May 1, 1802, 
_ when there was appropriated $69,026.12. March 14, 1804, there was 

appropriated $5,000, and March 1, 1805, $15,533.21. Of these sums 
$73,654.18 was expended, as follows: 

1802. Joshua Sands, for erecting storehouse and wharf on Staten Isl- 
and, $15,070.85. 

1804. David Gelston, New York, agent for purchase or erection of 
wharves and stores, $4,353.15. ‘ 

1802. James Simmons, purchase of a house and lot on Sullivan’s Isl- 
and and erecting a wharf at Point Comfort, $8,220.18. 

1802. Lazaretto, Philadelphia, $29,238.33. 

180406. Lazaretto, Baltimore, $15,161.27. 

The first custom-house erected was at New Orleans, under appropria- 
tion of $20,000, Febraary 13, 1807, of which sum $19,200 was used. It 
was built under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

April 30, 1816, Congress appropriated $250,000, to be applied by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, under the direction of the President, in the 
hire, purchase, or building of custom-houses, warehouses, and stores in 
such manner as he shall deem most expedient. 

March 3, 1817, $50,000 more was appropriated for purchasing or 
erecting, for the use of the United States, suitable buildings for custom- 
houses or public warehouses, in such principal district in each State 
where the Secretary ofthe shall deem it n for the safe 
and convenient collection of the revenue of the U&ted States. April 
9, 1818, $200,000 was appropriated, and March 3, 1819, $100,000. Of 
these sums $87,493.37 was returned to the Treasury. The remainder 
was expended on custom-houses at Alexandria, Va.; Baltimore, Md. ; 
Boston, Mass.; Charleston, S. C.; New Haven, Conn.; New Orleans, La. ; 
New York, N. V.; Norfolk, Va.; Philadelphia, Pa.; Portsmouth, N. H.; 
Providence, R. I.; Salem, Mass.; Savannah, Ga.; Wilmington, N. C. 

There were comparatively few public buildings erected during the 
first half of this century. At the close of the year 1849 there were 
only forty-one public buildings in the country outside the District of 
Columbia. Twenty-seven of these were custom-houses and fourteen 
marine hospitals. ‘Twenty-eight of these were purchased, twelve built, 
and one, at Monterey, Cal., obtained by conquest, e system by 
which these were built was very imperfect, and when Hon. James 


apenas, ths eal eer 
on 


thrie became Secretary of the Treasury, in 1 he reorganized it. 
Sone i cock eee us referred to the 
matter: - 


been confided 
architect had been employed in the 


$3,000 allowed spectin 

Tete Sa tie ae paid oon ol cis bovine BAOEN neem nine 
—— Ea. LF a out of the appropriations, but there 8 of 
— or rendering accounts at the respective works, nor of keeping the same 

With aview tom more efficient app 
retary of War for a scientific and pract! 9 —— be in 
construction of these apm p and 8 
fie conduct ‘of the ws have — 2 and sent to those m — 
ison of the whole," E The architect has also been retained to ald the 
Department in his particular line. 

This organization continued until 1862, the only change being that 
S. M. Clark succeeded Captain Bowman as in charge in 1859- 
760. He continued in charge until 1862. July 28, 1862, Isaiah Rogers 
was appointed to the head of the Department as Supervising Architect. 
He states that he was unable to make a report in 1862 ‘‘ for the reason 
that the records of this office were so imperfect and confused that it was 
utterly impossible for me to procure the necessary information in time.“ 
A reorganization was effected, and it has continued with little change 
until the t time. 

It seems that the expenses of the office were paid out of the expendi- 
tures for public buildings, a certain portion being to the ap- 
propriation for each building. In the appropriation act of March, 1864, 
the following clause was inserted in section 6, providing for increased 
clerical force in the Departments: 

In the construction branch of the Treasury, one superintending— 


“Superintending,” evidently a slip of the pen 


architect, one assistant architect, two clerks of class 4, four of class 3, two of 
class 1, and one messenger at an annual salary of $600. 


Appropriations were made in pursuance of this law, except that 
“superintending,’’ before architect, was changed to . 
in the act of March 4, 1865, until the act of July 20, 1868, when. 
making the appropriations for the construction branch of the Treas- 
ury,” the law says: 

And the clause in act of March 14, 1854, providing for the officers, clerks, and 

Treasury De 


messengers in the construction branch of the partment, is hereby 
continued in force until July 1, 1869, and no longer. 


The only effect of this repeal seems to have been that of causing a larger 
appropriation to be made the next year. Since that time there have 
been but slight changes in the organization of the Supervising Archi- 
tect’s Office. 

TIE POLICY OF ERECTING PUBLIC BUILDINGS. | 

The policy of erecting public buildings where they are needed for the 
transaction of Government business has been so l established and 
has been so uniformly practiced under every adm tion for fifty 
years that it may be assumed to have become a settled policy of the 
Government. The amount of money disbursed on account of the pur- 
chase or erection of public buildings outside of the District of Columbia 
from the foundation of the Government until the year 1850 was $3,931,- 
974.68, and this sam was increased at the end of the fiscal year 1861 to 
$21,871,139.72. Unfortunately similar data can not be obtained for the 
following years, except with so great labor that it was impossible to 
have it completed in time to incorporate it here. But though there 
was a falling off in the amount appropriated during the years of the 
war, there has been a large increase in the appropriations for public 
buildings since that time. For the fiscal year ending 1871 there was 
appropriated over four million dollars for the erection of public build- 
ings. and in 1880, for the fiscal year ending 1881, over four and a half 
millions. 

It will thus be seen that for the first sixty years of the Republic, or 
from 1790 to 1850, the average annual expenditure for public build- 
ings was but $65,535.82. But from 1850 to 1860 the average annual 
expenditure was $1,793,016.50. In 1870 $4,000,000, and in 1880 $4,- 
500,000. The growth of this policy of the Government, though slow, 
especially prior to 1850, was steady, and since that time has been more 
igid, and continued steadily through all the administrations and by 

political parties. 

It may be confidently assumed, therefore, that whatever individual 
members of this House may say, and whatever tactics they may adopt 
to ages the majority of the members of this body from considering 
bills for the erection of public buildings, that policy will not be aban- 
doned, but will continue to grow as the country grows, and the conven- 
ient and economical transaction of the growing and ever-increasing 
business of the Government shall require. 

In the appendix will be found a statement showing amount of money 
expended for public buildings outside of the District of Columbia, by 
States, to the present time. This list was prepared with great labor 
by Mr. H. M. Beadle, clerk to House Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and is accurate. 


NEED OF REORGANIZATION. 


That there is need of a reorganization of the construction branch ot 
the ent there can be no question. A department 


Treasury Departme 
that spent over four million dollars in 1883, and three and a quarter 
in ee but have its pow- 
is has never been done, 


million in 1884, should not only be i 
ers, duties, and responsibilities well defined. 
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Secretary Guthrie put this branch of the Treasury in a much bettershape 
than it had ever an before; but it was only by rule of the Treasury 
Department and not by law that it was done. Practically now, as Sec- 
retary Guthrie reported in 1853, ‘‘the construction of these buildingsis 
confided to the 3 and almost everything but the amount of 
the appropriation left to the discretion of the Secretary.“ 

Captain Bowman, the engineer in charge of these works, repeatedly 
recommended that the construction department of the Treasury be bet- 
ter organized, and that a system of erecting the public buildings be de- 
vised which would secure the speedy completion of the buildings, and 
thus prevent the waste and unnecessary expense which followed ap- 
propriations doled out in dribbles and want of a properly organized 
force to carry into effect the wishes of Congress. In his report of Sep- 
tember 30, 1857, he says: 

the 
32327272 tn denigrating RA DOIS oh whick: DUY DEADE KAADA, 
Noprovision is made by law to enable him to discharge the duties assigned him 


in the construction of these buildings. The present bureau or office of con- 
struction, to which, under the Secretary of the Treasury, this duty is assigned 


from necessity, without special authority oflaw. The large amounts ap- 
. annually for the erection of public buildi uire, if the s m 
isto be continued, a permanent o ion of the office rged with ex- 


penditures of the money so appropriated. 


The change which was made in 1862, which put the control of this 
branch of the office under an architect instead of an engineer of the 
Army, was made by order of the Poroa ‘asthe appointment of an 
engineer in charge was by the order of a former Secretary. It was 
not recognized by law until 1864, when certain offices were created for 
the “construction branch of the but there has never been any 
law defining the duties of the officers and employés of that ‘branch’? of the 


De- 

ere The limits of cost of the b fixed law was in many 

tances e exceeded. In fact, the Supervising Architect, in his 
report of ber 31, 1868, said: - 

the 

the rion made, except in eases where the cost was specially 

enoug 


the was intended, and not 
portance of the locality and the dignity of the Govern- 


There is now no check upon the Supervising Architect except the 
vigilance of the Secretary of the Treasury. His largely tech- 


ong anavian e 
tect, not to say a corrupt one, may put country to great expense. 
It is easy to cite cases in point. us take the New York post-office 
building as an illustration. by resolution of January 22, 1867, 
ted a commission to part of the City Hall Park of New 

ork city for $500,000, “to and estimates for a suit- 


approved of said report, and transmitted it to Congress February 
25, 1868. The history of this we quote from the of the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of the House ( rt No. 58), sec- 


ond session of the Forty-first Congress, submitted April 14, 1870: 

The report of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in the For- 
tieth formally approved of the plans of the commission and of the 
erection of a building in accordance therewith. 

The architects who prepared the plans made careful estimates of the cost of 


oath, and they all of their plans and estimates, is 
to utilize, by incl within the of the building all the 

und embraced in the . ese plans were criticised and objected to 
Arch of the , chiefly, am other things, on ac- 


a buildi. „and also on the ground 


construction. 
materially differ from those of the New York 
after their plan, but he claimed thata building of either 
granite or marble, of same size and general style and plan, dispensing with 
what he papers cod was unnecessary iron work, could be constructed for much 
less. His te fora er ag according to the plans of the Congressional 
435,878.46, estimate of a marble building, " first o oa 
„82, 495,212.22. And fora “ granite ties “first class,” 
similar design, was only $2,156,555.06. During the last 
h Congress, without other legislation providing for the 
erection of such a building, an amendment was made to an appropriation bill 
— ting $200,000 to commence the construction of a building. 
the 


commission was 
“equal capacity,” 


ut any examination by the present PAROA Or Postmaster-General of 
plans provided by the commission, the Supe: ing Architect threw them 
aside, and pre outline plans of his own that were not submitted to Con- 
gress (although they were formally approved by the above-named officers), and 
proceeded to expend the appropriation of $200,000 and an unexpended ce 
of about $280,000 of an appropriation made by Congress August 18, 1856, before 
the erection of this building was thought of, which was decided to be available 
for that purpose by the Comptroller of the Treasury, in the foundation of a 
building; and we are now called upon by the estimates to appropriate one 
million more to continue the work until the Ist of July, and one million five 
hundred thousand more to continue the work another year thereafter. 

The Supervising Architect has made outline drawings and plans (besides the 


working plans of the basement or foundation) for a building emb 
10,000 square feet less area than the one projected by the New York a 


some 

itects, 
furnished the committee with estimates showing thatthe building he is 
erecting will cost 88 D being $1,707,533.77 more than his estimate of March, 
1868, for a larger building. he Supervising Architect alleges that his estimate 
of March, 1868 156,555.06), was made upon false quantities furnished him 
by his computer, as he believes 1 which, however, is denied by the 
computer, who verifies the computation and estimate he then made. 


This building cost the Government in the end $9,311,690.67. 

The post-office and subtreasury at Boston, Mass., is another example 
of the way laws have been evaded by the Supervising Architect. Con- 
gress provided for the erection of a post-office and subtreasury at Boston, 
and on April 13, 1870, enacted the following: 


For continuing the work on the building for t-office and su in 
m, Mass., $500,000: Provided, That no part of this sum beyond the sum of 
$250,000, or any other sum aj propriated for this purpose, shall be ig, Papen 
until a contract or contracts for the completion of the entire building, in con- 
formity with plans to be ee by the Secretary of the and Post- 
master-General, and at all times under their direction, shall be entered into with 
the lowest responsible bidder or bidders, and for asum not exceeding $1,500,000, 
including all sums expended for that purpose, except that for the site; and the 
9 of any sum of money in violation of proviso shall be deemed 
w 


and has 


This limit was most forcibly affirmed in two subsequent acts, namely, 
that of July 15, 1870, and that of March 3, 1871. Notwithstanding 
this limit of $1,500,000 was so positively fixed by law, and the ex- 
penditure of the money made conditional on a contract or contracts for 
the completion of the building for that sum, plans and cations 
were made for a much more costly building; and there was actually 
expended upon this building, over and above the cost of the site ($1,- 
329,095.84), up to September 30, 1883, $4,303,681.19, and there re- 
mained in the Treasury at that time $196,518.03 to be expended upon 
it, and $50,000 more were appropriated July 7, 1884, for its comple- 
tion, besides $30,000 for furniture, which was appropriated May 1, 1884. 
This has been done under the present laws contro the expenditure 
of money for 1 buildings, and it may be done again, showing the 
necessity of further legislation upon the subject to prevent Congress 
being overreached by this department. 

But 3 a still more striking illustration of this vicious system, 
as well as deception practiced upon the people through Congres- 
see legislation, may be found in the case of the Philadelphia public 

Tie ists of cost of the building was xed by the original act, June 
8, 1872 (Statutes at volume 17, 342), at $1,500,000. By 
act of March 3, 1873, the limit was extended to Br Nan (volume 17, 
page . The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], on the 

of February, 1873, in a speech in this House, approved of that ex- 
tension of limit and su; the bill, but he added that he would 
oppose any furtherextension. (Globe, third session Forty-second Con- 
gress, volume 93, page 1548.) 
The next year, however, on the 23d day of June, 1874 (volume 18, 
228), the limit of the cost of this building was again extended to 

000, 000, and, although the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] was a member of that House at the time, I have been unable to 
find where he opened his mouth against that extension, although he 
had pledged himself to do so, 

But the most astounding statement is yet to follow. 


Notwi this limit of $4,000,000, which was fully twice what 
it should have been, there has been on that bi to 
this date $5,716,000, or $1,716,000 beyond this limit, every dollar of it, 


too, while the gentleman was Speaker of this House or a member of the 
Committee on Ap riations. Comment is unnecessary. I merely 
state the facts defy contradiction. An impartial country will 
understand, and not fail to appreciate, how disinterested and how honest 
such individuals are when they cry combination against others, and 
filibuster against the consideration by the House of bills for public 
mouldings, each standing upon its own merits, and to be fully consid- 
ered and amended if the House desired to do so. 
NECESSITY FOR STRICT LEGISLATION, 

That there is a necessity for binding down the construction depart- 
ment of the Treasury so that the work on public buildings shall be 
done by contract, with every ible guard against any violation of the 
law, is shown by a history of what is called the 

“FIFTEEN PER CENT, CONTRACTS.” 

The first we hear of these contracts was in 1862, when it was dis- 
covered by an investigation made by the Committee on Expenditures 
on Public Buildings of the House of Representatives. That committee 
in its report of July 10, 1862, cites the terms of a contract as follows: 


For all carving or ornamental work such additional sums shall be paid as 
the superintending en or the duly authorized agent of the first part (the 
poo eee ascertain to bs its fair cost, increased by 15 per 
cen 


Under this contract the cost of much of the work on the Charleston 
(S. C.) custom-houseand the Treasury building in this city wasincreased 
fivefold. A scandal followed, and the office of engineer in charge was 
abolished and the business put in charge of a supervising architect. C. 
P. Dixon seems to have had an interest in these contracts. 

On the Ist of September, 1869, the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
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ury, without proper advertisement, entered into a contract with this 

same C. P. Dixon as treasurer of the Dix Island Granite Company, of 
Maine. By the termsof this contract the Dix Island Granite Company 
was to furnish all the granite for the New York post-office bui and 
the Government was to pay in addition to a fixed price for the stone in 
— — a: tba tul and cost of such working, dressing, insur- 
of said stone as may be required by the party of the 
first wart (the United States) to benie at said quarry, increased by 15 
per cent. thereof. The report of the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads of the House, submitted April 14, 1870, contained the 
following comment on this contract: 


o cot ee yee mere ee purposes shall more carefully be scrutin- 
3 and honest agents of the Department, 
chee Senne ae feared a pany 
to augment the amount of such expenditures, 


stone was 


The Dix Island Granito Company ade a contract by which it was 
„ to employ at any one time more than 
one hi 


ance of this agreement the Government did order that some seven hun- 

pals tek an. cas kaa ear cotton oni ae shops, 
a very large sum ($180,000), 

wartaid eee 45 per cent, additional. 


3 who bid them all in for less than $2,000. 1 
eee eee company to furnish stone for 
Philadelphia post-office building, and these sheds, shops, 
tools, &c., were resold to the Government for a sum almost equal to 


their first cost. 
furniture, &c., above referred 


To be more exact: The tools, 
Fee 


2 purchased 
of April, 1875, at the sum at 
y the Government, to wit, 
0 Tr 98. The account would faa thus: 
15 per cent. on original cost. $27,000 00 
Profit on ---------$102, 779 98, less $1,461 35=101, 318 63 
15 per cent. on purchase from themselves 15, 416 99 


Or aclear profit of 143,735 62 


8 


in two years upon an investment of $1,461.35. 

The amounts for the New York post-office are as follows, 

per statement of September 2, 1869: 
Laber Sor re eee 3803 038 26 26 

227 ———ñ16—' ꝗ = —ñ.ñ ſ3—œwgꝗ 
M aa a aa aa a dey at ane ne 137, 008 57 
2, 868, 074 56 

15 per cen — 430, 200 00 


Philadelphia building, 15 per cent. 108, 010 47 
These contracts were evidently not viewed with favor in the S 
ag Saari: for Mr. Potter, in his report for 1875, says 

spiel Trop ol paren rissa atk daiaearE 


g granite for the su C 


— perstructures 
mstructed under the supervision of the 


— known as the percen contracts, provide for the 5 
contractors of the actual cost of all labor and materials tn the work of ont 
„ an. xing the stone, in 15 cent. of the same. 


branch of the service, I am persuaded en le, 
and that, as long as the profits to the contractors are 1 to extent 
of the spenr of their work, the Department will fin in keep- 


In January, 1877, the contract with the Old Dominion Granite Com- 
pany was modified with the consent of the contractors, who were to 
receive a fixed price per cubic foot for stone in the sae rogi and also a 
fixed price per cubic foot for working, the same. 

Sherman’s attention was called to ast contracts in 1877. 
The Attorney-General examined them at the former’s request, and ne 
it as his opinion that the contracts might be canceled or modified. 
the receipt of this arnt Sherman appointed 3 
tary French, Col. T. L. Casey, and Supervising Architect James G. Hilla 
commission to examine the contracts, and report whenever in their 
< piae a legal contract could be made with the contractors for the còm- 
etion of the work to prepare a form of such agreement to be submitted to 
the proper department for approval. This commission, strange to say, 
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; but under their direction and with the consent 
other 15 per cent. contracts were as those 


made no written 
of the contractors 
of the Old Dominion Granite Company’s contracts had been modified. 


The committee, ae Soe Ne of Hon. John C. New, Mr. D. S. Alex- 
ander, and Mr. W. F. 1 appointed by Secretary Folger in 
1883 to investigate the charges presented by Hon. Thomas H. Murch 
against Mr. James G. Hill, Supervising Architect, heard some evidence 
and made a report particularly upon the modification of these con- 
tracts. They avoided making any extended es as the matter only 
came before them incidentally; but they enough to show how 
these contracts trammeled the action of the officers of the Government, 
who evidently felt they were unfair and unjust to the Government, 
yet a delicate matter to get rid of. This committee says: 

It is not claimed by the Supervising Architect that the prices under the modi- 
fled contracts are as low as might have n obtained had the commission 
F visable to cancel instead of m 

existing 15 per cent. oon 


ject. Your committee find that the prices agreed upon were largely in excess 
of the then market rates, and had been canceled 
ones made by adve: Se Rropesels ie Gorainiai eels amare 
have secured these lower rates. But v. 3 
well as economical considerations en into the settlement tof ent of that question, 
which appear to have been weighed with great care and 2 
FFCFCFVFCCCCCCb te ten DO at ae 


Mr. Hill, in his report for 1877, in giving an account of the modifi- 
cation of these contracts, says the terms were not as favorable as the 
Government might have had by making new contracts, but that under 
the circumstances it was thought best to modify them. The Secretary 
of the Treasury evidently feared the courts might not take the same 
view of the contracts that the A had taken, and that 
there might be a heavy suit before the of Claims over the matter 
if the contracts were canceled. 

I think it is unnecessary to proceed with this part of the subject 
further; and I submit that a ee e e gant aire use 
could grow, in the face of the investigation and report of 

worth, ought not to continue another day. 
MODIFICATION OF THE FIFTEEN PER CENT. CONTRACTS. 
I wish to refer here to the result which followed a modification of 


important legal 


instance, if the cutting of a stone under the 15 per cent. contracts was 


$1,200. 777777000. Under the mod - 
ified contract the cost of the same stone would be 81, 200 —a saving of 
‘| $180 to to the Government. But the contractor, instead of paying the 


8 „200 by day’s work, at $4.50 per day, to cut the stone, paid 
him onl. y $2.50 per day, and compelled him to cut it in one-third the 
„6 old contract, or gave him 8400 for 
8 The result was that the Government 
saved $180, the contractor made $800 instead of $180, and the workman 
lost what the contractor gained. 
FAVORITISM. 

There had also grown up in the Supervising Architect’s Office a fa- 

voritism that was far from being conducive to the interests of the Gov- 


ceeding the pet tig duties assigned tothem. And in this office the 
disposition to exceed its powers seems to have been marked from the 
very beginnin me committee appointed by Folger to in- 

— Mr. rts many facts which go to show how the head 
of this branch of the 1 ury De ent violated, evaded, or exceeded 
the law. Even his predecessor, Mr. Potter, permitted the pressure to 
complete the New York post-office bai to cause him to violate the 
law, so that in completing that building he had work done costing some 
$200,000 in excess of the appropriations. 

The committee just referred to, appointed by Secretary Folger, in its 
report has this to say of the responsibilities o the Supervising Archi- 
tect and the business FVV 


As the invest: 3 aa committee was impressed with —— be- 
lief that the the Superv: Architect's Office has outgrown the 
tem under which it is conducted. At the time of the organization of the ote: 
— uae 3 bang be been — fi + Led — — in. 
‘or man — 5 may have s for the fe 
tended. x4 the business of the office has 8 with the coun z Gen oe 
aggregate amoun 


disbursements for a —— almost equal the 

outside the city of W m for the first s aay years of avg 1 — 
Mr. Hill's appointment, in August, 1876, the disbursemen ts aggregato over 
perem iiag and a half millions. There are — — his control one hundred and 


-two public buildings outside the city of Washington, on which $1,088,973.32 
Congress pro- 


have been expended for repairs under his direction. The last 
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vided for the erection of thirty-nine more, the a priations for which aggre- 
Each year new E become a charge 


necessarily ptt ad He upon proposals, upon work to be performed, 
material to be Tarnished, — — to be paid, and then decides whether such pro- 
„ work, material, and prices are acceptable to the Government. He as- 
a 2 wd plan buildings ere Iae . — —— che com- 
pensation of superin: and inspectors, an udges necessity and 
nature of repairs, al and incidental additions. z 


In the case of the fire-proof shutters for the Cincinnati building he ng — $55,000. 
that in- 


the firm to do the work, giving it to one not the lowest bidder by over 
— — upon a bill for extra work amounting to $26,000 on a contract 
vo! ess 
tract to the lowest bidder and th so change the plansas in efect to make 
a total abrogation of the contract, and the bills for extra work under such mod- 
tions may 1 to an enormous amount. This unlim- 

assumed by the Supervising Architect would enable him, if s0 
to abolish all competition in the interest of favorite con- 


rs. 
He gives an order forasafe ox an clevator; he determines the slate-roof fastener 
to be used; he the person who shall be thousands of dollars for 
making apparatus, and he decides whether this h 
paratus be for steam or hot water. Whether a wall 
stone is for him to say. rything entering into the construction of a build- 
ing must have his a; and every dollar disbursed is practically paid be- 
cause he recommen: proper understanding of many accounts of his 
office a technical knowledge of the business, so that the Auditor and 
Comptro: 


who pass upon them can know little more than is shown upon 
payment of the zi Yo wither itis rege . 175 
money; sen or 
the Court of Claims. se 


Theoretically, these are the acts of the Secretary of the Treasury, for under 
the law he is rged with this duty, while the FF 
in charge of the duties pertaining to that branch of the Secretary’s office. He 

without autho: either by statute or departmental n, to make a con- 
tract, to accept a sid, to advertise for proposals, or in any way to bind the Gov- 
ernment in any case. The circular issued by Secretary Sherman, and bearing 
date June II. 1877, made the Assistant „Hon. F. French, the legally 
responsible head of the Supervising Architect's office, and for 8 

1 the acts of the Supervising Architect this is better than if it were done 
= hitect himself. But the discreti of 


Secre! 

fee wuhin iis doa The Secretary. 
on. 

to rely upon the judgment and advice of 

When placed at the head of the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds I knew but little about the system under which our public 
buildings have been erected. In the short time which I have been con- 
nected with the committee I have devoted all my spare time to a study 
of the subject, and though I have not mastered it, I feel competent to 
mt upon it. Congress has not, it seems to me, legislated wisely in 

e matter. If my recommendations were of any weight, Congress 
would no ata, tity as te upon the subject in the manner it has been 
doing. It has authorizing the erection of public buildings without 
sufficient knowledge of the wants of the localities where they wereau- 
thorized, and in many cases it has been deceived by the representations 
made, not only as to the necessities of the public service at many places, 
but as to the cost. 

Estimates have often been submitted with the deliberate purpose to 
mislead. I would recommend that hereafter Congress would pass no 
bill until it had before it all the information the ent 
could furnish on the merits of the several localities asking for public 
buildings. Then it can judge in which localities public buildings are 
most needed, and knowing what such buildings will cost, it will fally 
understand what it is doing. In providing for the erection of a public 
building the limit should be fixed and the whole amount appropriated 
at once, so that every part of the work may be contracted for at one time. 
If this is done, contracts can be obtained at less amounts than if theap- 

priations are doled out in small amounts every year. Thebuildings 

eee eee and the limit of cost fixed in each case, the ne- 
cessity of extending the limit would be rare indeed. 
THE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 

The Committee on Appropriations are not free from blame in making 
8 iations for public buildings, for it has often made appropriations 
for public buildings beyond thelimit of cost fixed by law. It did this in 
several instances in the last session, and it has done so in every Congress 
for years. It has not given to the House the reasons for such extension. 
Such legislation has a germ of evil in it which has already developed 
into gigantic proportions. If Congress does not respect its own laws, 
but evades them by such phrases as for the continuation (or comple- 
tion) of the work” on a certain building, how can it expect the Execu- 
tive Departments to respect them? 

In the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was passed in this 
House a few days under whip and spur by a suspension of the 
rules, which cut off all debate except thirty minutes on a bill carrying 
$22,000,000, much of which was questionable, there were fifteen differ- 
ent instances of appropriations in excess of the limit fixed by law, in 
some of which the House Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
had reported adversely or had refused to report favorably. This is 


notably true of the appropriation of $20,000 to purchase land in Gal- 
veston, Tex.; $60,000 for an extension of limit at Columbus, Ohio, and 
an extension from $175,000 to $500,000 at Minneapolis, Minn. The 
following is a list of appropriations beyond limit in that bill: 

Buffalo: Limit, $175,000; appropriated, including furniture, $225,000. Limit 
xceeded, $50,000, g 


$200,000, and on his approval it was paid. He may award a con- 


or | Sincerely to be hoped that in future 


Charleston, W. Va.: Limit, $75,000; appropriated, $90,853.30. Limit exceeded, 


$15,353.30. 
Columbus, Ohio: Limit, $250,000; 9 $310,000. Limit exceeded, 
— 2 Not favorably considered by House Committee on Public Buildings 


Dallas, Tex.: Limit, $75,000; appropriated, 8100, 000. Limit extended by bill 
to amount of ae sly oy 

Galveston: For site, $20,000. Not favorably considered by House Committee 
on Publie aR and Grounds. 

Greensborough, N. C.: Limit, $50,000; appropriated, including approaches, &c., 
a n, Tenn.: Linrtt, $50,000; appropriated, including approaches, &c., 

Jefferson City, Mo.: Limit, $100,0000; appropriated, $132,000, and limit extended 
to amount of appropriation. 

Kansas „Mo.: Limit, $300,000; appropriated, $365,000. 

Saint Jose; Mo.: $140,000; limit extended to 


Ala. $165,000. 
Minn.: Limit, $175,000 ; api opriated $200,000: limit extended to 

Soeben Ns Linn $75,000 z 3 ae 

„N. Y.: „78,000; a 5 : 
5 La.: Limit, $100,000; 3 including approaches, &c., 

Syracuse, N. Y.: Limit, $200,000; appropriated, $303,000. 

To these the Senate has added more than a million dollars. The 
Committee on Appropriations and the Supervising Architect of the 
Treasury have been fruitful instruments which this im- 
mense and in most cases unnecessary increase of the limit of cost of 
public buildings has been accomplished—the Committee on Appropri- 
ations by ignoring the work of the proper committee and ‘arrogating 
to itself the right to determine these increases, and the Supervising 
Architect the action of Co fixing limits of cost. It is 
ere will be less of both. 


NEEDS OF GOVERNMENT ONLY RULE TO DETERMINE PLAN AND KIND OF BUILDING 


not construct a building in New Orleans on the same 
plan as he would a building in New York, although it was intended for 
the same purposes. The style and ornamentation ought to be becoming 
to the simplicity of a republican people. ; 
PURPOSES OF THE BILL. 


In drawing the bill, which I hope to have acted upon before the ad- 
journment of I had before me two objects: to have the 
best designs for the public buildings which the genius skill of our 
architects could devise; and second, to have them constructed of the 
best materials and in the most substantial manner, by a system that 
would prevent, as faras human foresight could provide, either fraud 
or favoritism. Will the House bear with me while I discuss these 
propositions ? 

COMPETITION. 

Capt. A. H. Bowman, the engineer in charge, in his report of No- 
vember 24, 1854, says: 

The f 
aaar ty monde teen ets Sept n a ee d 
occupants and the precise amount of business to be transacted in each g 
use can be avoided, a per r deren he 

the different offices as will facilitate the transaction of business 

and inconveniences 
the buildings were designed by some one Heme ä 

uses for which they are 8 and who would probably ba more likely to 


make a beautiful than a suitab! 
This is the strongest statement made in favor of the Government’s 
employing architects to design the public buildings to be erected by it 
that I have read. But it seems to me that if this argument was ever 
of great weight, it is less applicable now than when the report was 
made. Architecture's noble art was then known to but few people 
in this country; now in no country are there better architects i 
their profession in the United States. The amount of talent and vigor 
in the profession is seen in SUIT 
structures y 


them than if 


of the Treasury are able to find out from observation of the pub- 
lic buildings already erected, and from conversation with those who use 
them, what is best suited pao pooo wanie, as well as the Supervising 
Architect or his subordinates. I have not, however, my own opinion to 
dependupon. Mr. William A. Potter, late Supervising Architect, in his 
report of October 1, 1876, took the same position. He said: 
I desire cularly to invite 

272. ee he er 
to the manner in which designs are prepared for the public buildings erected 

the Treasury "These designs have heretofore been made by 
See eer es arate, Sot aero Dorit do omg up 1o ie pront Nma; bi 
. that it —— be Sekre as apaedily A as may be. Tunes 3 


t to subj 5 
Aae plan by a the cal defects of this method of 
procedure in designing the public buildings throughout the country may be rem- 
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ed the vital point of any system which may be adopted must be to remove 
* . designs, and restrict 


the power from pus Architect to make his du- 
a mra ae of a supervisory nature. I will, pee ott seen 


pe ble, to separate the 

office of the 8 Architect from political control to a ter or less de- 
gree, and thus it is possible that the incumbent may be, both by nature and 
want of proper study and briny aoe totally unfit to fulfill this most respon- 
sible duty, and the country is liable thereby to be burdened by structures utterly 

. lacking in those architectural qualities which should be found in the works ofa 
great nation. The stamp of inefficiency so imprinted in the national architect- 
ure is not of a nature soon to pass away, for not only will it remain itself a mon- 
ument to a vicious system, but its teachings for evil can never be fully estimated. 
But should this evil be escaped, there remain yet others. 


nt. 
this portunity tp 2 wi 
0 nity to pass w 


my professi 
if my works fail of that artistic merit which the public have a ngh to expect 
the blame is laid u 

where it belon; 


other system than 
work can be done. 

I can add nothing to the weight of these words, but I desire to call at- 
tention to the indorsement of Mr. Potter’s recommendation by Mr. 
James G. Hill, who succeeded Mr. Potter as Supervising Architect, in 
his report for October 1, 1876, as follows: 

I desire to call attention to the remarks in the last annual report of the Su 
rap apanak unt poparean Garpauman of wanes ex angsana 
fae wh don $a Da obsalned tinder competition, and thai the duties of the 
Supervising Architect be restricted to those of a supervising architect, 

Such a law is asked for by the architects of the country, who feel that 
the Government is not treating them as their character and talents de- 
serve in providing that the public buildings shall be designed by one 
man, who holds office of Supervising-Architect, and Mr. Potter was 
only ing the universal opinion of his fellow-architects when he 
recommended that the designing of public buildings be given to other 
architects. I think the character of the buildings erected since the 
war will show that the words of Mr. Potter were wise and timely, 

The system by which designs for reis! buildings should be attained 
is by no means a settled question. If a private person wants a buildin 
erected he goes to the architect in whom he has greatest confidence ant 
arranges with him for desi or if the building is to be large and ex- 
eee en several architeets to make desigus. But it has been 

found that in public business such a course would soon create scandal and 

lead to fraud and corruption. The best means so far devised is to have 
a board of competent persons to select one plan from a number of plans 
offered by architects competing for the first prize. If the board is com- 
posed of com t judges, and the competition is honestly and fairly 
conducted, the chances are that ninety-nine times in a hundred the best 
plan will be selected, and a good plan is sure to be secured in every in- 
stance. 

The problem is to have a board of er e, free from 
political b i 


ps 


well enough to decide between plans. That is by no means certain. 
Men can often form a good judgment of things which they could not 
ibly make, and a board composed entirely of architects would not, 

my opinion, be as successful as it would be if there were several lay- 
men upon it. And who isa better judge of a building than the head of 
the ent which is to use it? The three architects on the board 


will be able to inform the others as to the points in architecture, and the 
Chief Engineer, who must be something of an artist, can judge between 
them. Other plans there may be, but none have been presented to me 
which promise to work as well as this. But if a better plan can be 
devised the committee will unhesitatingly accept it. A 
This board will also have charge of the selection of sites, the decision 


the 


as to what materials shall be used in the construction of buildin 
letting of contracts, &. There can not be much fraud practiced on 


such a board, and favoritism can not well find place them; and 
under the rule that ev ing which is done must be published to the 
world, the chances are that neither extravagance nor corruption can gain 
a foothold in the board, and we shall have the public buildings de- 
signed and erected with as few faults and as few scandals as are possible 
among men, 

PARTISAN POLITICS. 

The evils of partisan politics are nowhere greater than when they 
are obtruded into the the of the erection of public buildings. If 
a Senator or Representative in Congress succeeds in having a 
building in his State or district, the greatest harm that is done is that 
a building is erected which could have been done without for several 
years; but when they bring a pressure to bear upon the Architect’s 
Office to have contracts let to persons solely on account of party rea- 
sons, or have superintendents of buildings appointed for the same rea- 
son, they often do great harm to the public interests. 

To prevent such things the bill places the construction of the public 
buildings solely in the hands of the Supervising Architect, who is made 
responsible for the manner in which the work is done. And in order 
that he may have the whole matter in his own hands he is given the 
appointment of superintendents of buildings, for whom annual salaries 
are provided instead of a per diem wage, so that there may be no in- 
ducement to prolong the erection of a public building beyond the time 
necessary for its construction. 

A few words more and I have done. There are few matters of greater 
importance than that of providing a new system under which public 
buildings may be erected. If this,which I have proposed and the com- 
mittee have perfected, is not a good one, provide another, but do not let 
this Congress adjourn until we have sg ar taes to adopt a new system 
of designing and constructing public buildings. To me it is of little 
importance how it is done or who does it so it is done well. 

n criticising the conduct of the office of Su Architect I de- 
sire to say that there is no reason, in my opinion, to doubt the honesty 
or capacity of Mr. Bell, the present Supervising Architect. In the 
short time he has been-at the head of the office I have seen nothing in 
the administration of its affairs that is not commendable. But the in- 
terests involved are too great to leave their determination to one officer, 
however capable and honest-he may be, unless his duties and powers 
are defined and limited by law. 


APPENDIX A. 
RECAPITULATION BY STATES AND TERRITORIES, 


Cost of build- 


States and Territories, ing and site. 


a $627,900 00 $608,598 14 
Alaska 6,000 00 5,989 31 
Arkansas. 807,250 00 306,745 79 
California 4, 395, 898 73 4, 633, 980 87 

-288,377 99 112, 582 83 

Connecticut 1, 087, 886 46 1,086, 582 42 
kota ... 30,000 00 533 45 
Dela ware.. 108, 500 00 102, 924 97 
Florida 470, 425 00 196, 172 36 
Georgia. 482,100 00 476,438 15 
Idaho. 116,740 15 118, 991 05 
Illinois 7, 802, 944 12 7. 718, 281 70 
Indiana. 954, 900 00 836, 652 91 
Iowa. 627, 370 67 552, 238 58 
456, 200 00 350,965 09 

Kentucky 1,301,770 33 1,043, 817 22 
Louisiana 5,542,991 22 5. 398, 252 01 

r 2, 107,407 15 2,078, 008 28 

Maryland.. 2,561,429 06 2,198, 389 94 

use! 8, 336, 563 60 8, 239, 675 48 
Michigan 1, 008, 392 07 891, 401 46 
Minnesota. 721,817 38 596,779 31 
Mississi 308, 276 16 217,693 52 
Missouri... 7,143,091 20 6, 860, 806 18 
Montana. 107, 301 18 107, 278 93 
Nebraska. 629, 836 00 627, 943 05 
Nevada... 426,787 66 426, 787 66 
New Ham 274, 300 00 231, 967 34 
New Jersey.. 708, 719 81 685,744 11 
New Mexico 000 00 97,824 86 
New York 16, 5388, 371 91 15, 855, 545 85 
North 595, 287 60 507, 906 73 
Ohio .... 7,722,754 37 6, 854, 234 28 

— 234.628 90 660, 263 30 
Pennsy! 9, 777, 966 18 9, 155, 198 59 
Rhode Island. 354,777 68 326, 463 23 
South Caroli 3, 521, 396 58 3, 386, 883 90 
Tennessee .. 1, 803, 915 09 1, 432, 932 12 
Texas. iesrse 464,500 00 338,437 95 
Utah. cre. 65, 000 00 64,998 90 
Vermont... 297,350 60 252, 276 38 
Virginia... 1,057,345 39 907, 484 03 
Washin 145, 545 75 79, 897 83 
West V 451,411 00 447,076 80 
Wisconsin... 601, 887 27 601, 723 74 
Wyoming 40, 418 00 40,109 92 

Totals... 93,193,226 76 | 87,730,425 54 
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APPENDIX B. 
Table showing the location of public buildings by States, the amount of appropriations, the cost of the site, and total cost of each building. 


Locality, 8 


ALABAMA. 
Mobile: 
Custom-house (old) Canmore 1828-30. -$16,500 00 . . eee 
Custom-house (new) —— 
Marine hospital. . ..... 187-57. 
eee 


Court-house and post- offloe. . . . 


Little Rock: 
Court-house and post- office... 
Napoleon: 

Marine hospital. . 


Undermined by river. 


's stores (new) 


————PÄ—— cee: 


Marine ital (old) 
Marine 5 


— —.——————————＋᷑. 


101 —————— —75ð — ves 


Site donated by city, First limit, $300,009, 


) | In course of construction June 80, 1882, 


Site and building acquired from Spain, 


. * re 8 Balance covered into Treasury. 
State-house ...... — 


Site donated. 
Permanent lease of rooms for United States courts, 


vannah : 
Custom-house (old) .. 
Custom: . 


Tolal————ꝛ.—.———————4 .——.— 
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APPENDIX B, 
Table showing the location of public buildings by States, the amount of appropriations, the cost of the site, dc.—Continued. 


PE 
R? - 
Localitya 2 8 Remarks. 
E 
* 
Marine hospital . ...... In course of construction. 


Destroyed in great fire, 1871. 
.| Old custom-house site exchanged for this, 


.| Site owned by the United States, 
Marine CCC Sold November 5, 1868. 
Post-office and court- house seess In course of construction, 
In course of construction, 


B 


Total eee eee es onea a 


Penitentiary......... —— 2 .——— Ä 


itol bui .| Ceded to State. 
Courthouse and post- oſlloo. .. 


aa Building not begun. 
8 and post- offloe. . In course of construction. First limit, $200,000; 
second, 000, 
TTT 0 

FAR KENTUCKY, 

Court-house and post-office.. 130, 000 00 

Court-house and post-office... e ,. In course Of construction, 
Louisville 

Custom-house and post-office. 75, 000 00 

Marine hospital... —— — 

Court-house moo (new) Building not begun. 


ucah: 
Court-house and post-office. . .. 
Marine hospital. 


—— —— ä — 


100, 000 00 In course of construction, 


eee eee 


New Orleans: 
Custom-house 1d) ——7＋v12— aoe 
Custom- enue 


.| Site owned by United States. 

. Do. 

Sold in 1873, but forfeited after $10,000 were paid. 

In course of construction. 

Site donated by State. 

.| Site donated — city. 

Site donated by State, Building torn down and 
building The Jump.“ 


used in 
This is total cost to date. 


FELI 

3 88888828 
S assesses 
8888828 
ZeeeZssss 


E 888 


Board RIESE ̃ͤ•! oa 
Southwest 
Boarding F Senos 1884 3,500 00 3,500 00 
F ico and oourt- house. . . 1880 10,015 05 Building not begun. 


ll d Y E OL OA 
* Building. 
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APPENDIX B. 
Table showing the location of public buildings by States, the amount of appropriations, the cost of the site, &c.—Continued. 
1 BT 
aE: g 82 K 
Locality. 82.8 3 E 8 2% S Remarks, 
ye ta | Bl a 
* < 
MAINE. 
pa Gustom-houso.. 3 — — 18070. $215, 800 00 
iar eaten (old). 1838 5. 500 00 — 9 5 . 
99, 849 95 * * 


Custom-house (newhlassesses 180. 105,391 25 
i 36,530 98 
2,550 00 
36, 044 00 
23,397 32 
1,575.00 . Building purchased, 
25,766 91 
401.998 14 


21,584 31 |.. 
359, 742 54 


.| Building purchased and repaired, 


Erected on old custom-house site. 


> ET e plead a Burned 

n 

300, 000 90 | Act April 20 . shall be 
— expended until contracts have been tocom- 

plete the building within the limit, / 


545, 900 23 
109,519 50 
144, 828 11 


upervising Architect's Ss report these buildings 
Court-hi d post-offi 1856-'72..) Building purchased po one repaired 
ouse an — uilding X 
Custom-house.......... . y 920 Includes two adjacent lots and buildings, 
Appraiser’s stores. 
Lazaretto. . 
Post- oſlloe and court- 597,250 78 2.011, 835 00 In course of construction, 
MASSACHUSETTS, 
Barnstable: 
Custom-house. . .... .. .. ... . . . . . 0. 20, 000 00 
Court-house. . . .. 52 105,000 00 | 110, 000 00 — Masonic temple purchased. 
Custom-house {old 000 $ 3 N 
Custom-house (new) 158 00 
Post-office and subtreasury... 000 00 | In course of construction, No to be ex- 
1 until contracts to construct building 
within the limit are made, 


Chelsea: 
8 ans oe 


Marine hospital 
Marine hospital — h A 
Fall River: 
eee house and post-offloe .. 
ucester 
erg and post-oſſice ... .. . 
New Bedford 
Custom-house. 


Buildin: purchased at sale on a judgment inst 
Bank of Michigan forges 45.700 Jvint resolution 


807 75 
101, 963 05 600,000 00 | In course of construction. 
211, 409 4 ssn soos 


ouse.—4—oç-]ͥl.Q(——..—2—2—(—2—2 ( 


Marquette: 
Putte and post- ofſlee. 7,765 00 100,000 00 | Building not begun. 
uron: 
Custom-house and post- office. . 245, 908 34 200,000 00 


Total .——..———.———ꝗß /—..— .. —94Q 2. 401 4 


65,176 59 175,000 00 | Site donated. In course of constrr~ton. 


000 00 299 38 *300,000 00 | No . — to be expended until costras to ecri- 
* — te building within the limit are made, 


86, 303 34 .. ..... Coded to State. 


Total eee . — 721,817 88 ———.— 6856, 779 31 — 


Building. + What old building will bring“ to be added to limit, 


110 APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


APPENDIX B. 
Table showing the location of public buildings by States, the amount of appropriations, the cost of the site, &c.—Continued. 


Locality. 


and site. 


Cost of site, 
Cost of building 
Limit of cost, 


MISSISSIPPI. 
Jackson: 


Custom-house and post-offlee. ... . . 


N $73,130 46 8100, C00 00 | In course of construction, 
Marine hospital . ee 


66, 750 00 
Oxford: 
Court-house, post-office, &c.... -| 1882........ 6,286 90 
Pontotoc: 
4,000 00 |... 
67,526 16 |... 
217, 8 52 . 


Do, 


hospital ..... 185057. 67,526 16 


Total . .. .. .. oe . 276 16 


MISSOURI. 
Kansas City: 

Custom-house and post- ofſloe sssrersseses 
Hannibal 

Post-office... — — = 5 
3 art hois a 

USE ANA post- of. ... 

Saint Louis 


Castom-houss ih ates 
Custom-house (new) . 


Do. 
Do. 
Do. 


Do. 
Site ceded by War Department, 
In course of construction, 


3 be- 


* Jose) Joe 
Ve Rie ey 


MONTANA. 
. 
— olſlce . . . —— 4 


NEBRASKA. 
Lincoln 


Court-house and post- offloe . .. Site donated. 


TTT... ¾ . 
Jersey Cit A 
a — h and post-office... 
-house — ioeee 
Fere aa Ambo; 
m-house and post- olfllce serres 


Building purchased and remodeled. 


veh Repairs. Building owned by United States, 
8 and post- offlee . . 


Total .. 


————————— |e 


NEW YORK, 
Custom-house and post- office. . . 1872.......| 780, 000 00 155,700 90 761,500 90 500,000 00 | In course of construction, 


Brooklyn 
‘Atlantic Dock 2 ——ů— . 100, 000 00 . . . . Purchase of three stores. 
‘ost-office.. 188184. 500,000 00 408, 608 98 408, 608 98 800,000 00 | In course of construction, 


on EDIE EAE 
Custom-house and post- offlee. . .. . . . . 1884 57. 290, 800 00 45,000 00 280,165 08 88. 000 00 
8 and post- offloe. .... . . . . 1886 78.] 30,000 00 eee, 30,000 00 . . . Perpetual lease of half the county court- houus 
Building purchased. 


er e Eng 
For mortgage on building. 


188781. 559,000 00| 14. 000 00 | 534,350 81 
Sme 1000 00 5 0 


old) 00 = 70, 000 00 
8 o. . 2 56d. 1,188,181 87 ee 1,181,714 46 . 
Custom-house Merchants“ Exchange 
building. . .. .... . esse, 1860... ] 1,000, 000 00 ...... ] 1,000, 000 00 l.. ... Purchased, 
* Building. 
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APPENDIX B. 
Table showing the location of public buildings by States, the amount of appropriations, the cost of the site &e—Continued. 


Custom-house, ......cccrrscerseresasscerercerssensees 
Custom-house —— — 
Plattsburg 
— 
„ and post- ole. ceereecceee 
n Island: 


Publie Nores -c2ccses eccacssercnensecssoasccssevseceesee 
Quarantine warehouse 


8 Dou; 


Qourt- om „ꝙ4 „„ 


house ——.—2—k.B . . 


Court-house aad post- offlee. . . . .. . . In course of construction, 


CH 
Marine n — — 
Plymouth * 
Gaben 


1 of property of a pub- 
March 8 1887, $41, 879.47 returned to surplus fund, 


OHIO, 
Cincinnati: 
Custom -house (old) . . reese RENS z $46,671.13 was for alterations, 
Custom-house and post-office N In course of construction. 
— — hospital (1). 8 * 
e eee (2). Do, 


Custom house... — — — caer 
Toledo: 

Custom- house 3 —— 3 

Custom-house (new) — 


Site donated; work suspended, 


ost-ofee . . . . 1875-77. 410, 000 00 | 110, 927 88 


construction i first limit, $1,500,000 ; 
Custom-house (old)... .. . . 108, 458 58 . e 

Custom- house (new j.. 1860. 351,812 2. 

IRL EDEL LEE RT EE DIO: ——— 


United States Mint. ...... ..... . . . . 413, 504 16 31, 666 67 


and post-offlee. .... 1878... . 800,600 00 | 347,301 30 538, 1,050, 000 00 Xn como of oonstraction. Citizens donated $46,- 


for site. 
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f APPENDIX B. 
Table showing the location of public buildings by States, the amount of appropriations, the cost of the site, &c.—Continued. 


ations 


Years appropri- 


of site. 
Cost of buildin, 


PENNSYLVANIA—Continued. 
Pittsburgh :—Continued. 
Custom-house... 


bee 


CY | ———r—i 


hospital 
Lenny hospital 16 187 
Post-office, BC... —— 
Court-house and POSt-OMiCe...s asesor senres — 


Total ——————-.᷑———..v‚ꝛͥ2⁊q—Æů6᷑—MHù . . . . l 


Bristol: RHODE ISLAND. 
x Custom house ———2ͤͤ—————— 


Providence : 
Custom-house (old) .. .... 
Custom-house (new). — 183 


W eee 


.| Building purchased, old club house, 
Building purchased and repaired, 


In course of construction. 


Part of site donated. In course of construction, 
In course of construction, 


hit ee 
Court-house and post- o OD. . . . ee 


Court-house and post-office .... ree 
Galveston: 
Custom-house and post-office. 
Custom-house.....rsescerereesecepereee 


Site donated. 
$2000 donated toward site. In course of construc 


Fillmore City: Uran. 
State-house....crcsesrccsscersererseersoreneccsesssesenees! 
Salt Lake City: 
Penitentiary 


— 


— 
Total. ..... . bo... .... . .. l.. . . . 


Burlington: VERMONT. 
Custom-house and ee e ee 


tor Covered into Treasury, 
C 


tland : 
Court-house and post-office.. —— ——I(1 “ 
Albans: 


Total . 6.6. 
FAE VIRGINIA, 
Count; mo — —— 
Court-house. ese! 
OOA ECAN 8 
Custom-house an d post-office (new). EEN 
Abingdon 


Darier bose and post- offloe ..... 
5 and post- ofſloe. ..... . .. 


burg: 
„„ and post-office.........+» — 


wo Spur $ 
Oustom-house fold) $ 
Custom-house (new) 
Marine hospital. 


99,975 58 70,000 00 
12, 011 00 50,000 00 | Building not begun, 
14,687 70 | 100, 000 00 Do. 


38,002 33 
217,820 47 | 130,000 00 
21,755 


—— senose] 


111,183 38 | 82,000 00 
279,763 35 | 150,000 00 : á 
Total—L———————.————̃—I—ů (1... 1, 057, 345 39 
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APPENDIX B. 
Table showing the location of public buildings by States, the amount of appropriations, the cost of the site, &c.—Continued. 
p ‘ 
NTC 
Locality. Fa š = z Remarks. 
4 |3 
$ E E 
WASHINGTON. 
185378. $40,274 75 |..... — wedges 
RI. — 18,000 00 | 818, 000 00 Site and building purchased. 
187-74 N.. 
88. In course of construction. 


8,150 00 
17,841 0 240,299 07 | 150, 000 00 
20,500 00 118,492 58 | 88. 000 00 


285 15 


Public bu when Territory. . 


Total. „„ 


WYOMING. 
Laramie City: 
Nannen . ˙— rr 


g 
$ 
Ef 
g 
: 


E 
E 
5 
3 
F 


$627,900 00 $008, 593 14 $107,301 18 07,278 93 
6.000 00 8.868 31 [NebraskN————.— 629, 336 00 627,943 05 
307, 250 00 306,745 79 426,787 66 787 66 
4,395,898 73 4. 633, 980 87 274, 300 00 831, 967 84 
288, 377 99 112,532 83 708, 719 31 685, 744 11 
1,087,886 46 | 1,086,582 42 150,000 00 97, 824 86 
30,000 00 533 45 16,388,371 91 | 15, 855, 545 85 
103, 500 00 102, 924 97 595, 287 60 507,906 73 
470, 425 00 196, 172 36 7,722,754 87 | , 854, 234 28 
482, 100 00 476, 438 15 734, 628 90 669, 263 30 
116,740 15 118, 91 05 9,777,966 18| 9,155,198 59 
7,802,944 12 | 7,718,281 70 854,777 68 $26, 463 23 
954, 900 00 836, 652 91 3,521,396 58 | 3,386, 883 90 
627,370 67 552,238 58 1,803,915 09 | 1,432,932 12 
456, 200 00 350, 965 09 464.500 00 338, 437 95 
1,301,770 33 1.043.817 22 65, 000 00 64,998 90 
5,542,991 22 | 5,398, 252 01 297, 350 60 252, 276 38 
2,107,407 15 2, 078, 008 28 057,345 39 907, 454 03 
2.801,40 06 | 2) 198,389 94 145,545 75 79, 897 83 
8,336,563 60 | 8, 239, 675 48 451,411 00 447,076 80 
1,098, 392 07 891, 401 40 601,887 27 60L, 723 74 
721,817 38 696,779 31 40, 413 00 40,109 92 
303, 276 16 217, 693 52 
7,143,091 20 | 6, 860, 506 18 76| 87,730,425 54 


Alcoholic Liquor Traffic Commission: perism, crime, social vice, the public health, and the general welfare 


55 and prohibitory legislation in the several States of the Union. 
SPEECH In so far as the proposed investigation of the said trafic relates to 
revenue and taxation, I am of the opinion that all necessary information 
important for the General Government to have on that subject is already 


HON. WILLIAM E. ENGLISH, |5 aa tne ter ine nel at an veto by arpa 


OF INDIANA, nal, moral, and scientific aspects, and the practical results of license 

and rohibitory legislation in the several States, I am of the belief that 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, is A an leave these matters to investigation and ep ben) 

x W-making power e States themselves er than General 

9 End e ee kaai 25 Sieg pecs This bill was referred by 2 ge ryen ae 
er consideration the 9 provide for a c uor Traffic to a subcommittee of three, of which 

ee a honor to be the chairman. At the request of a majority of that sub: 

Mr. ENGLISH said: committee, I the report which has been made to the House?) 


Mr. SPEAKER: As a member of the Committee on the Alcoholic Liq- | and which was adopted by the full committee without change and with 
uor Traffic, to whom this bill was referred, and as the author of the | but one dissenting voice. Mr. Speaker, as is stated in that report, I 
report made thereon to the House, I desire the attention of the House Aurat kpada reese Sewer deanery Erker wep ard 
for a few remarks in connection therewith. This bill provides for the | this bill, even if it were admitted that Congress 
SPPA Iy De TORON, D7 S se me Pca and consent of | this sort of !. i . 

e Senate, of a commission of seven persons to investigate the alcoholic | Since 1873 the advocates of a national prohibitory law have been 
liquof traffic, its relations to revenue and taxation, and its general eco- | endeavoring to Be ee eee of this 

3 i chucnober, endl 1 san inl duty compel to say 


nomi, criminal, moral, and scientific aspects in connection with pau- 0 that I can not conscien- 
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tiously support any measure here which looks to the enaction of abso- 
lute prohibition. I believe that the great majority of those who clamor 
for laws of this nature are conscientious and honest in their inten- 
tions, and firm believers in the theories which they advocate; but, Mr. 
Speaker, these are, in my opinion, theories which the history of past 
events show can never be made practical. I am earnestly in favor of 
every movement for the promotion of temperance and sobriety, and 
will su ever proper measure to that end; but I believe those in- 
terests to be injured rather than advanced by intemperate efforts at 
absolute prohibition. In several of the States strict prohibitory laws 
have been adopted; but it would seem that little success has followed 
the iment, and that there has been no very apparent lessening of 
the evils of intem ce in those States. 

In the State of Maine prohibitory laws have been upon the statute- 
books more or less continuously for thirty years, and yet I take it that 
it will not be positively claimed that the liquor traffic has been really 
gu in that State. And in the States of Iowa and Kansas the 
po c press statements indicate that the efforts at absolute prohibition 

ve not been eee e e and it would appear that one 
of the worst results of the law there has been to decrease the use of 
beer and other lighter and less harmful drinks and to greatly increase 
the use of strong drink of the worst grades manufactured. I clip the 
following from a Lp Sin inten paper on the practical workings of 
the law in the State of Iowa: 

gered e 

e * 
. tins ts tranepeatation and ste 


without detection is almost impossible, and as whisky can be carried about 
person, w. 


hisky of the vilest quality is the only beverage. 

I believe that the only true method of dealing with the liquor traffic 
is by a strong, stringent license system faithfully and rigidly enforced, 
and around which is thrown every wise, 3 c- 
tion—a well-regulated and well-executed system, which will promote 
the virtues of sobriety and temperance, while duly the per- 
sonal and property rights of the citizen. There is an inherent dispo- 
sition in all mankind to resent any unreasonable or arbitrary attempts 
to interfere with their natural rights, and laws to be effectively admin- 
istered must be sustained by public opinion and must not conflict with 
the inalienable rights which naturally belong to afree people. Other- 
wise the evil aimed at will in the end rather be increased than dimin- 
ished. ‘These are among the important reasons why absolute prohibi- 
tion never has been and in my opinion never can be really successful. 
The 
than fanatical and impractical measures invasive of personal rights and 
not in accord with public sentiment. 

Mr. Speaker, I have notarrived at my conclusions upon this important 
subject without due consideration. I have had previous occasion to 
give this matter much thought and investigation. At the time of my 
election to Congress this was the all-absorbing issue of the campaign. 
A prohibition amendment to the constitution of Indiana was pending, 
an aie this issue the two great parties divided—the Republicans 
favoring the submission and adoption of the amendment, and the De- 
mocracy in opposition thereto. I had the honor of presiding over the 
first convention held in the State that took a stand against the amend- 
ment, and the convention which unanimously nominated me as a candi- 
date for Congress declared unconditional opposition to all prohibitory 
and sumptuary legislation; and upon this platform I was elected to Con- 
gress from a district heretofore Republican after an exceptionally close 
and exciting contest. 

I gave the question a full investigation then, and I have still further 
investigated it during the consideration of the pending bill, and the 
more thoroughly I examine the subject the more strongly am I con- 
firmed in my previous convictions of tion to prohibitory legisla- 
tion. However, I shall not detain the House further in this connection 
or attempt to discuss the bill fully in all its various aspects, but in 
conclusion will read the following extract from my report, previously 
made upon this bill, as more clearly setting forth my views upon this 
very important measure : 


Any attempt to control the personal 
vidusl mere g be 


habits and private ieee of the indi- 
rights of others or 


House with a recommendation thatit do not pass, and they to be 
from the further consideration of the subject, 


demand reasonable and just laws faithfully executed rather | lect. 


Contested Election—Massey vs. Wise. 


SPEEOH 


HON. MORTIMER F. ELLIOTT, 


$ OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 
On the contested-election case of Massey vs. Wise. 


Mr. ELLIOTT said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: Having submitted to the House the report of the 
committee in this case, I deem it my duty to state the reasons govern- 
ing the majority in 8 that John S. Wise was duly elected a 
member of Congress from the State of Virginia and that he is entitled to 
retain the seat which he now occupies. 

John S. Wise and John E. Massey were opposing candidates at the 
November election in 1882 for the position of Representative in Con- 
gress from the State of Virginia at large. According to the returns as 
certified by the State board of canvassers, Wise received at said election 
99,992 votes, and Massey, his competitor, received 94,184 votes, giving 
Wise a majority of 5,808. The contestant seeks to overcome this ap- 
parent majority, and in his brief claims that the contestee received 
15,712 illegal votes, which, deducted from the number of votes returned 
as cast for him, would elect the contestant by 8 a decided majority. 
These votes, with afew exceptions, are claimed by the contestant to be 


very large number of the citizens of Virginia neglected to pay the capi- 
tation tax against them to the first with the 
collection of the same. 


The revenue laws of Virginia so far as they relate to the questions 
involved in this case are as follows: 

Sec. 23. The treasurer (of each county or city), after ascertaining which of the 
taxes assessed in his county or corporation can not be collected, as soon as 
practicable in each year, after the 15th da; 
classes, to wit, first, a list 9 on commissioner's land- book im 

— o! 


list of other real estate, &c.; and thi 


thereon, &c.; secon a „a list 
of such of the taxes so assessed, other than 


on real estate, as he is unable to col- 


Src. 25. The first and third lists mentioned shall be verified by the oath of 
the treasurer and his deputies to the effect that they verily believe no part of 
the taxes or levies embraced has been or could plias been collected, 


Section 26 of same act provides that said lists shall be presented to 
the court, and the court, if satisfied as to their correctness, shall direct 
the clerk to certify copies thereof to the auditor of public accounts. 

Section 29 of same act is as follows: 

A certified copy of the first and third lists heretofore returned shall be placed 
by the auditor of publie accounts, within days after receiv: the orig- 
inals, or as soon thereafter as practicable, in the hands of any sheriff, se: t, 
constable, or collector for collection, the same to be poten ds for wi 
year thereafter ; said officers to have the same power of distress as treasurers, 
and shall account for the same in like manner, and he and his sureties shall be 
subject to allsuch remedies as are given to the Commonwealth against treas- 


urers for failure to pay, and his com ion shall not exceed 20 cent, of 
the amount collected and paid into the treasury, 2 


Prior to the election in 1882 the auditor of public accounts, S. 
Brown Allen, appointed a collector for each city and county in the 
State and pied in their hands the delinquent personal property and 
capitation taxes which had been certified to him by the clerks of the 
different counties of the State. 

i The form used in making the appointment of collectors was as fol- 
ows: 

DEAR SIR: Inclosed herein I send you a list of del 
sonal-pro; y taxes for county for the year 
Gee aa epucoved Mpc twin, premettine the AOne 

PP. p ihe —— county officers, 


Ko. You will pleasesign for said and, together with the 
bond herein duly executed, return the — me. ** 


Iam, very respectfully, 
& 


ment capitation and per- 


8. BROWN ALLEN, 
Auditor of Public Accounts, 


To , Esq. 


The testimony shows that the two collectors appointed by the au- 
ditor of public accounts issued capitation-tax receipts to the number of 
from fifteen tosixteen thousand. Perhaps twelve hundred of this num- 


and | ber were issued either in blank without payment of the tax, or on elec- 


tion day. I am compelled to estimate the number issued in blank and 
on election day, as the witnesses are not able to state the number with 
Indeed, they all say they do not know the number so issued. 

The evidence shows that the remainder of the receipts were issued 
by the collectors prior to the day of election, and they were paid for 
and the names of the tax-payers were i in the receipts prior to 


their delivery. It is true that a great number of these receipts were 
t | paid for by and delivered to others than the persons against whom the 
taxes were assessed, 

The contestant contends that the auditor of public accounts had no 
power to appoint collectors to receive the capitation tax, and that the 
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payment of such tax to the collectors appointed by him was no pay- 
ment, and the votes cast on such receipts were illegal and should be 
thrown out for that reason. Section 29 of the revenue laws of Virginia, 
which I have read, provides that the delinquent lists shall be placed by 
the auditor in the ds of any sheriff, constable, or collector for col- 
lection. It is contended by the contestant that the section referred to 
contemplates that the delinquent-list shall be placed in the hands of 
an existing officer, and does not pre the auditor power to appoint col- 
lectors. I think there is much force in this position, but I shall not 
attempt to elaborate my views upon it, as I do not deem it necessary to 
determine that question. 

The auditor of public accounts was at the head of the revenue de- 
partment of Virginia. He had the supervision of the collection of the 
delinquent personal and capitation taxes certified to him by the re- 
spective county clerks, and it became his duty under the law to place 
them in the hands of one or more sheriffs, sergeants, constables, or col- 
lectors for such purpose, and even if he was not authorized, under a 
proper constraction of the revenue laws of Virginia, to select private 
persons as collectors, yet such persons so appointed to collect the delin- 
quent taxes were acting under color of office, and the tax-payers were 
not bound, at the peril of forfeiting their right to vote, to know whether 
the auditor had exceeded his powers in appointing them. 

The purpose of the law was to compel the payment of the tax, and 
that purpose was accomplished and the money reached the treasury 
through these collectors, the accredited agents of the auditor; and it 
would be manifestly unjust to hold that the citizens who paid their 
taxes in good faith to the persons held out by the auditor of public ac- 
counts as the proper ones to receive them should be disfranchised, be- 
cause it is doubtful whether the auditor did not exceed his authority. 

Auditor Allen did not inaugurate the practice of appointing tax-col- 
lectors to receive the delinquent and capitation taxes. John 
E. Massey, the contestant, was the auditor who preceded Allen, and he 
appointed collectors in every county of Virginia to receive the delin- 
quent KOON and capitation taxes. 

Mr. Massey when he was auditor had no doubt of his right to ap- 
point these collectors. He appointed them in 1880 and again in 1881, 
and in many instances Allen appointed the same persons who in pre- 
vious years had been appointed 155 A 

I do not mean to be understood that Massey is estopped by his own 
conduct from saying that the appointment of these collectors was with- 
out authority of law; I refer to the fact merely to show thatit had been 
the practice for two years prior to 1882 forthe auditor to appoint these 
collectors, and that I think greatly strengthens my position that they 
were acting under color of office. 

The contestant can hardly ask the House to say that these collectors 
were not acting under color of office. I judge that the friends of Mr. 
Massey would rather they had some other and better reason for over- 
turning a majority of nearly 6,000 votes than that he did what he knew 
to be egal or that he was profoundly ignorant of his duties. 

A word in relation to the point made that the tax was not in all 
cases paid by the voter himself. The rule is well settled that a tax 
may be paid by an agent as well as by the n himself, and although 
the person paying the tax was not authorized to do so prior to its pay- 
ment, yet the voter by accepting the receipt adopts the act and as of 
the date when the payment was made. 

The courts have pona upon this very question, and I quote from the 
opinion in one of the cases I have examined. 

In re District Attorney of Dauphin County, 11 Philadelphia Reports, 
649, the court says: 


From the adoption of the Constitution in 1790 down to the present time the 
practice to pay taxes . . ig an agent has always been held as good and valid 
as when done by the voter in person, and the presentation of the receipt at the 
polls and claiming the right to vote 9 of it has always been considered 
sufficient evidence of the adoption of the agency. 

It is averred, however, in the petition, and when that is demurred to we must 
take it to be true, that these voters had their taxes paid without their knowl- 
8 or previous authority conferred on the person paying. 

e must hold in this as in other cases, that a subsequent ratification is equiv- 
alent to an ori command, * The only doubt which can exist on 
this branch of the case arises out of the constitutional mandate that the tax must 
be paid at least thirty days before the election, and whether the voter is 3 — 
Fa rye that he assumed and acknowledged the payment by the agent before 

at time. 


On careful consideration we are satisfied that the ratification adopts the act | the 


by relation to that 


as of the n It is thus carried back 
Such is the doctrine laid down by ancient and modern writers and by 


period. 
udicial decisions. 


From what I have said my conclusions are obvious, that the votes 
cast on receipts issued by the tax-collectors appointed by the auditor of 
public accounts, which were paid for by the voters or other persons for 
them prior to the Nef of election, were legal votes, and were properly 
received and coun If, however, I am not correct in this position, 
it is impossible to determine from the evidence for whom the persons 
who voted on these tax-receipts cast their ballots. 

I am satisfied that a large portion of this vote insome of the counties 
was cast ſor Wise; and I have a suspicion that it was pretty generally 
cast for him throughout the State, but I challenge any man on this 


floor to make a list of a thousand persons by name who voted for Wise 
on these tax-receipta. 
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The evidence upon the subject is that the collectors were members of 
the Readjuster party; that Readjusters paid the taxes and took the re- 
ceipts, that these receipts were used largely by the colored voters, and 
that as a class they favored Wise. 

Under evidence so vague and uncertain as this where would you com- 
mence to throw out votes? Suppose you find John Jones on the list 
as having voted and he is also marked as a colored voter, could you 
throw out his vote and take it off Wise on the proof that the tax-re- 
ceipts were issued largely to colored voters, and that they, as a rule, to 
which there were confessedly exceptions, favored Wise? 

There is no proof as to who John Jones favored, what party he acted 
with, whether he voted on one of the tax-receipts issued by Allen’scol- 
lectors or not, but from this exceedingly general evidence as to the po- 
litical affiliations of the colored men as a class it is p to throw 
out his vote. How do you know heis not one of the colored men who 
voted for Massey; perhaps one who had not yet learned that Massey 
had ceased to be a Readjuster? 

No rule has as yet been established by the courts or by Congress 
which would justify the indiscriminate throwing out of votes upon such 
loose and uncertain testimony. . 

I need not dwell longer on this branch of the case, as the minority 
of the committee in report concede that it would be unwise under 
the circumstances to reverse the decision of the department of the State 
government which is in charge of the tax system of Virginia. The mi- 
nority say: 

There can be no doubt that many capitation-tax receipts were issued in 
blank ; that many were issued on the day of election, and that many were issued 
in gross and then distributed; and it is claimed with much force that any pay- 
ment of taxes for delinquent voters without the authority oe given, 
2 when made by political agencies, approximates bribery. 

t we can not say that the evidence is clear a sufficient number of votes 
illegal for any cause were cast for the sitting member to justify the rejection of 
his majority. 

Thus it will be seen that all the members of the Elections Committee 

that Wise was duly elected. The case was heard at great length 
by the full committee, and their unanimous verdict ought to have some 
weight with this House. It is a case requiring weeks of patient inves- 
tigation to understand, and this House of necessity, so far as the ques- 
tions of fact are concerned, must depend largely upon the committee. 

It is claimed, however, by the contestant and by the minority of the 
committee that the sitting member has since his election disqualified 
himself from holding the office of Representative in Congress. It is 
claimed that the contestee, after his term of office as Representative 
commenced, was appointed by the Attorney-General to an office under 
the United States, which he continued to hold until he qualified as a 
member of the House, Article 1, section 6, last clause, of the Consti- 
tution of the United States is as follows: 


And no person holding an office under the United States shall be a member of 


either House during his continuance in office. 


The only evidence before the committee on the subject was the ad- 

of the contestee made during the ents of counsel. He 

stated that on the 5th day of March, 1883, he was employed by the 

Attorney-General to assist the United States district attorney of Vir- 

in the trial of certain enumerated cases then pending in the 

nited States district court of Virginia; that all the cases had not been 

disposed of, and that he e to assist at the trial of the cases still 
undetermined when they should come on to be heard. 

The contestee by the terms of his agreement with the Attorney-Gen- 
eral was to receive for his services as counsel in said cases not 
less than five hundred nor more than one thousand dollars, as the At- 
torney-General should thereafter determine. 

Under these facts was the contestee appointed to an office within the 
meaning of the clause of the Constitution which I have quoted? And 
if the ent between him and the Attorney-General constituted 
him an officer, did he continue such officer after he qualified and entered 
upon the performance of the duties of a member of Congress? 

The contéstee was employed by the Attorney-General under section 
363 of the Revised Statutes, which is as follows: 


The Attorney-General shall, whenever in his opinion — public interest re- 


quires it, employ and retain in the name of the United States such attorneys and 
counselors at law as he may think necessary to assist the district attorneys in 
of their duties, and shall stipulate with such assistant attorneys 
and cou ors the amount of compensation, and shall have su of their 
conduct and proceedings. 

It will be seen that the Attorney-General is not authorized to ap- 
point an officer of the United States. He is simply authorized to re- 
tain and employ attorneys and counselors at law whenever in his judg- 
ment the regular law officers of the Government need assistance in the 
trial of cases in which the Government has an interest. To retain an 
attorney to assist in the trial of a case for the Government is no more 
fae Tia fsa yee to an office than the hiring of a lawyer by a private 
individual would be. The Government is the client of the attorney so 
hired, and his employment ceases with the entry of final judgment in 
the case he is employed to try, or sooner if the agent of the Govern- 
ment thinks to dismiss him and retain another attorney. When 
so retained position of the a is essentially that of an em- 
ployé under contract, the contract alone defining his duties and fixing 
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the measure of his com for the work he has to 
form. a Sa OPER A a E a aa — 
If he is an officer what is his name, what is his tenure, what his 

and does the office continue in case of his death or resignation? Is he 


If Wise had been employed to try one case he would have been an 
officer of the Government the same as though he had been retained to 


77... 
Congress he was verdict is rendered 
on that day his term of office has eee e enacted to ual- 
and his seat in this House has not 
forfeited; but if the jury deliberate past midnight and the verdict is 
rendered in the afternoon of the next day, he was continuing in office 
under the Government at the time he qualified as a member of Con- 
gress and thereby forfeited his right to a seat in this House. 

Is it not clear that Wise occupied a contract relation to the United 
States, and not that of an officer of the Government? He agrees for 
$1, 000 to assist the Government in the trial of ten of her cases and re- 
ceives a retainer at the time the t is made, Would he not 
have been liable under that contract if he had refused to perform it ac- 
cording to its terms? Could he have kept the retainer and refused to 
perform any service under the agreement ? 

The term office embraces the ideas of tenure, emoluments, and 
duties, and the latter must be continuing and permanent, not occasional 
and tem: . Authorities are numerousand on this ques- 
tion, and I will refer the House to a few of them. Justice Mar- 
shall, in United States vs. Maurice et al., 2 Brockenbrough’s Reports, 
Says: 

Although an office is an employment it does not follow that every employ- 


ment is an office. A man certainly be em Par peat pegs whee merh Bn 
8 ut it 


— Who enters on the duties, 5 — 8 it 
ics 
seems very t to distinguish such pach K clintgh oF ecaplorniens fram an POS. 
In United States vs. Hartwell, 6 Wallace, 385, the Supreme Court 
say: 
fi 
3 ðͤ 0 are gee A 
The case of the United States vs. Germaine (99 United States Reports, 
508) is directly in point, and in principle rules the question raised in 
this case. 
The defendant in that case was appointed by the Commissioner of 
Pensions to act as surgeon, under the act of Congressof March 3, 1873, 
which is as eee 


eem an examination by a surgeon 
und the fee for such examinat: and the req 


35] A E eg aN ng fees 
from pensioners to which he was not entitled. The law under which 

was indicted is as follows: 

Every officer of the United States who is guilty of extortion under color of his 
office 1 be punished by fine of —5 more than = or b; 3 
more than one year, according to the aggravation of the o 

The question presented to the supreme . the sur- 

was an officer of the United States. The court held that the de- 
dant was not an officer of the United States, and in the course of 
the oplitien use she llowing language: 


tion, emolument, and duties, and that the latter were contin perma- 

‘nent, not occasional and temporary. In the case before us the duties are not 

continuing and and they are occasional and intermittent. The sur- 

goon it only to act when called on by the Commissionerof Pensions in some 
1 case. 


If this case is to be followed, it is clear that the contestee was not an 
officer of the United States at the time he qualified as a member of 
Congress. 

The contestant in his original brief, when considering the power of 
the auditor of publie accounts to appoint tax-collectors, states the posi- 
tion which I have taken on this question with much force. He says: 


One who 1 under contract is not an officer, par narigi quienes 
law pion Ana their duties concerning the 
to be considered an 3 is one who —— 


Fade and as 2 part of tbe regular an d permanent administration of the 
Government. * * An office implies tenure, duration, rights, powers, 
and duties (citing Burrill’ s Law + 767]. 5 


If these extracts which I have read from page 3 of the contestants’ 


original brief state the correct what becomes of his subsequent 
that the contestee was an of the United States? 

I See eee ee ee 
question whether Wise was an officer of the United States by virtue of 
his contract with the Attorney-General. I do not think it ma- 
terial to a proper decision of this case to determine whether Wise held 
an office under the United States at the time he qualified as a member 


was appointed after his election down to the time when the time ar- 
eee an Sars i performance of the duties of a member 
When that time arrives he must make his election which of the two 
offices he will hold from that date. If he appears upon the floor of the 
ouse on the day it is organized and takes the oath of office, he elects 
office of tative, and such election is equivalent to 


had he formally and the resignation been 
It is true that Wise stated before the committee that he to 
assist at the trial of the cases yet of, but I can not see how 


undisposed 

that is of a feather’s weight. If he had been United States district at- 
torney for Virginia on the first Monday of December, 1883, and as mem- 
ber of Congress elect he had appeared . ee day and been sworn 
as a member, would not such action on his part have operated as a legal 
abandonment of the office of distriet attorney, ee could he have con- 
tinued himself as such officer by his declaration made a month after- 
ward that he intended to hold on to the office of district attorney ? 

If, instead of taking upon himself the obligations of a member of 
Congress the first moment he could do so, he had continued after the 
— of Congress to perform the duties of district attorney, his con- 

to exercise the functions of that office would have been treated 

ection to continue as district attorney and an abandonment of 
the position: — The first moment he was under 
obligation to elect between the two offices he did so, and his right to 
the one, the duties of which bs had been lawfully performing up to 
that eee was absolutely 

Authorities upon this — — more than abundant. I quote from 
McCrary on Elections, section 239: 


an 
second is ipso 


In the case of General Robert C. Schenck it was held that his accept- 
2 of the position of major-· general of volunteers after his election as 
presentative did caps purer rele pegs of his seatas a member 
91 6 OAOE he having resi tion of prior to 
the meeting of Congress. sier it resigned bet baal and 
qualified as a member of Camere the first moment he could have done 
so, such action on his part would have had the same effect upon the 
office of er as did his formal resignation. 

The facts in General Blair’s case were the same as in that of General 
Schenck’s, except that Blair continued to hold his commission in the 
potion ery I PREE IA ODE OE ae a pies the meeting of Con- 
pu After the time came for him to enter upon the duties of mem- 

f Congress he continued to form the duties of an officer of the 

Army, and this House held that by refusing to qualify as a member of 

at the first opportunity, and continuing to act as an officer of 

the y, he elected to retain his office in the Army and abandoned the 
office of member of Congress. 

Mr. DAWEs, the then chairman of the Committee on Elections, in the 
course of his very able report in the Blair case, says: 

A man in .... ee moans pe enemas Senne wee 
duties he is required to enter upon ata time, but the functions of both he 
can not When the time arrives at whioh the duties of the latter ofico 
commence he is at liberty to to choose. If he takes the latter the functions of the 
oe ee oan cease as the result of his choice. . 
the law the act as a surrender of any incompatible office. 

I again quote from McCrary on Elections, section 243: 

Hiccete pind aprenden geen ppp 
and abandonment of any incompatible office previously held, and hence a formal 
resignation is not necessary in any such case. 

My position on this case, briefly stated, is this: John S. Wise, the con- 
testee, was duly elected by a majority of from four to five thousand votes 
over his competitor, John E. Massey, the contestant; that he did not 
at any time after the 3d of March, 1883, hold any other office under the 
United States, but that if he did, if what I call an employment to try a 
given number of cases should be held to be an office within the mean- 
ing of the Constitution, then that, under all the authorities on the sub- 
ject, including the precedents in this House, he had a right to accept 

er office even after and continue to exercise the func- 


tions thereof down to the time when he could qualify as a member of 
Congress. Then he was bound to elect which office he would hold, 
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which he did by qualifying as a member of this House on the first day 
Congressconvened. Such election was an abandonment of the office, if 
such employment can be dignified as an office, which he received by 
appointment from the Attorney-General. 
There is not a single line of authority in conflict with these positions, 
y the latter, and it seems to me that it is the imperative duty 
of the House to declare that John S. Wise is entitled to retain the seat 
he now occupies. 


Nore BY Mr. TURNER, OF Grorara.—While the argument in this case was 
ing before the Committee on Elections on Lex pupae involved, Mr. Wise, 
stated in effect that he intended to continue in the position 


was not “any office” under the Constitut 
rts of the rity and of the minorit; 
of his qual: on as a member of 

vie 8 Te d regret 

ws no report, ani 

the argument in support of that report. 


Refunding the Bonded Debt of the United States. 


SPE E OH 


HON. ORLANDO B. POTTER, 


OF NEW YORK, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, January 15, 1885. 
The House ha der consideration the bill vi 
of cfr he er n 8 do foe the iaun 


Mr. POTTER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: In discussing this measure, with the disposition on 
the part of the House to close debate at an early hour, it is apparent to 
me that no such thorough discussion of the question as its tude 
demands can possibly occur. With regard to the bill now before the 
House, having given at least as much consideration as average men to 
this subject, I entertain the clear and undoubting opinion that instead 
of strengthening ip goo of the country, instead of answering the end 
which it proposes to meet, it is likely it will tend strongly, and I be- 
be the first step that will inevitably lead, to the overthrow 
in this country. 


date osa them for purposes of banking 


at a premium—the four-and-a-halfs, due in about seven years, and the 
fours, due in twenty-two and a half years, are, severally at a premium 
of from 12 to 14 and from 20 to 25 per cent. 
What does this bill propose? It proposes inevitably to increase that 
um and aggravate the difficulty. It proposes that banks shall 
be allowed to issue 10 per cent. more in bills upon the bonds. And 
what is the effect of that? To make the bonds worth for that purpose 
10 per cent. more in market. The premium instead of being on the 
fours 22 to 25, as 1x2 — year, will be from 25 
to 30 at least. Under the operation of the premium that exisfs, and 
has existed during the past year, bankers have been disposed to sell 
their bonds in order to realize the premiums and thus to diminish the 
circulation of the country. And yet we are asked to increase directly 
the um upon the bonds in order that they may be profitably, as 
it is said, induced to increase circulation. That this bill can have no 
such effect, that with certainty it will have precisely the contrary effect, 
can not be doubted by any one who has studied the question. 


e i public debt has been 
paid during the last two years we are inevitably confronted within 
two eee ee, time with this state of facts: With 
our perhaps overflowing, money piled up in the Treasury 
of the United States, and not one dollar of 3 pay for 
the next five years thereafter, we are asked by this bill to place the na- 
tion, of whose financial interests we are the guardians, and for which 
this House is responsible, upon its knees during those five years before 
the holders of the 4 per cent. bonds, toask them at what price the nation 
may pay its debt! 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. POTTER. I have but a short time, and I would rather not be 
interrupted. 
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By this legislation we are asked to raise the premium on these bonds 
to at least from 5 to 10 per cent., when we know that within two years 
this Government must be upon its knees before those very 4 per cent. 
bondholders,and must accept whatever terms they shall see fit to grant. 
If there were no other objectionable feature than that in this . 
should restrain every member of this House from voting ſor such a 

ition. 

But, sir, there is still another objection to this bill that should be 
fatal to it. It is this: From the time that this system of banking and 
currency was established down to the introduction of this bill, down 
to this hour, there hos never been a proposition entertained by either 
branch of this Government to do anything that should possibly inter- 
fere with what I at least regard, and what I know many others regard, 
as the very key to the permanency of the system. This system of bank- 


the ing is not one by which the Government becomes a banker, as is some- 


times charged, not by which the Government undertakes the respon- 
sibility of the circulation, or, in fact, the redemption of the circulation. 
The redemption of the circulation and the responsibility for its issue is 
placed, where it should be placed, upon those citizens who associate to- 
gether and issue money, providing for its redemption through the Gov- 
ernment itself. 

Now, sir, the cardinal principleof that system has been that the banks 
should themselves redeem the currency; that they should never be a 
favored class; that they should never place themselves in such a rela- 
tion to the country that it should be taxed for the purpose of redeeming 
their circulation. From the beginning to this hour they have been re- 
quired to deposit with the Government a margin of at least 10 per cent., 
together with the 5per cent. redemption fund, making 15 per cent. upon 
the par of the bonds; so that, in actual fact, the banks have always, 
through the Government, provided for the redemption of their bills and 
for every expenditure concerning it. 

While that condition lasts this system may continue in profitable- 
ness and in usefulness to the country so long as the debt continues, 


But when that keystone is removed, when the le find that we are 
exposing this nation to taxation to maintain a in the Treasury of 
the United States with which to redeemin gold the bills that the banks 


shall issue, then this system will perish, it to perish. I, sir, 
have certainly no unfriendliness to the N To the sug- 
gestion of their plan and in the maturing of it I gave a quarter of a 
cen as much reflection as I was able to give to any subject. I 
have watched the working of the system from that time to this, and in 
the benefits it has conferred upon the country it has not gone beyond 
what I anticipated. It will continue to confer those benefits. It will 
continue to promote the prosperity of the country so long as it remains 
not a system of banking by the Government, but a system by which 
citizens, by associating themselves together and making the required 
deposit of national bonds, may, through the Government, issue a cur- 
rency redeemable by their own money, their own deposits, in gold at 
all times. I beseech gentlemen, if they would preserve that system, 
if they would not, influenced by a temporary expediency, strike a death- 
blow to this financial system, not to pass this bill. 

Look one moment at the actual facts. We areasked to authorize—to 
direct the Secretary of the to issue upon the 3 per cent. bonds 
notes to the full par value of the bonds. Now we are not yet six months 
removed from the time when, for at least one half month, in the greatest 
market in the world for these bonds, where the money of the country 
and of the Continent centers, these 3 cent. bonds could not be sold 
at par; yet our money was not distur Why was it not disturbed? 
Because every bill-holder as he looked at his bill and saw the quota- 
tion of the selling price of the bonds said, ‘‘ Well, they can fall 10 per 
cent. more at least and still leave my money safe. So it was that 
through this panic nobody, from the wealthiest to the humblest, 
neither the rer nor the millionaire, no man, no matter how much 
he had to di or to receive, doubted for an instant that hismoney 
was good and equal to gold. 

Pass this bill, and, when the next such crisis returns, that con- 
fidence will be gone, and gone forever. Ido not believe that we can 
calculate upon such crises as being impossible or even improbable in the 
future, and if you pass this bill, when the next crisis arrives, at the 
very moment when we shall most need confidence and certainty in our 
money, we shall have instead a deep distrust, which will a 


suspend e payments throughout the country and bring upon us all 
the un calamities which would result from such suspension. 
I appeal to this House, as the guardians of the financial interests and 


financial safety of the country, not to remove this great safeguard for 
the mere p! of enabling those who wish and expect to sell 4 per 
cent. bonds at a premium to realize that anticipation. 

It is claimed on behalf of this bill that it will make the bank circula- 
tion sufficiently profitable to induce its increase. I have made a most 
careful examination of that subject and of the probable effect of the bill 
in that respect, and the result is that in no place, in no locality, where 
interest is materially above 7 per cent. can circulation be taken out 
under this bill except at a loss. Where 8 per cent. prevails there will 
be certain loss in circulation under this bill. Possibly it may enable 
the holders of 4 per cent. bonds in the great markets to realize. It may 


induce others in those markets still to try their hands at the business 
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and go into national banking; but beyond those great centers, at the 
very points from which the great body of the national currency now goes 
out, it not only affords no advantage, but it provides for nothing but 
positive and certain loss. 

From a calculation carefully made upon this bill, it appears there is 
an absolute loss upon circulation where interest is 8 per cent. For the 
ppoe of enabling those in the great centers who wish to realize the 

nefits of selling these bonds at the advance which this measure will 
cause, shall we in a t national system undertake to make this change 
which renders the issue of currency absolutely impossible without loss 
in every section where interest is worth 8 per cent.? 

Mr. Speaker, I have prepared a bill which at the proper time I in- 
tend to offer as a substitute, by moving to recommit the ding bill 
with instructions to report the bill which [hold in my hand and which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to refund the bonded debt of the United States at 2} per cent. interest, to 
reduce taxation upon circulating bank-note currency, and to secure such cur- 
rency against unnecessary disturbance and fluctuation by applying the na- 
tional revenues economically to payment of the national debt. 


issued in exchange for 4 e 
able at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day 
of July, 1907; said r cent. bonds to be issued in exchange for 4} per cent. 
nouae Se 3 o at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of 
mber, “l 

2. In the said exchange of 2} per cent. bonds for 4 cent. and 4} per 
cent. bonds, provided always the moneys on hand and applicable are sufficient, 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to pay such a sum in each 
case as shall be equal to the aggregato resent worth of the quarter-yearly pay- 
ments of interest from which the United States is released by such exchange, all 
interest in ascertaining said present worth being computed at the rate of 3 per 
cent. per annum, reinyested quarter yearly. 

Sxc, 3. All said 2} per cent. bonds and the interest thereon shall be exempt 
from the payment of all taxes and duties of the United States and from taxation 
in any form by or under State, municipal, or local 9 

Sec. 4. On and after date of the approval of this act the duty upon the circu- 
lating notes of national banking associations shall be one-quarter of I per cent. 
each ear, the same to be ascertained and paid as now provided by law. 

Sec. 5. When not otherwise provided by law the 5 of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized to apply any moneys at his disposal for payment of the 
bonded debt of the United States either to the payment of the bonds redeem- 
able at the pleasure of the United States or to pure of bonds not due as will 
in his judgment cause the greatest saving of interest; and in determining this, 
the duty or tax received upon circulating notes of national banking associations 
shall be considered a deduction from the interest paid upon bonds held by the 
United States Treasury to secure said notes. 

Sec. 6. ret in this act shall be construed to authorize any increase of the 
bonded debt of the United States, and all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act are hereby N 

Sec. 7. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to pay, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the expense of printing and 
exchanging said bonds. 

Src. 8. This act shall take effect immediately, 


Mr. WILKINS. Does the gentleman from New York offer this propo- 
sition now? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair so understood the 
Mr. POTTER. Iam simply giving notice that 
_proper time in the 


tleman. 
shall offer it at the 


per way. 

Mr. WILKINS. Is it read as a part of the gentleman’s remarks? 

The SPEAKER. It is read in the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. BUCKNER. Has the gentleman from New York any estimate 
as to the amount of the draft upon the Treasury which there would be 
in making the exchange which his bill proposes? 

Mr. POTTER. I shall explain that point if I am allowed time. 
Although I had supposed this proposition to be pretty clear upon its 
face, I desire to say a few words in explanation of it. As Ihave said, 
the difficulty of the situation is the great premium upon our present 
bonds, in connection with the fact that after two years we have 
no possible means by which we can apply the moneys of the Govern- 
ment to the payment of the debt except upon the terms which holders 
of the 4 per cent. bonds may themselves choose to grant. 

Now, what is the plain and obvious method of doing away with the 
difficulties of this situation? There is a plain open way, which any 
pene individual, any member of this House in his own affairs, would 

ve entered upon without consulting committees, without taking ad- 
vice from any source other than his own judgment. This premium 
represents what? It represents exactly, or very nearly, the interest 
upon these bonds in excess of the market rate of interest upon them to- 
day. The premium has been, as I have said, from 21 to 25 per cent. dur- 
ing the past year. If any one will take the pains to compute he will as- 
certain that this premium represents exactly the present worth of what 
the excess of interest above 2} per cent. will amount to during twenty- 
two and one-half years. If the bonds were reduced now to the market 
rate of interest which supports these securities at par, does anybody 
doubt that they would remain at par or very nearly par? 

Now, the bondholders throughout the length and breadth of this 
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country have signified their willingness to have not the premium, but 
that portion of the public debt represented by this excess of interest 
above 2} per cent. paid at its present worth at this time, or at the con- 
venience of the Government at any time in the future, and thereafter 
to hold their securities at a rate of interest which will maintain them 
at par and no more. We can pay that portion of the public debt to 
sey national-bank bondholder with about $34,000,000. Thirty-four 
million dollars is the present worth of this excess of interest above 24 
per cent., which maintains these bonds at 112 to 114 and 122 and 125 
in the market. I repeat, the holders of these bonds have with sin- 
gular unanimity expressed their willingness to receive this present 
worth. What will be the effect of paying it? 

If it should extend, as I believe from the consultations I have been 
able to make with the ablest and best posted men in the country on this 
subject it will extend, not only to the national banks, but to the t 
body of the savings banks, and to a very large if not all, of the 
private holders, except where the bonds are held in trust, the result will 
be that during the next twenty-two years the whole body of our debt 
will remain at about par. We can then, after paying this installment 
which we are now permitted to pay, proceed to pay the debt as we 
please; and one dollarin money will extinguish one dollar of the prin- 
cipal of thedebt. By pursuing that course we shall save to this coun- 
try in taxation many millions of dollars, and we shall relieve the nation 
from occupying the attitude of suppliants to the bondholders for the 
fifteen long years in which it may be engaged in paying the national 
debt. 

me BLOUNT. What would be the cost of the exchange of these 
bonds? 1 

Mr. POTTER. The Secretary of the Treasury informs me that the 
cost of the whole exchange of the bonds will be but a few thousand dol- 
lars; a mere trifle. It is nothing but the printing of the bonds. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I mean the cost of the exchange; the amount of 
money necessary to make the exchange. 

Mr. POTTER. I have already stated approximately the amount of 
money necessary to refund all the bonds now deposited by the banks. 
To state it exactly, the amount is $34,383,400; and this is computed 
by the Treasurer’s actuary and indorsed by the Secretary himself. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understood the gentleman to make an estimate of 
$250,000,000 before this. 

Mr. POTTER. Iam now speaking of the bonds deposited by the 


banks. 

Mr. McMILLIN. There is another point in his bill which he offers 
as a substitute. It is known by law the Government is paying 4} per 
cent. interest on these bonds. Now, your bill proyides that the inter- 
est, with the stipulations provided in the bill, shall be paid at present, 
or when presented by the bondholders, and in making that payment or 
in ascertaining what the present worth is you only give the Govern- 
mat the benefit of 3 per cent. interest. How does the gentleman ex- 
plain? 

Mr. POTTER. Iwillexplain it. Two hundred and fifty million 
dollars of these bonds which mature September, 1891, bear 4} per cent. 
They were issued when that was the market rate of interest for such 
bonds, and the lowest interest at which money could be obtained. With 
regard to the 4 per cent., the same remark can be made. Since that 
time the rate of interest has changed in the country, owing to the in- 
creased credit of the country,and owing perhaps to the accumulation 
of money in the country. The rate of interest has materially fallen, 
to so great an extent that by the statements monthly laid before us from 
the Treasury those who have consulted them will have seen the highest 
rate which now can be realized by the purchase of Government bonds 
is from 2.45 to about 2.68 per annum. That is, the Government can 
not invest its money so as to realize more than 2.45 to 2.68 on its in- 
vestment, and this even in case of bonds not held by the banks. 

When they are held by the banks the Government makes only 275, be- 
cause the bonds return in taxes 1 per cent. upon the 90 per cent. issued 
on the bonds, and nine-tenths of 1 per cent. deducted from the 3 per 
cent. the Government pays on the bonds, leaves the actual receipt on 
any portion of the debt held by the banks which the Government can 
pay 2.10 per cent. interest. This bill provides that the Secretary may 
in his discretion and as fast as he finds it for the interest of the country 
and no faster—not in the discretion of the bondholders; not upon a de- 
mand of the bondholders; not until the money isin the , Which 
he can not use as profitably in any other way—refund those bonds so as 
to make upon the money used in refunding 3 per cent. compound in- 
terest on the actual investment for the whole twenty-two years; a rate 
one-half per cent. higher than has been realized or can be realized now 
under the present law. 

Mr. McMILLIN rose. 

Mr. POTTER. Let megoon. I have placed a provision made by 
the Secretary of the Treasury on the circular letter I took the liberty 
to send to members, showing also what would be the amount to be paid 
by the Government to enable it to realize 34 per cent. instead of 3 per 
cent, upon the money used in i I wish to say that a large 

of these bonds are held in savings some considerable part 
private holders, and itcan hardly be expected that savings banks or 
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private holders would refund these bonds and give to the Government 

the same rate of interest the Government is paying them. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The point I have made to the gentleman is that 
we pay to these parties 4} per cent. interest, but only go back in the 
arrangement 34 per cent. in discount. 

Mr. POTTER. We must pay the bonds, principal and interest. In- 
terest is as much a part of the debt as the principal. No difference can 
be made between the principal and the interest. The Government is 
under obligations to pay the whole debt, principal and interest, as the 
bond provides. But Government can not use its money in payment of 
its bonds so as to make over 2. 10 per cent. in bank-held bonds, or in case 
of other bonds 2.45 per cent. to 2.68 per cent. 

Government can not, like a private individual or a banker, loan out 
its funds at interest and thus realize a high rate. When its funds are 
accumulated in the Treasury in excess of the amount required for the 
current expenses of the Government, including all maturing obligations, 
this excess must either lie idle in the Treasury, abstracted and with- 
drawn from the currency and business of the country, earning no in- 
terest at all, or must be applied to payment of that portion of the public 
debt now due and payable, or to purchase of Government obligations 
not yetdue. Inno other way than one of these can the surplus in the 

be applied to extinguishment of the public debt. By a mo- 
ment’s reflection the honorable member from Tennessee [Mr. McMiL- 
LIN] can not fail to see that in purchasing the obligations of Govern- 
ment before maturity we must pay the market price of them, the price 
which they command in market. To ask the holders to surrender them 
to Government at less than their market price would be to ask them 
to give to Government a part of their present value without considera- 
tion. I do not think the honorable gentleman would advise a holder of 
these bonds, whether a savings bank holding them in trust for its de- 
positors, or any other holder, that the bonds ought to be surrendered 
to Government for any price less than their market price at the date of 
surrender, or its equi t to the holder, nor can he conclude that the 
Government will be wronged by taking up these 4 per cent. bonds by 
an exchange for 24 per cent. bonds and the present payment of such 
sum as will realize to the holders the present market value of the 4 per 
cent. bonds, provided Government gains by such exchange great and 
manifest advantages to the country. 

I desire now to call the attention of the House to some of the advant- 
Apes WE OR bee dencae MOONT BY Panga oE ETEA 

bill gives greater freedom to the Secretary of the than he 
now hasin payment of the public debt by relieving him from the neces- 
sity of applying surplus funds only to payment of bonds now payable at 
pleasure of Government when such application would injuriously disturb 
or contract the currency and endanger the business and rag said of the 
country, and enabling him to apply such surplus either to the purchase 
of bonds not due or to refunding the debt into 2} per cent. bonds or to 
the payment of bonds now payable at the pleasure of Government, as 
the interest of the country may require. Under the present law the sur - 
plus is applicable only to the payment of bonds due, and payable at the 
leasure of Government. Of such bonds uncalled for payment there are 
ut $184,190,500 all bearing 3 per cent. interest, of which $146,018,200 
are held by national banks and deposited to secure national-bank circu- 
lation, and $38,172,300 by other holders. 

By payment of these bonds deposited to secure circulation Govern- 
ment saves but 2.1 per cent. interest after dedu the tax received 
from the circulation secured by the same bonds. ment of these 
bank-held bonds destroys the security for the bank notes to the amount 
of 90 per cent. of the bonds and contracts the bank-note circulation to 
the same amount, unless others bonds are purchased and deposited in 
place of the bonds paid. The only other bonds available for this pur- 
pose, not liable to immediate payment, are the 4 per cent. and 4} per 
cent. bonds, which now bear so high premium that they can notsafely 
and profitably be purchased by banks for this purpose. Payment, there- 
fore, of the 3 per cent. bonds held by banks and now payable causes 
contraction of the currency and operates to discourage and paralyze 
business. If Government now had the option to pay other bonds at an 
equal or greater saving of interest than can be made by paying those 
held to secure the currency, and thus avoid disturbance and contraction 
of the currency, it can not be doubted it would be its interest and duty 
to prm other bonds before paying those held to secure the currency. 

substitate bill provides such an option without injustice to any 

class of bondholders, and at the same time enables Government to re- 
alize a greater saving by .9 per cent. annually upon the amount a 
lied to payment of the debt than can be realized by paying the bon 

held to secure the currency. It also provides (section 5) that when 

ter saving to the country can be made by purchasing bonds not yet 

Ten tones by payment of bonds due and payable at Government option, 


‘this may be done. This freedom of choice and action thus secured to 


the Secretary of the Treasury will enable him to protect the Government 
against corners by holders of Government bonds, and also enable that 
officer to go steadily forward in payment of the debt without the slight- 
est disturbance to the curreney, and in such way that this payment 
will constantly promote and invigorate the business of the country. 
This bill, therefore, promotes ard fecilitates payment of the debt in- 


— SM 7 
stead of postponing it. Under its operation the debt will be paid with 
less money and less taxation by very many millions than under the 
present law. Payment will as fast as the surplus funds in the 
thus applicable warrant, and aney at the convenience and 
undercontrol of Government. By payment of this small installment— 
the present worth of the excessive interest now—all the funds will be 
reduced to par, and will continue at or near par during their entire pay- 
ment. Each dollar applied to the public debt will extinguish a dollar 
of the debt, and the country will be no longer at the mercy of the 
bondholders in applying the surplus to payment of the debt. 

Perhaps the greatest and most immediate advantage to the country 
from the passage of this bill will be the prompt and ent restora- 
tion of confidence and certainty in its currency ae business. By its 
passage every business man in the country will be made certain that the 
currency can not be capriciously or unduly contracted during the next 
twenty-two and one-half years, and thatit will at all times be equal to 
gold. This is precisely the confidence which is necessary to, and must 
precede, the general and permanent restoration of e e through- 
out the country. With this confidence restored and 
sure foundation of a stable and sufficient currency, at all times and un- 
der all circumstances equal to gold, capital will no longer remain timid 
and idle, and labor no longer remain unemployed. An era of prosper- 
ity and healthy activity and progress will commence, which should 
have, and under wise legislation in these halls will have, no check for 
the next twenty-two and one-half years. 

During this time coin will be largely accumulated in the country, 
and it will be the duty of those who shall then oecupy the places which 
we now occupy to determine whether the interests of the country re- 
quire that any portion of the currency shall longer rest u the na- 
tional credit. For one I am content to discharge my own duty in my 
own day, and to leave to those upon whom responsibility may then be 
placed to determine what the interests of the country may require 
twenty-two years hence. I know that if this bill passes my country 

ill be paying a lower interest upon its debt than is paid by any other 
civili country in the world; that upon the bonds of the nation se- 
curing this debt, which can at all times be purchased at or near par, 
citizens can always supply themselves with a 3 sufficient for the 
advancing commerce, enterprise, and development of the country, every- 
where of the same value and everywhere equal to gold within the bound- 
aries of the Republic or the field of its commerce. And with this I am 
content, without anticipating the duties of another generation. 

I can not close without reminding the House that the opportunity 
now offered may never again occur. There is no one who has examined 
the subject who can doubt that our debt may now be refunded at 2} 
per cent., and by the same act the stability and sufficiency of the cur- 
rency, equal always and everywhere to gold, be secured and made cer- 
tain for the next twenty-two and a half years. 

I appeal to the members on this floor, and ask whether the petitions 
and letters from all parts of the country from the business men and 
commercial bodies do not attest this. This is no plan to promote the 
interest of banks. I have never had an interest in a bank in my life. 
This bill seeks only to secure and make certain the stability and sufi- 
ciency of the currency for the next twenty-two and a half years while 
we © pay the remainder of the debt. By passing it now we can restore 
confidence and poy to the country, and make certain that the 
currency cannot be injuriously contracted, but will be at all times ad- 
equate to the advancing wants of business and at all times redeemable 
in gold, not with the funds of the Government, provided through tax- 
ation, but with the funds of the banks themselves deposited with and 
held by the Government, in the 10 percent. margin now sought by this 
Senate bill to be withdrawn and destroyed. 

Let this be done and Government assume this burden of redeeming 
the bills of the banks, and these institutions and those interested in them 
will no longer ask that the interest upon the national debt be reduced 
to 24 per cent., as they now do unanimously throughout the country. 
Government wil? then be left to its only remaining resources for main- 
taining the bonds always at par in gold—the payment of an interest 
high enough at all times to secure this, and a sufficient fund in the 

provided and maintained through taxation of the people, to 
redeem the bills of the banks at all times and in all conditions of the 
finances and business of the country. 

Our national banking system now unites the interests of the banks at 
all times and under all circumstances with the Government in the ne- 
cessity to keep the national bondsabove par. Atits origin near twenty- 
four years ago, in urging its adoption upon Secretary Chase, I said: 

It makes it for the direct interest of every bank and banker to keep the United 
States stocks above par. It also puts upon the banks, and not upon the Govern- 


ment, the redemption of the circulation, the Goyernment only acting as trustee 
in selling the deposited stocks in case the bank fails to redeem, 


This responsibility and interest ought never to be removed from those 
issuing national-bank notes upon the bonds of the nation, and can not 
be without destroying the keystone by which the banks of the country 
are made at all times toseek their own security and prosperity by sup- 


porting the credit of the country, upon which they and their business 
rest for their foundation. 
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a 8 all united in the necessi and 
A e e bene bene, nd ear- 


Congress i 
ar, of the country—so far as stabili; 
at all times equal to gold can secure 1 
funding bill and with the 3 8 
business men of the country. This is the day of our 8 We 
can not let it pass unimproved without grave ties to the 
country with whose interests we are now 
If it unimproved, other schemes like the one before us for 
promoting the interests of bondholders without regard to the interests 
of the country, and endangering if not the redeemability 
ee eee JFF. 
at our hands, and the opportunity of to-day may never again 
It certainly will never sh Seen If She ILI sores Moba te Ges Mos 
Pherson bill—or any bill accomplishing the sameobjects which it will 
accomplish shall be 
print in connection with my remarks some tables illustrating 
these two bills and their operation. 
Statement furnished by the Government actuary. 
MEMORANDUM. 


The present value of $1.50 a year, the excess of $4 over $2.50, for twenty-two 
and one-quarter years (the interval from A Es to July 1, 1907), im- 
888 at 3 per cent, per annum, compound in reinvested quarter-yearly, 
od is $23.12. 


The maine improved at 24 per cent, per annum for a liko 
The t value of $2 a year, the Ems andare. 
twelfth years (the interval from April 1 1585, 1885, e 1. 1891), in 


A ongoing mi are pe | 81 — an 8 pea 
n e 
iate Ae in E. B. ELLIOTT, N 
UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January, 1885. 
Amount in m required in reſu under Potter bill : 
For refundi yall on and 4} per cent. bonds now deposited as security for circu- 
Por $34,383, 
‘or refunding entire capital of all national 2 — 8127000, 000. 
n 8 and 4} per cent. bonds now outstanding, 


Comparison of Potter bill and MePherson bill for earning value to a national bank 
bbb * 
Assume $100,000 of 4 per cent. bonds to- day's market being 122} per cent, 
IF FIVE PER CENT, PER ANNUM BE OBTAINABLE FOR LOANS, 


Potter bill: 
On 81 annual interest at 2} per nt . . $2,500 
Cash reeived in the exchange of 4 4 percents, 24} per cent., $24,500, 
fing notes, $00,000 used at 5 1— 21.500 * 
— LTE 
Less tax cent., $450, and shane af. s ex- 
penses, 880. . . Tr! . N te 
— 4,000 
7,73 
15 
Net gain from note issue per annum. . .. EI, O00 
McPherson bill: 
Net income from bonds t., 
be e F . 
— .. R — 
8¹ ee ee ee us 
cent, $1,000, and share of Comptroller's 1 
ccc 
6,630 
Ordinary investment of $122,500 at 5 per cent. . 6,125 


Net gain from note issuc.... 


Difference against the McPherson bill. . SONG L 1,085 
. e About 1 percent. per annum greater profit from note issue under the terms 


bee 


IF EIGHT PER CENT. PER ANNUM BE OBTAINABLE FOR LOANS. 
McPherson bill: 


aoe aceon tela See E peak eat, mn, OR Bere — — $2,680 
123 eat Ee RE TR A TE a + $8,000 
Less 1 per cent. tax of Comptroller’s expenses... 1,050 4250 
9,630 
Ordinary investment $122,500 at 8 per cent.... ...... 9, 800 
Net, from the issue of circulating notes under McPherson bill, loss.. $170 
Say loss on Il per cent. per annum. 
Potter bill; 
8 annual interest at 2} 
cash received in the exchange used at 8 per cen 
Notes at 8 — — werees 
Less k per cent. tax Comptroller's expenses = 


Ordinary employment of $122,500 at 8 per cent. per annum. 


Net, from the issue of circulating notes under the Potter bill, gain... 
Say profit on circulation 1.1 per cent. per annum, 


1,300 


General Grant. 
SPEHCH 


HON. JAMES M. RIGGS, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 
On the bill (S. 2530) to authorize an additional appointment on the retired-list of 
the Army. 


Mr. RIGGS said: 

Mr, SPEAKER: As I voted against a Senate bill a few days 3 
provided specifically for the retirement of General Grant, an 
now to vote for the bill under consideration, I desire to say a few a o 
not by way of apology or excuse for the vote I propose to give on this 
occasion, but to exp a position which, unless rightly understood, 


ae ae inconsistent. 
mentioned General Grant 


against which I voted so recentl 
by name ws, eon provided for placing him on retired-list of the Army, 
It was similar in structure to the bill passed last year for the retire- 
ment of General Porter, which was vetoed by the President, and was 
subject to at least some of the most serious objections which the Exec- 
utive ted in his veto message on that occasion. To have 
Inde bill and sent it to the President for his signature could 

have done no good. It might have compelled President Ax. 
FE in the attitude of refusing to a bill 
to retire General Grant; but why should any one desire to do that? 
No good result could come from it. The fact that the bill was subject 
to such objections and could not nr Ae the President’s approval was 
a sufficient reason for voting against it. 

The bill now under consideration has not those objectionable feat- 
ures, and if will no doubt receive the approvalof the President, 
and while it does not name General Grant, but only provides that the 
President of the United States be, and he hereby is, authorized, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint on the retired-list 
of the Army of the United States, those who have been 

commanding the armies of the United States or Generals-in- 
ef of said Army, one paon: and the total number now allowed by 
law to compose said retired- listshall be, on such appointment, increased 
0 1. a vet no one doubts that the President will, if it be passed, 
under its provisions, aj t General Grant; and no one 

can 1 pe thes the Senate will give its consent to such appointment. 


In fact, those who the bill do 20 on the that General 
n the appetites oor B if passed, w. as they insist, no 
such provision should be made for him. Thegen from Tennes- 


will be bad policy; and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Srock- 
SLAGER] says: 
eee 3 C system of civil pen- 
— 9 "lg pte e holar orgs 
X ADRIS corkanag gees Phish angie up tii Engeli eee 
this country. But can we not pass a bill and pe md permit Gen- 
„ to deo placed on the seteeed 9 e 


ele Can we not trust ourselves? 
we 


good now proposed? I think not. I believe 

FTT 
ten e American e approve its passage. 

APAREY, this country can trust them- 

selves to do this for the acknowledged military 


record here, so far as I am personally con- 


alist. It is wron 

General Grant did 
od which never did, 
I will vote for it be- 
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but if I am to err . that the error shall be upon the side of gen- 
erosity and good feeli g. 

One thing more and I will have said all I want to say. The gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Matson] has said: 


It has not been demonstrated to this House that General Grant is in actual 

need of this relief. There is no proof of that fact, while there are tens of thou- 

sands of men who served their country who are at this very hour in distressand 

in sore need of relief, and the pension of this Congress had better be given to 

them than to one who 5 a sufficient income. When they have been 

mier it will be time enough to relieve General Grant and others who are not 
n distress. 


All that may be true. I have never understood that we pay pensions 
simply because the recipients are in distress. Our pension system was 
not devised for, the mere purpose of dispensing governmental charity. 
Its object is to pay to those who serve their country in the military or 
naval service what they ought to have. 

I admit there are many of the Union soldiers of the late war whoare 
needy, but will a refusal to pass this bill benefit them? Theonly way 
to benefit them is to pass the legislation necessary to guarantee to them 
what they ought to have. I believe our pension laws ought to be 
amended, but refusing to pass the bill now under consideration will 
not amend them. This Government is able to do for General Grant 
what is proposed by this bill, and have enough left to pay pensions to 
all soldiers who ought to have them. Let both be done. 


A genuine Government Postal Telegraph—A brief statement of 
some proceedings in the attempt to obtain the desired legisla- 
rs comparison of plans, and a commendation of the true 
system. 
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HON. CHARLES A. SUMNER, 


OF CALIFORNIA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Saturday, February 28, 1885. 


11 R. 8256) mak: appropriations for su civil expenses 
W eunt ie for e e 5 June 80, 18 270 for other naor or Aae 
Mr. SUMNER said: 
Mr. CHAIRMAN: In this act making appropriations for sundry civil 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, it is provided, on page 
64, that for telegraphic reports and messages over commercial lines and 
for the rent of leased lines $136,000 are appropriated; and scattered 
through the bill are provisions for the payment for telegraphing, among 
other items named under the different headings of the measure. This 
necessarily, without recourse to the extreme margin of license some- 
times reached in the discussion of appropriation bills, gives op ity 
for, if it does not invite, discussion on the subject of a genuine postal 
telegraph. - 
And, incidentally, advantage may be taken of this occasion to refer to 
some small criticism that has been made because of an amendment pro- 
and adopted in the House when the Army bill was under consid- 
eration. If the amendmentreferred to was unnecessary or out of place, 
then the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives, 
by the insertion of some of the items to which I have referred, has 
been in error by unnecessary provisions for expenditures on telegraph 
account. But it has not been in error, and the criticism alluded to was 
as baseless as it was otherwise contemptible. 
Here is an appropriation of $136,000, in payment for telegraphic re- 
rts and messages over commercial lines and for the rent of leased 
ines of telegraph, in the Signal Service of the United States. Theactual 
value of the services thus provided for, the cost price to the telegraph 
companies, is far less than the aggregate of the appropriation (the Gov- 
ernment paying more than it did thirteen years ago); but upon that 
subject it is not my purpose at present to dwell. ‘That is an insignifi- 
cant matter com with the main proposition which is legitimately 
brought up for consideration at this time, If we are to continue to 
y for services performed absolutely by third parties, when they should 
be rendered directly by the Government to itself, we may expect that 
extortion will be characteristic of the transaction. 
A part of the functions of this Government as laid down in the or- 
panio law is the carrying of the mail for the inhabitants of the nation. 
'hereasons which justified that provision of the Constitution on which 
I bave already dwelt in connection with this subject—whereby the 
“ transmission of intelligence“ among the people was assumed as a 
Federal Government duty by our fathers—need not be recapitulated 
here; but for some of them I beg the present hearer or the future reader 
of my remarks to refer to a speech delivered by me on the subject of 
postal telegraphy at the former session of this Congress. The reasons 


of policy why the Congress of the United States should not fail to do 
its bounden duty and provide for a genuine Government postal tele- 


graph are ing in importance and multiplying in number every 
r. ‘And yet this Forty-eighth Congress is about to close without 
egislation upon this subject. 

After earnest and strenuous efforts made from the very — of 
this term in behalf of the great, legitimate, and constitutional Govern- 
ment enterprise referred to, it may be worth while to inquire whether 
any progress whatever has been made touching this matter; what 
efforts have been made; what has been the character of such endeav- 
ors. Having regard to the circumstances, has there been progress by 
way of enlightenment in or out of Congress? Has the information im- 
parted been manifestly or demonstrably adapted to and calculated for 
an advance in the struggle for emancipation and for popular rightsand 
privileges in the premises? 

Let us take a hasty and necessarily a superficial glance at a portion 
of the record. 

On the first day for the introduction of bills, in the first seasion of this 
Congress, I presented for the consideration of Congress and the country 
the measure which I will place in the appendix to my remarks on this 
occasion. [See Appendix A.] It will be seen that whatever may have 
been its defects of detail it unquestionably provided for a complete net- 
work of telegraph lines to be constructed and owned and operated b 
the General Government, touching every post-office in the country sout 
of the northernmost boundary of Washington Territory—every post- 
office situated in a town of four hundred inhabitants or more; and there 
was added the privilege and authority for the Postmaster-General to ex- 
tend lines to post-offices in smaller villages along the routes, while pro- 
vision was made for inquiry and preparatory work toward the construc- 
tion of a cable line to our possessions. By the language of the 
bill work was to begin as nearly simultaneously as possible at the 
thirty-two different points named, and prosecuted with all possible dis- 
patch. In the homely language of the market, it was undeniably a 
measure that meant business. Ina recent speech, January 29, 1885, 
by Hon. William Roche, before the members of the house of repre- 
sentatives of the Ohio Legislature, it has been characterized as the 
only genuine telegraph bill ever presented to ogee Mr. 
Roche is and for many years has been a practical telegrapher. 

What was the situation when this bill was introduced? There is no 
time to enumerate all the difficulties or the obstacles that were con- 
fronted by those who advocated a postal telegraph act at such a time, 
but some of the hindrances to the favorable consideration ought to be 
set down, reviewed, and remembered. 

As usual, the proposition for a postal telegraph was denounced and 
opposed in every way not only by the agents and emissaries but also by 

e highest officers of the Western Union Telegraph Company. Itmay 
be said that the officers were invited to put in an a on the 
occasion. Be it so. Let the forms stand as they may on the minutes. 
We all know perfectly well that with or without invitation they were 
here with their appliances to object and obstruct, and if possible defeat, 

There was the usual laugh of the lobby, echoed and articulated in local 
and litan dailies, but it must be confessed that there was not so 
much insolence at the beginning as has been witnessed on similar occa- 
sions at other Con . I remember, sir, when a president of the 
Western Union Telegraph Company actually satin the chairman’s seat 
of acommittee of the House of Representatives and began the question- 
ing of witnesses who had been by some means summoned to disclose 
facts touching the arrogance and extortions and outrages of a general 
character in connection with Associated Press dispatches—reversing the 
order of the courts, and cross-examining the person summoned at the 
very outset! Still, at our first session, last year, there was reliance upon 
this method for preventing fair and candid and earnest consideration. 
There was the guffaw of the official and his counselors and carriers. 

What was my bill? How does it read as a financial Sie ae ngs 
„Why, it is ridiculous ’’—soit was said. The first speeches of the lob- 
byists and other agents who were brought here to attack every propo- 
sition relating to a postal telegraph were derisive. Anybody who hap- 
pened to be elected to Congress could introduce a bill. That was an 
easy operation. And silly men might be expected to present foolish 

Topositions. And bill No. 98, introduced by the member from Cali- 
fornia, was of this order. So it was said. In what respect was it of 
this order? 

The idea of Fee eb Government postal telegraph connecting the 
post- offices of the United States as before enumerated, at a total expendi- 
ture of $25,000,000! Howabsurd! Why, the Western Union Telegraph 
lines were said to be worth $120,000,000. Gentlemen who sit about me, 
honorable and intelligent Representatives, for whom my respect has 
deepened with every hour of communion, who were not and who did not 
affect to be closely informed upon the subject, reported to me these 
words of criticism, and I might say of contempt, with an inquiring in- 
flection; with the question often plainly asked as to whether it was pos- 
sible that a construction could be had for such asum as I had provided, 
or that I could be guilty of submitting a plan and an estimate of cost 
that was so wholly impracticable, as was alleged by the talk of the gen- 
tlemen of the corridors and the reading-rooms of the hotels and the 
saloons and the streets? 

Well, any Representative can introduce a bill.“ The physical 
effort is not great. But what is the introduction of a bill, all things 
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considered? It is a challenge! That is what the tative of in- 
telligence and purpose having in hand such a subject does intend it to 
be, in the most militant sense. z 

Has there been no progress? Here was the general report—circulated 
these many years—to the effect that the Western Union Telegraph prop- 
erty with all its franchises and patents was worth $120,000,000. Isaid 
that for $25,000,000 you could build telegraph lines connecting every 

fice where there were four hundred inhabitants or more, and sup- 
ply with the n instruments and furniture strictly pertaining to 
the business of carrying the letters of the people by lightning. Theap- 
palling sum of the Western Union Telegraph Company at first was $120,- 
000,000. But when the inquiry came into the committee-room at the 
other end of the Capitol, the unrecorded babble from the officials of the 
t monopoly fixed the value of the lines at not less than $100,000,- 
slight reduction for round numbers’ sake? And so the report 
went into some of the newspapersof the country. My bill implied the 
declaration on my part that $25,000,000 would more than duplicate the 
Western Union lines. When the statements came to be made in form, 
uttered for record by the reporter, the estimate was $80,000,000 to $90,- 
000,000. My bill was a challenge. I said that the absurdity was on 
the other side; that it was ridiculous to claim any such valuation. 
There was much of rising emphasis in these statements, and for the 
Western Union monopoly officers and agents it appears that the reiter- 
ation was tantalizing. 

The inguiry at first was almost entirely confined to the Senate com- 
mittee. The officers of the great monopoly and their immediate agents 
could hardly condescend to come to this end of the Capitol. But the 
investigation was going on here, and there was a little publicity gained 
for it. It became necessary, it would appear, that some notice should 
be taken of the challenge and the accompanying assertions made in the 
southern wing of the Capitol with reference to this matter. And right 
at this point let the importance of the statement of enormous cost be 
fully and explicitly erstood. 

Whenever the subject has been broached before a public audience 
during the last twenty years it has been said at the time by some hon- 
est listeners, or subsequently stated in the columns of some venal sheet 
published in the neighborhood, that it was reported that a Government 
postal telegraph would cost the nation over $100,000,000, and that a 
proportionate expenditure year by year would be required for main- 
tenance and extension. Thousands upon tens of thousands of good 
people have had their minds closed at once to any consideration of this 
subject by this very statement. Such was the intention and effect of 
the original proclamation of cost—which the unsophisticated readers 
had been led to believe and the corrupt papers had been hired to repeat. 

But it became necessary to take a little notice of the agitation that 
had been stirred up at this end of the Capitol of the nation. Soan 
agent of the monopoly came over, and among other things graciously 
informed us at an open meeting of a committee that the Western Union 
Telegraph lines were worth from $70,000,000 to $80,000,000. A few 
days thereafter I received a letter from Hon. Gardiner G. Hubbard, in- 
forming me that asubcommittee of the House Committee on Post-Offices 
would hear him on the postal telegraph on the following morning at half 
past 10, and adding that he would be pleased if I would be present and 
ask any questions which I might desire to propound in the course of his 
remarks. This able and courteous gentleman has been for many years 
an advocate of a system of postal telegraphy known as the contract 
system; at first proposing to organize a company for the purpose of tak- 
ing the contract. Mr. Hubbard has never disguised his plans or pur- 
pose in any respect, and he has plainly said that he and his associates 
could make money on 2 contract such as he has suggested with greatly 
reduced rates as compared with the tariff in existence at the time when 
he submitted his propositions. This personal statement is, of course, 
somewhat to one side, and is uttered because I do not wish to be placed 
in a false position with reference to this distinguished gentleman, for 
whom I have the highest personal respect. 

Now, Mr. Hubbard has been studying this subject in America and 
Europe for many years. He is justly proud of his inquiries in this con- 
sideration and of the efforts which he has made, legitimately and hon- 
orably, in and around the Halis of Congress, with reference to this 
matter. And, therefore, it was with unusual and (as it appeared to 
me) with a severe emphasis that on the occasion to which I refer—to 
wit, on the Ist day of April, 1884—he said before the subcommittee of 
the Post-Office Committee of this House that the Western Union Tele- 
graph lines could not be duplicated for less than $60,000,000. My sole 
question on that occasion was for a repetition of that statement on his 
part, that there might be no mistake as to what he said. He repeated 
the statement, And it was not strange to observe that it was immedi- 
ately followed by an exclamation from some one in that open cham- 
ber—an honorable member of the House Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads—to the effect that then the stock of the company was not 
so very much watered after all. 

But my challenge remained in House bill No. 98. And thereafterin 
other forms I distinctly reiterated it; thereby confronting so able and 
intelligent a gentleman and so a personal friend as Mr. Hub- 

. Even Mr. Hubbard had grossly deceived. But it will 
transpire that I put him upon fresh inquiry. : 


Has there been any progress? I can go no further into detail in this 
branch of inquiry, and hasten to the conclusion. Within a few weeks 
after the date last named, Mr. Hubbard placed himself upon record be- 
fore a Senate committee on post-offices as declaring that the Western 
Union lines were worth about $43,000,000; and that many would doubt- 
less believe, and say, that his estimate was as much too high as others 
would contend that it was too low. All the time my challenge bill said 
$25,000,000. And we have now come down from $120,000,000 to $43,- 
000,000—a paring down of $77,000,000. 

Finally, a little over one month before the adjournment of Congress, 
a report comes from the Senate committee, in which we are informed 
that the Western Union lines are not worth above $30,220,965—a re- 
duction of $90,000,000. Has there been any p in practical en- 
lightenment? (See page 6, report of Senate Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, May 27, 1884. 

Mr. Chairman, the telegraph lines owned by the Western Union Tele- 
graph Company are not worth $12,000,000. I intended, if I had had 
opportunity upon this floor at the last session, after the report from the 
subcommittee on postal telegraphy, to demonstrate that the wires, ys 
insulators, and instruments belonging to that company could be dupli- 
cated for less than $15,000,000. 3 

Mr. Chairman, a new member u the floor of this House labors 
under t disadvantages, few of which are known to the general pub- 
lic, and none of which are fully estimated until experience has taught 
the lesson. The limitations of the rules are sometimes iniquitous; but 
the customs which no rules can at once doaway with, and with reference 
to which we have hardly a right to complain, are of such a character as 
to forbid that frequent entrance upon debate which a gentleman endowed 
with an ordinary amount of modesty can only afford to do and maintain 
his self-respect after having established large relations of personal ac- 
quaintanceship. It is not a question of cou on the one hand, and I 
might say that it is not a question having in it much of the element of 
courtesy on the other. It isdifficult to obtain recognition, not only here 
but before committees, when you are almost absolutely a stranger in a 
strange council; and hence I have to apologize for or explain with re- 
spect tomy failure to speak out more freely here and elsewhere in formal 
manner on these and kindred subjects. 

Under all the circumstances, I return in the circle of contemplation 
and with some sentiments of cheer over what has been ac- 
compli 

There has been progress; at least the people of this country now 
know that the lines of the Western Union Telegraph Company are not 
worth $120,000,000, nor yet one-fourth of that amount. 

And hundreds of thousands of our fellow-citizens know that the chal- 
lenge has been made, which involves the assertion here that for less than 
$25,000,000 you can link every post-office south of the northernmost 
boundary of Washington Territory, and not representing over four hun- 
dred inhabitants, with the telegraphic wires, adequate to carry the letters 
of the people that are or will be ready for such transmission by a genuine 
Government postal telegraph at a reasonable charge. 

Writes Charles E. Buell, one of the most experienced telegraph-line 
managers and instrument makers in this country, in a letter to me 
from Springfield, Mass., dated February 18, 1885: 

It would be of the greatest advantage to the Government and the people at 
large if an investigation could be made in Congress that would show the work- 
ing conditions of the lines of all telegraph companies and their relations and 
contracts with railway and other corporations. In the first instance, the testi- 
mony of the officials and employés of the Western Union Telegraph Company 
would show that their lines are so dilapidated as to be worthless, and but for 
contracts with other companies could not deliver messages over long stretches, 

And again, under later date, Mr. Buell says: 


It is believed that the entire property of the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany could be shown to be worth not much, if any, over $10,000,000; and to Day 
vidends on their vast capital not only labor but the property is being sacrificed. 


Observe that in this-last quoted remark Mr. Buell, who is an author- 
ity on all such matters, refers deprecatingly to the outrageous wage-re- 
duction, to which I shall hereafter more particularly refer. 

But if my estimate of cost was absurd,“ how much more ridicu- 
lous was the proposition to be found in House bill No. 98,which I in- 
troduced on the first bill day of last session, for a uniform rate through- 
out the Republic of ten words for 10 cents? Yet we had not proceeded 
very far in the inquiries instituted during the last session before the 
confession was made on the part of the Western Union Telegraph Com- 
pany Officials that in the event of a reduction of tariff to a maximum 
sum much larger than the one I had named, there soon would be a 
patronage amounting to 100,000,000 dispatches every year. On this 
I hastened to place the Simple Simon multiplication of tens—in a speech 
before a subcommittee of the House Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads—and to the astonishment of the great monopoly calculators the 
result was a gross income in oneyear of nearly one-half the amount re- 
quired for the construction of the all- connecting system of lines. (See 
my speech before House Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
March 25, 1884.) Thereupon, immediately after having declared that 
Government competition would necessarily and inevitably be ruinously 
absorbing in its grasp of public patronage, there was the low-voiced re- 


sponse about the competition of private lines. But if the private lines 
could not live or pay dividends to-day, with their monopoly, at the figures 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


123 


proposed in the Senate bill, which are from 50 per cent. tofive times as 
much as those proposed in my bill, how shall they live and compete 
with the Government and its uniform 10-cent rate throughout the coun- 
try? Answer me that. 

Mr. Chairman, there never was such cheatery in public declamation 
on any subject presented for the consideration of the American people 
and their Representatives as there has been with to telegraphy. 
The nine hundred and ninety-nine out of 1,000 citizens who have no 

information on this subject (and this is no impeachment of 
cir character for general intelligence) have been led to believe, for in- 
stance, that the cost of a local battery was $5 a day, when the expense 
for that time did not reach as many cents. And so far as possible the 
actual cost of everything connected with the business has been covered 
up, or has been magnified; and this has been done in conjunction with 
the systematic suppression of all information touching individual or or- 
ganized efforts to bring about a reform with respect to telegraph man- 
agement. These efforts for concealment and misrepresentation have 
largely contributed to keep the majority of our people in the belief that 
we are well served and judiciously and economically provided for by 
the telegraph monopoly of the land. 

Has there been progress? I remember when first in my adopted and 
beloved State I began to agitate this question by the delivery of public 
lectures upon the subject, that I was surprised myself, even after what 
Thad learned in private conversations, on discovering the lack of correct 
or exact information among the people on this subject. And so was 
I indueed more and more to make such lecturing a part of my missionary 
service—a service by the way in which I intend to continue so long 
as I shall have strength of body and of mind and occasional opportunity 
for such public and patriotic service amid the exactions of a laborious 
professional life. For I regard the proposition for a genuine Govern- 
ment postal telegraph as the main question of importance before the 
popio of this country; and I have become more and more convinced 

uring the last twenty years of its due pre-eminence as a topic for pop- 
ular and Congressional consideration. 

Stop a moment to think—and when you are about to send a dispatch 
by telegraph or are writing a letter for which you anxiously wish the 
speediest 8 give pause to reflect about the advantage of an 
uniform rate of ten cents for ten words between all stations in this Re- 
pams How much of your present mail correspondence could then go 

y lightning? What benefit, what satisfaction in such daily communi- 
cations! How the pangs of partings would be assuaged! How the ties of 
friendships could be maintained and strengthened! What thousand 
and one misunderstandings would be prevented or corrected! And in 
business, how vast and incalculable the advan to the common peo- 
ple! Well, your Government could and should give you this cheap 
method of intercommunieation. O, citizens of the United States, your 
Government can do this and make a profit from the enterprise. ill 
Senatorsand Representatives be instructed accordingly within the next 
two years? 

Ah! but you would interfere with a legitimate private enterpri 
and by governmental interference you would rob the widows an 
orphans’’ who have stock in the Western Union Telegraph Company. 
In this kind of speech the agents of Jay Gould and company did not 
fail to largely indulge before the committees at the last session. And 
as their drivel in this vein is in print, there can be no question of pro- 
priety in regard to referring to it. It is not shielded from answering 
or contemptuous notice by the “ etiquette of committee confidence.“ 
Ray, it is a matterof monopoly newspaper appeal. Talk of that which 
is despicable in the way of statement or argument! Idecline to repeat 
obvious replies to such appeals. But where do they come from? They 
come from men who have reduced the wages of the laborers in their 
employ to the point of poverty. They have within the past few years 
cut down from $100 a month to $56 a month as an average for opera- 
tors upon their lines. How many poor widows and orphans have been 
pinched by the outrageous and grinding tyranny of wage-reduction 
that has been practiced against the worthy people by whose skill the 
telegraphic dispatches of the day are transmitted ! 

And in the same breath—for these things push in with the force of 
a flood—let it not be forgotten that it has even been a matter of boast, 
sometimes uttered above a whisper, that the work of the monopoly was 
more cheaply performed, so far as the operators and line-men were con- 
cerned, than it would have been, or would be, under direct Government 
pa telegraph management. And youare actually invited to maintain 

or your telegraphic intercommunication this monopoly because the 
corporation can exact from your citizens the severest toil requisite in 
the business for a sum far less than that which any administration of 
Federal Government would have the conscience to fix. 

Has there been p ? Looking at the bills reported from the com- 
mittees—bills for a contract by the Government for telegraphic service 
we may reply both Yes” and No.“ Any reports bringing the sub- 
ject up directly for discussion might be hailed as a sign of progress. 
We will glance at something of their origin and history. And in order 
to do so we must step back a little in the record of events. 

I intended before arri at this stage of my remarks to have drawn 


attention to the fact that whereas it had been stated in 1883 by the 
officers of the telegraph monopoly, or some of them, that it was impos- 


sible to reduce the then existing tariff of charges for telegraphic trans- 
mission without bringing financial disaster upon the corporation, as soon 
as it was ascertained that ii WIE TOTO MI EOT igen wc 
for Government postal telegraph at the session 0: Congress 
the tariff was reduced; and shortly afterward it was announced that 
profits and dividends would not be less on this account. The ae 
for a message across the continent was reduced from $1.50 to $1, al- 
though an appeal for such reduction between the shores had been met 
by the telegraph officers, a short time prior to the reduction, with dec- 
larations about the absolute impoverishment ’’ that would ensue upon 
such an act. 

Here is testimony of a double consequence—having, in fact, three 

i First, testimony to the fact that high telegraphic rates are 
kept up to prevent a certain class of people from using the Seeed 
lines for commercial purposes, in order that the telegraph monopo 
may play with the markets of the country and the world. Seco 
here is testimony establishing either the ignorance or the unscrupulous 
character of the men of business who, being related to the monopoly as 
officers, undertake to say that a reduction will prove disastrous, when 
experience was ample to show them, and did past all question demon- 
strate to a candid judgment, that a reduction would result in no loss, 
if it did not produce additional gain. Third, there was testimony to 
the value of agitation on this subject, and agitation in the onl, 
that is effective as against these monopolists—directed toward and exist- 
ing in or about to exist in the Congress of the United States. 

e first overland telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pa- 
cific Ocean was constructed with money given by the General and by 
State Governments. The profits in the very first year after its con- 
struction amounted to as much as the original cost of the line. This 
much in passing. 

It having been ascertained that great and unusually favorable in- 
terest had aroused in the two Houses of Congress with respect to 
the proposition for a genuine postal telegraph, it became necessary that 
there should be a diversion. Or, if you please, outside of the old mo- 
nopoly were persons of wealth who had observed or ascertained some- 
thing with respect to the enormous profits connected with the ee 
business, and who had been watching for an opportunity to lift up their 
little temporarily competing telegraphic enterprise into such formida- 
ble proportions as would enable them to call for a partnership, open 
or secret, with the Jay Gould corporation. 

There may be some latitude of speculation as to the exact status of 
parties who now put in an appearance before the Legislature of the na- 
tion with . for a contract a so-called postal telegraph con- 
tract. Be that as it may, the inquiry, the investigation having for its 
object and outcomea genuine postal telegraph had reached such a point, 
had nei e such a momentum, that it was either considered danger- 
ous by the existing great monopoly, and so demanded catching or coun- 
ter propositions, or it was believed to be at a proper flood-tide for the 
little but rising rival speculators, when there appears in the literature 
of this subject what is known as the Johnny Mackay contract-job bill. 

Now, I have not time to fully discuss the character of that measure 
and to show as fully and unanswerably as I can that a contract-job postal 
telegraph—“ postal telegraph,’’ so called—would be of comparatively 
little advantage as compared with, or over and above, existing accommo- 
dations, and arrangements that are certain of existence in the future 
without governmental action in the premises. I must principally con- 
fine myself now to the history of the interjected scheme, and often leave 
my respected hearers to draw their own particular inferences as to origin, 
motives, &c., as the narrative proceeds, or as they do me the honor to 
look it over in the printed page. 

‘The committees, and especially the members of the subcommittees, 
of the two Houses were apparently favorably impressed, as some of the 
individual members for years had been, with the project for a genuine 
postal Lec e Now, then, who comes upon the scene? My 
sonal knowledge of these particulars is of course mainly N 
what occurred at this end of the Capitol. 

There is produced a bill providing for a contract with the Johnny 
Mackay Cable and Postal Telegraph Company. It is brought here by 
none other than two persons formerly residents upon the Pacific coast, 
both of whom had long ago acquired an aromatic reputation as lobby- 
ists and manipulators of Legislatures. In the room of one of these 
persons, whose character and reputation is clearly shadowed forth in 
what is known as the Huntington-Colton . this Johnny 
Mackay bill is first read by a distinguished and honored Representa- 
tive, who is then and there advised that a genuine postal-telegraph 
system means ‘‘ centralization;’* and that this contract-job text presents 
the proper plan for legislation. The bill is brought into the commit- 
tee-room not by the usual methods of introduction. And not until it 
has been partly considered by sections in committee, a consideration not 
theretofore accorded to some of the postal-telegraph bills that had been 
regularly introduced into this House, was it o here and referred; 
a manifest attempt to impose upon the honorable gentlemen of the com- 
mittee, who in their integrity and their simplicity it was probably hoped 
might possibly be betrayed into a sudden favorable in behalf of 
the iniquitous lobby measure, the real character of which these honor- 
able gentlemen did not at first for a moment suspect. 
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When Mr. Hubbard and associates came asking for a national char- 
ter and a contract, m years gone by, they said that they to 
make a profit from franchise and operations. ag erin) Macar saa 
F exclusively in the attitude of public 


Before the committee appears one of the two individuals to whom I 
have referred, and as his appearance was heralded in advance 
and his words before the committee reported at length and printed in 
public newspapers—hayving been put in grammatical shape by the con- 
siderate reporter—there is no breach of committee etiquette in this an- 
nouncement. He came to advocate the passage of the Johnny Mackay 
contract bill. And on his first or second ap when quickly 
questioned as to the value of the franchise he sought, he frankly or inad- 
vertently admitted that it was worth $46,000,000 to his company to 
secure the privileges and prerogatives granted in his measure. There 
were two members of this House listening attentively, one of whom 
was accustomed to hear and record with accuracy the language of public 

zers, who have reported and who can now testify to the fact of the 
making of thisadmission. Indeed the admission was caught up and 
italicized on the instant by one of these hearers. The injurious effect 
of such an admission upon the prospects of his bill flashed upon the 
mind of its advocate when I remarked that the people of the United 
States were entitled to that $46,000,000, retained in their own pockets 
or in their public Treasury or otherwise saved to themselves, if there was 
to be anything in the form of a governmental system of postal telegraph. 
Then came retraction or denial as to the utterance, and a desperate en- 
deavor to support the denial by the evidence of those who failed to listen 
when the important confession was made. 

But I assert it here who am entitled to speak on this subject, and 
competent withal. I say that if you pass a Johnny Mackay contract 
bill or any contract-job proposition of the kind that has been outlined 
before this Congress—and whether you intend it or not - ou are in one 
way and another taking from the people of the United States within 
a decade of service or a seven-years’ charter existence more than 
$46,000,000. And this is counting nothing beyond the mere fact of rel- 
ative disadvantage in the payment of prices that ars or will be far in 
excess of the tariff that should be; this is not taking into consideration 
the fact and inevitable effect of continuing to the commercial in- 
terests of this country, ay, and the political control of affairs to a great 
extent, under the espionage and at all times under the pressure and 
sometimes under the absolute and exclusive control or dictation of a 
telegraph corporation management. . 

It may be, it must be presumed that the contract-job gentleman had 
eee; on profits of the seven years of permit to run a wire into the 
principal post-offices of the land, or take messages on a Government 
stamp and with Government connection prestige. Reflect u the 
profits which this indicates as the fruits of the tariff then ; 

Mr. i why should the people of the United States pay from 
50 per cent. above reasonable rates to ten times the figures on a reason- 
able tariff for c transmission of their letters? For the ben- 
efit of the few so incorporators. What else for? 

Ah, but there are no sinister objects in the original propositions for 
a contract job such as was laid before honorable committees of this Con- 
gress in behalf of the Johnny Mackay combination. I declare that 
manifestly—on the very face of the submission—there were. Butif 
you insist that there were not or could not have been, I might inquire 
why it was then that ten thousand shares of the stock of the so-called 


Postal Telegraph Company was sent to a member of this House, with- | posed 


out request or agreement of any kind for a consideration, after he had 
been elected a member of this body? That honorable gentleman ex- 
hibited this stock to two of his fellow-members upon the floor of this 
Chamber before he returned it to the source of corruption from whence 
it came. If 10,000 shares were sent to one Re tative, how many 
shares to other Representatives who returned the bribe without expos- 
ure? And what does this indicate as to the stock-watering process 
planned and already begun, in hope and expectation of the passage of 
a job-contract measure by the Senate and House of Representatives ? 

What the people need, what the people want and for when they 
are enlightened upon this subject, what the people should have in the 
premises, is a genuine postal telegraph system, such as exists in every 
other civilized nation outside of the North American Continent; and 
anything short of this means not only all of the evil we at present suf- 
fer in the way of relatively extortionate charges for the transmission of 
letters by telegraph, but an increasing oppression in the form of wage- 
reduction, and multiplying and enlarging outrages in methods of manip- 
ulating the politics of the country for the benefit of soulless corpora- 
tions and their retinue of agents and flunkies. This is the simplicity 
of the whole matter. 

It is claimed that a contract-job plan for a postal telegraph exactly 
follows the present system of mail iage on rai and steamboats. 
Ideny it. The analogy in this connection is more aptly between 
the mail-bag and the electric wire—the former and its custodian bemg 
always the sworn employé of the Government, directly responsible to 
and paid by the Government, and none other. It will be remembered 
that when the first telegraph lines were constructed many simple-minded 
folks were led to believe or imagine that the noise or the music made 


by the playing of the wind on the strands and through the insulator 
passages was caused by the rushing of little rolls of letter pages through 
the belly of the wire. We now laugh at such imaginings, but they sug- 
gest a correct comparison at this time. 

It is claimed that by the contract-job system the Government will 
obtain a postal telegraph for the people without the expenditure of a 
dollar from the national Treasury. ere is a falsehood in this claim. 
But, as I have elsewhere and repeatedly shown, under my bill there 
would be no outlay required from the public Treasury save such as 
might be necessary for the engraving and the printing of the bonds for 
the loan authorized and a small additional expense, perhaps, on sta- 
tionery accounts. I will append to my speech an editorial from a news- 

per, the management of which is neither politically nor personally 

iendly to me, drawing special attention to this proposed people’s loan 
for a people’s line, and I will express here the hope that the readers of 
my remarks on this occasion will do me and will do the cause of a 
genuine postal telegraph the justice to note the provisions of my bill 
in the particulars justindicated. Mr. William H. Storey, a well-known 
and experienced telegraph superintendent, writes as follows to a mem- 
ber of this House: 

The best brief argument in favor of Mr. Sumwer’s bill is presented in the bill 
itself. It is on all accounts vastly preferable to the other bills on the same sub- 
ject now pending in Congress. 

Have we had any indications of popular demand as a direct specific 
result of the agitation in Congress, in this Forty-eighth term of the Na- 
tional Legislature? 

April na 1884, Tammany Society, New York, by unanimous vote, 
adopted the following resolution, which was introduced by Hon. Henry 
A. Gumbleton: ~ 
E A a E 
honestly administered will give the people of this country a cheap and reliable 
meansof communication under ent of able o directly respon- 
sible to the people, and thus take this adjunct of the post-office out of the danger- 
ous control of gigantic, corrupting monopolies. 

The New York Anti-monopoly League and Lodges of the Knights of 
Labor, embracing or representing a membership of over one hundred 
thousand persons, passed a similar resolution. 

Both houses of the Legislature of California 2 and by over- 
whelming vote approved the text of my bill. And this winter, with- 
out suggestion of mine, the house of representatives of the Ohio Leg- 
islature, by more than a two-thirds vote, a similar preamble and 
resolution. The fact that this preamble and resolution was defeated 
in the senate of the Legislature of Ohio only contributed to the em- 

hasis of indorsement, inasmuch as it is notorious that agents of the 
estern Union Company brought all their accustomed appliances to bear 
in the city of Columbus in order to secure such a defeat; thus marking 
the appreciation which the monopoly has of the force of such appro- 
vals, and giving another exhibition—as announced by some of the pepers 
in the interior whose correspondents and publishers are not bound by 
the Associated Press ligatures—of the corrupt motives, dispositions, 
and deeds of the masters of this great telegraph corporation. 

Later still, both houses of the Michigan Legislature, as I am in- 
Tormad, without a dissenting voice passed this preamble and these reso- 

utions: 

Whereas the interests of the people of the State of Michigan, of whatever 

ion, calling, or profession, and of every shade of political belief, demand 
that the Government of the United States undertake the business of trunsmit- 
ting by eewns, “intelligence between the inhabitants of the land,“ as pe 


the measure now before Congress known as the “Sumner postal tele- 
graph bill :” Therefore, 
resolved by rm of the State of Michigan, That we heartily 


uced in Co; 


a dat ane 
ngress on. CHARLES A. 
Wise 


That our Senators and Representatives in Congress be, and are 
hereby, 795 . apport and by all honorable means endeavor 
ol y 

Resolved, the governor of Michigan be requested to forward a copy of 
the foregoing resol ns to each of our Senators and Representatives in Gon- 
gress, 

Mr. J. B. Taltavall, editor and publisher of the Tel 
cate, writes to me under recent date that after a comparison of 
views the telegraphers of the country are unanimous in their 
support of my “ believing it to 


phers’ Advo- 


practically 

be in all respects a most ex- 
cellent bill, and best adapted to give the country a true postal telegraph 

Mr. Chairman, it is easy enough to bring forward propositions for 
which great ameliorating force and effect may be claimed by the adroit 
and audacious demagogue; against which the real monopolists and op- 
pressors of the people will neither raise nor entertain any objection. 
In fact, it is a part of the policy of the monopolists of the country to en- 
courage the introduction into legislative bodies, as well as to appiaud 
the presentation before popular audiences, of propositions in which and 
by which it may plausibly be claimed that there is a remedy for a vast 
number of political evils or amelioration for some one great and growing 
social grievance, when in point of fact the propositions are of no prac- 
tical value whatsoever. eed, we have bly all of us seen or 


To 
heard co ions bestowed by ee e upon plans of reform, 


mmendati 
to be accomplished through legislation and otherwise, which it was as- 
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serted and declared would be wholesale in scope and 

creasingly . Secor peak aes ick 3 

33 monopolists only encourage ve learned 
te and foster advocacies of the character indicated; and alas! 

sedi 0 eee e to-day applauded by the multitude who 

have not as eee ee ee imposition in which 


engaged. 

There should be no no great or widespread mistaking as to the true rad- 
ical reform proposition. The one that comes down to every-day service 
and touches the heart of the matter—this is of the kind of propositions 
that are abhorrent to the m i And the men who suggest or 
promulgate or plead for them are hated and slandered and ostracized 
to the extent of P the ability of the chief o: oppressors of the land. 
Now the monopolists are well aware of the fact ‘that if the people 

h and by their Government once possessed the control and rea- 
pst use of the telegraph as a transmitter of correspondence, there 
would be little less than a revolution in those departments of business 
and social activity that are affected by instantaneous and cheap inter- 
communication. 

We have few noble specimens of metropolitan journalism in this coun- 

Our leading dailies throughout the length and breadth of the land 
are as a rule the serfs of the telegraph monopoly. Some are most ably 
conducted in all respects; and yet when it comes to questions affecting 
the telegraph monopoly they are dumb or hesitate not to publish that 
which the mercenary masters of the t lines dictate or desire. And 
if you pass a contract-job bill they will remain the slaves of a telegraph 
combination, with its associated press attachment, the same as they 
now are and have been during the last twenty years of our national life. 

With what unblushing impudence does the Jay Gould telegraph mo- 
nopoly and its avowed and its secretly bound allies—some of the latter 
2 competition at this moment, perhaps talk about the par- 

t” of a Government telegraph, when in addition to 
36 to which I referred in my speech in 
this House one year ago, in addition to the record showing the contri- 
bution of the telegraph monopoly to the great Presidential steal“ of 
187677, we have the very recent history of the attempt to manipulate 
the news by telegraph in New York so as to defeat the will of the peo- 
ple as 8 by the vote of that Commonwealth at the last election ! 

The honest man connected with the management of the telegraph 
and news monopoly in New York city at the time alluded to—I refer to 
Mr. Heuston (who ought to be summoned before a committee of in- 


giny appointed and empowered to investigate by the next Congress) i 


will testify to the shameless efforts of Jay Gould and others to misrep- | pro 
resent and misreport and otherwise give aid and comfort toa diabolical 
scheme for chan the true count of the ballots in the Empire State 
in November last, for the purpose of depriving Grover Cleveland of the 
electoral vote of that Commonwealth and transferring it to another. 
that it was impracticable to carry out his plan and p in 
the direction indicated, Mr. Jay Gould gives the extreme illustration of 
his effrontery and his brazen hope to yet secure “‘ amiable relations” 
with the incoming administration by telegraphing congratulations to 
the President-elect. Ishould add that report says that the dis- 
patch was appropriately and promptly consigned to the waste-basket. 

Give us a genuine Government telegraph and you at once eman- 
cipate the press of this country from a thralldom that has prevented 
free t and honest advocacy through the columns of the majority 
of the city dailies of our country. 

Mr. Chairman, I am apprehensive, in fact I am convinced, that any- 
thing short of the comprehensive measure which proposes and disposes, 
plans, and appropriates money adequate to the construction of an entire 
network of telegraphic lines (such as is provided for in the bill which I 
have introduced) will not bring to our people the achievement de- 
signed and desired under the name of a postal telegraph. If you start 
out with the construction of skeleton lines—lines between principal 
cities—you will have competition concentrated side by side, with con- 
sequent losses to the Government, with resultant claims in favor of pri- 
vate management in all or in principal particulars, such as will end in 
the relinquishment of the Government enterprise. 

The sum which I have set down as sufficient for the comprehensive 
construction is, as compared with benefits sure to follow, aninsignificant 
price for the great achievement. Pass this, or a substantially similar 
m and let the administration proceed to fait act upon and 
under it, and there can be no manner of question that within a few 
short months the people of this country who are accustomed to corre- 

mdence will be transmitting a large proportion of their communica- 
tions over the electric wire, and by their patronage yielding to the Gov- 
ernment not merely a great interest upon the investment, but rapidly 
returning the capital sum itself into the coffers of the nation. 

And pray donot forget that under the terms of House bill 98, which 
I will append to my speech, the General Government will not have to 
advance more than five or six thousand dollars—for bond and circular 
printing, &c.—in order to obtain for our people the vast and incalcu- 

ble benefits of a genuine Government postal telegraph. To avoid the 
objection of ok OLLINDA EINOLA eae other reasons, 
eee in bill which lave TO y me. 

By the contract-job bills which have been reported the fig- 


ures are set at from 50 per cent. to ten times above the proper charges 


t and in- for 


8 i The contract bills fix a tariff of 20 to 
ts ten-word messages. My bill is for a uniform not 
exceeding 10 cents for ten words between all offices. Pass bill number 
98, or one of such a pattern, and within a few years the tariff therein 
prescribed may be reduced more than one-half, with a following patron- 
age that will maintain the lines and pro ge ieee segs heaps 
engaged in operating and in preserving the construc- 
tions. Nor will e 
in our great nation the lightning will take the plain text or the cipher 
of the citizen at rates that will literally rival in cheapness the postage 
charges of to-day. The people of this country should rise up as one 
person and demand the n a genuine postal telegraph bill. 


APPENDIX A. 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, December 10, 1583. 
Mr. CHARLES A. SUMNER, of California, introduced the following bill: 
“A bill to enlarge the postal facilities of the people of the United States. 


„FFC E 
America in Congr That to provide the panne of the United States 
by du faites for . 3 nd enjoyed by even oth civilized 
ie course o as are joy y every other na- 
tion, it is determined and declared that th % postal system of the United States 
sisal include and embrace a postal . and the Postmaster-General is 
hereby authorized, empowered, and instructed to proceed at once to prescribe 
or cause to be prepared plans and 1 ge the construction oft the lines 
; and actual 3 in the bu shall be 


number o 
ſor business and 
sr phe tme to the lowest ible bidd bidd 

office appointments, to the lowest respons: er or ers, 
exoept as hereinafter provided. 
Sec. 2. That the better to “carry an the e 23 sve of this act the office of 


Fourth Assistant P. t-General is created; and such officer, who 
shall be a co tand skillful electrician, shall be pointed in n * man- 
ner in which the other Assistant Postmasters-G choral axe ee 


the same salary. The duties of such officer shall be, 3 
ar fa tot tothe Se of the Postmaster-General, toexercise a 


of management and control over the administration of the Siegert, — to 
make an annual report thereupon to the Postmaster-General, w) report shall 
show the amount of the recei and expenditures of his office, the number of 
Government and other transmitted during the year the 
date of such report, the number of miles of new lines co , the number 
of new offices o jally re- 


s moeie as near as Ser apk a 
the following places, namely: Portland, in the State of Maine; 
ington Territory; Boston, in che State of Massachusetts; 8 ET the — 
of Oregon; New York, in the State of New York; Philadelphia, in Jho — 
Pennsylvania Baltimore, in the State of Maryland; Washington, in riho D 
lumbia ; Richmond, in the State of Virginia; N New Berne, in the State 
of North Carolina; Charleston, in the State of South Carolina; Savannah, in the 
State of Georgia; Jacksonville, in the State of Florida; Mobile, in the State of 
Alabama; New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana; Galveston, in the 
Nichi Cincinnati and Cleveland, in the State of Ohio; Detroit. in the State of 


in the State of Illinois; Minnea; lis. in the State of Minne- 
and Kansas Ci 


; Chicago, 

maha, in tho State of N: ebraska; Saint t Lo ity, in the 
Beane — —ñ— — ver, in the State 8 Pa Laxe ened a 
Territory ; Yre cisco, Angeles, San 
Diego, in the State of California; and the work of nm shall continue 
with all reasonable ch along the routes selected by the Postmast en- 
eral until every town in the United of four hundred inhabitantsor more, 
situated south of the northernmost boundary of Washington Territory, shall 


1 — 


— other 


t, necessary or desirable for 5 — 


ments, and 


7 — 
be 


—— 
ng of the — poles, to shall be of the 
material a in every respect, so far as reasonably may 
the highest cane * the most rapid performance of the work that 
required to be done ir agency. 

Sec. 5. That the were offices of 5 legraph shall be established in 
the respective post-offices of the Uni States, in the cities and towns and vil- 
lages on the routes designated, and the local „5 be under the 
rvision and direction of the postmasters in city, town a so 


a 
eee ei a th iptsof postal log h office, 
any ene in the receiptsof an -te o as com 
with the eee derived from thi tho di of telegra ae 


8 out of the fur 


ph stamps, 
yey bonds as 1 Fa for; 2 thes Secretary of 
honor the drafts of the Postmaster-General in accordance with, 


rovide for the transmission of eee 

the N of 5 5 — at a rate not exceeding 20 cents for one hun- 

dred words. 1 provide and publish rules and reg - 
to secure entire im ty in the transmission of the press 

But nothing in this be so 3 Post- 


or A it 
——— 
d fi rded ie ire sp elope, b; 
and forwa: a env 
1 telegraph at ail times, —— 
eneral. But nothing 


canceled upon such tel 
forth under his direction to the 8 offices of the le of the United 
Eae oag Naving n ESE EEP teaeen win E N A E ext 
messages, ng wo ces ru ereon 8] ngs, an 
with such information and instructions printed on the Roos or on the back of said 
blanks as the Postmaster-General may direct; and the Postmaster-General may, 
his discretion, cause to be issued blanks bearing an engraved stamp of an ap- 
2 and of such denominations as he may select and determine. 
ks upon which foreign messages shall be sent may be prescribed and issued 
by the order of the Postmaster-General, so soon as he shall have made 8 
55 t 7 the waste ace . 2 
ent o ts 
ted States of as hereinafter provided. 
| “ Sec. 8. That the Postmaster-General shall cause to be issued ph 
cards, of the denomination of 10 cents and 15 cents and 20 cents, on one side of 
which w. shall be ruled for the writing of postal-telegraph 1 
Such egruph cards may be deposited in any letter post- box at a post. o 
where there isa 1-telegraph connection, or in any letter x which isor 
may be fixed on a letter-carrier route. Ifthe number of words written oil em 
tal-telegraph card so deposited as above does not exceed the limit p: bed 
by this act, these words, composing a message, shall be dispatched by the 
tal telegraph ; all messages so received being sent in the order in which they 
reach ds of the naster or his ass the Postmaste 
herein set forth, in penalty envelopes, to 
in the United States where postal. ion has 
been and maintained. 
` “Sec, 9. That the money-order system existing and now in operation in the 
Post-Office De t shall, as soon as practicable, be adapted to the postal 
2 and the charge for transmitting money-orders by the postal t ph 
the United States, wherever moncy-order offices are now or may be here- 
shall be the rates charged upon money-orders transmitted by 
mail, in addition to the regular charge for postal telegrams; but no postal-tele- 
gra: h money-order shall exceed $50. 

E 10. That the Secretary of the Treasury is authorized and instructed to 
issue bonds of the United States, in amounts not exceeding $50 each, and not 
exceeding in the te value $25,000,000, redeemable in lawful money of 
the United States within twenty years, and payable within thirty years from 
the day of issue, bearing interest at the rate of r cent. per annum, payable 
in lawful money of the United States, at the su in the city of New 
York, or in the city of Chicago, or in the city of San Francisco, on lst day 
of January and on the Ist day of July of each year. Each bond shall be sold 

y, and shall bear interest from the Ist day of January or the lst day of 
Each postmaster in the United States 


thej 


be devoted to the construction and mainte- 
nance of the postal telegraph of the United States, including payment for wires, 
cables, poles, tro: insulators, batteries, operating instruments, and all office 
appointments, the right of way, andany operating cxpenses not met by the 
receipts for the sending of messages or the sale of postal-telegraph stamps, and 
the sale of stamped postal-telegraph cards or stam blanks, during the first 
five years from and after the date of the passage and approval of this act; and 
the ce ent shall keep a se; te account of allsales and receipts 
and of all expenditures connected with the construction, establishment, and 
maintenance of the postal 8 of the people of the United States; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall honor all drafts ofthe Postmaster-General in ac- 
cordance with the provisions of this section. 

» “Sec, 11. That the right of way is hereby ted for the construction of the 
lines of the telegraph over all the public lands of the United States; and 
there is hereby dedicated and granted for the use of Government employés 
in the postal department of the United States so much of the public lands as ma; 
be needed for station building or workshops along the lines of said 


‘ostmaster-General may, in his discretion, construct an 
underground line of insulated wires or cables where and when, in his judgment, 
newer ner an iit a will be preferable to a linc constructed by wires or cables 
stretched upon poles. 

“Src. 13. ‘That the telegraph lines of the postal telegraph shall be constructed 
along or across or under any street, road, , railroad, or other public high- 
way that the Postmaster-General may designate; and no one shall be allowed 
damages or rental for the right of way on said lines except the same shall not 
be 7 a public highway. 

Sen 14. That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized and empowered to 
open for business, at the rates hereinbefore designated, or at less rates for trans- 
mission, any section of fifty miles of telegraph wire or wires completed in pur- 
oaee o pai po Fioni 5 this act; and i 8 a 4 ae 

or and empowered to accept, as a part e postal the people 
of the United States, any section of fifty miles or more along the line of the routes 


ostmaster- G. could 
ilar or equally excellent section of telegraph line on this 
A That 
“Sec. 15. the Postmaster-General shall, 
us and arrangements with the ee tele- 
graph lines ph cables which extend from the United States into foreign 
countries, by w: telegraphic messages may be forwarded between persons 


OF 80+ 
Gov- 


ea ee ee i rn en 
Postmaster-General is hereby 


coun’ 
the 
“Src. 16. That the 


“Sec. 17. That all persons shall have the right to correspond by telegraph in 
the manner herein bed. Telegrams shall be privileged communications 
in law to the extent that private letters now are. They may be written in secret 
letters or cipher, and shal! be transmitted in the order in which they are received 
at the several offices. All provisions of law relating to the secretion or destruo- 
tion, or to the receipt, transmission, and delivery of mailed letters, and to the 
sale of stamps and stamped papcr, and their improper use, shall, so far as 
pranan apply to telegrams and telegraphic stamps. Every aster shall 

accountable for all stamps and stamped paper furnished to him, Any person 
connected with the post-office who shall willfully remove from any telegram 
any stampaflixed thereon, or who shall, contrary to his duty, disclose or in any 
way make known orintercept the contents ofany telegram, orany part or 
who shall delay or hinder the transmission or delivery thereof, and any person 
who shall e or maliciously obstruct or postpone the transmission or de- 
livery or divulge the contents of any telegram, or any part thereof, or who shall 
injure or destroy any of the property of the l telegraph department of the 
system of the United States, or interfere with the working, repairs, or use of 
any line of the postal telegraph, shall, upon conviction in the district court of 
the United States for the district where such offense shall have been committed, 
or wheresuch person shall reside, be subject to a fine not exceeding 2200, and to 
imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years. It shall be the duty of the 
Postmaster-General to cause to be 5 all persons offending a any 
provisions of this section.“ 


APPENDIX B. 


The . index and summary of House bill 98 is from the 
San Francisco Morning Call of January 2, 1884: 


SUMNER’S POSTAL TELEGRAPH BILL, 


Congressman SumNEr’s postal telegraph bill provides for the construction 
of new lines to every town in the United States re four hundred inhab- 
itants or more southof the northernmost boundary of Washington Territory. 
Separate provision is made foralinetoAlaska. The rates proposed are 10 cents 
foreach ten words or less, exclusive of address and signature, and 5 cents for 
each additional ten words or less. The tel roe preg is to be put under the 
direction of an official to be created and she they the Fourth Assistant Post- 
master-General. The duties of the office shall be under the general supervis- 
ion of the Postmaster-General, it being required, however, that the chief of the 
Telegraph Bureau shall be n competent electrician, Funds for the construction 
of telegraph lines arc to be obtained by the sale of United States bonds (5,000, 
000), bearing 3 per cent, interest, in amounts not exceeding $50 each, redeem- 
able in twenty years from date of issue and payable in thirty years. The cities 
at which the interest is made payable are New York, Chicago, and San Francisco. 
Postmasters are authorized to act as agents for the sale of sucli bonds. The 
eighth section of the bill provides that the Postmaster-General shall cause to 
be issued postal-telegraph cards of the denominations of 10 cents and 15 cents 
and 20 cents, on one side of which word-spaces shall be ruled for the writing of 
postal-telegraph messages. These postal-telegraph cards may be deposited in 
any letter-post box at a post-office where there is a postal-telegraph connection, 
or in any letter-box on a letter-carrier route, and if the number of words writ- 
ten does not exceed the number paid for by the purchaser of the card the par 
master shall order them dispatched in the order in which they are received, 
This will enable persons desiring to pay telegraphic rates to deposit messages 
witb as little trouble asa postal card is now sent. 

“The ninth section places the came Fee system now in ration in the 
Post-Omieo Departmentat the service of the telegraph bureau. Tho Postmaster- 
General is also authorized to contract with the owners of telegraph lines or tele- 
graph cables which extend from the United States to forcign countries to for- 
ward messages to or from the United States. Such are the principal pre 
of the biil. Other sections are devoted to details of construction and manage- 


pose to p 
asto the right of the Government to 8 with 
pape is not, of course, ina bill. The 


APPENDIX C. 
A POSTAL TELEGRAPH—A MORE RAPID METHOD OF CARRYING THE LETTERS OF 
THE PEOPLE. 
Low uniform rates between all points: ten words for 10 cents, twenty words 
for 15 cents, thirty words for 20 cents, forty words for 25 cents. 
A ple’s loan for a people's line. Bonds in the sum of $50 or less payablein 
twenty to thirty years. (See section 10.) 


Impartial press reporis guaranteed. Construction to be authorized simulta- 
neously in all parts of the Union. 

The people's line can be speedily built by the people, on the plans and 
fications published by the Postmaster-Gencral. (Seesection 14.) The people of 


each locality, on routes named, can proceed at once to build. 

The profits of the telegraph monopolists, legitimate and by market secrets 
and manipulations, are enormous, The cost of the electrical force is nominal. 
The rates fixed in preceding bill will pay profits to the General Government. 
There never will be any y and permanent perfect emancipation from 
telegraph monopoly, extortion, and tyranny save a Government postal tel- 
egra) The bill is the only comprehensive and direct proposition 
for a complete Government telegraph now before eee 

r that oppose a postal telegraph allege as a ch — Dia it will 


be too great a power in the hands of any party, and will increase 


for corruption in politics. 
warm toward the project is a proti good indication that they do not regard it 
as much of a lever.” —Sacramento 

In the nature of the case, a Government postal telegraph could not be sparty 
lever, as it has been under private 8 management. No partisan 
8 be taken of a postal telegraph. 

The ‘ew York I AONA oe passed the following resolution: 


The fact that the leaders of both parties are luke- 


‘Resolved, That we call upon Congress in the name of the American people to 
take up at once and with earnest purpose those few great measures that are at 


this time of fundamental importance to the country; that we 1 
ouses to take favorableaction upon Mr. SUMNER’s 


ears for anything approaching the general introduction of postal telegraphy. 
Meanwhile the 5 monopolists would continue to craps & the immense 
t element o 
Franklin's genius tendered as a blessing to mankind. 
olies of railroad shipping, and manufacturing, while harmful in every State, 
aere Bot Dares 33 
rivileges. 
“While unds has pretended to yield to the universal appreciation of this 
fact, he has yet marked his measure with the features of unnecessary delay. 
The relief demanded is of such a character that the people will not brook dila- 
tory methods in obtaining it. And there is no reason why such relief should 
not come promptly. Sumner was loyal to this idea when he goea his bill 
for the immediate introduction of postal telegraphy. This differencein the two 


bills recommends the latter to the people at large and the former to Gould and 
other tel ph kings. Of course, the Edmunds bill will not meet such hostil- 
ity from telegraph monopolists as will the Sumner bill. In this indication 


lies the reason why Sumner’s bill may be most saſely taken as a measure strictly 
in the interests of the public. It is an able measure, providing ſor all the minute 
details both respecting the introduction and control of postal telegraphy, and 
leaves no chance for delays in the immediate and general enjoyment of this 
great public blessing.” —Mariposa Herald. 

Hon. Cave Johnson, Postmaster-General under James K. Polk, reported to the 
President in 1846; It becomes a question of great importance how far the Gov- 
ernment will allow individuals to divide with it the business of transmitting 
intelligence—an important duty confided to it by the Constitution. In the 
hands of individuals or associations the telegraph may become the most potent 
instrument the world ever knew to effect sudden and large speculations (what 
a mantle of prophecy was on the old Democratic Postmaster-General !); to rob 
the many of their advantages and concentrate them on the few. If permitted 
by the Government to be thus held, the public can have no security tit will 
not be wielded for their injury rather than their benefit. * * * The use of an 
instrument so 88 for good or evil can not with safety to the people bo left 
in the hands of private individuals.” 


Penny Postage. 


SPEECH 


oF 


HON. WILLIAM E. ROBINSON, 


OF NEW YORK, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, February 12, 1885, 


On the bill (H. R.8138) making appropriations for the service of the Post-Office 
Department for the year ending June 30, 1888. 

Mr. ROBINSON, of New York, said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the 16th day of December, 1881, now over three 
—.— , I offered a joint resolution to reduce the postage on single 

etters from 3 cents to 1 cent, which was read, ordered printed, and re- 
ferred to the Post-Office Committee. That committee did not rise tothe 
level of statesmanship, which required we pee of that bill. They 
afterward adopted a half-way measure, reducing postage to 2 cents. 
Had they adopted my suggestion the revenue on 1-cent postage would 
be greater now than under the 2-cent law. 

At the opening of the next Congress, on the 11th of December, 1883, 

Iagain introduced a bill fora uniform 1-cent postage law. Again the com- 
mittee have failed to rise to the level of statesmanship, and are urgi 
half-way measures and driblets of reform, retarding the 5 
that certainly coming day when a uniform penny postage will carry the 
€ mdence of the American people to all parts of the United States. 
Itis a mere question of time how long this reform can be delayed by the 
bunglers of legislation. It is as sure to come as the rising of to-mor- 
Tow’s sun. 
On the 24th of September, 1882, I published a long letter in the New 
York Sun, in which I gave a history of our and reasons 
for ing at once to a uniform penny rate of postage on all single let- 
ters; and on the 21st day of December, 1882, I delivered an extended 
speech on the subject advocating that rate. 

After the introduction of my bill I received numerous letters from 
prominent men in all parts of the country approving the m and 
many newspapers and incorporated associations published articles and 

resolutions in favor of it. 

The New York Grocers’ Monthly Review of October 1, 1882, says: 

Hon. W. E. Ronixsox, of New York,and Hon. John Hill, of New Jersey, are 
Co: cheap postal 


the two champions in in favor porate: The 
eee enter largely into the discussion of day,and receive 
the attention and have support of Representatives who have the in- 


terest of the people at heart, 


The American Grocer and Dry Goods Chronicle of December 18, 1884, 
says: 


8 y affect write a personal appeal, backed up by weighty petitions, to his 
Congressman. 

This advice was followed, and petitions were sent from a large num- 
ber of individuals and associations. 

The Brooklyn (N. Y.) Eagle of January 5, 1885, says: 

Congressman Romsox's bill establishing a uniform rate of penny pone to 
any part of the United States is now waiting action in the House. ore is a 
1 to concede that the reduction of letter postage to 2 cents was but a 
half-way measure, the tendency of which was to interfere with the more radical 
change proposed. Strong efforts are being made to secure the passage of the 
bill. ‘The business community is practically united in its support, and every day 
Congressmen are in receipt of letters urging them to vote for the change. 

The present postage laws inflict upon the people the most unjustand 
offensive system of taxation. The people want cheap postage, and you 
refuse to give it tothem. The conveyance of written sealed letters is 
the legitimate business of the post-office. It is not its business to be- 
come a common carrier nor to run pac ress companies. If you 
can carry merchandise at 1 cent a pound you should not charge more 
than that for letters; and if 1 cent a pound does not pay expenses you 
have no right to impose a tax upon the letter-writing community for 
the benefit of other parties. If you can convey a prag of newspapers 
or of books for 1 cent you can convey a pound of sealed letters for 1 
cent, and all that you charge over that is oppressive, unjust, and une- 
qual taxation. Yetin this bill you propose to convey one kind of postal 
matter for 1 cent a pound and another kind for 32 cents a pound. 

Mr. Cyrus W. Field, who is a millionaire, comes to the 
in New York with a pound of his newspapers and asks how much it 
will cost to convey it to San Francisco. He is informed that it will be 
1 cent. A poor widow who has a sick child in Newark wants to write 
a few words of consolation, and she presents a half or a quarter ounce of 
the same material and asks how much that will cost. She is informed 
that it costs 2 cents. She asks: How can that be? This rich man can 
convey his package of paper at 1 cent a pound, and you will not let me 
send mine for less than thirty-two times as much; is that fair?’ 

The postmaster isdumb and she remains unable to solve the mystery 
of democratic postal equality. It is a democratic axiom that one class, 
of people should not be taxed for the benefit of another class. Now, it 
you lay a tax for conveying half an ounce of matter for the letter-writer 
and only 1 cent a pound for the newspaper writer, you violate this dem- 
ocratic axiom and tax the former for the benefit of the latter. It is 
unjust taxation of the poor for the benefit of the rich. Every poor man’s 
breakfast-table is taxed in favor of the wealthy monopolist. 

While the people of the United States have been clamoring for post- 
age reform, what reform has Congress granted? Last session you passed 
a law allowing transient newspapers to be sent at 1 cent for four ounces. 
There was little benefit in that to anybody. These transient news- 
papers are in a great measure sent by poor people in place of letters, 
conveying intelligence either by clandestine writing or signs. They 
accumulate in vast amounts of unclaimed matter, which are never de- 
livered and give vast trouble to the post- offices throughout the country! 
Would it not be preferable to allow the people to write a letter of half 
an ounce at 1 cent than to burden the mails with matter at 1 cent for 
four ounces ? 

That reform was frivolous and useless. In this bill you propose.to 
load the mails with matter at 1 cent a pound. Not one in a thousand 
will receive any benefit from it. You also propose to put the price of 
sealed letters at 2 cents an ounce. Very few desire this ridiculous re- 
form or will be benefited by it. I understand that there are only about 
5 per cent. of the letters sent through the mails that are over half an 
ounce. This reform, therefore, can benefit only five out of every hun- 
dred. It is intended to tax ninety-five of our people for the benefit of 
the five. Half an ounce is the proper standard weight for letters. The 
thousand millions of letters that are sent or will be sent yearly through 
our mails average less than one-thirdof an ounce. The reform wanted 
is for the ninety and five who want to send letters under half an ounce, 
and not for the five who make them over halfan ounce. We wantno 
driblets of reform. It is a vicious kind of legislation that enacts gen- 
eral laws as riders upon appropriation bills. 

The conntry aTe for a reform-postage bill to emancipate the letter- 
writers from the unjust burdens imposed upon them. Can we not have 
a committee on that will formulate and report a new and sensible 

law; that will find out what the conveyance of letters, the 
ns erat part of the post-office system, costs, and put upon each letter, 
which scarcely ever exceeds half an ounce, the proper paying charge for 


conveyance? The people have a right to have their letters conveyed 
at the lowest paying rates. Very few want any increase of weight, 
but all want a reduction of rate. No man dares and no man does deny 
that the first-class matter conveyed through our mails can be carried 
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and handled at 1 cent on the half ounce. Every cent collected on 
letters to make up for the losses on other matter is an oppressive tax on 


the people using the mails for their legitimate purposes, It ia a wonder 
that they do not rise in rebellion against the outrage. 

Now, Lam not opposed to reducing the rate of postage on second-class 
matter or newspapers. Iam in favor of every reduction that can be 
avec upon the conveyance of public intelligence, but I am opposed to 

all legislation that compels the continuance of a system that robs the 
many for the benefit of the few. Make newspa postage free if you 
like, and if it be a public benefit to have knowledge conveyed free, let 
it be charged to the Treasury, and not exacted by unjust taxation of 100 
per cent. on the great mass of the people, who pay the postage on first- 
class matter and pay double what it costs. 

I believe the time will come when on letters will be 
reduced much below 1 cent, and that postage stamps will be sold at 
four or five for 1 cent. This will be the grand system of educating 
the people. Set all your people—men, women, and children, of all races 
and all conditions of life—to writing letters in place of spending their 
ire par y are rare. pcan eka Sek San omer eas 
ene us I on on. 

Give us a well-digested and consistent postal law. Cut down the 
enormous folly of franking, abandon the abused system of penalty en- 
velopes, abolish the postal-card abomination, encourage newspaper cir- 
culation by conveying them at the very lowest possible rates, but above 
all see that the sealed letters carrying messages of business, of sympa- 
thy, and of love shall be conveyed at their cost, and not taxed to favor 
other classes of postal matter. Let the rate of transportation on the 
70,000,000 pounds of newspaper matter conveyed during the year, pay- 
ing only about 3 per cent. of the postal revenue, bestill further redu uced 
if justice will allow, make it free if you please, but let the 35,000,000 
poundsof letters, which pay nearly the entire amount of postal revenue, 

be relieved from the tax now unjustly imposed upon them to pay for 
„ and handling of other postal matter. 


Abolishing the Internal-Revenue System. 


Who steals my purse steals trash ; Š x 


But he that filches from me my name, 
Robs me of that which not en: him, 
And makes me poor indeed. 


REMARKS 


OF 


HON. JOHN D. WHITE, 


OF KENTUCKY, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, March 3, 1885. 
Rising to a question of privilege— 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. A paper published in New York called 
The Voice, which claims to be a temperance journal, has seen fit to pub- 
lish the following paragraph about myself: 

LEGISLATIVE MEASURES—DO THE WHISKY MEN WANT THE EARTH? 


Mr. WHITE, 
tives 
and 
have 


of coerce? Go introduced a bill into the House of Representa- 
riding that the of Commissioner of Internal Revenue be abolished 
whole system of internal taxation done away with. This bill is said to 
been framed at the instance of the whisky men. Mr. WHITE is the Con- 
gressman who recently applied an insulting term to Speaker CARLISLE. 

That was sent to me by Mr. R. B. Neal, editor of The Worker, a tem- 
perance ss Aas 8 in Louisville, Ky., otherwise I would not have 
seen it. peaker, if that came from a source to be 
an enemy to Te ta mitra Thave advocated and maintained I should 
treat it with the same indifference I have treated hundreds of others of 
a similar character, but coming as it does from a paper professing the 
ara les of tem of which I believe every member on this floor 

5 to me that Ihave been a consistent and e e eee 
ever since I became a Representative in the Bg eta tie Congress and 
during the Forty-seventh Congress and mens, tho proses Con- 
gress, V 

Now, sir, it is a matter of record that in the Forty-fourth Congress 
I introduced a bill into this House for the prohibition by the national 


Con, of the sale of intoxic liquors for any other purpose than 
m , medicinal, or sci c. In the Forty-seventh Congress I 
introduced the same bill. In tl Fe Forty-eighth Congress I introduced 
asimilar bill, slightly modi sland ws providing for punishment, which 


before I had left to the of the committee. I will send to the 
3 
Mr. HENLEY. How long is this matter about being read to last? 


Mr. CURTIN. What is it all about? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kentucky rises to 
a question of personal privilege and is stating his question of privilege 
to the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 596) to lessen crime and human suffering from alcoholism by re- 
stricting the use of distilled spirits to scientific, mechanical, and medicinal pur- 


poses. 
Whereas the 8 9 from the use asa beverage of intoxicating liquors 


are universall 
8 e liquors are powerful instruments for evil and corruption 
our elections; 
Tem — anbridled same in spirituous liquors promotes contentions, riots, 
Whereas the fhe eg a of alcoholism is visited through the parent “upon the 


third and fourth generations ;” and 
Whereas the effects of alcoholism are fillin; ur prisons, houses of correction. 
with „ 'erers, and covering the land 


ani 

hat on and after the 90th day of June, 1884, no 
yl al Shot hydrated xid 2 fehl 
co! oxide o! 
other intoxioating liquor which can be roduced b; 
dilutions and 


ron, ex- 
or keep — 7. ror Dea sub- 
1, or o or any 
Soren entation of g 


a 
e. 


not 
Sec. 3. eae liquors whatever, 
shall be imported Haa . nited States 8 any 5 place ae Ail 


ttad. — with her cargo, tackle, apparel, 8 
ture, shall be forfeited to the U ; and goods, merchan 
ship, or vessel, and 


n Eare irer any 
P 

cii ini act advertise i è D 

mere taf aooi S tific, m 


advertisement published under the preceding 5 — 
describe the kind of cient sco required and must require 8 proposals to be 
Sevres = — 


ns shall prevent the Secretary of 
distilled 


from spirits as may 
meet the demands for scientific, mechanical, and medicinal 


Src. 8. That nothing in Naproti sections shall be construed so as to limit 
the time of ay license for the manufacture or sale of intoxicating liquors which 
is at presen: 1 eee That no extension of time nor any new li- 
cense Pihali t be hereafter granted for the sale of any intoxicating liquors what- 
ever. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Now that bill which the Clerk has read 
was referred to the Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic and was 
reported back by Mr. KLEINER, accompanied by the following report: 

The Committee on the Aleoholic Liquor Traffic, ha’ considered the bill 
GEE ODO P aaa aE Koa aeo lism . 
ed spirits to scientific, mechanical, and urposes, 
port the same back adversely, and recommend that it lie on the table. 


Mr. LORE. I make the point that this is not a matter of personal 


pri 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Delaware makes 
the point that the gentleman from Kentucky is not stating any ques- 


tion of privilege. 
Mr. of Kentucky. I thought that was admitted, Mr. 
Speaker, or I should have addressed myself to that point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. So far asthe gentleman from Kentucky 
e the Chair has been unable to see any question of personal 
Niels in what the gentleman has stated. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. L appeal from the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. HEWITT, of Alabama. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 
3 of Kentucky. I wish to call the attention of the Chair 
e 


collestively, its safety the in 
Y. ty, ans 
rights, LS ia and conduct of members 


capacity onl 


of its 


ings; second, the 
dual 


in their representative 


5 here is a charge in the extract which I have just read from 
the New York paper, which was sent to me by my friend the editor of 
a temperance paper in the city of Louisville, to whom I have already 
referred, calling my attention to the fact that this article in The Voice 
did me great injustice. Otherwise I would never have seen it. It 
charges me with preparing a bill in the interest of the whisky men, in 
this article which is headed, Do the whisky men want the earth? 
I claim this not only affects me as a Representative, but affects the 
honor and dignity of this House, for lam a member of this House. If 
a member of the House, after having advocated certain principles, in- 
troduces a bill that I have introduced here and then can present other 
bills which seem to favor the and can be justly 


whisky interest, charged 
that he is doing it for the whisky interest, it seems to me it rises to the 
dignity of a personal question at least. 


T ts of the House 
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It is to address m 
cite the history of 
the way I did, and no one made the point of order, or else I should 


to that question that I have risen, and to re- 
is subject and my action with it, that I began in 


have begun by the rule under which I made the point of order. 
But in order to save the time of the House and consume as little of its 
time as possible at this late hour in the session I did not adopt that 
co 


urse, 
I now yield the floor to the decision of the Chair. If I am entitled 
to the floor on that decision I will proceed, otherwise I will take my 


question of explanation, but the Chair has been unable to see 

that a question of personal privilege under the rules of the House is 

pea, and which would give the gentleman the right to occupy 
r. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. May I be permitted to call the attention 
of the Chair to the last sentence but one in the newspaper article to 
which I first called attention and which I have sent to the desk? 
het SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will cause the sentence to be 


The Clerk read as follows: 


This bill is said to have been framed atthe instance of the whisky men. Mr. 
Warre is the Congressman who recently applied an insulting term to Speaker 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. The Chair will observe, as stated in that 
article, that a direct charge is brought against me. In response I wish to 
state that I have never in my life applied an insulting term or epithet 
to the Speaker of this House. 

for the 


seat. 
The SPEAKER 12 tempore. The gentleman presents, certainly, a 


his office. The last clause but one in the article accuses me of havi 
prepared or framed a bill at the instance of the whisky men, and 
claim in that I have the right not only to deny that charge, which I do 
most emphatically, but to show conclusively by the RECORD that it is 
F ing to address 
myself to that subject when I was interrupted by the gentleman from 
ee who made the point that I did not present a question of 
the Chair had recognized it as such by allowing me to 


‘proceed for some time, and of course I did not have the rule read, for the 
reason that I did not suppose there could be any question as to the 


fact that I had the right to take the floor for that purpose. As I have 
said, I now to the decision of the Chair. 
The SP. The Chair stated that it would hear the gentle- 


question. 
If, however, the gentleman desires to be heard further the Chair will 
indulge him. 


* 9 * * * * * 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Mr. SEENT what is this bill which 
The Voice'criticises in the article to which I have called attention? I 
desire to read it for the information of the House. It is a joint resolu- 
tion which I introduced on the 26th day of January, 1885—No. 319. 

Mr. LORE. I make the point of order that the gentleman does not 


state a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER pro . The gentleman from Kentucky will 
and the Chair determine whether or not he presents a 


uestion of privilege. So far the Chair thinks the gentleman has not 


0 80. 
Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. This is a joint resolution which I in- 
troduced in the following terms: 


)' Whereas it has transpired that the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and the 
present Secretary of the Treasury have, by unwarranted assumed to 
extend the bonded for distilled spirits for two hundred and t days, in 


* violation of À gins — of the Forty-seventh and Forty-eighth Congresses; 
an 

Whereas the tobacco tax is an unn burden u the le, and is 
fraud. usafol only pon Our statute-books fur tha pursosse of the be —.— 


lists; and 
Lrevenue taxation is far less beneficial 


nt of interna 
to continue a highly 


to the people than use protected and infernal industry, 

mani by unscrupulous ca who strive to corrupt and to 

F the interest of their monopoly of the and 

yw trade; an 

" Whereas there is no longer any tee that the laws in relation to internal 

9 be honestly — — $5,000,000 be annually appropriated 

r purpose: Therefore. 

i by the Senate and House of of the United States of A 

os oaa That all acts or of acts co! the superintend- 

ence of the assessment or collection of any duties or taxes imposed by Boe foe? 
after 


Mr. Speaker, for that joint resolution The Voice of New York ar- 
Taigns me as having framed a bill at the instance of the whisky men. 
t is well known to the House, because for four years the question has 


discussed, that there is a whisky lobby in Washington, that there 


is a whisky combination, from the great lakes to the Gulf and 
CCC toogu inair Eee toe on 
whisky and intoxicating Hia generally. 

When that was proposed in the Forty-seventh Congress I opposed it 
because it was giving to the whisky monopoly every cent that the tax 
was reduced. If there were 100,000,000 of gallons in bond and the tax 
was reduced from 90 to 50 cents it was equivalent to giving to the 
whisky ring $40,000,000, and hence I opposed it. Again, when in the 
Forty-seventh Congress a modified bill came into this House asking for 
the extension of the bonded period for two years, or practically a loan 
of the money invested in the whisky in bond, I that also. 

Mr. LORE. Mr. Speaker, I must insist upon point of order that 
the gentleman does not state a question of privilege, and beg the Chair 
to pass upon it. There is nothing in what he has stated to show that 
his character as a Representative on this floor has been assailed. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I sup we had as well settle the 
question here, and I submit to the ruling of the Chair. The Chair 
understands the point I have made, and I submit to the ruling of the 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky that the ir does not think the criticism of a news- 
paper upon the character or manner of introducing a bill in the House 
of Representatives is that sort of an attack upon a member in his rep- 
resentative capacity that raises it to the dignity of a question of privilege 
under the rules of the House. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
and I desire to be heard on the appeal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. 


Mr. TUCKER. I submit, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman is not 
1 to the appeal. 
The SP pro tempore. The gentleman is entitled to be heard 


on the appeal. 

Mr. TUCKER. But he is not oie ia order, I submit, by ad- 
dressing himself to the question on which he Be g agit 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. L have listened to the gentleman from 
Virginia many atime, and must confess I have always been disappointed, 
because he seldom sticks to the text himself, and he ought not to ob- 
ject to my using some discretion in this matter. 

The question of order, as I understand, that has been raised is whether 
the article which I have read constitutes a question of mal privi- 
lege. I believe it does, for reasons which I have partially stated and 

ers which I propose to submit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentleman yield a moment to 
receive a from the Senate ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Certainly. 

* * * * * * * 


Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Iwould like to explain that when Iin- 
troduced the first resolution in the Forty-fourth Congress to prohibit 
the sale of intoxicating liquors as a bev I was then ae 
as I am now thoroughly convinced that the use of alcoholic liquors as 
a beverage was simply to imbibe A and as the law prohibits the 
sale of prussic acid, of arsenic, other poisons except under regu- 
lation, that there should be some power to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 

liquors which is dragging down to death hundreds of thousands 
of strong, able-bodied men every year and making widows and orphans, 
filling the poor-houses, filling the jailsand the penitentiaries. I quote 
from the National Journal as follows: 
; From the National Journal, December 17, 1881.) 
OUR NATIONAL LIQUOR BILLS, 

. . eee 8 
ADAK REVADIS institutions, m S eee eee — 
that our liquor bills my to not less than— 

1. Direct expenses, $600,000,000. 


,000,000. 
ntemperance burns and destroys property amounting to $10,000,000, 
It — ea 


Mr. TULLY. I rise to a point of order that the gentleman is not 


47 e Ken before the House. 

Mr. of Kentucky. The report on that bill I have had read 
from the Clerk’s desk, that it was beneath the dignity of this House. 
Subsequently I introduced a bill for a commission on the subject of the 
alcoholic liquor traffic. It is as follows: 

Abin to provide for a commission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and He Representatives of the United Stat 
6 Tat derb all 8 — 
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ism, crim social vice the publie health, and eral 
per: ©, ce, the public an n 
welfare of the people; and also to inquire as to dha praeina] results — 
and prohibitory legislation for the prevention of intemperance in the several 
States of the Union. 


by him <0 Congress 1 
The report on that bill I hold in my hand. It was submitted by 
Mr. ENGLISH, and is as follows: . 


Mr. Exdtusn, from the Select Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic, sub- 
mitted the following report, to accompan: H. R. 2142: 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2142) to provide for a com- 


The commi 
mission on the subject of the alcoholic liquor traffic, leave to report the bill 
back to the House a recommen: 6 

The power to the retail liquor traffic from the foundation of the 
Union, been as the exclusive right of the States rather than of the Gen- 


eral Government, Attempts have been made by some of the States to entirely 
prohibit the manufacture or sale of spirituous or malt liquors, but with little 
apparent success, and the interests of true temperance and sobriety, so much to 
be desired, would seem to demand wise and stringent restrictions and effective 
safeguards in connection with the liquor traffic rather than impractical efforts 
at absolute prohibition, 

To the several States of the Union properly belongs the right to enact such 


local police lations as will throw every proper restriction around the liquor 
c compatible with the personal and property rights of the citizen, but uni- 
form police y suited to the different 


regulations enacted by Co er 

wants and requirements 9f tha people of all the various States would be difi- 
cult to frame and more d t to execute, Any attempt to control the per- 
sonal habits and private conduct of the individ should be opposed, so long 
as he does not interfere with the personal rights of others or the peace and order 


of society in general. 
As it is a matter of grave doubt whether Co: has the right to 
the liquor traffic in the several States of the Union, and as there seems to be no 


ee or urgent necessity for the passage of this bill, your committee 
ld that it is not advisable to attempt the exercise of dou wers by the 
General Government in these matters, which appear more properly to belong to 
the States themselves. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be repostas back to the 
House with a recommendation thatit do not and they to be discharged 
from the further consideration of the sue 


Now, sir, from that report any one can see that the House, repre- 
senting the American people, does not believe that it is a matter for the 
National Government to meddle with. Again, in the Democratic plat- 


form [cries of ‘‘ Vote!’’] was a protest against sumptuary laws, and a 
rere pb that all laws interfering with individual liberty should not 
N. * * * * * * 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Isit in order to move to go to the Speaker’s 
table for the purpose of taking up the Mexican pension bill? [Laugh- 
ter and 1 Tega 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Kentucky to a question of privilege. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman yields to me to 
call up the Mexican ion bill. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I will for that purpose. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I move that the House go to the business on 
a ene table for the purpose of taking up the Mexican pension 

Mr. TUCKER. I withdraw my objection to the bill of the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I only yielded to allow the Mexican 
pension bill to be called up. 

I now ask the attention of the House to a letter from quite as prom- 
inent a temperance organ as the editor of The Voice. I refer to General 
Green Clay Smith, who was the Presidential candidate of the Temper- 


ance party in 1876. 
Mr. S. er, I shall print the entire letter of General Smith to which 
I have alluded, but I desire to call attention i to one sentence 


which coming from such an authority offsets in my opinion the vile 
charge which has been brought against me by this pretended ‘‘ Voice“ 
of the temperance cause. General Smith says: 

I am perfectly satisfied in my own mind, aſter a deal of th cht. that the 
true polic is to repeal the iron all sods and A Son dy The Gorman 
not affo Sooner or later the practice will recoil 
with redoubled force on the nation. The sooner, therefore, we right ourselves 
in this matter the better. Throw the matter open free to all. Give the little 
man an equal chance with the big man, and by this means you destroy the ring 
monopoly absolutely. 


The entire letter is well worth serious consideration. It is as fol- 


lows: 
LOUISVILLE, K., January 24, 1885. 
My Dear Wurre: Your letter received, and read with 


considerati 

the manufacture and sale of liquors as 
hyde yo There are four essential points to be in 
the ini uction and accomplishment of any 


to derive revenue from crime. 


agitation; second, education; third, ; fourth, 


tation, and it seems we have about 
neral education on the 


and where it comes from and where it goes; the oppressions and crimes of every 
grade and the increase; the moral and rel! 
civil and religious li This education must apply to both state and nation, 
and both must be called upon to assist in its overthrow. This will bring us to 
consecration to principle. When men are Dy pe educated then will they ad- 
here to and dare to die for principle, and this leads of course to concentration 
of forces to the accomplishment of the 
A is needed for this work and it must be independent of all others, and 
by the might of its principles, the power and undeniableness of its ered ped 
and tay ses until it will be respected and obeyed. We have reached that 
grape tin pda! hereafter the great pivotal State of New York will be directed 
n its inistrative power. by the Prohibitionist. Not only New York but 
other States, for in the next national election we will poll from one to two mill- 
ions of votes, if not more. We are educating rapidly, and our men are pansy 
3 e views and purposes, and the work of concentration is go- 
on every day. 5 
am perfectly satisfied in my own mind after a tdeal of thought that the 
true policy is to repeal the tax on all liquors and tobacco. The Government 
can not afford to derive revenue from crime; sooner or later the practice will 
recoil with redoubled force on the nation; the sooner therefore we right our- 
selves in this matter the better. Throw the matter open free to all, give the 
little man an equal chance with the big man, and by this means you destroy the 
ring monopoly absolutely, Our prison-houses to-day hold thousands of men 
who are no worse in any sense n the leaders and beneficiaries of the great 
whisky ring whose ill-gotten money pays them out of trouble and confinement, 
A tight place will only show what they would do—vide Buchanan & Bro., 
Louisville, Ky., and others, now of Canada, 
We hold a prohibition and reform convention in this city 19th of March to 
ider the whole matter, and lay before the people such a platform as will 
meet the times. Good men from all parts of the State—of both the Republican 
and Democratic parties—write me, constantly advising the move and promising 
aid and votes. g 5 


. * * 

A Siae tant Grortitte te Will of THA People, expeseed by tools representa: 
own vo on can OV e @ 0 r represen! 
tives, and absolutely do away with an 3 While it is a fearful 
step, yet I am of the opinion it will inure to the benefit of our cause. A des- 
persis move to defraud the Government and rob the le. Letthe plo 

ow all about it, keep such acts before the minds of the — true ns, 
* s 
GREEN CLAY SMITH. 


and they will right matters ere long. 
Your friend, truly, 

That I think is a fit and perfect answer to the misrepresentation of 
The Voice. But I desire to call the attention of this House to a better 
reason why I introduced joint resolution No. 319. The House will re- 
member that Judge Folger, the late Secretary of the Treasury, held 
that nothing but Congressional legislation could postpone the collection 
of the whisky tax. But Secretary McCulloch or Commissioner of In- 
ternal Revenue Evans has extended the bonded period for distilled 
spirits by a simple ruling for six months beyond the time authorized 
by law. The Louisville (Ky.) Courier-Journal gives credit to Com- 
missioner Evans, for whom it has acquired great affection, as follows: 
GIVING MR. EVANS JUSTICE—THE COMMISSIONER NOT OPPOSED TO A LIBERAL 

POLICY TO THE WHISKY INTEREST. 
{Special to the Courier-Journal.] 
WASHINGTON, January 15. 


end, 


In justice to Commissioner Evans your correspondent will state that he was 
not and is not opposed to the policy or the ruling of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. On the other hand, it is known here that the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue was one of the firmest supporters of a liberal policy to the whisky inter- 
est, and as soon as the opinion of the Attorney-General was delivered it was he 
who made the regulations, and he was the only officer of the entire Government 
who could issue a regulation in the premises. The Secretary of the Treasury 
could not and did not make a regulation in the premises. The Commissioner, 
as the law exclusively authorizes, made the regulations, which were simply 
proved by the Secretary without the slightest change, The Secretary d 
neither make a regulation on the subject nor compel the Commissioner to make 
one. The law on that subject is plain, 


What is the result? The result is that the whisky ring has circum- 
vented Congress and laughs at those who are innocent enough to hope 
with Mr. BLOUNT, of Georgia, who introduced a bill to compel the col- 
lection of the whisky tax as required by law, as follows: 

A bill to enforce the collection of taxes on distilled spiritsin bonded warehouses, 

Be it enacted, £c., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed, immediately on the expiration of the three years allowed for the pay- 
ment of the tax on all distilled spirits in bonded warehouses, to pi to col- 
lect the same, notwithstanding any action which may be begun after said time 
in the process for its exportation. 

The fact must not be lost sight of that the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means favored the extension of the bonded period for dis- 
tilled spirits for two years, as shown by the following report, and will 
not likely object to any informality by the Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue favoring the whisky ring: 

Mr. Morrison, from the Committee on Ways and Means, submitted the follow- 


C bill H. R. 5265: 
Commi ‘ays and Means, having considered the sul of extend- 
ing the time for the payment 


of the tax on spirits now in warehouse, 


of distilled spirits in the United States has become larger than 
by the market. The taxes are the largest paid by any domestic in- 
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dustry, It suffers in common ee een ae Shee ee 

of trade. The burden from which it chiefiy suffers is that imposed by 

the Government. Its relief would ly prevent serious pyes f and 5 

FFF f, but to associate business interests. This 
proposes not to relieve any liabili ty for taxes now imposed by law, but sim- 


ly paa ne their cane par for a period not ex years, on condi- 
on o r security and of the payment of interest on the postponed taxes at 
the — — rate (of interest) paid by the Government on any of its bonded debt. 


It is not without significance that Mr. HEWITT, of New York, in the 
course of the debate on the whisky-bonded extension bill, 1884, said: 

Taxation has nothing to do with morality. I have been brought up to be- 
lieve that taxation is for revenue, and for revenue only. * * It is just as 
legitimate to produce whisky as it is to produce pig-iron. 

Hon. T. F. BAYARD, who was dined and wined by the Louisville 

whisky men on his return a few years since from the Nashville horse- 
races, said of the whisky business: 


The parties engaged in this business are citizens of the United States; their 
business is as honest and as honorable as any other. 


Who can harmonize the assertions above with the National Demo- 
cratic platform adopted at Chicago July 10, 1884, which declares the 
following doctrines: 

We — sumptuary laws which vex the citizen and interfere with individ- 


sa libert; 

are 2 to all 1 which upon any pretext would convert 
the e General —— nto a machine for collecting taxes to be distributed 
among the States or the citizens thereof. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, what are the-facts about the growth of the whisky 
monopoly, which is not satisfied to attend to its own work of legalized 
death and destruction, but which seeks to control the government of 
States, the deliberations of Congréss, and dictates to the Treasury offi- 
cials how they shall perform their executive duties regarding the col- 
lection of taxes. 

The following tables from the reports of the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue will throw much light on the vexed subject: 


Quantities of spirits distilled from materials other than 


Fiscal year ending June 30— 


Produced. 
Withdrawn, tax- paid. 


Amount of tax collected. HHE 
7 kes, 
fa 535 £3 TFH 
sz 2888 ibe 21 

4 beg | 48 432 

wo ; 2222 — 82825 
1 i | ee | ae sig! 
i ko | Hl | Pi 38825 


16, 149, 954 16,1 $1, 946, 539 $5, 176,530 | 20 cents. 

85, 295, 393 85, 295, 1, 897, 352 30, 329, 150 | 20and 60 cents, 

16, 936, 777 16, 936, 777 2, 723, 715 18, 731, 422 and $2, 

23, 814, O51 14,599,289 | 6, 081. 551 eeee eeceeneeee „ 078 3, 786, 0% 33, 268, 172 

32, 299, 629 14, 148, 132 4, 4, 816 29, 164, 409 4, 378, 543 33, 542, 952 

16, 395, 651 6,709, 547 4, 128, 188 14, 290, 731 4, 364, 900 18, 655, 631 

53, 367, 834 G1, 183, 559 1, 173, 226 33, 735, 324 11, 335, 907 45, 071, 231 and 50cents, 

71, 337, 089 76, 339, 807 915, 629 39, 245, 099 16, 360, 995 55, 606, 04 cents, 

54, 576, 446 59, 503, 972 780, 153 31, 157, 314 15, 124, 534 46, 281, 848 | 50 cents. 

68, 275, 745 64, 914, 471 950, 213 83, 117, 789 16, 357,727 |’ 49,475,516 | 50 cents. 

68, 236, 567 62, 971, 413 2, 358, 630 43, 131, 665 8, 968, 307 52,099, 372 50 and 70cents. 

68, 805, 374 61, 763, 700 4,060, 160 43, 807,094 5, 636, 996 49, 444,090 cents, 

60, 930, 425 62, 580, 998 587,413 46, 877, 938 5, 204, 053 52,081,991 | 70and 90cents, 

57, 959, 647 56, 989, 389 1, 308, 900 51,390, 490 5, 085, 875 56, 426, 365 | 90 cents, 

59, 912, 263 56, 848, 525 2, 529, 528 52, 671, 291 4,798, 139 57, 469, 430 | 90cents. 

56, 103, 053 49, 571, 128 5, 499, 252 45, 626, 533 8, 794, 283 50, 420, 816 | 90 cents. 

71, 892, 621 51, 885, 939 13, 837, 581 47, 709, 464 4, 860, 821 52,570, 285 | 90 cents, 

90, 355, 270 61, 100, 362 16, 765, 666 55,919, 119 5, 266, 390 61, 185,509 | 90 cents, 

117, 728, 150 67, 372, 575 15,921,482 | 62. 128 4, 939, 847 „153, 975 | 90 cents, 
Total. sea — evsanerequurnvcees® ——— | 1, 090, 372, 004 | 946, 864, 980 | 294, 856, 861 N | 707,209,362 | 127,781,017 | 834, 990, 379 


[Norr.—The production for 1863 and 1864 includes spirits distilled from en peaches, or grapes. ] 


Statement of the aggregate quantity, in taxable gallons, of 6 


kinds known to the trade, produced, withdrawn, and remaining in warehouse in 
year ended June 30, 1884. 


1. Remaining in warehouse Joly 2.) 1, 1883 ... 
33 tn bonded during the year... 


Cr. 
8. ities on ere of tax during the — 8 


T asy casualty, &., during the year. 
ingin — ann panen June 30,1884.. 


— 2 ——2——— — . 


5, 089, 858 
22, 987, 258 | 
— 


Dr. 


= Remaining in warehouse July 1, 1888. . . . . — — 


Produced —— bonded during the year.. 


ithdrawn on payment of tax during the year . . . . . — 
1 {Tost Lost by leakage or — ion in warehouse. ae 8 
ithdrawn for 
5. Withdrawn for tine p 


6. 
7. Lost by casualty, &c., during the year 
& Remaining in warcho-se June 30, 1884. 


xXVI——170 
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Table showing the slook on hand, production, and movement of spirits for the fiscal years 1880, 1881, 1882, 1883, and 1884. 


of spirits actually A eee tee Seed 
g .. 


Total..—...—. . —.ͤ 


uantity of spirits withdrawn, tax- paid, dari: — 
— of spirits withdrawn for exportation ng fsa goar -n 


egen 


4 


— ceases 


uantity of spirits withdrawn for scientific for use eof United States, fo for transfer 
7 mtn Boe Bhs mek wareh Ran for loss by leakage in 


ouse, destroyed by 


—j— . ————(———.——————————————¹ñk·ꝛK(I . . 


— &e... 


eee 


The following statement shows the quantity of aithe. as per Ko orale} a 
withdrawn from warehouse for all 88 during the stated and the 
ee and percentage of leakage allowed thereon under the 8 of the 


2 


14—————— 


The following statement shows the quantity and percen of production of 
distilled ier removed in bond for export Petya cach fiscal x since thi 
passage of the act of June 6, 1872: 


288888888882 


8975 


SFF myo 
AEE EEEE 


during year, 
e beginning and close of the year: en 


Summary of operations at distillery warehouses for the year ended June 30, 1884. 


Actually remaining in ä S| 
8 in warehouse, to ve been lost 


8 —————————— 

Withdrawn for transfer to to manufacturing warehouse, 
not yet received at warehouse... . . . . 

Produced from July 1, 1883, to June 30, 188. . . . 


r C 3 


———— 


Exported, proots recei’ 
Allowed for loss by casualty............... 
9 for scientific Parone and for the use of 


Allowed forloss leakage or or evaporatior 1 in warehouse. 
cert for pigie leakage in transportation 8 ex- 


—— —j— 


assess: 


eee 


de 


eee 


1880. 1881. 1882. 1883. 1834, 
Gallons. Gallons. Gallons. : 
19,219,470 | 31,363,869 | 64,648,111 80, 499, 993 
— ane 105, 853,161 75, 435, 739 


«| 100,967,740 | 149,002,019 | 170, 501,272 | 


Total. 


ee for exportation, proofs of landing not re- 10,148, 509 

Wihiawn for transfer to manufacturing warehouse, ase, 
not received at .. OE FE em —ä— 

Not actually in warehouse, penere been lost 


—— ses ses esee soteeseen 


by casual we 
Actually remaining in warehouse June 30, 1854. 


00 b ——E——kͥ—— 2⁊—ůͤ— ( ( 5 . . . . 


SPIRITS WITHDRAWN FROM WAREHOUSES FOR SCIENTIFIC PURPOSES AND FOR 
THE USE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


The quantity of alcohol withdrawn free of tax from distillery warehouses for 
the use of = leges and other institutions of learning in the preservation of 


. labo! 
amounted d 
quantity withdrawn during 


Number in each State the 
. ending Apri 9,183 and isk” oe 


1884. 
8 — — 1, 406 
—.— 068 
Manufacturers of stills 25 
T 2,240 
Retail dealers in malt liquors.. 8,220 
Wholesale dealers in 705 


Statement showing the number of grain and molasses distilleries registered in 


Saloon- rs and bartenders .. 68,461 
dealers in ee and ‘wines 
Distillers and rectifiers. 


Even here in Washington city there are more laces li- 
censed to sell intoxicating liquors, aud about three bos iano: them 
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are on Pennsylvania avenue, between the President’s mansion and this 
Capitol. And more di still, you sit here and without protest 
allow all kinds of intoxicating liquors to be sold in our Capitol restau- 


rant. 
I may be pardoned for quoting from my colleague from the second bo fio 


district of Pono Kin alluded to me in his speech on March 22, 
1884, as follows. . CLAY said: 

I take it there is no moral or religious eee connected with the bill, and 
there should be none in the discussion of the question connected with it; and 
there will be none unless my colleague on the other side of the House from the 
State of Kentucky [Mr. Wurrz] should deem it necessary to lug into this dis- 
cussion some of his temperance proclivities and great moral ideas, 

I need hardly say that the New York Voice and my colleague enter- 
tain views very diverse. 

If my colleague intended by that remark to exhibit me to this House 
as a man having temperance proclivities, moral ideas, and religious con- 
victions he has said it well. I trust I shall, in justice to God, my coun- 
try, my constituents, and my family, always be able to view every 
question from a moral standpoint. 

e my views before the Repre- 


But if the gentleman sought to 
sentatives here as fine-spun theories, or to hold me up before the country 
as an extremist on religion or temperance, I simply say to him and to 
this House that I do believe in God, the maker and ruler of the universe, 
but I have never attempted to force my views on any one; and, as for 
tem I hold that every sound, mature person has the right to 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness“ in his or her own way, pro- 
vided they have due zepen: for the will of the majority, which must 
always govern in a republic. s 

Ten years ago, in my first candidacy for polie office, I expressed my 
views on temperance and attempted to set them forth in a bill presented 


tothe Forty-fourth which I reintroduced in the Forty-seventh 
Congress and in this Congress (H. R. 596), which has been re- 
rted upon adversely by your Democratic Committee on Alcoholic 


iquor Traffic. The bill to establish a commission to collect facts rela- 
tive to the alcoholic liquor traffic met with the same fate at Democratic 
hands. 


Again Mr. CLAx said: 


The w. that isnow in bond in the State of Kentucky is held and owned 
by individual citizens throughout the United States, and they are calling upon 
2 not to relieve them on account of the original plant in the manufacture, not 

prevent a failure on account of their investment, but to relieve them against 
an excise tax which is 500 percent. more than the value of the original plant. 


Notwithstanding this fact, it remains true that the whisky men and 
their representatives protest against the repeal of the entire whisky tax. 
Like the tobacco monopolists, they want the system kept up, but favor 
an occasional reduction with timely notice. 

I have consulted with my constituents in regard to the propriety of 
this move to abolish the internal-revenue system. It is well known in 
my State that the internal-revenue system has ceased to be whatit was 
intended for, namely, an instrument to collect revenue to help pay off 
the war debt, and it has come to be a monopoly to protect the gigantic 
distilleries make from one hundred to five hundred barrels of 
whisky a day. Those distilleries are the beneficiaries of an army of 
officers, who are paid $5,000,000 a year, and who go about hunting up 
and arresting the most ignorantand poverty-stricken people throughout 
the States of Georgia, Alabama, Tennessee, West Virginia, Kentucky, 
and other portions of the country on the most technical grounds. 

Seeing that the tax was not going to be paid; seeing that from time 
to time whisky rings received the privileges which they desired, to wit: 
first, extension for sixty days; then, second, extension of the bonded 
period for distilled spirits for one year by a promise to pay interest; 
third, extension for three years without interest; then repeal of stamp 
taxes; after that the leakage clause of seven and a half gallons per 
barrel; then still further extension, in defiance of the action of Con- 
gress, for six months by a regulation of the Treasury Department which 
was without warrant of law. 

On April 13 and 15, 1882, I called the attention of Congress to the 
insatiate demands of the whisky ring as follows: 

Mr. Chairman, the Republicans of this House held a solemn caucus here and 
declared as Republicans, and published our actions to the public, thatwe would 
not reduce the tax on whisky from 90 to 50 cents a gallon, but in less than a 
fortnight the Committee on Ways and Means, for some unknown purpose, 
brought in a bill which was better for the large distiller and the bonded-ware- 
house man than would have been a reduction of the tax from 90 cents to 50 
cents a gallon on whisky. This is a beautiful record to go before the country 
with, as accessories to the schemes of the Democratic party and renegade Re- 


Publicans. ka s * * * * 


Now, observe that on November 1, 1881, there were 67,442,186 taxable gallons 
of spirits remaining in distillery warehouses, or more than the total amounts for 


the years preceding 1881. But, sir, on the Ist of 1882, there were 
69,243,835 gallons in ery warehouses in three States ne— Kentucky, 
land, and Pennsylvania, 


irs’ n and gross ind: 
ht the continuance of the 


party, 

Why, sir, I remember when in the Forty-fourth Congress the Democraticparty, 
with thirty-two smelling committees, were nightand day studying how to turn 
out public officials, cut down the salaries of poorly-paid clerks, cut off loyal 
claims, turning out one-armed and one-legged soldiers, and crip, 


and starv- 
ing every branch of the Government to seem to save $40,000,000 ta me — to make 
a record before the country as great economists and retrenchers 


reformers. 


Treasury ha 5 
ve en awa, 
distilled spirits. And now the perpe- 
trators of this great ask Republicans to become accessories to their 
inal } 5 be >: no gus jas By. gor works“ on the Ke imi sid 
extendin; o bon indefinitely an rata outage for five years 
nd the visions of that Carlisle bill, 5 * z 
e e from one to three years, and stopped 
unting to h 


dustry in the country has been ey, Bese x tne more than 
ublic 


contradiction, that that Carlisle than 
the Forty-fourth Congress saved by its parsimony, and that its evil effects on 
the industries have been as harmfulas the temporary Democratic ascend- 


ee 
ow we Republicans are asked to condone this Bourbon Democratic 


does it stop there, In the mach 
scheme for special bonded warehouses whi 
on 


to th iar to prepare the for the most unparalleled 

0 W. way forthe un scan- 

Sea E 
mo for the 

We need — 3 our rivers and We 

country; and for many other useful and 


pay on. 
legitimate purposes. We owe to the Democratic noth: for that party, 
aa & Loans Love rum ani 


lican party has a mission, Its mission isto protect American labor 
frora Paolin ee to protect American citizens from kuklux 


om is o op that gery Amer — his 
own sentiments intelligen’ every man may once, an 

Soas baal ba evened ao ba wants NOOO, 

Its mission is to replace our old worn-out hulks in the Navy with new vessels, 
equal or superior to any in the world, that our nation may be prepared for any 


Tis niesion is to develop the vast latent agricultural and mineral resources of 
our growing ä to encourage honest, industrious, and de- 
cent immigrants to come and find homes among us; and to enact laws to pro- 
hibit the criminals, vagabonds, and moral lepers from our shores or 
desecrating our free institutions. 

If the Treasury Department can extend the bonded period six months 
it may extend it indefinitely. 5 

After six years’ experience in Congress I am prepared to say that in 
my humble judgment more can be done to prevent the use of alcoholic 
liquors as a beverage by a total abolition of the internal-revenue sys- 
tem, with all of its machinery, than in any other way; and I therefore 
favor a remission of the vexed question to the several Congressional dis- 
tricts of the United States for settlement as shall seem to each of them 
wisest and best. 

In conclusion, I beg to repeat to the House and to remind the coun- 
try that the most fruitful source of crime, misery, poverty, and demor- 
alization known to this country is due to the use of intoxicating liquors, 
and that the responsibility of correcting the evil rests with the people, 
first in their homes, then in the States, and finally in Congress and the 
Territories. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask thegentleman to yield to me for the purpose 
of submitting a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Does thegentleman yield for that pur- 
Pose? 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. Certainly. Before yielding the floor, 
however, I pt ponen of the House to extend my remarks and print 
some papers extracts which I will not detain the House by reading. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly, 


General Grant. 


SPEEOH 


HON. BYRON M. CUTCHEON, 


OF MICHIGAN, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 
Pes AA AD, Oh ND AO AEA en Re Hone AROA wes Sem CAET 


Mr. CUTCHEON said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: KAR rr pe poh eee 
Grant upon the retired-list of that Army which more than any other 
living man he has rendered illustrious. 

Whatever other names may live, whatever other names may perish 
in the annals of this land, the place of U. S. Grant is fixed in histo: 
as as that of Alexander, Cæsar, Bonaparte, or Wellington. He 
was the one general of our Army who always brought victory with him. 
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He came to Donelson, and Buckner surrendered. 

He appeared before Vicksburg, and Pemberton and his thirty thousand 
became prisoners of war. 

He came to our beleaguered Army at Chattanooga, and Mission Ridge 
and Lookout Mountain became at once and forever the synonym of 
glorious victory. 

He came to the ever-gallant but often-baffled Army of the Potomac, 
and he never relaxed his iron grip upon the enemies of the Union until 
hesent them to their homes the paroled prisoners of the great Republic. 

Victorious in battle, he was magnanimons in victory. His triumph 
was not more welcome to his friends and to the friends of the Union 
than was his poy epee grateful and unexpected to the vanquished. 
The Revolution but one Washington, the civil war can have but 
one Grant. By the side of the names of Washington and Lincoln the 
name of Grant will ever stand, one of the grand triumvirate of the first 
century of the Republic. No honors that we have paid and no bene- 
factions that we can render can ever outmeasure the greatness of the 
obligation we owe him in the few remaining years of his life. There 
were single days when the yalue of the services of General Grant would 
outweigh them all. To say that General Grant has committed errors 
in both military and civil life is simply to say that he is human. 

To say that his business disasters have been sad is simply to say that 
no man is equally great in all directions; and it appeals all the more 

to our sense of gratitude for the great services rendered by him 
in the hour of our greatest need. 

But above all errors and above all disasters he stands the t, heroic 
figure of this generation, the envoy of victory, the hero of Vicksburg 
and of Appomattox, the conqueror of peace, and the restorer of a re- 
united country. 

We owe it to him, we owe it not less to ourselves, we owe it alike to 
the past and to coming generations, that neither the critic of the pres- 
ent nor the historian of the future shall be able tosay, pointing to Gen- 
eral Grant, that republics are ungrateful. 

Let us then, forgetting all resentments, burying all animosities, fore- 
going all criticism, in General Grant the embodiment of the 
spirit of patriotism and heroic sacrifice which made this second cen- 
tary of the great Republic possible. 


General Grant. 


“Gratitude is the curse of republics,” 


SPEECH 


HON. WHARTON J. GREEN, 


OF NORTH CAROLINA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 
On the bill (S. 2530) to authorize an Jeg piman appointment on the retired-list of 


Mr. GREEN said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: At the risk of being thought churlish or ungracious, 
or of other imputation of motive, I am impelled by sense of duty to 
raise my voice and mycin mead against the of the bill under 
consideration. I but anticipate the of sectional hostility which 
such opposition is sure to engender. Full well I know that the motives 
of any hailing from my quarter of our common country who dare op- 
pose this and kindred measures are liable to misconstruction and cer- 
tain of vituperation. 

But, sir, no man is worthy to occupy a seat on this floor who permits 
himself to be tongue-tied by such puerile, personal considerations. 
God knows I am actuated by no latent sentiment of lingering hate in 
opposing this and kindred measures. Neither do I believe that others 
like situated are so actuated. 

Brave men bear no malice after a fair fight, an honest hand-shake, 
andagenuinemake-up. The opposite is equally certain. Theskulker 
and the deserter, the bounty-jumper and the contractor, the home- 
guard, the blac and the d. of whom, like the war- 
horse in Holy Writ, snuff the battle from afar—are F e in hate, 
even twenty years after guns are grounded and sabers thed. Every 
side in every struggle turns out these valiant mouthers and strutters; 
harmless as doves in war, but mischievous as serpents in peace, or, as 
John Pheenix has it, soldiers in pees, citizens in war.” But take 
“the soldiers“ in our terrific strife, and I venture to say that since 
the first recorded battle between brothers in the purlieus of Paradise 
never was there such deadly hate in battle or such mutual rubbing of 


eyes and genuine forgiveness after the smoke of battle erde . 5 
It is an English attribute, and we are English. The -wearers 
and the gun-bearers on the victor side held out the right hand of fel- 
lowship and said, Let us be brothers again.“ After such a 
arms none but heroes could do it, and none but men imbued 


at 
ith the 


And may I not be pardoned for adding 


it of freedom could say it. 
dread arbitrament of battle with more 


t none have ever accepted the 
com: and less complaint than the 1 side, of which I was but 
an humble component, derided as rebels and belied as traitors by he- 
roic ‘‘implacables’’ of genus named? 

They , endured, and for opinion suffered as no mailed host has 
ever done as long as the clash of arms continued. But when ‘‘grim- 
visaged war had smoothed his wrinkled front, they went back to 
their desolated hearth-stones bearing little of this world’s gear, and 
leaving even their hate behind. 

As one of that fold, realizing full well that the cherished convictions 
of earlier years are dead and buried, but as an American citizen, and 
as a lawmaker, too, still wedded to the free traditions of my forebears, I 
venture to raise my voice, unattuned to eloquence, in honest and ear- 
nest protest against this unprecedented proposition. It is not done in 
the spirit of malediction of a confederate soldier, but of an American 
legislator. It is uttered in no ing spirit of reprisal or revenge for 
blasted hopes and dream dispelled by the would-be beneficiary. far 
from it, Mr. Speaker, that were I his bosom friend, for his fair 
fame sna goog name would prompt even more strenuous hostility to this 
ill-advised step of his injudicious friends. For, sir, is it not an impu- 
tation upon the honor of the leading soldier of the victorious side to in- 
fer that he would take a service pension (and, say what you will, it is 
nothing more or less) while one is refi even to a meritorious drum- 
mer boy, whose rat-a-tat sounded charge or checked retreat in the great 
armies which he led? What better right the first man than the last 
man = service pension? And I repeat, disguise it as you will, it is 
but such. $ 

It were invidious to give to the first and withhold from the second, 
and so on to the last. Carried out to its legitimate conclusion, and so 
far from being cursed with a redundant revenue and overplethoric 
Treasury, as we now are, unless we curtailed our 3 tariff on 
many articles, there would soon be a lamentable deficiency. There is 
nothing like a fat pension-roll to make a lean 8 

Good soldiers in war, synonym in time of peace for good citizens, are, 
Iam sure, opposed to such a wholesale, bankrupting spoliation bill 
as one for general service pensions imports. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, the passage of this bill, ay, its introduction, 
subjects the recipient of its benefits to the imputation of avarice, the 
besetting sin of senility and littleness, from which true tness has 
ever been supposed to be exempt. Of asurety, Mr. Speaker, it is not 
the soldier vice. On the contrary, quite the reverse.“ For near 
two hundred years we read of no great English speaking soldier who 
has tarnished his epaulets or his escutcheon with greed of gain. Ay, 
Mr. Speaker, since the great Marlborough, little Jack Churchill,” bar- 
tered a sister’s honor, not to speak of his own, for pounds, pence, and 
promotion, a soldier with ‘‘an itching palm“ bas been the scoff and 
scorn of soldiers. There has been, there may be, there will be, free- 
lances and soldiers of fortune, who are willing to pit blood ’gainst 
bounty, and who demand equivalent after, whether the first was spilt 
or simply endangered. It is simply a question of “‘ barter” with Capt. 
Dugald Dalgetty. But while barter may be pardonable in a Shylock, 
where even a pound of live human flesh is involved, it is sickening, it 
is nauseating in a nation’s idol, where the consideration is but an atom 
of honor. 

Fancy him to whom yon proud pile was but yesterday completed, 
standing like suppliant or mendicant in yonder aisle, either in person 
or by proxy, hat in hand and begging recognition for service rendered. 
Had the abject picture ever been presented to a country’s scorn the 
shaft had never been erected. Such was the claim of Sulla, the man- 
slayer,” who would throttle country and silence conscience to gain that 
which he most desired. 

Aurelius, the grandest figure in ancient story, did not, he could not 
have done it. Aristides was a citizen of Athens, and had rendered 
some service to the State. He died, the purse-bearer of the State. He 
lived in penury and died a pauper, and was buried by charity, and yet 
no prince of recorded time has had his epitaph, and but few deserved 
it—the briefest, proudest, grandest ever chiseled by stone-worker. 

Apposite to the bill, Mr. Speaker, candor compels the confession that 
I last session did tax my constitutional conscience to its utmost tension 
to vote for a kindred but I think much more meritorious measure. 

To give its claims in brief: 

Some forty years ago a President called for an army to uphold the 
honor of his country. The call was answered, honor was upheld, and 
more than an empire added. The roll of heroes who did it dwin- 
dled down toa tion. Borne down with wounds, and poverty, and 
age, this band of superannuated heroes did venture to ask an obolus of 
their country. I tried to say No,“ but it was not in me to do it. 

A Democratic House with singular unanimity accorded it. A Re- 
publican Senate thought proper to kill it with a rider. Now, sir, if 
these old veterans who had given us a foothold on the Pacific and ex- 
tended our sway from ocean to ocean, worn down with and totter- 
ing on the brink of the grave, are not entitled to the poor pittance asked 
for, upon what principle of equity or propriety can younger soldiers in 
3 a recognition of their service in the manner suggested 

Judged from the successful standpoint, no man can overrate the mag- 
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nitude of the work he accomplished ; but, I repeat, let us not, for his 
own sake as well as ours, insult him with a pecuniary recompense. 
Ay, let us not measure his merit by the metallic standard. Merit so 
measured is apt to dwindle in public esteem; to grow dim instead of 
brighter with advancing years, Tis an old saying: Republics are 
ungrateful;’’ but of all men ho have lived or died, none has less right 
to complain of the ingratitude of republics than he. 

Perhaps had my lot been cast on- this side of the Potomac instead of 
the other I might add that few have illustrated in their own person the 
force of the antithetical aphorism, ‘‘Gratitude is the danger, the curse 


of republics.’ # 
Better the Ostra of Athens or the ia of Rome to curb the undue 
and popularity of a favorite the gratitude which would 


prompt a free state to establish a pernicious precedent in his behalf. 
Mr. Speaker, I believe I am within bounds in saying that with the 
exception of two or three of his retiring Presidential 8 so far 
from their being men of wealth, there was not one of them that could 
be called moderately well off. The listincludes the Sage of Monticello, 
author of the Declaration of Ind ence, and coadjutor of the bill of 
righ and by common consent wisest political thinker of the New 
orld, if not of the world. He died almost in penury and left his 


family destitute. 
learned, didactic, and 


And there was his neighbor, Madison, 4 
abstruse, Whose counsels had most contributed to shape that ee, 
instrument, revered by our sires next to the Bible, the Constitution of 


our country. He, too, died a man. They both had a neighbor, 
who was called to the same exalted post which they had fill He 
it was who dared to flaunt in the faces of the potentates of the Old 


World his ‘‘ doctrine,’’ which, considering the time, would be thought 
impudent if it were not sublime, and made by force of public senti- 
ment the ized ‘‘doctrine’’ of all his successors. He died 

and there too was he buried, for reason why, he left not the 
wherewith to pay hearse-hire back to his loved Virginia. Virginia 
brought him home and gave him a cubit of earth. 

And after a pause stalks on and off the Presidential Panny 
self-poised, self-reliant, and unbending nature, most aptly called O d 
Hickory,“ who left his im on his age and the su and 
the ages to succeed as few have done in the annals of time. He lived 
up to his salary in generous but unpretentious hospitality, as a gentle- 
man President should, and went out a poorer man than when he entered. 
Each and all they served their country well, and died without a blot. 
In dire need, did either pray for pension? Woe had it been to injudi- 
cious friend had one dared done soforthem. They wereas poor but as 
proud as Scotch lords, and would have taken tendered bounty, from 
what source coming, as unpardonable affront. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not underrate or decry either of their legitimate 
successors. But in ind ghee of this august body I dare swear that 
if they were not entitled to pecuniary recom none other since has 
been. If they would have scorned it with disdain the propriety of any 
who have filled the high office which they adorned, asking for recogni- 
tion of service rend may well be doubted. 

The world has lately cause to hope that he too was of the Cato- 
nian school. It was but the other day that the world was startled and 
his true friends delighted to read the head-line in the telegraphic col- 
umn, ‘‘He declines; and a few days later, He declines pn ey It 
had been proposed by the highest recommendatory source to put him 
on the pension-list, but he declined with ungraclous if not overzeal. 
Zealous friends started to raise another large fund for his benefit; but 
he declined again. A wealthy friend offers to tear up a hundred-and- 
fifty-thousand-dollar mo in his behalf, but again the tion 
is vetoed. Even his enemies were forced to cry, Bravo!“ It is for 
him to say whether his enemies shall say, with show, ‘‘ The previous 
baits were inadequate; a shark is never caught with a sardine hook.” 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I ask this House through you if this 
ga soldier is fit and meet object of charity? Unless he is belied he 

the recipient of an annual income—placed by the considerate care of 
friends who gave it beyond even the reach of his honest creditors, and 
that is where no honest man should wish to have his money placed— 


greater than that enjoyed by either of his predecessors. If injudicious | by Co 


speculation or financiering has entailed upon him loss, whether that 
loss be the result of cupidity or overconfidence in another, be his the 
blame and be his the penalty. Thousands to-day are paying the pen- 
alty attaching to laced confidence in a wild-cat concern whose only 
basis of credit was his own great name, not for finance, but for Govern- 
ment patro: 5 

My sympathy, Mr. Speaker, is more with the confiding fools who 
fondly trusted that an institution paying 3 per cent. a month to the 
head of the firm was a fit depository for honest savi Are these vic- 
tims to be satisfied out of the amount asked for? en add a cipher 
to the sum demanded and it will pay them a bare 1 per cent. per annum 
on their confidence deposits in that model banking-house. In the ab- 
sence of specific statement by the framers of the bill we are constrained 
to believe that such purpose is foreign to the pension. But were it 
otherwise, I would still vote“ no.“ If that be treason, or to employ 


the post bellum euphemism, ‘‘ disloyalty,’’ any who please can make the 
most of it. 


loyalty. 


I for onedo not propose to stiflemy conscience to prove my 


General Grant. 


SPEEOH 


or 


HON. THOMAS J. HENDERSON, 


OF ILLINOIS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 


On the bill (S. 2530) to authorize an additional appointment on the retired-list 
of the Army, 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have no disposition to discuss the merits of the bill 
to restore General Grant to the Army and place him on the retired- 
list with the rank and pay of General. If any man in this or any 
other age ever merited so distinguished an honor as cag e 
to confer, it is General Ul S. Grant, and I believe it to be a re- 
proach to the Republic w he contributed so much to save that the 
conferring of such honor upon him has been so Lee, Boerne er 

I have no sympathy with those who stop to ing into the income 
or the necessities of General Grant in the consideration of this bill, 


whether they favor or op its . If this bill is passed, as I 
earnestly hope it will . on higher ground, ground 
which is more honorable to the nation and to General Grant, than that 
of his misfortunes or his necessities. I wish in my heart the honor 
now proposed by this bill had been conferred upon General Grant with 
less reluctance, and when he was in the full vigor of his health and 
there was no question as to his necessities. It would have been far 
more honorable to him and to the country which he has served with 
so much distinction. 

It will be remembered that in the Forty-seventh Congress a bill to 
place General Grant upon the retired-list of the Army 


of which I was then chairman. 
the House by the committee. Butitisdue tom 
members of the committee to say that we y desired to report the 
bill back favorably to the House, and when a majority of the commit- 


tee decided otherwise we As ey a eer. repari but as the majority 
of the committee did not e a report to the House we were unable to 
present our views as the minority of the committee. And as the report 
then and signed by Hon. ANson G. McCook, Hon. GEORGE 
R. Davis, Hon. HENRY J. SPOONER, and myself, members of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, briefly presents the reasons which controlled 
us in fa the passage of the bill, I ask that the same may be incor- 
porated into and made part of my remarks. It is as follows: 


Mr. HENDERSON, chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted 
the following as the views of the minority: 

The undersigned, members of the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
committee was referred Senate bill 59,to place Ulysses S. Grant, late General 
and ex-President of the United States, upon the retired-list of the Army, beg 
leave, in connection with the unfavorable report of the majority of the com- 
mittee, to submit the following views of the minority: 

Without e to offer at =r great len the reasons which induce us to 
favor the of said Senate bill, we areof the oe that the distinguished 
services of General Grant during the late war of the rebellion are of such high 
character as to entitle him to the recognition by the Government which 

make. 3 few men, if any, iu the of the world 
their country greater distinetion and honor Ulysses S. 
Grant did during the late war for the preservation of the Union. 

Educated by his country as a soldier, when internal war threatened to over- 
throw the Government he at once offered his services to the governor of his 
State, and, inning his career as colonel of an Illinois regiment, found himself 
at the close of the war at the head of the Army, with the highest military rank 
and distinction known to the country,and with a name and fame which will 
endure as long as the Republic lives, and which should be dear to the hearts of 
the American peuple as long as they shall be animated by a love of noble deeds 
and great achievements. And yet no recognition, we believe, has ever been 
made of the dist: services of General Grant by the Government of the 
United States, which he did so much to preserve, further than a vote of thanks 


ngress. 

It is true a patriotic and grateful poopie twice elected him to the high and 
honorable o! of President of the United States. But while that office is one 
of great honor, it is also an office of great labor and responsibility; and in order 
that General Grant might accept the office of President it was necessary for him 
to —— the office of General of the Army, a life office, which, in view of his 
ill ous services, he was, as we believe, fully entitled to hold and enjoy for 
the remainder of his life. And now that he no longer serves his country in a 
civil capacity, we feel that it will be butan honorable act fora grateful people to 
restore General Grant to the Army and place him upon the retired-list with that 
rank which he won by his exalte nipat otism, his great military skilland heroic 
co in a time of natio ril. 

We believe the ill ious name of Ulysses S. Grant should be borne on the 
rolls of the Army. It was at the head of the Army in a great war that he won 
his imperishable fame and renown, and in our 7 it is but a fit and proper 
thing to do to restore him to the Army and place him on the retired- list with the 
rank and pay of General. Such a distinction he well merits, and the act will 
honor the country as much as it honors General Grant. We are therefore of the 
opinion that said Senate bill should pass, and that we should thus show to the 
world that we remember with pride our heroic, patriotic sons, and are willing 
to honor their noble deeds and illustrious services. 

THOS. J. HENDERSON, 
ANSON G. McCOOK, 
GEO, R. DAVIS. 
HENRY J. SPOONER, 
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g of a Civil Pension-list—The Act placing General | tion of justice and good faith, and are entirely in accord with the settled 


p. 
Grant on the Retired-list virtually a Civil Pension—Reasons 
why it should not pass. 


SPEECH 


HON. STROTHER M. STOCKSLAGER, 


OF INDIANA, 


In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 
On the bill (S. 2530) to authorize an additional appointment on the retired-list of 
the Army. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER said: 
Mr. SPEAKER: No man will go further than I will in according to 
General Grant due meed of praise for his great services to the country 
as a leader of our armies in the late war. I shall not seek to detract 
a single laurel from his brow, for whatever individuals may think, the 
civilized world has decreed and the future historian will accord to him 
a place as one of the greatest captains of this or any other age. Neither 
is it because I do not sympathize with him in his losses and in his physi- 
cal suffering that I feel it my duty to oppose this bill. I appreciate 
his great military achievements and deeply sympathize with him in his 
distresses. But I am not one of the number who believe we should 
vote to appropriate the people’s money, paid by them in sweat and 
blood, to ww large sums upon any person, simply because misfor- 
FF of sickness. We should 
not legislate upon any such principle. 
Upon what grounds do the friends of this measure it? It is 
y dai and certainly has not been demonstrated to this House, 
that General Grantisin need of this aid. Indeed, it is quite certain he 
is not. Mr. George W. Jones, editor of the New York Times, in a 
statement published in the New York Herald of November 30, 1884, 
after the financial misfortunes of General Grant had overtaken him, 
used the following language: 
It has been extensively circulated that the literary work of General Grant was 
all that the ex-President had to live upon during Bap comming pets of bis Hi, 
and therefore an interview was sought ae Jones, editor . 
etor of the New York Times, to whose exertions 5 of 
$250,000 in behalf of General Grant some years back was entirely due. 
Mr. Jones in a business- 


like way nded to all 
this,” id Mr. Jones, 


be lained 
applied to a section only of the Wabash |, Which 
involved an investment only of some $2,000,000, from which the income was al- 


“Tt has, down to 55 
exception?“ 
“ Well, there was one time when it was not paid for a few but, upon 
tation that it would be paid—as it since has not press 
the estate of Governor Morgan for guarantee. It is the 
executors, as it was with Governor M that in default of the payment by 
the road and interest sh be returned to us in behalf of Gen- 
eral Grant. That eee The original fund can 
not be touched and the per annum is assured.“ 
ee ae Shien She, pabiie Sone eee Grant's 
friends for Grant, Jt been safely invested, and its income is guaran- 
teed. It was raised for Grant and t alone will have it. 


and family. Then upon what other 

is it based? It must be sympathy and nothing more. But, sir, if I 
am called upon to legislate in favor of the objects of my sympathy, it 
will be for the poor wounded and disabled soldier who is in poverty and 
distress, and is unable to keep the wolf of starvation” away from his 
door, and the widows and orphans of such brave soldiers as went down 
to death in defense of their country, who for years have been knock- 
ing at the doors of Congress and of your Pension Office, but who, on 
account of some technicality of the law, or some inabilty, perhaps on 
account of poverty, to make the necessary proof, are denied the little 
pittance for which they so humbly beg, and to which they are so justly 
entitled, but notwi ing are permitted to go down to death feel- 
ing that a great injustice has been done them. 

Sir, if the rules of this House must be suspended, in the name of the 
classes to which I have referred let us take up and pass the bill in- 
creasing aid e oE VINE and orphans from $8 to $12 per month, 
dispense with the proof of prior soundness, repeal the limitation to the 
arrears-of-pensions law, pension the old veterans of the Mexican war, 
and thus make smooth the path of these poor, dependent, and helpless 
persons as they pass down the declivity of life into the valley and 
shadow of death.“ They would not only be acts which appeal to our 


sympathies, but they are acts which are demanded by every considera- 


policy of the Government. 
But I have a more serious objection than this to the placing of Gen- 
eral Grant upon the retired-list of the Army. 

It is a civil pension. General Grant is j ust as much a civilian to-day 
as General ROSECRANS or General SLOCUM, who are honored members 
of this House. They are both brave and noble soldiers, and performed 
valiant and distinguished military. services for their country, but to 
grant them a pension or to place them upon the retired-list would be 
simply a civil pension or a retired-list for civilians. To this I am most 
earnestly opposed. I think it a dangerous precedentand one to which 
I can never give my sanction. 

I have uniformly opposed all such cases. I had the honor of making 
the first extended speech ever made in the American against 
the anti-American, anti-republican principle of civil pensions. I op- 
posed with all my might granting a pension to Mrs. Meikleham, 
Thomas Jefferson’s granddaughter, who was said to be living upon the 
charity of friends, because of the dangerous principle involved. I also 
opposed placing General Pleasonton and General Averill who, it was 
alleged, and I doubt not truthfully, were forced to resign and did not 
leave the Army of their own accord, because of the same principle! 
And having made my record, I can not permit my sympathies or the 
appeals and clamors of the public to deter me from performing my 

uty. 8 

The American people duly appreciated General Grant’s military serv- 
ices, and revived for him the rank which was created for Washington; 
a rank which he might have held and enjoyed all the emoluments be- 
longing to it during his life had he chosen todo so. But his political 
ambition led him into another field. He voluntarily gave up this ex- 
alted life position, which the people in their generosity and out of grat- 
itude for his services gave him, and took the position of Chief Magistrate 
of the country, which he held for eight years, when he retired to private 
life and became once more a private citizen. This is certainly all the 
honor which any man could ask and all the country could give. Plac- 
ing General Grant upon the retired-list will give him no additional 
honor, but will establish a precedent which will work incalculable 


mischief in the fature. 
Therefore, muchas I appreciate General Grant’sachievements, which 
are a part of the country’s heri and deeply as I sympathize with 


him in his losses and his I can not lend my voice or my vote to 
a measure which will give him no additional honor and nothing that 
he really needs, but will be another step in the direction of a civil pen- 
sion-list such as England is to-day groaning under. 


The Public uandered on Railroad and other Corpora - 
tions—Forfeiture of unearned Land Grants demanded by the 
People, but refased. 


SPEECH 


HON. STROTHER M. STOCKSLAGER, 


OF INDIANA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Monday, March 2, 1885, 
On the disposition of the public lands. 


Mr. STOCKSLAGER said: 
Mr. SPEAKER: For thesecond time in the history of our country the 
a great over- 


tory of the land question and the land 
Old World, its influence upon the patriotism and prosperity of the 
people and upon civilization, we can not wonder that the public mind 
when once aroused upon this great question will brook no delay, but de- 
mands that the most effective, rapid, and powerful remedies shall be 


the decimation and squandering of our public lan 
7 IOak ooxpursdions— K shall at 
once return to the true policy of the Government, the granting of the 
public land without cost, in small quantities, to actual settlers. 

Mr. Speaker, I say it is the second time in the history of our coun- 
try that this question has loomed up until it is considered one of trans- 
cendent importance. As far back as 1849 it was a prominent ee 
in American politics. In that year, on the 24th day of December, the 
first homestead bill was introduced in the House by Hon. Stephen A. 
Douglas, and a similar bill was introduced in the Senate on the 7th day of 
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January, 1850, by Andrew Johnson. cave urna es subject con- 
tinued, and such measures were supported by such able and distin- 
ed legislators as Douglas, P ton, Vallandigham, HoLMAN, 


and S. S. Cox. 

When the Republican party met in national convention at 
in 1860 and put forth its platform, conspicuous among its principles 
ution: 


therein enunciated was the following 
That w any sale or alienation to others of the pattie lands 


against 
held by hl gir settlers, and against any view of the homestead policy which re- 
gards the 8 as paupers or suppliants for public bounty; and we demand 
0 paag by by Congress of the complete and satisfactory homestead measure 
which has already passed the House, 


Thus recognizing the bill passed by the Democrats in the House as 
the correct principle upon the subject of public lands. 

It is a part of the political history of the country that the Republi- 
can party was successful in that campaign, electing its President and 
securing control of Congress. It carried out its pledge to the people 
by the enactment of a homestead law. This was a beneficent law, and 
I am frank to confess that if it had been carried out in good faith and 
the principles contained in it applied forall time to our public domain, 
it would have been one of the greatest and most far-reaching measures 
ever enacted by a legislative assembly on earth. Considered in its ef- 
fects upon the future of the country, while the Republic stands, it was 
Of transcendent importance. 

The peaceful repose of our country was soon disturbed by the clash 
of arms, and the attention of the great body of our people was so riv- 
eted upon that terrible conflict, which was to decide whether or not the 
Government should live, that the subject of the public lands was for 
years little thought of by the people. 

But alas, sir, the representatives of the people, who had obtained 
power upon a pledge to apply the beneficent principles of the home- 
stead law to the public domain, and while the people were lulled into 
repose by the passage of the law and their attention drawn away no 
the subject by the horrors of civil war, in violation of their pled, 
the people and in betrayal of g high trust began a reckless and w he 
sale . away the public lands that beſore had never been 
dreamed o 


The American people were amazed when they learned that on the Ist 
day of July, 1862, just forty-one days after the homestead law was ap- 
proved, the same Congress, with a reckless of their own action 
never before witnessed, granted to the Union and Central Pacific Rail- 
roads a magnificent belt of land forty miles wide, extending from the 
{Missouri River to near the Bay of San Francisco, and containing, to the 
Union Pacific 16,115,000 acres and to the Central Pacific 15,260,000 acres. 

Thus the homestead law, by which the millions of acres of unsettled 
land was pledged to the people as a heritage to the actual settlers—to 
the men of toil who would cultivate them and make them blossom and 


1 ed, and set aside, and a 
ost gigantic system of reckless squandering of the lands inaugurated. 


This was an entire change in our Jand system, both in the manner of 
disposing of the public — 5 and of the amounts to be given. Before 
that date not a 2 acre of the public domain was ever granted to a 
railroad or other corporation. Donations of the public lands had been 
TVT in all 31,600,846 

bd pupo being disposed of by the States in aid of edu- 
tation, for tary roads, for internal improvements, and for railroads. 
But the grants were all to the States. 

The first grant to a State for railroad was to the State of 
Illinois, in 1850, for the Illinois Central Railroad, and was of the saved 
Sections, six sections in width on each side of the road. That State 
in making the grant to the railroad wisely reserved to herself 7 per | whio 
cent. of the of this road, from which she is now deriving | vg 
nearly a half million dollars annually, and which will for all time to 
come contribute largely to the expense of the State government. The 
grants which followed up to 1862 were generally limited to six sections 
per mile, and in most cases the sale of the land was restricted to actual 
settlers of one hundred and sixty acres each at $2.50 per acre. 

As before remarked, until the Republican party came into power not 
an acre of the public lands had ever been granted to a railroad or other 

tion 


corporation 
The Republican party inau ted a new policy, and it was kept up 
by that party until we find in round numbers 200,000,000 acres of the 


public domain granted to railroad corporations. It is difficult for the k 


mind to grasp this vast quantity. 


We see a belt eighty miles wide, extending from near Lake Superior to the 
Pacific Ocean, covering some of best agricultural, pasture, and timber lands 
been granted tothe Northern Pacific Railroad Railroad Company. 

forty miles IN width, from the Missouri River to near the Bay 
of San Francisco, held by the Union and Central Pacifie Railroad Com ies, 
Near the Pacific coast we see a belt extending lon; 2 through ifor- 
nia, owned by the Western and Southern —— nies, which, as is well 
known, is owned and controlled by the same parties own and control the 
Central Pacific. And we seea dels fort: perre Weide, stretch: h Kansas 
into Colorado and New Mexico to Arizona and old M „that is repre- 
sented by the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé Railroad Company. Then an- 
other belt, e —. —.— miles in width, extending across New Mexico and Arizona to 
near the resented by the Atlantic and Pacific Company, being sub- 
stantially the pret ig Topeka and Santa Fé Company. 


These are but a portion of the grand belts of country covered by 
these enormous grants, 
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i 
anted to g is inan aes to 5 . estate 
great tions. It can only be grasped comparison. 
u could carve out of it 1,250,000 homesteads of eee e gene 
5 It is equal to two hundred and forty States the size 
of Rhode Island. It is equal in area to seven States like Pennsylvania; 
with her 45,215 square miles; four and one-half e as large as all 
the New England States; equal to the thirteen origina 5 
have 204, 001, 280 acres. The total area of Great Britain and 
is 74,137, 600 acres, or but little more than one-third these grants; 
There is not 3 the enlightened nations of modern Europe one 
that has an ich equals that of our railroad kings. Theempire 
of Austro-Hungary and the kingdom of Italy, with Switzerland and 
the Netherlands ad added, have an area of only 250,012,720 acres. 

The creation by law of this most gigantic land monopoly the world 
has ever seen must in the very nature of things be felt upon our in; 
stitutions and upon our people. The example of the Federal Govern- 
ment has been followed by some of our States, which have granted 
millions of acres of their public lands to railroad af Seep or sold 
them in large bodies to individuals. All the barriers have been thrown 
down, and foreign and domestic capitalists have bean reaping a rich 
harvest for themselves in the purchase of vast areas of land. But so 
far as the people are concerned, they, through their unworthy repre- 
sentatives, have sown the wind, and they are destined to reap the 
whirlwind. 

Land monopoly has been the curse of every country in the world 
where it has obtained. The people of the Old World have struggled 
for hundreds of years in vain and futile attempts to get back to a ra- 
tional system of Jand 5 The happy and contented Russian vil- 
lagers who were made slaves b pet 2 the great landlords have struggled for 
centuries to get back to théir old , and although their lot isnow 
much improved, it is far from beng di desirable. d ever since 
ne adopted the old feudal system, upon theinvasion by the Normans} 

has struggled to obtain a rational system of land-holdings. Poor, 
unhappy Ireland, with her huge estates, is another familiar example: 
The only true system is that of a division of the land into small tracts 
among owners who reside upon and cultivate it. 

The whole world’s experience for thousands of years teaches this 
doctrine, and the nation which has such system to the fullest extent has 
the most prosperous people. In the proportion in which you reduce the 
small holdings of land, and as a uence increase the number of 
large holders and tenant farmers and agricultural laborers, just in that 
proportion do you degrade the agriculturist and bring poverty and mis- 
ery upon him. 

Mr. P robyn, i in his work entitled, Systems of Land Tenure in vari- 
ous Countries,“ in discussing the land system of Ireland and in con- 
templating what an impartial man familiar with this subject in that 
country would suggest as reforms, says: 

iard would 1 

pork ving f ee look with no friendly eye. The 
ss dend d” fills him with horror. He everywhere wishes to see tho 
living hand grasping the living soil. 

Mr. Francie A. A. Walker, in his very recent work entitled Land and 
its Rent,“ in discussing the subject of small holdings and the advan- 
tages ee by such a ea, says: 


en and strict settlements. 


activity, from the e the lark to the 8 ofthe 
against rm of waste, in oi 2. — — 

broken bough the tender capability of 
mató knewiedre of the character an ili 
field N n every fed and ofeve 
ora 8 . — his own, oe was his father’s before him, which will be his son's 
t, the small proprietor, holds the secret of an econ 


the peasan 
even the power of ery can scarcely overcome. 


140 us see what the effect of this ominously wrong system has been 
upon the agriculturists of this country. 

The following table exhibits the number of farms of different sizes 
held in the United States and Territories in 1870 and 1880 respectively: 


Number of farms in United States in the census years 1870 and 1880. 


9 to one hundred acres 

hundred to five hundred acres.. 
Five hundred to one thousand acres. 
From one thousand acres up. . 


Total number of farms. 


Total increase in cee t 3 
farms in ten years 


It will be observed that there has been a marked increase in the num- 
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ber of large farms, they having increased, from 1870 to 1880, 494,566, 


while the small farms have decreased in number 140,653. This speaks 
volumes, and to the student of history is a solemn warning, which fills 
his heart with sadness for the future of our country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we have not only made land monopolists of 
corporations, which, as John Randolph, with bitter sarcasm, yet biting 
truth, declared, have neither souls to damn nor bodies to kick,” but 
aliens and foreign corporations are gradually absorbing vast tracts of 
our best lands, until we find that already it is but little trouble to set 


An English dicate, No. 3, in Texas. . . . 3. 000, 000 

The Holland d Company, New Mexico... 4,500, 000 

Sir Edward Reid, and a syndicate, in Florida. 2, 000, 000 

E syndicate, in Mississippi. 1, 800, 000 

Marquis of Tweedale. ........s.s.srs.. 1,750, 000 

Phillips, Marshall, & Co., London 1, 300, 000 

„ epulicaia: an Boner: 1 780.050 

o- syndica F; „ 

H. Evans, of London, in Mississippi. 700, 000 

os 425, 000 

320, 000 

P., Peterboro. gi 310, 000 

y, Edinburgh, Scotland. 300, 000 

don. 220, 000 

Dundee Land Company, Scotland 247,000 

Lord ooh eg eng — m 100 000 
Benjamin Newgas, e . 

Lord Houghton, in Florida. 60, 000 

Lord Dunraven, in Colorado. 60, 000 

lish Land Company, in Florida. 50,000 

English Land Company, in Arkansas. 50, 000 

Albert Peel, M. P., Leicestershire, England. 10, 000 

Sir J. L. Kay, Yorksh land . 5,000 

2 lish 6 tot br & Brothers 110.58 

s ose nsin y 

M. rhauser, of {elites Nova Scotia. in West 5 600,000 

A Scotch syndicate, in Florida. .. .. . . 500, 000 

A. Boysen, Danish consul, in Milwaukee. 50,000 

Missouri Land Company, of Edinburgh, 165,000 

2. 747,000 

reigners, and 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 23, 1884. 


Sm: I am in receipt, by your reference, of a letter dated the 16th instant, from 
ber of the Committee on Publie Lands of the House 


tain! 1,083.31, 1,413.38, and 380.38 acres, respectively, part- 
8S3; the inclosure of about 5; Š acres of land in Mancos 


ported u September 27, 1883; the inclosure of Chick, 
taining Sbon „000 acres, in Colorado, reported December 17, 1883; and the 
hton Ranch Company's inclosure, containing about 52,000 acres of land in 
x County, Nebraska, reported to the Department January 10, 1884. 

This office has been advised, through the Department, that the proper United 
States district attorneys have been directed by the Attorney-General to institute 
suits, as recommended, in all the cases except that of Chick, Browne & Co. Re- 
ports have been received by this office from one of the special agents, showing 
the fencing of two tracts of public lands in Eastern Colorado, one of which con- 
tains about 720,000 acres, and the other about 8,000 acres. No action has yet been 
taken on these reports on account of the large amount of other business which 
has precedence and demands immediate attention. 

This office, having been advised through the Department of Justice that one 
Swan et al. had fenced a large tract of public Jand in Wyoming Territory, the 
agent was thereupon instructed to confer with the United States district attor- 
ney for said Territory, and to proceed to investigate the case with a view of ob- 
taining such evidence as might be deemed necessary to sustain a suit which was 
proposed to be instituted against the parties on account of the fencing. The 
suit was afterward commenced in the supreme court of the Territory in the 
nawe of the United States, and a judgment obtained against the parties. (See 
Bramard's Legal eee go 268. 

In the several cases refe to fraudulent entries were made by or at the in- 
stance and in the interest of the owners of the ranches of the valuable tracts 
within the inclosures, and in one case the parties entered, under the pre-emption 
Jaw, all of the lands, or nearly so, upon which their fence was located, in the 
names of their relatives and employés, man 
and none of whom ever attempted to comply with the law, evidently for the 
pu of preventing settlers from takin, other lands within 

There appears to be no law under whi the parties be 


for the purpose of obtaining 
the exact description of the land inclosed and all facts in regard to the fencing; 


g 
Govern- 
ment, its only effect is to pores the parties to remove their fences. 

y called to my annual report for 1883 (page 30), in 


“Foreign as well as American capital is understood to be 
stock-rais enterprises involving unlawful appropriation of the public lands. 
Legal settlements citizens of the country are arbit p ited, public 
travel is interrupted, and complaints have been made of the detention of the 
mails through the e nce ine res. Reports have been received of 
the use of violence to intimidate settlers or hea sem range from the inclosed lands. 

“A frequent incident to this control of large of land isthe nirement 
of title by stock-owners to the valleys, water courses, and other especially valu- 
able lands within the inclosures by means of fraudulent or fictitious entries 
caused to be made under the pre-emption, homestead, and desert-land laws, 
Investigations of such entries are in progress in several d i 


. 

“I renew the application that an act be passed imposing penalties for the un- 
lawful inclosures of public lands, and preventingby force and intimidation legal 
settlement and entry.“ 

I would therefore suggest that it be recommended to to pass a law 
making it a penal offense for any person to build or retaina fence, or to commit 
a trespass on any public land to which he has no claim under the laws of the 
United States, or to encourage or assist in any bag Boe rage in building or main- 
taining fencing, or committing on said lands, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
N. C. McFARLAND, Commissioner. 

Hon. II. M. TELLER, Secretary of the Interior. 

DEPARTMENT or THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 3, 1884. 

Deis Stn; Referring to our conversation on the subject of foreign companies 
controlling inclosures of the public lands, I send you the inclosed memorandum, 
which I k contains the facts you wanted. The land described, with the 
exception of peapa a few thousand acres, is all Government land. 


Very res; ullx, yours, a wine 
Hon. L. E. Payson, House of Representatives. Ei : 


The Arkansas Cattle Company have fenced in the following described publie 
land in the States of Colorado and , viz: 

X e gong the north bank of the Arkansas River, on the line between sec- 
tions 19 and 20 in township 23 south, range 41 west, and running a northerl 
direction to section 20 in township 15 south, range 4l west; thence a north 
erly direction to section 20 in township 15 south, ee 44 west; thence a south- 
westerly direction to southeast corner of section 36 in township 15 south, range 
48 west; thence a southerly direction to the northeast corner of township 19 
south, range 48 west. and thence a southeasterly direction to the bank of the 
river in section 26, township 22 south, range 46 west of the sixth — 2 merid- 

viz: 


ly invested in 


ian. Also all that other tract or parcel of land being on the sou of the 
Arkansas River, in Bent County, Colorado, and boun: as follows, : 
pews . the south bank of the Arkansas River on the east line of township 23 
south, range 42 west, and running south on said township line to the south line 
of said township; thence west along the south line of said township to the mid- 
dle of section 33 in said township, and thence north to the Arkansas River on 
the north line of section 21 in said township. 
There appears to be about forty townships, or 921,600 acres, embraced in the in- 
osure. 


On March 24,1884, Secretary Teller sent to the House a su tal report 
relative to unlawful fencing of publie lands in the State of The re- 
8 5 das = ial one, made by United States deputy surveyor G. W. Fairchild. 

r. Fa says: 

The whole country embraced in my contract (Northwestern Nebraska) is oc- 
Lar ‘omy. and run by capitalists engaged in er nas who have hundreds of 
m of wire fence constructed to inclose all desirable land, including water 
courses, to form barriers for their cattle and to prevent settlers from occupying 
the land. They also re nt that they have desert and timber claims upon 
the land they have inclosed, Upon their fences they have posted at intervals 
notices as follows: The who opens this fence had better look out for his 
scalp.” The fences are built often so as to inclose several sections in one stock 
ranch, and the ranches are joined t er from the mountains clear round to 
paolan aaan yapan Persons going there, intending to settle, are also informed 
that if they settle on the land the ranchmen will freeze them out; and they will 
not employ a man who settles on or claims land, and that he can not get em- 
ployment from any cattle-men in the whole 3 ; 

My chief object in addressing you is to report the wholesale destruction of 
valuable timber on the Government land of this whole region by the cattle-men, 
who pretend to own and raise it. There are acres after acres of bare stum) 
wh but a short time ago were growing timber. There were thousands 
logs cut during last summer and hauled out to accessible points, to be used for 
fences, canals, landing-chutes, and houses in Nebraska and Wyoming. 


With all the curses which we have heard heaped upon the land sys- 
tem of England and the land monopoly of England and Wales, it is no 
comparison to ourown. The great landholders of England are mere 
* ies when compared with our giants.“ In a recent work en- 
titled Land and labor in the United States, by William C. Moody, 
the author, at 88 of his book, gives the following as the size of 
English land holdings: 

The following is a list of the whole number of land-owners_in England and 
Wales who are possessed of 50,000 and more acres of land each, and the actual 
amount of their holdings, by which it will be seen that there are but three who 


own more than 100,000 acres and no one has an estate that 200,000 
acres : 


Size of English land holdings. 


pnas Sot Aliesbary 
u: —— —— Q ———ã—P——— 22 
Duke of Beaufort... 


Duke of Bedfi 
Earl of Brownlow... 


2mm eee 
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78255 
— 78,540 
106, 650 


882 


148, 629 
125 60.101 
52, 

67,950 
191, 480 
55,259 
64, 095 
039 


Duke of Rutland.... . 70, 

Lad jy eed ce 59, 912 

Sir W. W. Winn..... 91,032 

Earl of Yarborough... 55,370 
The same author adds: 


But in the United States, we have a saw-maker in Philadelphia with his 
4,000,000 acres; two butchers in California with 800,000 and more deres; a cattle- 


88 with the monopoly of the lands here shown that of the ish land- 
ords appears quite i ificant. And-yet we are only in the third decade of 
our movement. 


This great absorption of the public lands has gone on with such 
marvelous: and startling rapidity that an examination of the History 
and Statistics of the Public Domain, just issued from the General Land 
Office, develops the fact that there remains to-day unoccupied less than 
50,000,000 acres of agricultural public lands in the United States, and 
that includes the irrigable public lands. 


Talk about giving the 2,000,000 soldiers who served in the last war 


one hundred and sixty acres of publiclandeach! Every thinking per? 
son knows that the policy of the Republican party has made this wise 


598 | and beneficent policy utterly impossible, and the pretense by the mem= 


bers of that party that any such thing is contemplated is, in the light 


655 | of the facts, the sheerest nonsence. The lands which have been wan? 


tonly wasted by that party in building up giant land monopolies is 
sufficient to have given every soldier of all our wars now living and 
the widows of such as have died one hundred acres of the public do: 
main. There is now left, after the fourteen years of uninterrupted 


3 rule, of agricultural land less than one-fourth of an — 


But, Mr. Speaker, the Republican party had an opportunity afforded 
it to repair some of the wrong done the people of the United States in 


squandering 200,000,000 acres of the public domain upon greedy, grasp- 
ing railroad corporations. In each grant madea time was fixed within 
which the roads should be completed. On the 2d day of May, 1882, 
the time for the completion of the last grant expired. N 
The time for the completion of the Northern Pacific grant of 47,000, 
000 acres expired on the 4th day of July, 1879. Some of the roads 
were never constructed at all, and many of them were not constructed 
within the time, but the Supreme Court having decided that these 
ts vested from the beginning in the corporations, and on the for? 
eiture of the grant an act of Congress is necessary to restore the lands 
to the public domain, the Departments of the Government treated these 
grants as still existing, notwithstanding the forfeiture. I present a 
table from the annual reports of the Secretary of the Interior for 1880-81, 
volume 2, page 318, which presents in detail a large number of these 
grants at that time. 


Land grants which have been forfeited by the failure of the corporations to complete their roads in conformity with law. 


Name of railroad. 


Gulf and Shi 
Alabama an 


Island. . 
Florida. 


d Seq on formerly ee and Southwest 
Alabama, a ey Railroads. 

55 | 
ntic, and Gulf Central. 

North Louisiana and Texas, former! 
and Texas Railroad. 


New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg. . . . .. ere A0 snoer 
Saint Louis and Iron Mountain. .. . . -| Missouri 
Little Rock and Fort Smith. s Í it atone 
IIOELOLE AINE MAT PPO O Gas V SapeNG Foc eases Mi 


Houghton and Ontonagon, formerly Marquette and Onto- 


nagon. 
North: Wisconsin, formerly Saint Croix and Lake Superior, 
and branch to Bayfield. 


b> 32 
ê 3 z 
31 11 i | pa 
me 555 5 hs 
BE 3 £3 3 c% 
2 E E ae > 
A 220 
E pes == 
£ = had * 
8 < a 
28 00 
„* wine 
132, 480. 00 
June 3, 1856 150, 000. 00 
June 3, 1856 897, 990, 00 
1 729. 87 
83188. 
610, 880. 00 
800, 000. 00 
5 000. 
3 1, 009, 296. 34 
r 355, 420. 00 


15 miles. . June 18, 1864 
20 miles. . May 20.863 852,515.24 


eile || may 5,2904 1 cn ce 


Wisconsin Central, formerly Portage, Winnebago and Su- do. iles....| 20 miles. Apr. 9, 174 1, 800, 000. 00 
or. 
Saint Paul and Pacific, Saint Vincent extension, formerly ..| 15 miles. . Mar. 3,1873 
branch to Red River of the North. Minnesoti. Jans 22 1874 | $2000, 000 00 
Saint Paul and Pacific, Brainerd branch, formerly branch to 0 —Nar. 3,1873 1, 475,000 00 
int Paul and Pacific; Brainerd branch, formerly branch to}| . su: 1,40, 
Hastings and Dakota. .......c0sioceccscrsssneces senceesisismvoseresoonssvcesactseece|}aceseoes do... 550, 000 00 
Oregon Central Oregon. 1. 200, 000 00 
Atlantic and Pacific. Various 42,000, 000 00 
Texas Pacific. . sedo.. 18,000, 000 00 
Northern Pacific..... do 48, 215, 400 00 
Total number of acres embraced in these nts. . 128, 472, 161.13 
Length in miles of railroads as definitely ſocated. .. . . 12, 080. 
Number of miles of railroad completed before expiration Of Qrante........ceccccceseserccencerseseccecassarensegceesnnrecscsnes sesseenesseennacabesaneeessesecaccenceesensneese 3,151, 28 


Such was the condition of these grants when the Forty-seventh Con- 
assembled in December, 1882. The Republican party had a ma- 
jority in that body. Already the murmurings of discontent at these 
immense grants and the demand for the forfeiture of every acre which 
had not been earned by the building of the roads according to contract 
were heard throughout the land. Early in January bills were intro- 
duced in the House by Judge HOLMAN, Judge Coss, and others, declar- 
ing these lands forfeited. That Congress was in session more than 
twelve months during its existence, and yet not a single acre of that 
land was forfeited. s 
That Congress adjourned and nothing was done toward forfeiting these 
lands which honestly belong to the people, but the corporations 
were left in quiet possession of nearly a hundred million acres of land 
to which they had no shadow of a right. With that the voice 
of the great corporations, of monopoly, is greater than the will of the 


people. It leans for support upon the thousands of corporations which 
its legislation has built up and fostered at the of the people. 
But the sublimity of cheek necessary to 5 the following 
resolution, which appears in the platform of that party adopted at Chi- 
cago last year, can only be found in the ranks of that party. Here it is: 
The i i 
TTTFC oon eames 
posed to the uisition of large tracts of these lands by corporations or indi- 


viduals, y when such holdings are in the hands of non-resident aliens, 
and we will endeavor to obtain such legislation as will tend to correct thig evil. 


We demand of Congress the speedy forfeiture of all land grants which haye 
lapsed by reason of non-compliance with acts of incorporation in all cases where 
there has been noattempt in good faith to perform the conditions of such grants. 


Mr. Speaker, if I am not incorrectly informed, on the very day and 
near the very hour that platform was adopted the members of that party 
upon this floor were filibustering against a bill to forfeit one of these 
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thong tome of the Dia paed ie gn daily in ho it pia of 
timo, yet with one orto exceptions none in the Senate for along 
one or two exceptions none of them have passed that 


Mr. § , the policy of that party is indicated not only by 
fie in Congress, but the whole country has just been startled to 
learn that one of the last acts of the Secretary of the Interior 
‘has been to his whole force for days, and perhaps weeks, in 
issuing patents to the lands granted to what is known as the“ Back- 
bone land grant,“ in Louisiana, amounting to about 700,000 acres. 
Bills were ing in Congress at the time for its forfeiture, and an 
earnest protest signed by Senator Van Wyck, Mr. Conn, Mr. Horz 
MAN, Mr. Lewis, and Mr. HENLEY against iss such patents. But 
the protest was unheeded, and the grant has been confirmed by letters 

tent. 
ps THE RECORD OF THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY, 

But, Mr, Speaker, let us look at the record of the Democratic 
upon this subject. I have already shown that the first homestead bill 
ever introduced in this House was introduced by Stephen A. Douglas, 
and the first bill ever introduced in the Senate was by Andrew John- 
son, both of whom were at the time leaders in the Democratic party. 
J have also seen that the Democratic party passed through this House 
the first homestead bill which was ever passed init. i have also seen 
that the Democratic party during the nearly sixty years of its powerin 
the Government never granted an acre of the public lands to a corpora- 
tion. Hence, when that party surrendered power March 4, 1861, it 
did so with a homestead bill passed the previous Congress and our mag- 
nificent public domain carefully husbanded. 

The uniform policy of that party had been to acquire and husband 
the public lands for the benefit of the Government and the people. The 
people having decided, at the last election, that the Republican party 
was unworthy, and elected a large majority of Democrats to this body, it 
became the uty of that party to respond to the voice of the people and 
restore to the public domain such of the public lands as were not earned 
and beyond the reach of forfeiture to the Government, to attempt, in 
some degree at least, to right the great wrong done them by the Repub- 
lican party in violation of its pledges, and which it refused to right in 
the last Con How well that party has adhered to its antecedents 
and kept faith with the people a glance at our Calendar will show. I 
desire to call the attention of this House and the country to what has 
been done. 

On the 21st day of January, 1884, the following resolution, intro- 
duced by Judge HOLMAN, passed this House: 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this House all the public lands heretofore 
granted to States and corporations to aid in the construction of railroads, so far 
as the sameare now subject to forfeiture by reason of the non-fulfillment of the 
conditions on which the grants were made, ought to be declared forfeited to the 
United States and restored to the public domain 

Param Ha itis — Boag highest publio interest — the laws touching ene Se 
fold therein to the number of citizens; snd to that ond all laws fasllt: 


greatest 
7 in the publie lands or authorizing or permitting the entry or 
ied, and allof tho cane 


and 
pressed in foregoing 


fde settlers, 


This resolution gave the Committee on Public Lands a right to re- 
port at any time, and distinctly committed the House to the repeal 
of the pre-emption and timber-culture laws and the disposal of the 
public lands to actual settlers under the homestead laws only. 

è As to the work done by this House during this Congress I refer to 
the following lists of bills passed by the House and of others reported 
favorably by the Committee on Public Lands but not yet passed: 


LANDS FORFEITED TO THE UNITED STATES, 


Bills passed the House declaring certain lands heretofore granted to 
the following railroads forfeited to the United States: 


y Acres. 
The Gulf and Ship Island Railroad-------------------- 652, 800 
and Mobile Railroad----------------------- 688, 800 
Coosa and Tennessee Railroajd «%. 222 140, 060 
Savannah and Albany Railroad (estimated) 900, 000 
New Orleans and State Line Railroad ———— 120, 800 
Little Rock and Fort Smith Railroad 1,057, 024 
r e aR ee 14, 309, 760 
Oregan Central Railroad ——— 1, 130, 880 
California and aa T aE SEE 2) 126, 526 
Atlantic and c T 49, 294, 883 
Sioux City and Saint Paul Railroad——— „ 654 
k ed raat A REI AB TS 


party | passed 


LANDS FORFEITED TO THE UNITED STATES, 


Bills pending in the House, favora e 
certain lands heretofore gran 
feited to the United States: 1 
eres. 
New Orleans, Baton Rouge and Vicksburg Railroad 903, 218 
Oregon and California Railroad --- 3, 701, 760 
Marquette, Houghton and Ontonagon Railroad 627, 200 
Ontonagon and Brulé River Railroad -- 232, 848 
Marquette and State Line Railroad — „ 540, 848 
Northern Pacific Railroad (estimated) 48, 215, 040 
Southern Pacific Raibroad n 7, 500, 000 
H. R. 7238, to restore all lands held in indemnity limits 
for railroad and wagon-road companies, and for other 
ECTTC)7)))ͤ ˙ can sees mena SE 00, 000, 000 
161, 720, 914 


Of all these none but the grant to the Texas Pacific, 14,309,760, have 
the Senate and become law. Some others passed the Senate at 
the present session of the Forty-eighth Congress, but with such amend- 
ments as prevented them from receiving the sanction of the House. 

The Committee on Public Lands have also favorably reported a bill 

prohibiting the holding of lands byaliens. The report made by Judge 
OATES, of Alabama, is a very able document, and 3 very cogent 
reasons for the enactment of the bill into a law. It should be passed; 
and thus prevent the accumulation of lands in the hands of citizens of 
other governments who have no interest in our own except to specu- 
Bie : n lands which should be given to actual settlers. 
bave thus seen that while the Democratic party has been true to 
the Sane and as between the people and the great no, Serre iE" 
gregated capital and monopoly—they have stood by the in| syed the 
Republican party has violated its promises, betrayed the people 
hands of the corporations, and then refused them the partial wier 
which was still in reach and to which they were so justly entitled. 
And now to make their record still more sinuous they h tically 
declare that they are in favor of the forfeiture of these lands. It is not 
true, and I warn the people that that party will never forfeit these 
lands. Their professions in that direction are a mere hollow pretense 
and a sham. 

And now in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I desire to again say that I deem 
these measures of vast and far-reaching consequence. No man can 
study the land systems of the different countries of the world, as I have 
done within the last week, and observe how uniformly for hundreds of 
years the monopoly of land, the ownership of the “by the few, has 
brought poverty, 8 h and distress, and how the o or the di- 
vision of the land and its ownership by the ay, has opposite 
effect, without feeling deeply the importance of our action upon this 
subject; that notwithstanding the solemn warnings of history, we are 
rushing with headlong speed into the very system which has proven so 
baleful in other countries. Let us take warning and reverse our course 
ere it is too late. 


Post-Office Appropriation Bill. 
SPEECH 


HON. HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


x Tuesday, February 10, 1885. 
123 aa je bongi n Committee of the ae on the — the N ome 


m — — Dee eee 8 June 4 1380. 
and for other pi 
Mr. BINGHAM said: 
Mr. CHAIRMAN: Before entering upon the discussion of the several 


phs of the bil) now before the House I desire to state, in view 
of the remarks made yesterday by the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. 


Horr], that the several sections of this bill refe to inland or rail-* 
way mail tion, as submitted by the co ttee, received the 
indorsement of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. I 


desire to state, as one member of that committee, that they never re- 
ceived the unanimous approval of the committee; but, on the other 
hand, the bill as reported by that committee was essentially different in 
man iculars from the ph now under consideration. Be- 
simple statement upon the subject of inland mail transporta- 


tion it is not my at this time to discuss the general question. 
Mr. TOWNS It is not different as to the principles of the 
bill. The gentleman will not claim that. 
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Mr. 1 No; not with reference to the general principles 
of the : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Only different as to the rates. A 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to congratulate the Committee on Appro- 
priations for their liberal and generous action in the make-up of this 
a riation bill, especially with reference to the legislation included 
l eabmitted. I regard many of the paragraphs as more than wise 
‘and involving radical changes earnestly demanded by the people in the 
administration of the Department of Posts in this country. Permit me 
to state that to my mind it is a singular condition of public affairs, Mr. 
Chairman, that one of the most important committees of this House, 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, after having held their 
many meetings and formulated their public measures during two sessions 
of this Congress, should not have been allowed a single day for their 
discussion before the House. 
It is but one of the very limited number of committees that has not 
been given a day in court for the consideration of their proposed legis- 
lation; and we come to this House to-day only after having made an 
earnest appeal to the gentleman in charge of this appropriation to con- 
sent to incorporate on the bill important amendments that should have 
been deliberated upon in the House and consummated after a full and 
fair debate, wherein the merits of the measures recommended and the 
convenience of the people might have had a hearing, and not under the 
rule be subject to a point of order when we come to consider the bill 
by paragraphs. , Lg in: i 

The measure to which I desire principally to refer in the half hour at 
my disposal is with reference to the change from one-half an ounce to 
one ounce as the maximum weight for the 2-cent rate. It is well for 
this House to understand the principle that in the classification of post- 
ages mail letters pay 64 cents a pound under our 2-cent rate; under the 
3-cent rate they paid 96 cents 5 Your newspapers issued from 
known offices of publication go ugh the mail at the rate of 2 cents 
a pound, and it is wisely proposed in this bill that they shall go at 
the rate of 1 cent per pound—sixty-four cents a pound for letter mat- 
ter, 2 cents for newspapers; and I think the only bill that the Post-Office 
Committee has succeeded in carrying through this House during the 
present Congress was the reduction in the rate of the transportation on 
transient newspapers, carrying them through the mails at 4 cents per 
pound, or 1 cent for four ounces, instead of the old rate of 8 cents per 


und. 
Ps third-class matter is composed of circulars, books and general 
publications, which pay the 8-cent rate. Merchandise rtation 
pays 16 cents; and itis perhaps proper for me to state here that let- 
ter-matter, paying 64 cents pound, makes the profit or net results 
to the Government by which the losses on the second, third, and 
fourth class mail matterare made up. Letter matter, in the collection 
= the tee the Post-Office Department, pays about 56 per cent. 
of the 

I have made the statement as to the charges for the different rates of 
matter, in order to bring forcibly before the House the fact that while 
newspapers can go through the mails at 2 cents a pound sealed com- 
munications are charged at the rate of 64 centsa pound. This meas- 
ure of reduction has not only received the examination of the Post- 
Office ent but it has been regarded as of so much importance 
that President Arthur, in his annual message, invited the attention of 
Congress to the subject. : 

Permit me to read his recommendation: 
Iq prove the recommendation of the Postmaster-General that the unit of 


wei, in the rating of first-class matter should be one ounce instead of 
view of the statistics furn 


of one- 
ounce, as it now is. In ished by the Department 


it may well be doubted whether the change would result in any loss of revenue; 
that it would greatly promote the convenience of the public is beyond dispute. 

Postmaster-General Gresham, in his last annual report to Congress, 
went into this subject critically and with great detail. The present 
Postmaster-General repeats the recommendation of his predecessor, and 
announces the fact that a change in the minimum basis of weight on 
letter-matter would be a change largely reaching the convenience of 
the people. I will read to the House his recommendation: 


I renew the recommendation of my predecessor, that the unit of weight in 
rating letters and sealed packages (first-class matter) be changed from one-half 


; ed careful investigation in several large offices it is found that less than 6 per 
cen ceed 
dimi- 


on small 
er, would, in the 


eve 
nution would be more than compensated by the increased 


nish 


2 3 
the number of losses in small is less liable to loss 


than that which is unsealed. 

This measure in addition has received the unanimous approval of 
your Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads; and had a day been 
given for the consideration of our bills I am well assured that after in- 
telligent and full discussion this House would have approved the 


measure. 
It is well for us to remember that there has been no change in the 
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basis of weight in letter matter since 1851. There have been changes 
on all divisions covering every other classification of mail matter, but 
weight of letter matter stands to-day as it was enacted in 1851. Her 
Majesty’s Government changed the basis of the weight of letters in 
1871, and every su ing report of the department points with grati- 
fication to the general publie convenience secured by the change, not 
only so far as it concerns the demands of the people, but in tian 
refers to the increased revenues that came to the British service. 

We have been instructed this much in the change of postage from 3 
cents to 2 cents: that the people when they could give to their cor: 
respondence or their communications secrecy determined to accept a 
higher rate of postage, and sent their circulars or their postal-card com- 
munications through the mails as sealed correspondence. A change 
from 3 cents to 2 cents made this great inroad on the postal card; 
namely, the annual increase in the postal card averaged 14 per cent. 
Immediately upon the going into effect of the 2-cent rate the first year 
postal cards lost their average 14 per cent. increase, e eee de, 
cent. in circulation. They lost 14 per cent. plus 4} per cent. the first 
year that the 2-cent postage went into effect. z 

There has been no means of determining the inroad that the 2-cent 
postage made on circular matter. But the Department states it has 
been immense. Therefore we have been instructed by that change that 
if you give a fair, cheap rate the people will avail themselves of the 
benefits of a sealed letter in preference to an open communication. 

We to-day carry—that which thegentleman from Texas [Mr.REAGAN] 
fully understands—he long haul of all legal documents, insurance pa- 
pers, bankers’ communications that are weighty; but the moment that 
it comes to the question of a short distance the rate of postage at 64 
cents a pound throws this vast amount of matter into the express com- 
panies, which receive the benefits that should be diverted to the 
postal service. It is believed by the Post-Office Department that by. 
the change from the basis of half an ounce to one ounce all this vast 
matter that to-day is carried the short distance by the express com- 
panies. would come into the mail, where it properly bel 

Another point. Sixteen cents a pound is the rate for what is called 
fourth-class matter—on m i To go into the fourth-class rate 
the package must be left so open that examination may be made by the 
postal authorities. It is believed by the Department that a vast amount 
of this matter (if the rate was made 2 cents an ounce, or 32 cents a pound} 
instead of 64 cents a pound), that now goes as fourth-class, or mer- 
chandise, would be diverted also into the mails. And in thattonnec- 
tion I desire to make this statement: Out of the losses that the Post- 
Office Department through their inspectors are called upon to investiga gates 
there are ten losses in fourth-class matter to one loss in any other mai 
matter. Fourth-class matter, as I have said, is merchandise, and left 
open under the law. Therefore parts of it can be taken, or often, as is 
the case in small packages, the clerk or the post-office employé, having 
a knowledge of the contents of the package, appropriates it. It is be; 
lieved that a large amount of this matter, if allowed to go through the 
mails at the 32-cent pound rate, instead of the 64-cent pound rate, would 
go sealed, and large benefits revert to the t. 

There is another matter in connection with this. It is stated by the 
Postmaster-General in his report, upon an examination that I asked 
for a goar agh; and upon a second examination that I asked for in the 
month of December last, that the large offices of the country endeav- 
ored to estimate the actual weight and count the number of letters that 
exceeded the half-ounce weight. Two tests were made of this—three 
days a year ago, and three days last December. Those tests resulted 
in this wise: Six per cent. of the letter matter going through the mails 
exceeds the half-ounce weight; but 2 per cent. exceeds the half-ounce 
up to the one ounce. Therefore whatever might be the alleged or 
claimed loss to the Department by virtue of this change would be 
small, but 2 per cent. of the weight between the half-ounce and the 


ounce, 

Remember, also, the fact that your revenues from letter matter in 
the Post-Office Department is 56 per cent. It is believed and confi- 
dently asserted by the Department that in the first year the increase 
from the conveyance through the mails of legal documents, bankers’. 
communications, insurance papers, together with the vast amount of 
fourth-class matter that now goes as merchandise at 16 cents 125 3 
would not only fully compensate for that loss, but would ition 
bring a profit tothe Department. That is the judgment of the Depart- 
ment after two careful examinations into this entire subject. 

One of the most troublesome questions of accounts in the Department 
with post-offices is that which is called the due or the underpaid post- 
age. You get a letter of average size which turns the scale on half an 
ounce. You are called on to pay the deficient postage of 2 cents. Those 
letters go into the big offices, and as they are picked out by the clerks in 
separating the mail, are thrown aside. 

They remain there until they go into the hands of the rating clerk. 
He takes those letters and places upon them stamps indicating the 
amount of postage due. That amount is charged either against the 
box department, if the letters are delivered through the boxes, or agai 
the carrier department if they are delivered through the carriers. en 
those ts make their collections and make their returns, thus 


department 
requiring this additional amount of detail account work. 
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But should the to whom the letters are addressed not be 
found the letters upon which these stamps are placed, indicating that 
have to go through all the rami- 
sending to the dead-letter office, and 
there has to be a complete adjustment of the s accounts in 
order that he may receive credit for the debit charges for these 2-cent 
stamps, which is the rate over the half-ounce. It is one of the most 
complicated and troublesome accounts that have with the 
Post-Office t, and it is believed by the De ent that, in 
view of the amount of labor that is expended in the branches of 
the office concerned, a change of weight from the half-ounce to the 
ounce would result in a dollar-and-cent benefit to the Government. 

In the correspondence that the Department has had with half a dozen 
of the leading postmasters of the country—I mean the postmasters of 
the large cities—without a single exception every one has recommended 
this change as one that would meet the convenience of the people, and, 
they believe, at the same time bring revenue to the Department. 

Mr. WEAVER. Does this bill make that change? 

Mr. BINGHAM. This bill makes that change. 

If we can consummate this pro legislation we will have the 
cheapest letter-postage of any of civilized nations of the world— 
2 cents for one ounce of letter matter for any distance. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in the limited time that is allowed me I desire 
to call the attention of the House to this general bill, which is before it 
for consideration. While I applaud the liberal spirit of the gentlemen 
who have incorporated in this bill wise legislation, I charge them at the 
same time with illiberality and an unfair and inadequate recognition of 
the wants of the oe It seems to me that the instruction that this 
House gave the ittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads at the first 
session of this Congress should have borne fruit in their deliberations 
upon this bill. They came in here in the first session of this Congress 
with a billreducing the appropriations from the amounts recommended 
by the Department between four and five million dollars. 

What did this House do? On every item of reduction, without asin- 
gle exception, this House accepted the recommendations of the Depart- 
ment and condemned the action of the committee in making the reduc- 
tions. But it seems that has had no effect upon the committee, for it 
comes in to-day with the same items and with the same fuilure to rec- 
either the recommendations of the Post- Office Department or the 
judgment of this House. 

Let me advert at this point to the one item of appropriation for the 

letter-carrier service. The Department asks $4,535,000. This bill pro- 
to appropriate $4,100,000, and yet in the exhibit of the gentleman 
Ptr. TOWNSHEND] he shows you that the service this year bas ex- 
pended under the appropriation $4,059,000. The constituency that I 
t know the requirements and the necessity of the letter-carrier 
service. The great cities can not get along without it. The hundreds 
of thousands, the millions, of letters that pour into the offices of Phil- 
adelphia, New York, Boston, Chicago, and the other great centers must 
be got out of the offices as quickly as they get in. 
eaccumulation of mail matter isso rapid thatit requires an output 
as rapid as the input, and that can be had only through the letter- 
carrier service. This bill appropriates $4,100,000 for that purpose. 
Your rate of appropriation for the current year is $4,050,000; but we 
find by the ency bill that, under the law made by this Congress 
the carriers leave of absence, the Department is $50,000 in 
deficiency. The Department has not violated the law in a single par- 
ticular, but it will receive from this House the $50,000 deficiency under 
the law. The carrier service, as appropriated for under this bill, is 
exactly the same as the carrier service of this year, $4,100,000. Your 
carriers are paid under a general statute. The 4,000 carriers who are 
to-day doing that service get their promotion under a general statute. 
They go in at $600; after a year’s service they receive $800; after 
another year’s service they get $1,000. This bill, by $200,000, fails to 
e the requirements of the law as it stands to-day on your statute- 


- The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] speaks of the liberal 
t of his bill, yet he fails to appropriate up to the requirements of 

e law. What are you going to do in the large cities, with their 10 
and 15 per cent. increase? You have got to meet it somehow. The 
recommendation of the Department simply asks thatit shall be allowed 
the increase of facilities and of man force which is absolutely necessary 
to meet the increased demands of the mail service. Therefore I say to 
the House that the Committee on Appropriations have failed to be im- 
pressed by the judgment of the House, when, in the last session of this 
Congress, after full and intelligent discussion, the House voted the sup- 
plies that the Department had asked for. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] in his bill makes a 
reduction of $3,800,000, under the recommendations of the Department 
in this wise: He makes a reduction of $2,000,000 in railroad transporta- 
tion, and he makes a reduction of $700,000 in masters’ salaries. 
If the gentleman had a desire to bring in a bill that would seem to be 
small in the amount appropriated, why did they not cut down the items 
ofrailroad transportation and postmasters’ salaries? It makes no differ- 
ence whether this House appropriates one million or five million dols 
lass for those two items. 


If the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] wanted to impress 
the with the limited amount of N contained in this 
bill he might have made his reduction on those two items. Of the 
$3,700,000 reduction he has made $2,700,000 in those items. They are 
paid under the general statute. The general statute regulates the pay 
of postmasters as it tes the for railroad transportation. e 
i eir bills to the Department. 


railroads do the work and send The 
ee do not send to the Department all the money they receive 
for the sale of stamps. ? 


Under the law he retains and keeps out his own salary, sending to the 
Department only thesurplus. Therefore, if the gentleman desired to im- 
press the House with economy in his bill he might have made the item 
for postmasters’ salaries and railroad transportation less than the sums 
appearing upon the face of the bill without hurting any one. 

The rtment came here last year asking for an appropriation of 
850,000,000. The committee appropriated $49,000,000. Here in the 
deficiency bill already before the committee is an application, covering 
the several items of deficiency, for $1,100,000. For what they failed to 
appropriate last year for railroad transportation and for postmasters’ 
salaries the Department comes in to-day with deficiencies, inviting the 
attention of Congress to the law governing the case; and your Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will, of necessity, report the deficiencies fa- 
vorably to the House because they come under the statute. 

One other point. Clerk-hire for post-offices is another important’ 
item in the working of the Department. This bill on its face assumes 
to give $200,000 additional for clerk-hire for the next fiscal year as com- 

with the present fiscal year. The Department asks for $400,000 
additional. What is the status of the clerical force of the service 
to-day? The Department has already communicated to that 
there will be for this fiscal year a deficiency of $75,000 on clerk-hire. 
Therefore, if that deficiency is met by Congress, this bill will appro- 
priate but $125,000 additional for the clerical force in the 
throughout the country. Eight thousand clerks in these post-oflices 
are paid out of this appropriation. 

There are 2,300 separating offices at which the compensation is paid 
out of this appropriation for clerk-hire, This bill virtually gives but 
$125,000 additional for this force. In other words, it will allow the 
appointment of about one hundred and fifty-six additional men for the 
entire service at a compensation of $800 per annum each. And in this 
large service, embracing 8,000 subordinates, not a man can receive pro- 
motion, not a man can receive increased pay. Every man will be re- 
quired to remain at his present stipend, without any reward for long 
or faithful or valuable service. 

In the first session of this Congress, when the Postmaster-General 
came in asking for an increase of clerical force, I then said that his 
estimates were too low, that the service could not live upon his recom- 
mendation. The truthfulness of the statement I then made is borne 
out to-day, when the Department comes to this House asking a defi- 
ciency appropriation of $75,000 for this service. 

This bill allows under the general law the appointment by the Post- 
Office Department of postmasters and the estab ent of new offices 
wherever they are required. The general statute allowsthis; and this 
bill, together with the general law, provides the compensation for these 
offices. Wherever over the country you want to locate new offices it 
can be done under the general statute, and the officers under that stat- 
ute can receive their compensation. 


Silyer-Dollar Coinage. 


SPEECH 


oF 


HON. AYLETT H. BUCKNER, 


OF MISSOURI, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
` Saturday, February 28, 1885, 


On the bill (H. R. 8256) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1886, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BUCKNER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: Seven years will have ee in a few days since the 
gin of thesilver dollar of 412} grains at the rate of over $2,000,000 per 
month was authorized by law. The number of dollars coined under the 
act of February 28, 1878, was 191,947,194 on the Ist day of this month? 
The price of silver bullion purchased under the continuing appropria- 
tion of that act has beenas follows: March 5, 1878, $1.2029; March 10} 
1881, $1.1390; February 4, 1885, $1.0829; and the sum paid for silver 
bullion has aggregated the sum of $168,777,370,22 up to December 31, 
1884; and the question which presses upon the attention of Congress 
is whether the time has not arrived when wise policy demands of us 


that we shall stop this large expenditure of money, or in some way 
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— the compulsory feature of the act under which this coinage is 


e. 

It may be well to revert to the history of the passage of the act for 

the coinage of the silver dollar in order to discover the reasons of its en- 
actment, and the circumstances and facts connected with its passage in 
the form we find it in our statutes. It is well known that the origi 
bill authorized free and unlimited coinage, and was passed in this House 
during the Forty-fifth Co: on a suspension of the rules, without de- 
bate, on the motion of my esteemed colleague [Mr. BLAND], by more 
than a two-thirds vote. It was referred to the Committee on Finance in 
the ns prey Bao the questions involved in the bill had been much dis- 
cussed in the debate on the resolution introduced by Senator Matthews, 
of Ohio, in reference to the payment of the publie debt. The Committee 
on Finance in the Senate reported an amendment in the nature of a 
substitute for the House bill, substantially in the form now on the 
statute-book, with the exception of the section providing for the issue 
of certificates based on deposits of silver dollars, which was added to 
the substitute in the Senate. 
The purpose of the Senate amendment was to give the difference be- 
tween the market value of silver and the legal value of the dollar to 
the Government, instead of to the mine and bullion owners, as would 
have been the effect of the House bill. This difference in value was at 
the time between 8 and 10 per cent., and the amount of bullion author- 
ized to be purchased was not less than two million and not more than 
tour million dollars’ worth per month. 

And in order to obtain the co-operation of other nations in establish- 
ing and maintaining a fixed relation in the value of gold and silver, and 
thus assure an appreciation in the value of the latter metal, the Presi- 
dent was authorized to invite a conference among the European nations 
interested in the full remonetization of silver and making a fixed ratio 
between it and gold. If silver had not been depreciated below the 
value of gold by causes too well known to require any recapitulation, 
it can not be doubted but thatthe Senate would have passed the Bland 
bill as it came from the House, and we should have put silver on the 
same footing with gold, and we should have had free coinage for both 
metals at the ratio of 16 to 1 of gold. And but for this disparity (of the 
two metals) in their commercial or market value there would have been 
at that time no necessity or propriety in having a conference with other 
nations with the view of fixing an international ratio between the two 


metals. 

It was this depreciation of silver, as compared with gold, the hope 
that our monthly purchase of from two to four millions of bullion 
would bring silver to a parity with gold, and the desire on the part of 
this Government that it should have the assistance of other nations in 
restoring silver to its time-honored position as international money, 
that led to the rejection of its free and unrestricted coinage by the Sen- 
ate, and forced that body to adopt as a substitute the measure under 
which we have been since operating—restrictive in the amount of bull- 
ion purchased, compulsory in the sum to be coined, and abnormal, ex- 
traordinary, artificial, and only adapted to the then existing monetary 
conditions. This substitute for the House bill was vetoed by 
the President, and became a law by a two-thirds vote of both Ho 
2 having been a very brief discussion in this House, where the bi 
0 ted. 

t it was a prevailing opinion among the ablest and most steadfast 
friends of bimetallism in the Senate that the effect of the passage of the 
Senate bill would be to increase the market value of silver to that of 
gold is established by the debates in the Senate during its dency 
there. Senator Jones, of Nevada (volume 28, page 1081, Sen 
SIONAL RECORD, Forty-fifth Congress), is reported as saying: 

My own opinion is that, at the rate of 16 to 1, eighteen months will not have 


elapsed before silver will be back at its old place where it stood before demone- 


tization took place, at 2 or 3 per cent. above gold, and that it will be the metal 
that will be excluded trom the country. 

Senator Thurman (page 1095) in the same debate said: 

Let me say to the Senate of the United States that this bill will bring back sil- 
ver to its true value. 

And in a colloquy with Senator Blaine as to the payment of United 
States bonds, on the same page, he is reported as follows: 

In three years hence not your silver dollar of 425 grains, nor any other man’s 
dollar of 435 grains, nor any other man’s dollar of 485 grains, but the dollar of 
412} pay at par with gold. 

Senators Wallace, Ferry, and Windom (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
volume 28, page 1074) expressed similar opinions, and the former offered 
an amendment to the effect that if silver was worth less than .97 of a 
gold dollar after 100,000,000 had been coined under the present act the 
coinage under it should cease, 

Mr. Speaker, I refer to the opinions of these distinguished advocates 
of the remonetization of silver to show that they ho and believed 
that the effect of the act of February, 1878, would be to advance the 
market value of silver and bring it up to a parity with gold. When 
they refused to give the right of free and unlimited coinage to silver 
as gold bullion now has, and when they restricted the dollar coinage to 
a maximum and minimum sum, the profit or seigniorage to accrue to 
the Government, it is incredible that they to continue it if 
under its operations the then gap between silver and gold should not 


be closed. They could never have intended to invest hundreds of mill- 
ions of dollars in the purchase of bullion after it was demonstrated 
that the divergence between the two metals was increased instead of 
being diminished, and after it was apparent that our standard dollar 
— no international function, but was dwarfed to a mere silver 
to 


Except that the effect of the act has been to remonetize the silver 
dollar and increase our domestic circulation the act of 1878 could not 
have been intended to be other than tentative, experimental, and tem- 
porary. And is there any doubt that its failure to equalize the value 
of the two metals has been demonstrated after our iment of near 
seven years’ duration? Shall we give it another of seven years 
more in order to be convinced that this Government, unaided and alone} 
can not bring the white metal up to the value of the yellow in the 
markets of the world? If it was experimental and not designed to be 
the permanent policy of the Government, why shall it be continued 
when in spite of our legislation and in defiance of our predictions and 
our hopes we find that the divergence in the value of the money metals 
in 1878, instead of being lessened, has doubled in 1895. 

Mr. er, it is somewhat remarkable that at the late silver con- 
vention held at Denver the present restricted coinage of the siver dol- 
lar was not only not defended, but impliedly condemned. The silver 
miners are not satisfied to receive for the one-half of the silver output 
14 to 16 per cent. more than the other half commands in the market, 
and they therefore demand that restricted coinage of silver shall cease; 
and that the doors of the mints be opened to the free and unlimited 
coinage of the whole product of their mines. Such a proposition is ab- 
solutely preposterous and impracticable, after the experience of the last 
seven years, and in face of the fact that gold has been steadily advance: 
ing, or silver has been steadily declining, until the silver dollar is worth 
less than 85 cents as measured by gold, and that bimetallism has been 
losing ground among the nations of Europe from necessity and not from 
choice, since the passage of the act of 1878. If the purpose of the sil: 
ver miners and bullion owners of the mountains is to make this country 
purely mono:netallic, and to discard gold as one of our money metals, 
in disregard of the teachings and practice of the founders of our Gov- 
ernment, no more effective policy to that end could be adopted. 

Our people are thoroughly bimetallic, and will never be content with 
a mone circulation composed exclusively either of gold or silver) 
Their traditions as well as their interests demand the use of both 
metals—with the values of each regulated at such a ratio as that 
neither shall be degraded to the condition of a mere money token} 
and both shall perform their part in the commercial exchanges of the 
world on terms of perfect equality. This can only be done by the 
concerted action of the chief nations of Europe with our Government; 
and to bring about this concert of action the first step must be taken 
by us, and that step should be to suspend the operations of the silver- 
coinage act for a time, in whole or in part, and at once enter upon ne- 
gotiations with nations to establish a fixed ratio of valuation 
between the two metals, and open their mints to the free coinage of 
both gold and silver on such terms as may be agreed upon. If we pur: 
sue our present policy there is nothing more certain than that the gap 
between the market value of the two metals will continue to A 
wider and wider, and this country will be compelled to make its choice 
between gold or silver monometallism. I would regard either as a grea 
calamity to this country and the world, and I have an abiding convic? 
tion that the present is an opportune period for taking prompt and 
decisive action on this important question. 

My reasons for this opinion must be stated very briefly and with but 
little elaboration. As I have said, the operations of the act of 1878 have 
failed to accomplish one of the chief results hoped and expected from 
it, and that was to bring silver to a parity of value with gold. The 
friends of bimetallism in Great Britain and on the continent of Europe 
regard it as an important step in the desired direction that the United 
States or modify the provisions of this act. As evidence of this 
I make an extract from a letter from the secretary of the International 
Money Standard Association of Great Britain to a gentleman in the 
city of New York, in which he uses the following language: 


It is in times of sharply falling cpa as at t that the association can 


count upon a better ng, and the object 


ion on the sabjeot; but the turning point fa the moversens fe pied 
bu M 
hare to be ihe suspension of logabtender silver oofa om yoursiaa. > 
Surely the opinion of men, many of them of the greatest learning and 
practical experience in Europe, and not a few of them professed con: 
verts to bimetallism, who have witnessed the long-continued prostra+ 
tion of business and the fall of prices on the other side of the water! 
which they attribute to the demonetization of silver by Germany and 
other nations and the resultant Sopron N of gold, should be heeded 
by the bimetallists of America. I am free to say that I believe that 


the cessation of our futile attempt to uphold the value of silver, with; 
out the help of other silver-using nations, will in all likelihood tend to 
its further depreciation and fiuctuation in value, and thus may add to 
the eres of trade and commerce between the nations of the 
world. y 

This may give strength and influence to the bimetallic movement 
among the rulers of Europe, and create a public opinion in favor of sup- 
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plementing the stock of gold with silver and of equalizing both metals 
as a necessity to the commerce and exchanges of the world. Desperate 
diseases, among peoples as individuals, sometimes uire des- 
perate remedies; and as silver, by the mischievous action o 3 
ments, is the sick man of the monetary world, it may be that he will 
eet it eget lpia me coinage has failed th 
ut if our poli com) ry coi has failed to produce the 
fruit anticipated from its re its influence upon other nations has 
been positively deleterious to the cause of bimetallism on the Continent 
of Europe. Since 1878 Italy has resumed payment of her inconvert- 
ible paper, and has drawn upon the e Hook of gold to the 
amount of $80,000,000 for the p of resump Holland has put 
some millions of her depreciated silver on the market in order to replenish 
Ber stock of the yellow metal, and the little Kingdom of Greece is pre- 
paring to follow in the footsteps of Italy, while Austria-Hungary is re- 
ported to be i tiations for $150,000,000 as a preparatory 
to withdrawing her irredeemable circulation. 
i us state after stateis 7 the scramble for gold, not because 


th 
urope,’’ the sink of all the de- 
based metal of the continent. Is it not apparent that all Europe will 
in a few years close their mints against silver, port for the purposes 
of subsidiary coinage, and learn to rely upon gold exclusively as a money 
metal, unless some decisive steps are taken by the bimetallic nations 
of the world to arrest this gold monometallic tendency? It is the 
nited States alone of all the great nations of the world that is at- 
tempting to uphold silver, and our efforts in that direction have pro- 
duced a contrary effect by their failure to arrest the downward tend- 
ency of silver, and by the increasing number of nations that have become 
and will become gold monometallies. Let us proclaim to the world in 
some form that we will no longer bear this burden alone, but that others 
must share it with us; and when this resolution is once taken, I, in com- 
mon with all the friends of bimetallism in other countries, will begreatly 
mistaken if the great and small powers of Europe do not agree upon a 
fixed ratio between the metals and again open their mints to the free 
coinage of silver as well as gold. 
F But, Mr. Speaker, what does this scramble for gold among the na- 
tions of the world mean? What influence has it and is it destined 
to have, on the commerce and the business of the world, on the prices 
of commodities, and the wages of the toiling masses? Is there any con- 
nection between the demand by the nations of the world for gold for 
monetary purposes and the general shrinkage in values, the fall in the 
of commodities and the depression in business that prevails in 
q pe and America, and in fact throughout the civilized world? Has 
the growing disuse of silver as money, and the consequent increased 
rset te the diminishing stock of gold, by the United States and the 
states of Europe, had any influence upon the prices of labor or its pro- 
‘duction? These questions are receiving the best thought of statesmen 
and eee Nee they involve the gravest considerations touching 
the progress and advancement of civilization and the interest of our com- 
mon humanity. 
\ It is universally conceded that the stock of gold for many years past 
has increased little, if any, beyond the annual wastage and its use in 
che arts and manufactures and other uses than money. Its produc- 
tion, according to the estimate of the Director of the Mint, has fallen off 
in the last three years from $103,000,000 in 1881 to $94,000,000 in 1883, 
and at least one-half the yearly production is used by four of the 
great nations of the world for other p than money. The Lon- 
m Bullionist, an accredited authority on monetary questions, esti- 
mates that in 1874 the gold money in circulation ut the world 
iwas $3,460,000, 000 for a population of 90,000,000 then using it; whereas 
in 1894 it had increased to $3,895,000,000 for a population of 223,000,- 
{ In 1874, FFT 
to $36 per capita, and in 1884 the gold ci ion per capita was but 
$17 among gold-using peoples. In England it is conceded by many of 
her most eminent economists and statisticians that the purchasing 
8 has very largely increased owing to the absorption by 
y first, and then by the United States, of from seven to nine 
hundred millions of the world’s supply of gold; and that the fall in 
the prices of commodities consequent upon this increased 
power has averaged from 25 to 60 per cent. on the leading and im- 
t articles of commerce. In fact, it is admitted by all that gold 
‘has grown and is growing scarcer, prices have declinedand are now de- 
tlining, and trade has suffered and is now suffering, not only in all 
fac 5 5 the European continent, but throughout the world, America 
u 


This unusual condition of things can not be attributed to any mere 
local cause, because the effect is general and not confined to any state 
or people. It exists as well in free-trade countries as in those that are 
more or less protective. It affects the uctions of manual labor as 
well as the products of the factory of machinery; and it includes 
the entire output of the farm as well as that of the mine and the shop. 
The cause of such universal ion in the prices of commodities 


must be as general and widespread as the effect. The fall in prices has 


been coeval with the demand made by Germany first, followed by the 
United States and other countries, on the world’s diminished and di- 
minishing supply of gold, and must continue with any additional strain 


of all products are measured. For local 
and silver may and do affect domestic prices to a 
immense mass of silver francs in France and the two hundred and fifty 
millions of dollars, half-dollars, and quarter-dollars in the United States 
play no part either in the international exchanges of the world or in de- 
ee prices of commodities in the great marts of trade abroad! 
Every additional state in Europe or elsewhere that goes upon the market 
to purchase gold for resumption or for the use of its people for circula+ 
tion increases the purchasing power of this metal, and ap its 
value as compared with other commodities, including the silver of Col- 
orado, the cotton of the South, the iron of Pennsylvania, and the wheat 
and provisions of the Northwest, and thus adds to the burdens of the 
tax-payer and the debtor. à 

It has been said by high French authority that France would have 
been hopelessly bankrupt in 1848 but for the great influx of gold from 
California and Australia, which created a degree of commercial pros, 
perity which enabled the French people to surmount the difficulties it 
which they were entangled. In this country, as we all know, the 
product of gold from the mines gave an impetus to the ty of all 
classes that has never been before or since. If there is any 
truth in the theory that the amount of circulation stands in a certain 
relation to the question of price, and that a full and i circula- 
tion has the effect to advance prices, it must follow that a scant and 
decreasing circulation will create a fall in —such as weare witness- 
ing at this time throughout the com: envi Peer egy sane 
in values, being common to all nations and peoples and to every prod- 
uct of human labor, can be attributed to no cause that is not alike com- 
mon to all nations and all commodities. 

Are we then entering a long night of falling prices, ressed labor, 
and unprofitable business? Impressed as I am with the conviction 
that the business of the world can not be carried on without the use of 
both silver and gold, and sharing in the opinion of one of the most 
eminent statisticians and economists of Great Britain, expressed in the 
Paris conference of 1878, that the effort of more of the nations of the 
world to adopt the gold standard would produce a ‘‘ tremendous crisis,’) 
and believing so long as we maintain our position of attempting and failing 
to uphold the value of silver that gold monometalism will from neces; 
sity be adopted byother important states, it seems to me that there can 
be no permanent and lasting improvements in prices of the leading 
articles of American production unless we remove what I conceive to 
be the chief obstacle to full remonetization of silver and the mints of 
Europe are opened to the coinage of silver. There will of necessity be 
an improvement in many branches of production, but prices will remain 
low and comparatively unremunerative. 

The continued appreciation of the only standard of value, all other 
things being equal, will depress more or less the prices of all commod- 
ities, and especially the productions of my section and of the South. 
We must make one monetary mass of the gold and silver of the world 
if we would secure advancing or even stationary prices and give re- 
munerative employment to labor. The two metals must be harnessed 
together at an agreed ratio of valuation, and they must each perform 
all the functions of domestic as well as international money. The 
mints of the important commercial nations must be opened to the free 
if not unlimited coinage of both gold and silver, so that each may ex- 
change its silver for gold and gold for silver on the same terms as to 
value. 

Both metals must be made to perform all the functions of money, 
in foreign as well as in domestic exchanges. Powerful, wealthy, an: 
q! WA SES agra empl pave pia ce ype 
sired ts unaided, and without the assistance of other nations, than 
I can transmit a letter to London or Paris at the same rate of postage 
as I can send it to Saint Louis, without the concurrence and agreement 
of Great Britain and France. The millions of coined silver in France 
and in the United States are, in the expressive of the dis; 
tinguished French bimetallist, M. Chernuski, but silver greenbacks. 
Their circulation is confined to prescribed limits, and perform but a 
part of the office of a circulating medium, while itshould perform, with 

, the office of an international circulation. What the world needs. 
is rated, not unrated, bimetallism, and this seems impossible under our 


t policy. 
Mr. S er, I have not attempted to elaborate any of the propo- 
sitions ve advanced. My pi has been to present as concisely 


as possible some of the reasons w. have brought me to the conclu- 
sion that the time has arrived when we should make known to the 
commercial nations of the world, alike interested with this Government 
in the full rehabilitation of silver and its restoration to its former 
place as one of its money metals, that we will no longer continue the 
efforts in which we have so bi, soap nn Nor have I thought it 
would add to our ability to solve grave and momentous problem, 
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before us to criticise oish- by yaz e , ee 
rors, mistakes, or delinquencies of the executive officers of the Govern- 
ment in the execution of the dollar-coinage act. However much they 
may have failed to put into execution the intention of as ex- 
in its legislation, and whatever may have been the hostility of 
tary Sherman or his successors to that legislation, it can have no 
legitimate influence on our opinions as to the present status of silver 
here and elsewhere to-day, and in helping us to a proper judgment as 
to our best policy in the future. 

The acts of past administrations belong to history. It is the present 
and the future that concern us. It is of no avail to be told that silver 
has had no friends in the Treasury Department, and that the execution 
of the laws of Congress in its interest has been half-hearted and per- 
fanctory, in response to the fact that silver has been declining in value 
every year since the passage of the act, after the extraordinary ex- 
penditure of $3 per capita of the whole population to bring about a 

ty of value between the two metals, or that prices of all commodi- 
ties have declined and are declining in spite of our large gold, silver, 
and circulation. But if the pastis to be resurrected to prejudice 
our P we should not ſorget to screen 
our own record the record of the legislative department —as to the 
silver dollar. 

Let us at least take the mote out of our own eye before we cast 
ont the beam out of our brother’s.’? When we determined to substitute 
silver subsidiary coinage for fractional currency Congress ordered the 
latter to be destroyed as it was redeemed. 3 the 
destruction of the small- note circulation, filling the channels of circu- 
lation which the silver dollar should have supplied, we have to this 
day taken no step to prevent the circulation of even the one and two 

bills, except those of the banks, and this was done under the 
visions of the original national banking acts when both metals had 
Ee driven out of the country. Even in the last the sum of 
$150,000 or $160,000 was appropriated to pay for the printing of new 
issues of one and two dollars, notwithstan the boards of trade and 
the chambers of commerce in every city in the United States petitioned 
this House to provide for their early destruction in anticipation of the 
danger which these bodies now deemimminent. I doubt whether any 
people can parallel our extraordinary stupidity and extravagance in 
the treatment of the silver dollar. 


We first invest millions to buy bullion to secure a plentiful circula- = 


tion of silver dollars for the people. We are at all the expense of po 
viding mints, and pay all the cost of coinage. Notsatisfied with this, 
we appropriate year by year between one and two hundred thousand 
dollars to issue one and two dollar notes in sufficient quantities to drive 
the silver dollar into Government vaults, and being deposited there, 
silver certificates are issued with many of the fanctions of money, which 
become congested in the money centers and are exciting alarm among 
business men by their 8 drive both gold. and greenbacks out 
of circulation. To complete picture of folly and extravagance, we 
are called upon every now and then to expend large sums to make pro- 
vision for the y of our immense mass of coined silver, when, b; 

proper legislation, three-fourths of the whole amount of the coined dol- 


would now be in the hands and pockets of the people and in bank | educational 


vaults. Human ingenuity could not have devised legislation more un- 
wise and extravagant, or better calculated to defeat one of the prime 
objects of that of providing a coin circulation for the people. 
have not attention to this question on account of any appre- 
hension of imminent financial disaster growing out of the wi wal 
of our gold coinage uent upon the accumulation of silver certifi- 
cates in the channels of business and in the coffers of the Treasury. 
This dread of the future in the money centers in the 3 
of trade and business will of itself tend to precipitate a finan ic; 
but with our ee favorable trade balances, with large crops on hand, 
and the liquidation of indebtedness that has already taken place, there 
would seem to be no reason for present alarm. That a much 
continuance of the policy of fabricating depreciated coinage and 
it in Government vaults, on which certificates having the func- 
tion of discharging all indebtedness to the Government are issued, will 
in time bring the business of the country to an exclusive basis of un- 
tated and 9 silver would seem not to admit of question. 

If that is desirable, wo should certainly adhere to the present policy 
of buying bullion, for the longer it continues the cheaper we shall buy 
bullion, and the more dollars we shall store and the more vaults we 
shall build. I do not place my objection to a continuance of the pur- 
chase and coinage of silver to any fear of imminent financial disaster. 
I object to it because it is a demonstrated failure. I object to it be- 
cause it involves a worse than useless expenditure of the people’s 
money; I object to it because it creates a necessity for bimetallic na- 
tions in Europe to become gold monometallic; I object to it because it 


en the position of silver as the equal of gold as a metal; 
I object to it because it is an obstacle to real bimetallism, and will inten- 
sify the demand for gold and prolong indefinitely the t shrink- 


age of values, the general depression of business and the disorganiza- 
tion of labor, and last, but not least, I object to it because it fetters and 
embarrasses the incoming inistration, and transfers to it the herit- 
age of probable financial disturbance in the not distant fature. 


Aid to Common Schools. 
SPEECH 


HON. THOMAS HARDEMAN, 


OF GEORGIA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, February 26, 1885, 
On the bill (8.398) to aid in the establishment and temporary support of com- 


mon 

Mr. HARDEMAN said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I propose at the proper time to amend the bill un- 
der consideration, giving the power to the executive of a State, if deemed 
advisable by him, to appropriate , or so much thereof as may 
be necessary, for the establishment of a school or schools of technol 
in said State; and the further sum of $10,000 annually to maintain the 
same. If this bill is to become a law, and this vast amount of money 
is to be appropriated, as is alleged, for the education of the le, I in- 
TFF benefits 
and results upon those upon whom it is expended. endly as I am, 
and have ever been, to the common schools of my State and the coun- 
try, I am satisfied that if halfof the money expended for their support 
had been re eR to building up a system of technical training more 
good would have resulted to the State and country industrially, edu- 
cationally, and morally. 

I ves not underestimate the eee of soyga pane as an 

tening agency among the people, yet I can not indorse all that 
bas bee e for it upon this fot ae x entive of crime and im- 
morality, for the statistics of the country do not verify the prophecies 
of edu enthusiasts that as you educate the people would, 
to that extent, lessen vice and crime. In sorrow, yet tru’ y, has it 
been said that 


In spite of the vast amount expended in education; in of the improve- 
T 

spite of the vast multiplicati 
erate; society in happin in virtue, in 
been goi am parallel 


on 
health, in mental and physical capacities has ing on sin ly 
with the improved systems of education.—Buchanan’s Moral ucation. 


The history of crime, says Samuel Royce (a learned investigator), in 
his work, Deterioration and Race Education, is but the hi of our 
education. Professor John Draper, Herbert Spencer, Ruskin, Huxley, 
and other great thinkers have asserted that the common system of edu- 
cation as now practiced is not a conservative moral power in the pre- 
vention of crime, and the statistics of crime and immoralities, as fur- 
nished in reports of n and houses of reformation, 
confirm these assertions. y would we disguise the fact if we 
could; but truth forces the confession that in this age of progress and 

advancement there has been a fearful increase in crime, 


in pauperism, intemperance, insanity, suicides, and disru of mari- 
tal relations. This increase has been charged against ; but 
the charge is not sustained by the tables of statisticians. Of 2,923 


convicted and sentenced to the penitentiaries in New York in 1882, 
2,499 could read and write, 2,127 drank; and of 17,341 arrests made 
by the police of New York in the months of October, November, and 
December, 1882, according to police reports, twenty-seven thirtieths 
could read and write. Richard Vaux, president of board of i TS 
of the State penitentiary of the eastern division of Pennsylvania, in his 
State reports, says: 

Four times as man 
eae convicts during a period of twenty-six years were 


reading wri 
victs have atten: 


received 

of P. : FFF 
as were wholly illiterate, and a far larger number 
school than who never went to school. 


I give his statistics showing the number received and the number 
and percentage of illiterates: 


*Buchanan, Moral Education, 317; Samuel Ro: Deterioration and Race 
D volume L page 678, andl volume 3. page 7% 5 


Verifying his statement that more persons convicted of crime are 
educated those who are illiterate.” Only 11 per cent. of the con- 
victs in 1876 in the State of Massachusetts, says the report of the State 


commissioner, were illiterate, and itis in that same report that 
there is hardly a State or country in the civilized world where i 
and bt crimes are so common as in educated Massachusetts.” 
(Samuel Royce, volume T, page 462.) 
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The Philadelphia Times, in an article a few years since reviewing the 
condition of society and the frequency of crime among its people, says: 


Peien 43 — . ig et our postaa 9 8 re EN 
sent to e n ve vi * 

three-fourths hs of them never learned to doen Koco ore eof ‘work. apna pa 

In the province of Ontario, from 1874 to 1880, of 3,859 persons com- 
mitted to provincial prisons, only 14 per cent. were illiterate; 2,792 ha- 
bitual drinkers. Of 264 persons committed in Connecticut in 1882, 253 
could read and write; 11 could not; 55 were temperate; 209 intemper- 
ate. The statistics of Massachusetts are cited particularly, not to dis- 
parage that grand old Commonwealth, but because it is universally con- 
ceded that in education, refinement, ay ‘in every thing that elevates 
a people and dignifies a State, she has generally led. For this reason 
I now refer to statistics furnished by herself as strongest proof that 
education and refinement have not lessened crimeor pauperism. I quote 
from one of her State reports. In 1876 ‘‘only 11 per cent. of her con- 
victs were illiterate; in 1880, 25 per cent.; in 1881, 23 percent. Of213 


convicts in 1882, 172 could read and write, 41 were illiterate.” One 
in every 364 natives is poor, and 1 in every 546 a convict.’ . The 
of the United States, and 


amount of crime is above the 2 avi 
the number of insane, idiotic, deaf and dumb, was 16,513. The objects 
of State charity had increased from 29,066 in 1872 to 82,997 in 1877. 
In 1876, 148,936 tramps were counted in her limits. In 1875, 20,000 
were detained in her common prisons, 852 in that of the State; 1 in 22 
of her general population were poor, 1 in 380 criminals,” 

This is indeed a sad showing for a State of her t enlightenment, 
but the history of Massachusetts, plainly told by her own statisticians, 
is but the history of other States almost her equal in educational ad- 
van and refining influences. In Maine population had increased 
from 1850 to 1880 one-seventh. Crimes, such as murder, arson, rape, 
robbery, and piracy, had tripled. Divorce, insanity, and suicides had 
all largely increased despite of temperance laws and New England edu- 
cation.“ (Buchanan’s Moral Education, 335.) 

From 1820 to 1840, a period of twenty years, says Judge Stoddard, 
only two convictions for murder or arson are known to have occurred; 
in 1880 there were thirty-three prisoners for homicidal crimes alone. 
In the United States crime has outstripped population. In 1850 the 
eee was 19,553,668; convicts, 5,645; 1 to every 3,463 inhab- 

tants. In 1860 the population was 26,922,537; convicts, 19,086. In 
1870 the population was 33,589,377; convicts, 32,901; 1 to every 1,021 
ming res (Boyce’s Deterioration and Race Education, volume 1, 

e 36. 

Pathe same may be said of other countries. According to Potter, crime 
has increased since the beginning of this century to 1850 in England 
and Wales to five times; in Ireland from 1805 to 1849 to twelve times; 
in Scotland from 1815 to 1849 to seven times. While the population 
increased 79 per cent., crime has risen 482 per cent. In Holland, ac- 
cording to Guringer, crime has increased 72 per cent., and the prisoners 
34 per cent. These are not isolated examples of countries, or States of 
our own, for the statistics of other nations, and other States in our Gov- 
ernment, give similar results and establish the fact that the educational 
system of this age has but little restraining influence upon crime.” 
Those same statistics prove also that it is not proof against pauperism, 
insanity, suicide, or intemperance. 

It is asserted in these authorities that in Germany, France, and Eng- 
land 3, 4, and 5 percent. of the population are paupers, or that 30,000, 
40,000, 50,000 respectively of each million of their population are pau- 

In 1847 every eighth man in London and every tenth man in Eng- 
[and was a pauper. In 1852 every seventh man in Marseilles and every 
thirteenth man in Paris wasapauper. In1855every twelfth man in Italy, 
every sixth man in Belgium, and twice as many in Flanders were paupers. 
In 1869 Paris had 317,742 persons out of a population of 1,799,880 de- 


ndent upon public charity. Prussia gave relief to 4.89 per cent. of 
fts entire po ion. Sweden, with a population of 4,000,000, had a 

uper population of 148,000. Norway, with a population of 1,700,000, 
had 180,000. Denmark, with about the same population, had 74,324 
paupers. 


In Belgium in 1856, 226,000 families lived upon alms; 220,000 in 
utter misery; 273,000 in poverty; only 89,630 in comfort; or, to partic- 
ularize, of its 908,000 families 446,000 are public paupers. Of every 
one hundred Belgians forty-nine lived in utter destitution, forty-two 
in poverty, only nine comfortably. In England the counties lying be- 
tween London and the southern coast are by far less illiterate than the 
north-middle counties and have yet a great deal more pauperism. In 
the great State of New York, in our own country, the p of pau- 

is alarming and increasing yearly, rising from 58,219 in 1871 to 
69,813 in 1884. In addition to this last number 122,391 were supplied 
by charities outside city and county poor-houses. The following table 
of statistics of the bog er 1 Mmo shows the 
increasing pauperism o te: wholly su 
ported, 29, bee: 1874, 41,130; 1876, 73,739; 1877, 82,997. (Royes, Det. 
and Race Education, volume 1, page 277.) 

So in many other States of this Union as the years roll on, the tide 
of paw: swells in increased ratio. The histo of pauperism is 
but the sad, sad of suicide and insanity. ‘‘ e the 
tion in France, says 937 


e author last cited, had risen from 31, 


in 1826 to 36,039,364 in 1850, or in ratio of 100 to 113, suicides had risen 
in the ratio of 100 to 209. In Denmark from 1835 to 1856 the propor- 
tion of suicides had risen from 219 to 392 in every million of popula- 
tion.“ In Prussia suicides had increased from 510 in 1823 to 2,180 in 
1858. In most European countries suicides have increased from 3 to 5 
per cent., while population has been 1.64 per cent—a sickening feat- 
ure; and I call particular attention to the statement below: 

In the suicides in a million population in France there were—farmers, 90; in- 
8 wat Biroa professions, 218; the poor, 569. (Royce, Det. and Race, vol- 
Sres n SaS di cts at a late period there were 110 suicides in a million pop- 
ulation; in educated Paris 640; in Copenhagen 477; while in the least educated 
nations of Europe, the Spanish and Sclavonian, there was less than half the ay- 
erage rate of France, Germany, and England. 

So the tables show the terrible fact of a yearly increase in insanity. 

In England and Wales there were: Idiots and insane in 1859, 36,762; 
in 1869, 53,177; in 1876, 64,916. 

In France in 1850, 20,061; in 1860, 28,761; in 1869, 38,545 in the asy- 
lums. These do not include the very large number in private institu- 
tions and homes. 

In the Rhenish Provinces of Prussia the ratio of insane to population 
La 1828, 1 insane to 1,027 population; in 1856, 1 insane to 666 pop- 

ation. 

In Wurtemberg, insanity had increased since 1832 76.3 per cent.; 
population, only 13.5 per cent. . 

Massachusetts, according to Dr. Irwin’s health report, had an an- 
nual increase in 1867 equal to 1 for every 1,546; in 1871, 1 for every 
1,389; in 1872, 1 for every 1,357 population. 

In the United States, the increase in fifty-four asylums were: In 1839, 
1,329 insane, 961 annual new cases; in 1849, 7,029 insane, 2,961 an- 
nual new cases; in 1859, 13,696 insane, 5,342 annual new cases; in 
1869, 22,549 insane, 8,769 annual new cases. 

Says this same author, volume 1, page 28: 


The increase of insanity for a century has been steady, large, and universal in 
the ratio of the spread of our civilization, The universally educated Scandina- 
vians have 3.4 insane in 1,000 1 The cultivated German, 3 in 1,000, 
The less educated Romanic nation, 1 in 1,000; and the most barbarous Sclavonio 
races, 0.6 in 1,000. Again, the ratio of insane to population is larger in cities 
than in the country, and the professionally educated, who compose 5.04 per 
cent, of the population, yield 13,8 of the insane. 


The statistics might be further extended to show the increase of in- 
temperance, divorce, and illegitimacy in our most thoroughly educated 
States; yet why continue the sickening recital, for the world knows 
notwithstanding this increase in crime and pauperism, suicide and in- 
sanity, that at no time in her history has so much money been expended 


in the education of the masses as is being annuall t in this age. 
The United States, with her $200,000,000 of schoo property, and 
$100,000,000 annually for teachers; England, France, Belgium, Ger- 


many, and other states, with millions of scholars and millions of money 
for their education, should verify the prediction that there would be a 
diminution of crime and pauperism and vagrancy and suicide and im- 
morality. Yet says a learned investigator: 

Alas, alas! nearly all statistical records seem to in the alarming fact 
that during all this development of education the misery and degradation of 
human beings has not been alleviated, but terribly aggravated. 

Surely too much has been claimed by the friends of education in its 
preventing crime; for if the history of crime verifies the fact, despite of 
educational 8 that society has been degenerating in those 
great elements that make communities moral and governments sound 
and pure, there must be some mistake in the claim of its friends, or 
some fatal error in the educatiemal systems as practiced. I am con- 
strained to believe the fault lies largely in the system, 

Rgad the works of the authors treating on crime and you will dis- 
cover that their investigations lead them to the conclusion that work is 
the surest preventive. Does the education of this age fit a man for the 
“labor of life?“ It is not broad and comprehensive enough for that. 
No one at all acquainted with our present systems (and they are so be- 
cause of usuage and erroneous teachings) will deny that the tendency 
of our educated civilization is to degrade labor, thereby creating caste 
distinctions in society, thus lowering the social relations of those en- 
gaged in it—a result which is prejudicial to sound morals and good gov- 
ernment. We need a system of education not designed for the benefit 
of the few, but for the elevation of the masses—a system where the 
school and the scholar (do not) avoid the contact with the workshop 
and the mechanic.“ The need of the nation to-day is workers, and that 
system of education is best which fits the children of the nation for in- 
dustrial pursuits, which not only furnish subsistence and a comfortable 
living, but elevate and dignify the character of those engaged in them. 
I agree with Mr. Blyth, who, in an address before the National Associa- 
tion of Social Improvement, said: 

The aim of education is not to make reading and calculating machines, or 


manufacturers of Greek and Latin in but steady, intelligent, and thrift; 
ar practicing regular industry beneficially to society, and therefore profita! 
ves. 


If the object of education is to benefit society, improve the public wel- 
fare, and give tone, character, and growth to a government and people, 
surely those engaged in the industries which underlie the foundation 
of society and the ity and wealth of the people should be taught 
the elements of such industrial knowledge as will best promote the 
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ends in view. The labor of the country is the capital of the country; 
if, therefore, education enhances the value of labor, then the more ed- 
ucated and skillful the labor the greater will be its productive power, 
and, rtionately, the increase of capital. These facts being estab- 
lish e conclusion is irresistible, that the education of labor is es- 
sential to a people’s growth and prosperity, and that in establishing a 
system of public education that one should be adopted which would 
best develop not only the productive elements of wealth, but of manly 
characterand useful 
of the present is required to prevent crime. More industrial education 
is demanded for the young, who by honest labor must make their way 
through life; for, as has been said bya board of prison management, its 
benefit as a preventive of crime is being satisfactorily proven and in res- 
prisoners can not be too much emphasized.” 

One of the authors heretofore cited asserts that the learned Lieber in 
his Ethics of Politics ‘‘affirms that all his investigations lead him to 
the conclusion that modern crime is very much due to the want of fixed 
oceupations;’’ not to illiteracy, but to idle training and habit, which 
“ starve the masses, breed mutiny, and end in national suicide.“ This 
assertion is based upon facts disclosed in prison histories. Among 358 
prisoners in one prison, he found only 1 in 7 who had a trade. Of240 
convicts in another prison only 12 had a trade. Of the criminals of 17 

isons in the United States in 1868, 79 per cent. were without trades. 

these prisons, says one statistician, ‘‘ there is seldom found a good 
carpenter, shoemaker, or blacksmith, and still less a good machinist or 
watchmaker.” 

In the elaborate table (already alluded to) of Richard Vaux of the 
convicts in the Eastern State penitentiary of Pennsylvania, for twenty- 
five years, I find, of prisoners confined from 1850 to 1859, 1,608, of 
which 1,217, or 75.52 per cent., had notrade; from 1860 to 1869, 2,383, 
of which 1,950, or 78.83 per cent., had no trade; from 1870 to 1876, 
1,650, of which 1,463, or 88.66 per cent., had no trade. He has many 
pages of statistics, all showing, says the author from whom I copy, 

‘how much the want of a trade and how little what we term educa- 
tion has to do with the perpetration of erime.” 

Every one who studies closely these statistics will be forced to the 
conclusion that educated idleness is more destructive to public morals 
and more prolific of crime than trained and occupied illiteracy. We 
want an education that will diminish idleness, and in so doing decrease 
pauperism and drunkenness and crime. We want, as has been well 
said, more of the gospel of work” preached to our children, which 

lift them out of struggling poverty into a state of competency. 
Then crime will diminish and our prisons will remain comparatively 
empty. Teach the young to work; prepare them for it by proper ed- 
ucation and they will more ch ly pursue it, and thus you will have 
industrious young men earning an honest living and turning their backs 
upon crime and prison-houses. 

This is no idle conjecture. In those places where industrial training 
has been taught for a series of years crime has diminished and pauper- 
ism has almost disappeared. 

In Belgium, says one writer, in districts in which industrial schools 
are in operation, vagrancy, that hot-bed of crime, has entirely disap- 
peared, notwithstanding the large numbers of paupers she had in 1856 
alluded to previously in this address. At Creuzot, a city of 25,000 
population, in which industrial instruction has been in vogue since 1847, 
crime and even misdemeanors have almost entirely disappeared, and 
three policemen give the people full protection.’’ This is asserted by 
all writers on the subject of crime: ‘‘ that wherever industrial educa- 
tion has been established it has rapidly diminished it; and this can not 
be said of any other education.“ It is easy to assert that education 
diminishes crime—I mean a common education—but those who have 
examined and studied criminal statistics do not so testify. 

Richard Grant White, a learned educator, in speaking of the public 
schools of New York, says: 


That 5 exert any wholesome influence x on our society, either morally or 
in nae that they make their pupils better men and women, or better 
citizens, or that they fit them for the duties or the business of their lives, I do 
not hesitate to deny. 


Again he says: 
Nor do the records of crime justify the general assumption that 


ublic schools 
are a conservative moral force in society. * It would be inte: to 


know what Proportion of our native criminals have been pupils of our public 


schools. * J nudging by my observation, I would say that the proportion 
is very large, so large if it was authentically i the publication of 
it would produce a profound and painful sensation. 


An instance of their number has been cited in the prison records of 


Massachusetts. 
Professor John W. Draper, in a work upon physiology, asserts that— 
Our common education has a tendency rather the reverse of restraining 


The commissioners of the State prison of Connecticut, in theirreport 
in 1875, say— 

Millions are annually expended in this State to secure to our youth the ad- 
vnntages of a good, common-school education, with the general impression that 
such instruction is a sure preventive of crime. Without inten the slightest 
reflection against this conclusion, we find our are filling 
up with many well-ed young men, who, onin „ have never been 
indentured y are y 

prisoners 


to any regular trade or business, and without 
led into temptation and vice. * Onacareful inquiry 
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citizenship. A different kind of training from that | ful trad 


we find it is not the want of a common-school education so much as the need of 
a good trade, with its habits of thrift, economy, and 5 that 
prisons icts. 


crowd our streets with paupers and our State with con 

The importance of trade and occupation so thoroughly impressed the 
great founder of pb os gan that among the ordinances framed by 
himself and adopted by his provincial council is the following: 

Tenth. That while in England the children of the rich were too generally 
brought up in and sloth, good for nothing to themselves or others, in 
Pennsylvania children of the of 12 were to be one up to some use- 
Aa E 
law mish mos r k 

This, sir, sounds the key-note to useful education and permanent 
prosperity. Professor Seelye says: 

Men must be improved in order to be educated. Education follows as surely 


amoral improvement as flowers open to the sunlight; but education is as = 
erless to secure that improvement as is the plant the light pon primit, spas 


which it is quickened. No amount of intelligence ever saved any people, and 
the most costly educational is consistent with and somet: actually 
found in the most corrupt state. 


Greece, when her heavens shone with the light of learning and philoso- 
phy, when learned historians wrote and poets sang, was filled with de- 
praved masses; her temples reeked with the blood of her murdered citi- 
zens; revolution after revolution convulsed the state until her liberties 
were destroyed and she fell a prey to contending factions. Rome, in 
the very zenith of her intellectual splendor, tyrannized over justice and 
religion and filled the pages of her history with crimes at which civili- 
zation yet pales. France was in a blaze of intellectual light and the 
fires of genius were burning with brightest luster when infidelity and 
corruption destroyed the church, overthrew her liberties, and deluged 
her land with the blood of anarchy and revolution. So away 
Eg t, the cradle of letters, and Assyria, and Carthage, and the land of 

Away then with the idea that the education of the people will give 
stability to government, close our prison doors, and open the millennial 
gates! Such is not the lesson of history: 

The practical teachings— 

Says a learned writer— 
of the early and 7 days of Greece an 

y — eee d Rome built up the state. The later 


Illiteracy per se is not the cause of crime; it is to be deplored, I grant 
you, but do not burden it with evils that lie not at its door. There 
will never be ignorance enough in this country to threaten its perpe- 
tuity, and if ever destroyed, which God forbid, it will be by those the 
world calls educated and learned. Pauperism and its offspring, intem- 
perance and insubordination to authority, may be the rocks upon which 
this Government may be wrecked, and the study of the patriot should 
be how to prevent it. The preventive is found in that Heaven-ordained 
decree, ‘‘in the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread, till thou return 
unto the ground.“ To escape these evils we must elevate and educate 
the working people and popularize labor by educational preparation for 
the great work of life, and this can be best ee by a well - de- 
vised system of industrial training. 

I repeat here what I once said to the agriculturists of my own State: 
teln — spion. ee your 2 to N abe paar work in- 

ntly, wor en an r wi n Se 
degradation,” for it will be vided by education Bes identified with ae Tn 


the language of one of England's royal family,“ Let learning and earning go 


ther.” Make hand-work a part of the education of your children and they 


will w up conscious of their ability to carve out their own fortunes and com- 
mand while so doing the respect of their fellows and the confidence and sup- 
port of society and government. 


Dr. E. E. White, president of Perdue University, Indiana, in an ad- 
dress on! The relation of education to industry,” says that of the three 
hundred and eighty-three occupations enumerated in the report of 
the census of 1870, one hundred and seventy-two of them are 
as manufactures, mechanical, and mining industries. In view of this 
large number of trades and mechanical industries, well may I exclaim, 
the trades are many, the learned professions are few; and while much 
has been done for the few, but little has been done by the people to dig- 
nify, develop, and perfect the productive industries of the many, for- 
getful as they are of the great truth that the practical business educa- 
tion of the people is the shortest road to material prosperity and na- 
tional wealth. Not only is industrial education an effective moral 
agency but it is eminently conducive to the growth and development 
of acountry. I quote again from my address: 

History chronicles the fact that in those countries where industrial schools 
have multiplied Need pooni have been elevated and their wealth increased. So- 
ciety has been e „because the eching of technics has multiplied handi- 

enco labor, and given proſitab 
otherwise would have grown up in ignorance, pauperism, and crime. Wealth 
has been ——— because the multiplication of industries and in the 
increased of r en in them, the sources 


labo! 5 of uction are 
increased and the difficulties of its attainment greatly dimi. These state- 


ists, who assert that 


e employment to thousands who 


iveness of labor depends upon its skill and intelligence. 
One of our co: oners to Paris exposition furnishes us a striking 
proof of the value of technical training demonstrated by the results of 


1 among their people) and 
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when another exposition was held in 1867, under the auspices of Napoleon III, 
and the awards were made, it was discovered Great Britain had excelled in but 
ten of the ninety ents. This was startling news to England. “The 
somes wees from Judah.“ A Parliament commission was appointed 
to investigate causes of this overwhelming defeat, and these are some of the 
reports to the commission of July 2, 1867. Dr. says: “A singu- 
lar accordance o! that our shown little invent- 


prevailed our country 
ttle progress in the peaceful arts of industry since 1862."" I 
may add, during that interval these other countries, by means of training-schools 
making rapid advance- 


iveness and made 


in the trades, in wea’ 
ment in industrial and 
But to continue the 


and mechanical schools, were 
mits,” 


Tyndall says: “I havel entertained 
bettereducation pai ibA Ra rieg rneer paa] 


manufacturers from making that progress which oth: 
found both masters and foremen in 

to our own, many of whom have none whatever. Theirprod 

that it is not there a machine-workin but that brains sit at the loom 
and ce stands at the s to Parliament 


awakened d to a sense of her waning supremacy. T 
ucatio: 2 


another authority, a grand ed mal bill was conceived and ad 

established a general elementary technical education (which is 
being t in nearly one hundred schools of art), and upon which Great Bri 
ain is to her former prestige and pre-eminence. Nor are her ex- 
pectations for expositions of and 1878 ished the fact 
that, under the of art and trade educations, as now taught in their indus- 
trial schools at FP. band pops teens wate 
is "again to the front” in the extent of production, and in refine- 
ment of textile industries and technic culture. 


Other countries now realize the importance of this training and are 
establishing industrial schools in every town and vi Prussia has 
about two hundred, Bavaria one hundred and fifty, Wurtemberg over 
fifty. Over eighty cities in France have e with over 
30,000 pupils, and in her towns about three h smaller technical 
schools. England has eight hundred trade schools now in successful 

on, with about 35, 000 pupils. Germany swarms now with in- 
dustrial schools. The United States had in 1876 seventy-five, giving 
instruction to 7,500 scholars. Every state should have asufficient num- 
ber to satisfy the increasing demand for technical training. Make your 
whole land a beehive. 

Open to the young men of the country inviting fields of employ- 
ment in its trades and industries, and they will not flock to the cities 
to crowd their dens of vice, nor resort to the overstocked professions 
or unremunerative occupations in counting-rooms and e houses. 
So elevate your industries by proper education as to impress society 
with the theory that industrial occupations are a proper basis of social 
distinction.“ Reorganize your educational system upon the basis of 
labor, giving every man according to his talent his own proper work, 
and intelli will be added to strength; beauty and harmony in 
the works of man will be followed by beauty and harmony in the char- 
acter of man; and justice and goodness and truth will spread, and the 
country will be filled with peace and happiness.’’ 

This much I have thought my duty to say on the bill now under con- 
sideration, and I have said it not to di education or undervalue 
its benefits—far from it, for I most sincerely wish every child in this 
Union could read and understand our Constitution and the Holy Scrip- 


is destined to relieve labor of its burden and toil of its care by subor- 
dinating natural agencies, animate and inanimate elements, to the ne- 
cessities of man and the activities of life. These will be effected by a 
well-devised system of technical training. 

To the laboratory and the workshop must we look for progress, de- 
velopment, society elevation, and national wealth. 

Industrial training is the key given to man to open the gates to these 
great results. Upon it a people’s character can be built, and the char- 
acter of a people indexes their government. In the formation of that char- 
acter much depends upon association and education, for it is molded 
in the important surroundings which God in his wise dispensation ap- 
pointed for their happiness, their social development and moral govern- 
ment. In harmony with the design of His creation, man has been en- 
dowed with grand and superior attributes, to qualify him for his Heaven- 


appointed position as ruler of earth. That qualification consists in a Sq 


proper practical education of head and heart and hands—an education 
superior to mere artificial accomplishments because of its adaptation to 
the utilitarian spirit of the age and the life-work of the people. 

The civilization of the present is p ive and aggressive, and its 
practical requirements, its increasing avenues of industry, its stringent 
political economies, its far-reaching influences, all demand that those 
educational agencies be employed best adapted to the development of 
its moral, social, intellectual, and industrial energies. These cies 
will be found in that system that contains the elements of prde pena 
education. Legislators, statesmen, philanthropists, moralists, educators, 
direct your energies, your talents, time, and your means to this 
great national necessity. Then will your dreams of a higher civiliza- 


*Paris Exposition Report, 1878, 


tion, of a purer private and public morality, of more independ- 
ence and national prosperity, of more stable institu and perpetual 
ent be realized; for it will lessen crime, — eae 
stimulate and diversify labor, elevate character, promote individual and 
public morality, multiply your industries, and give you men not only 
for society, but for the field, the workshop, the factory, the mine, the 
forum, the pulpit, and men for the commonwealth. ippy anticipa- 
tion of glorious results. It fills the patriot’s heart with joy and bids 
him withhold not his song of thanksgiving. If, then, it is to be the 
licy of this Government to build up an educational system in the 
tates, I pray you inaugurate one which will embrace moral culture, 
industrial training, and technical knowledge, for upon this system alone 


I | can be built the superstructure of a people's greatness and a nation’s 


perpetuity. 
Rivers and Harbors. 


SPEECH 


HON. THOMAS M. BROWNE, 


8 OF INDIANA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, February 24, 1885, 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and har- 
bors, and for other purposes— 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana, said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: While I am in the fullest sympathy with those who 
oppose this bill, I have at no time during all this weary discussion ob- 
structed its consideration. At all times I have favored meeting the 
important questions presented by it fairly, and submitting them to a 
vote on their merits. The responsibility of the legislation is on the 
majority, and there I propose it shall, so far as I am concerned, abide. 
I am not vain enough, sir, to think that any word of mine will ge a 
vote, and I now offer a formal amendment solely for the purpose of put- 
ting on the record the reasons which lead me to vote t this meas- 
ure. Having stated these reasons I will not again trespass on the 
tience of the committee nor interpose further to delay final action. x 
portions of this bill are doubtless fit to pass into law, but as these can 
not be separated from the waste and extravagance of its other parts, I 
will vote against the whole of it. 

In the. first place I protest against the methods of river and harbor 
legislation as an ingeniously devised plan for catching votes from all 
sections by mixing large rivers and little rivers and no rivers with lakes, 
seas, inlets, canals, wharves, creeks, and every possible water way, nat- 
ural or artificial, navigable or unnavigable, in the same bill and baiting 
each with an appropriation. A little brook grows to marvelous pro- 
portions under the influence of a generous appropriation. One of the 
manifest evils of this omnibus system of legislation is that it harnesses 
wise and ill-advised measures together and literally coerces Representa- 
tives to vote for the bad as the only means of securing the benefits of 
those of real merit. Here, in this bill, are expenditures that ought not 
to be made—expenditures that are but spoliations of the Treasury—in- 
separably tacked upon others demanded by the interests of national 
commerce, and we must accept both or get neither. Why load down 
the good by the vicious? Why not try every item on its own merits? 
Do not tell me that these expenditures are subjected to this test, for 
the contrary is within the knowledge of almost every gentleman here. 
How many are there this very day, sir, openly o. ing this bill be- 
cause their sections do not, as they think, sufficiently share in its boun- 
ties, and how many support it with zeal for no higher reason than is 
expressed by the slang phrase that has fallen from so many lips in this 
debate, that they get some of the pork.” 

I submit, sir, that this is not statesmanship; that we should not thus 
deal with t public interests. For one I will not vote for a bill that 
uanders $2,000,000 or $3,000,000 of the people's money to secure the 
benefits of $10,000,000 judiciously appropriated. I must do this, in 
my judgment, if I support this bill. 

During the debate on the river and harbor bill a year ago I had the 
temerity to assert the belief that the proposed improvement of the Mis- 
sissippi River would be a failure, and as a consequence the expenditure 
a co waste. I think time and experience are demonstrating the 
correctness of that opinion. Weinaugurated this system supposing its 
completion on the Lower Mississippi would involve an iture 
of less than $40,000,000, but it is now admitted that $150,000,000 will 
be required. This sum exceeds the total of all our past appropriations 
for the improvement of our national water ways. A of river 
between Cairo and the Gulf is to swallow a sum exceeding all our 

itures for one hundred years for the benefit of our water naviga- 
tion. In the presence of an expenditure so immense the representa- 
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tives of the people may well hesitate. There should be assurance that 
success will follow the investment before the money is voted. 

My chief objection to this bill, I confess, sir, is its purpose to sink 
additional millions in the plan of the Mississippi River Commission, 
which is at best but an experiment. I make no pretense to a knowl- 
edge of the science of engineering, but our every-day observations are 
often more valuable than the conjectures and speculations of the scien- 
tific. In the debate to which I have made reference, in a brief discus- 
sion of this point, I said: 

sim the wpe is the of 
S 


— my ond ian is the colossal N and cone I 3 not 
ould result in re- 


lof in along the mp e river—that 
such shall prove to be the result of the tended in good faith for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the river. Indeed, as I have ntosay 


that this 
gance, because I do not believe it is within t the power of science, by any manner 
— construction of embankments to e the waters of the river wit! nee nase 


ve 
tleman would be 
of 


f. ai — itis si that this ——.— 

owners; an singular to me 

sippi River Commission is intended to improve — soph fog where 

too little water, and also to continue the same K 

Now I can un d perfectly well that where the river is shoal, where the 

bed de, where the water is shallow, that ——s its waters —.— narrow- 

ing the channel you may improve the navigation; and if this system of levees 
or embankments, or 1 may call it, was confined to such — of 

the Mississippi al bode woul ak suss faith in its . 


what is the truth? said by from Ohio 
—.— WARNER 8 and I think I „ own ee òf the Lower 
— ver, ſor to ten months in the ear there is abundance of 
water all the way from t e city of Mem: to the city of New Orleans. 
Indeed, the r on the Lower ppi River is that 
there is too much water. And it is assumed here that an a n is to 
be made to make more na ver which is already too m . What 
you gentlemen want—and you might just as well tell us so—on the Lower Mis- 
is not to improve its nav . 
your i 


you . vou 3 clear of it; rst pln Stove 
as muchas you ing a crank and all that, my 
5 „ the 
Mississippi River where there is too much water and drawing it 
5 was when the Lower Mi Mississippi wee ore inundated as its 


into 
and your lagoons and your lakes, and they ate, filled Salina with water 
made the outlet. It went when it left eg river into these places, 
where it remained. But by the n the States you en- 


deavored to confine the river within its a muskrat or acraw- 
fish making a hole in the r after awhile the 3 2 
war in that directi 


on cut 2 levees, and your „ 

the mean time, while in this way you rescued these low places, the result thee 
become filled, and now when your waters escape there is no place for them to 
go except all over the Soar mee! br you are inundated. 


You have to go back to r Eea o maka poma 
way by which these waters may escape from the river. It may be 
sacrifice some portions of your lands, but not to the extent they 8 


1 —.— Use inundations ans 8 appropriation that the plan 
— ntlemen w vor n t 
pean’ be the . River Commission has not only been fully orsed by 
House, but that its success has demonstrated. And they also attempt 
to close the controversy Ly ear = ny — the engineers who originated this his plan 
r] 


are “the best in the wo: emplo yesterda: 
ting ished gentleman from Illino (ste owas 9 yor ee 


e very important aan if we had only had some committee 
pro pacity. 

their judgment. Iam a EPS hat the Mississippi River 

1 or the science of the day. 3 „ distin; guished en- 
Gulf of Mexico ab n a plan by which, as was supposed, they could dee) 


ulf of Mexico at veston. fjera sup} dad rn; if the wank only dip — 
eksands they would get th of water. ‘They fo that quick- 


over a million o 


onee passed up 3 8 5 
engineers o! 


ey pied to be pu proved it. Before this commission had aortas — before it was 


Now, — have no time to discuss some other ions in this 
conn . that I expect this bill will pass. Indeed 
Iam not sure but it ought to is an ex mt. I have made my 

n. It may be that lam ‘not a prophet, Iam not. I y 
that its friends ani „ Iamwilin; 


for the 
hope „ preprinted for tie purpose o 
was not ff... DEAA E OKOE p 
3 we make any such expenditure let us test 


I repeat, Mr. Chairman, that the 
demned by engineers of skill and of 


lan of the commission is con- 


owledged learning. Less than 


a year ago I received a letter on this subject from a gentleman of high 
attainmen 


ts and of large experience in hydrographic engineering. This 
gentleman was at one time an employé of the commission, and is at 
t commissioner of the city of Saint Louis. I refer to 
bert E. M esq.; and permit me now to read portions of his 
letter. He says: 


. $1,000,000 to the Missis- 


i et aig 


. * ou to 488 
RECORD, where you find my name as first on the of employés 

of the River Commission, and my record can be traced continuously in United 
States Engineer reports back to 1965, then in Coast Survey to 1862. I have there- 
Sore bed opportuni to know whereof I As to pig age my 
fe 8 . . giving 


my reasons for resigning my „will su 

“Tam notin E A tne on 3 
as to the value of levees. 
— 4 — 


commission in their — 
— fr! ee eee tae 
unct to channel improvemen! actually 2 
— * ly occupy a position which involves a tacit acquiescence the 
You are entirely correct in saying that the weight of intelli scientific, and 
essional is 8 think too little use ia 


of and 
(True with 


and lower the river in its bed. 
vol- 


normal 
lower the river in its 
insure good 


con 
provement.” 


aero ropose to pursue 
Gnas what is claimed for either 


two distinct and rival 6 
plan and the other is clearly superfluous. 

If any would know why this distrust, let him in concerning the work 
done on the Missouri River, whose temporary pi ve occasion to much 
enthusiasm in to brush and wire-screen dikes, y have disa 
and leave no ul trace. The m works on the Mississippi below 
reign wh fat hue ge Ba the essential matter of permanence of result. 
Their effect is to create detached sand bars, which ma I 
into towheads or even into islands, but to be ge Ga mega 
„ accretion to the Triei igk Stee batture, with 


section as below 


— 


>- 


Both forms contract the water way,and both may for atime deepen the chan- 
nel. e ee in — yards of —_ or area of water surface into 

as great as the other, but in the matter 

improvement one is real, the latter a delusion, 

7 to reconstruct levees below Red River, to 

Mo 0 — much in excess of say known 

. ee e and design to produce general enlargement o 255 

Ne The first effect of scour would be to destroy the stable 

8 on the lower river. When and how will a new stable 

Sondition be e established ? The common-sense principle of “let well enough 

alone” ought to refute all the ene nonsense that could be written 


favor of such a 
my 5 stands in lifting a warning voice 


I consider that I am serving 
against the Mississippi —— as it now stan 

„Jam not qualified to add anything to this reasoning. It speaks with 

“a warning e e and we should pause and demand proofs of success 
before we proceed further with this giant enterprise. 

It will be remembered that Hon. Robert E. Taylor, a member of the 
commission, in a very able argument defended its plan of improve- 
ment, and attempted to demonstrate its success by reference to specific 
instances in which the levee system had been tested. In answer to 
this my correspondent says: 

Mr. Robert Taylor, in his article How to Improve the Mississippi,“ in the 
North American Review for March, makes a very . levees. 
ap to specific facts as supporting the theory. 

lly stated and correctly intecpreset, condemns 
showed to the commission, 


, to 
of 1 the flood. therefore over ul * not auto din of their 
or case isa 
theory, od as, ie, fe for the decrease of Wer e before overflow; 
not reach overflow, decrease occurred— 
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Mr. Taylor is an intelligent and most conscientious gentleman, and I 
have read this letter simply to show how his argument is meton a vital 


int by one who is equally honorable and perhaps better informed as 
to the facts than himself. 1 am sure Mr. Taylor has little doubt of the 
ultimate success of the commission plan, but I hazard nothing in say- 
ing that while this is true he admits that it is an experiment that may 
fail, and he believes it should be thoroughly tested at the Plum Point 
and Lake Providence reaches before p ing further. 4 

Since the last several men of large experience in the navi- 
gation of our western rivers have written me on this subject. They 
agree in condemning the commission plan. I will give a brief extract 
from a letter of Mr. J. B. French, of Rising Sun, Ind. He writes: 


Ha noticed the proceedings of and having given someattentionto 
that portion relating to the improvement of the Mississi ver, I would like to 
F it. I will state that I am one of the oldest river · men now liv- 


run on every kind of boat pro: by steam or floated b; 
one of the first gunboats du ng tbe mr, * * è Tam satisfied that all that 


snag and . ce 

e he river runs between banks of sand 
and goes wherever the y of water is stro and no artificial means will 
change it. 8 done won't stand two ets. It will all wash away. 


completed they stood six feet above low-water 
water couldn't see a sign of either of them. A similar improvement e 
at the head of the Rising Sun Bar was all washed away, and this will be the fate 
of the work being done on the Mississippi River. 

Captain French, in other portions of his letter, gives his knowledge of 
the effects of floods on the levees of the Lower Mississippi, and expresses 
the belief that no oe system of embankments will beable to con- 
fine the waters of the river within any reasonable channel. These are 
the views of a practical common-sense man—one who makes no preten- 
sions to science, but who speaks from observation. He may be wrong. 
Those who oppose this expenditure may all be wrong, but I insist that 
they at least furnish reasons that make it our duty to stop and inquire 
before we further deplete the Treasury. I will detain the committee 
no longer. There are many other objections I would be glad to notice, 
but they must pass until some other occasion. 


No Taxation to Create Office for the Benefit of Privileged Classes. 


3 born booted and spurred to ride over the rest.—Jef- 
ferson. 


_ SPEECH 
HON. ETHELBERT BARKSDALE, 


OF MISSISSIPPI, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 
On the bill to create the office of General of the Army for the benefit of ex-Presi- 


dent U. S. Grant. 

Mr. BARKSDALE said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: To state the case precisely as it is, the object of the 
pending bill is to create a life office requiring no service, and bestowing 
a very large salary upon ex-President Grant. Itp to take him 
from private life and put him on the retired-list of the Army, with the 
rank and grade of General of the Army of the United States, and with 
pay and emoluments amounting to $19,000 a year. Republicans who 
support it are actuated by partisan and sectional feelings. Democrats 
who favor it are prompted, as they frankly acknowledge, not by devo- 
tion to a sound principle of public policy, but to satisfy an unjust 
clamor which has been raised in some of the Northern States in con- 
sequence of reverses that have overtaken the firm of which 
General Grant was a member, by reason of transactions of a question- 
able character. 

A similar bill was before Congress soon after General Grant was 
thwarted in his ambition to be elected President for a third term, but, 
heeding the indignant remonstrance of the people on whom the burden 
of the proposed favoritism would have fallen, their representatives re- 
jected it. The failure to pass it consigned it to the limbo of discarded 
schemes, and it was dismissed from the public mind. This is the con- 
dition in which it was placed by the judgment of the people when the 


millionaires during his term of office) amounting to hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars, General Grant closed his public career rich in money 
and in all the goods of this world. It would seem that he invested a 
part of this enormous wealth in a stock-jobbing enterprise, and lost by 


reckless endeavors to accumulate still more. In uence of this 
loss, and avowedly to indemnify him at the expense of people, the 
scheme to create a life office with a high salary has been revived. Its 
merits depend solely upon the ground that it is the duty of Congress 
to step aside from its prescribed sphere of action, take cognizance of 
the private affairs of ex-President Grant, and insure his losses by an 
Hf acre from the public Treasury, This is the meaning of the 
bill; nothing more, nothing less. 

Inasmuch as its advocates have based their support of it on the 
ground that it is a benefaction that should be bestowed upon a citizen 
who has rendered valuable service to the country and whose condition 
is necessitous, it is proper to state that they have not even that insuf- 
ficient pretext. Ex-President Grant has a permanent investment of 
$250,000, which is sonto unaffected by the wreck of the financial 
ventures of Grant, Ward & Co. in Wall street. In proof of this as- 
sertion I will produce the uncontradicted statement of Mr. George W. 
Jones, of New York, through whose efforts the fand of $250,000, yield- 
ing an annual interest of $15,000, was raised. I will quote from the 
statement of Mr. Jones in the New York Herald of November 30, 1884: 


and therefore an interview was sought with Geo Jones, Ruf ur 
etor of the New York Times, to whose exertions the raising of a trust of 
$250,000 in behalf of General Grant some years back was ost entirely due, 
Mr. Jones in a business-like way responded to all inent queries, 

“TI tell you all about this,“ said Mr. Jones. When the fund of $250,000 was 
complete, desiring to invest it in some persane and safe way, I counseled 
with ex-Governor Morgan, who advised t it be invested in W. stock. I 
suggested that perhaps Governments would be better, as I could put it where a 
certainty of 6 per cent. per annum could be returned. The Governor explained 
to me that his suggestion applied to a section only of the Wabash road, which 
involved an investment only of some $2,000,000, from which the income was al- 
most a certainty. 

„For what,’ said I, would you guarantee the income? 

“He replied that for 5 per cent. he would guarantee $15,000 a year for ten con- 
secutive 2 ‘Whereupon I made the arrangement.“ i 

“Has tbeen 3 paid?“ 

It has, down to “by 

“Without exception?” 

Well, there was one time when it was not paid for a few weeks, but upon 
the representation that it would be paid—as it since has been—we not press 


the estate of Governor Morgan for the guarantee. It is arranged between the 
executors, as it was with Governor Mo: , that in default of the ent by 
the road the rincipal and interest should be returned to us, in behalf of Gen- 


eral Grant. is as certain as anything can be in life. The original fund can 
not be touched and the annum income is assured,” 

“Of one thing the public may be certain—the money was raised by Grant's 
friends for Grant. It has been safely invested, and ita income is abundantly guaran- 
teed. It was raised for Grant and Grant alone will have it.“ 

This statement shows that if it is the duty of Congress to create 
the proposed sinecure for ex-President Grant on the ground of his pov- 
erty, the cause does not exist; hence, there can be no necessity for 
strain ne a Constitution to repair his losses by enforced taxation of 
the people. 

The bill is in disregard of the real object of establishing a retired-list 
of the Army. The policy of a retired-list is founded upon the consid- 
eration that the pay of the officer is fixed at a rate so low as barely to 
afford him the means of living. Consequently when by long service 
or injuries received in the line of duty he is ea SEND for further 
service, it was deemed proper to place him on the list with enough pay 
to support him in his declining years. 

To ‘‘retire’’ an officer presupposes him to be in the service. The 
beneficiary of this bill is not in the service; nor can it be said that a 
fortune of $250,000, with an assured yearly income of $15,000, is inade- 
quate to his su part, So far from being in the military service, he re- 
tired” hi m it sixteen years ago for a consideration so valuable 
that neither he nor the country can have forgotten it. He left the 
Army voluntarily, that he might be clothed with the highest honors of 
the world—the Chief Magistracy of the United States. 

The proposed measure is without precedent, as it is without even the 
shadow of justification. It is said that the office of Commander-in-Chief 
was created for George Washington after he had been President and 
had retired to the shades of Mount Vernon. But it is a calumny upon 
the memory of those who did it, to assert that it was intended to give 
him money, or to heap accumulated honors upon the head of him who 
was first in war, first in „and first in the hearts of his countrymen. 
It was to place him at the head of the Army in the threatened war with 
France. General Washington accepted the appointment with reluc- 
tance, and upon the condition that his pay should not commence until 
he had actually entered upon the duties of the office. There was no 
war; the conditions upon which the office was created failed, and the 
law was repealed. It is instructive to quote the language of General 
Washington in accepting the trust: 

Feeling how incumbent it is upon every person of every description to con- 
tribute at all times to his country's welfare, and y in a moment like the 
presens when everything we hold dear and is so seriously threa! r 

ve finally determined to accept the position of Comman -Chief of the 
Army of the United with the reserve only that I shall not be called into 
— ofaa until the — is in a e to regun my 8 3 be- 
also to mention that I — s having m W considered as drawing 
after it any immediate charge upon the public, or I can receive any emolu- 


ments annexed to the appointment before I am in a situation to incur expense. 
Marshall's Life of Wi ton, volume 2, page 437. 

The proposed measure isa violation of the objects for which our Gov- 
ernment was founded. It is a departure from the fundamental idea 
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figuratively expressed by Thomas Jefferson, that no class of mankind 
was born booted and spurred to ride over the rest. It is a long stride 
toward the establishment of privileged orders, which involves the over- 
throw of what was designed to be a plain government of the people 
and for the people; in di of the earnest warning of Andrew Jack- 
son, that it is not in a splendid government, supported by powerful 
monopolies and aristocratic establishments, that the people will find 
happiness, and protection for their liberties, but in ajust system, deal- 
ing equally with all and granting especial favors to none. 

there is one question more than any other about which my con- 
viction is clear, it is that this measure is unjust to the people, unau- 
thorized by the Constitution, and the establishment of a dangerous 
precedent. I would utter my solemn protest and record my vote against 
it, if I stood alone. 


Alien Land-Owners in America. 


Great estates destroy the spirit of patriotism in those who have everything 
and in those who have nothing.—SAInT PIERRE, 


SPEECH 


HON. JAMES H. HOPKINS, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Wednesday, February 18, 1885, 


On the bill (H. R. 2605) limiting the quantity of public lands which may be 
* held by aliens within thej on of the United States, 
Mr. HOPKINS said: 


Mr. SPEAKER: No ired prophet nor profane seer ever uttered a 


more pregnant warning Goldsmith when he wrote: 
III fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates, and men decay. 


The primal curse, ‘‘in the sweat of thy face shalt thou eat bread,’’ 
carried with it some individual compensations; and it is quite certain 
that that community is most prosperous where all men are producers. 
As idleness is debilitating and demoralizing, so industry and activity 
promote health and mental and physical vigor; and the ter the 
accumulation of application and force, the greater will be the develop- 
ment of the manhood of the people and the aggregate of its progress and 
power. 

The power of wealth is not to be denied, but its power to curse is quite 
equal to its power to bless; and the unquestionable rule is that its con- 
comitants and results are evil. The notable and noble exceptions in 
which it elevates and cheers and leaves its benediction upon mankind 
only make the rule all the more melancholy. Of the great, the gifted, 

the good, whose words and deeds light up the pages of history, how 
few there are whose ambition had wealth for a dmaid, and how 
many whose incentive was inexorable necessity! And among the na- 
tions of the world from the beginning of time those have been the most 
powerfal, us, and happy where wealth has been most gener- 
ally distributed. The philosophy of this is perfectly manifest. As the 
number of those having a substantial interest in a government increases 
there is a natural increase of the zealous defenders and earnest promoters 
of the welfare of that government. 

If a few monopolize all the luxuries and appropriate most of the 
comforts of life, the many grow discontented and restless under suffer- 
ing. And then, too, the possessors of great wealth are apt to intensify 
this feeling by an aggressive and inconsiderate exercise of their power. 
Power of all kinds seeks to increase and perpetuate itself, and is rarely 
tolerant in its use or scrupulous in its growth. And so while the 
rich become richer the poor necessarily become poorer. At length op- 
pression breeds revolt; and the masses, maddened by despair, feeling 
they have already lost all, seek to obtain by force that which has long 
been denied them by peaceful means. Bayonets may pin them down 
and hold them in subjection, but the loyal love of the people is crushed, 
and their distress is a constant menace to the government under which 
these evils prevail. 

Without pausing now to moralize upon the dissoluteness and vice 
into which the weaker rs of great wealth are led, and the con- 
sequent enfeebling of their manhood and the pollution of the moral 
tone of society, I suggest this as another of the drawbacks and dangers 
to the stability and prosperity of the Government. 

REPUBLIC’S SAFETY IN DIFFUSION OF WEALTH, 

Mr. Speaker, these general truths have a special force when applied 
to republics, where large standing armies are obnoxious; where caste 
ond classes are especially odious; where the government is built upon 
and upheld by popular suffrage. As Andrew Jackson well said: 


It is notin a splendid government, ba pha ws werful monopolies and 
aristocratic estab! ents, that our people find th — or their liberties 
protection, 


Our fathers builded with a wisdom almost, if not altogether, inspired 
when they erected our substantial, simple, but beautiful fabric, broad- 
based upon the people’s will. If we would preserve that foundation 
in its original solidity and strength, we must take care that it is not 
undermined by discontent which grows out of a sense of wrong, nor 
overloaded by a gilded monarchical architecture grossly out of har- 
mony with the grand design. 

DANGERS OF LAND MONOPOLY. 

Of all forms of wealth, that which confers the greatest power, and is, 
therefore, the most dangerous to any government, is the accumulation 
of vast bodies of land. A dependent tenantry, having no interest or 
hope of acquiring an interest in the soil, are but little better than vas- 
sals, and the owners of the fee are but little less than liege lords. 

The ownership of a man’s domicile, of the roof which covers his wife 
and children, is a power which fetters his freedom. What will a poor 
man not surrender to preserve a shelter for his family? The political 
2 of a large landlord has been too often and too strikingly exhibited 

. to need any argument to prove its danger in a republic. To 

a Ider carries with it a degree of freedom and independence. 
The man who can sit under his own vine and fig tree, who can set up 
his lares and penates in the sanctuary of his own home, feels dignified by 
the very fact, and is bound by gratitude and love to the government in 
which he feels he hasa share and which secures and protects him in his 
domestic joys. No emotion of patriotism is so potent, no oath of alle- 
giance so binding, as the consciousness that one has a material interest 
in the country, that its stability and prosperity will bless his house- 
hold, and that he will have a share in all its glory and in all its power. 


THE RIGHT OF GOVERNMENT OVER LAND-OWNING, 


In view of these indisputable facts it seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that 
the policy and duty of our Government are plain. We should promote 
as far as possible the diffusion of wealth, not by any communistic level- 
ing nor by any forced equalization of the results of individual enter- 
prise and effort, but by encouraging and aiding the willing, by curbing 
the political power of wealth in so far as government may properly do 
so, and by prohibiting the acquisition by any one of immense areas of 
land and by increasing the number of freeholders throughout the coun- 
try. 

While government may not prevent or control the amassing by in- 
dividuals of millions of dollars in personal property, it certainly may, 
and as certainly should, prevent all monopoliesin land and all vast 
holdings which retard the growth and productivness of the country, 
and serve only to build up a power inimical to the spirit of our insti- 
tutions. I do not know, sir, that the power of the Government in this 
tg se will be denied. The principle strikes me as indisputable; but 
to fortify principle with authority 1 refer to Vattel’s Law of Nations, 
book 1, chapter7, section 78, where the argument and the logical result 
are so clearly set forth: 


The sovereign ought to ect no means of rendering the land under his 
jurisdiction as well cultiv: as possible. He ought not to allow either com- 
munities or private persons to acquire large tracts of to leave them uncul- 
tivated. Those rights of common which deprive the proprietor of the free liberty 
of 3 of his land, which will not allow him to inclose and cultivate it in 
the vantageous manner, those rights, I say, are inimical.to the welfare of 
the state and ought to be pressed or reduced to just bounds. Notwithstanding the 
introduction of private property among the citizens the nation has still a right 
to take the most effectual measures to cause the soil of the country to 

the greatest and most advantageous revenue possible. 


THE POLICY OF OUR FATHERS ON LAND DISTRIBUTION, 

And the fathers of the Republic well understood the wisdom of that 
policy. It is true that immediately after the close of the Revolution 
the financial stress of the young Republic caused it to place in the 
market large blocks of land and to induce capitalists to invest. But 
in the plan for the disposition of the public lands prepared and sub- 
mitted to Congress by Alexander Hamilton in 1790 he made provis- 
ion for actual settlers only secondary to the discharge of the moneyed 
obligations of the country. And on March 3, 1801, Congress enacted 
the first ‘‘ pre-emption” law. The fundamental idea of pre-emption 
privilege is to encourage actual settlers to go upon the public domain 
to build up houses and cultivate the soil. Thus early our national 
legislators discriminated in favor of the producers, the actual settlers, 
and against investors and speculators. The limitation of the quantity 
of land which each person might hold in this way was in the line of 
judicious action pointed out by Vattel. In furtherance of this same 
thought subsequent acts were ; and in 1834 the tracts weresub- 
divided into forty-acre lots, which, at the low price exacted, stimulated 
the energies and encouraged the hopes of the humblest, and at the 
same time added to the productive wealth of the nation. 

But our Government went vastly beyond this in the same direction 
in 1862 when it enacted the homestead law. This inaugurated a new 
system, patriotic in its purposes, generous in its bounty, prolific in its 
results. Under its provisions the rich, broad acres smile a cordial wel- 
come to the husbandman and strip their bosom of the wild flowers, 
that the healed wounds of the plowshare may soon be hid by a golden 
and gorgeous harvest. And while the desert is being made to blossom, 
waste places are becoming the happy homes of sturdy detenders of our 
country’s 


It is true that unwise and profligate legislation of recent years has 


despoiled the people of much of their richest patrimony, But it is in 
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the power of faithful to redress much of this great wrong 
and to arrest further 3 of corporations and monopolists, 
and to preserve the residue of our domain for cultivation by our own 
citizens, who bear their full chare of the nation’s burdens and respon- 
sibilities, 

THE DANGER FROM ALIEN LAND-OWNERS—OUR DUTY, 

Mr. Speaker, I affirm that it is unwise, unjust, and unpatriotic to 
permit aliens, who owe no allegiance to our Republic, who have no in- 
terest in its prosperity, to seize upon the inheritance of its sons and to 
enrich foreign and possibly hostile governments with the wealth which 
should bless our on people and strengthen the power of our own nation. 

LEGAL RIGHT TO PROHIBIT ABSORPTION OF THE PUBLIC DOMAIN BY ALIENS, 

This country was dedicated as an 3 for the oppressed of all 
lands, and so it must remain forever. who make this their home 
by voluntary adoption will be ever welcome. Those who assume the 
duties of citizenship shall always freely enjoy its rights and pariga, 
None other have any claim but that of hospitali: And it 
is wrong and eee k 5 children's portion and ve it unto 


strangers. The nation’s du was prescribed in the code 
of laws ired direct from Lacs it is eee erbe, in the common 
law of Eng from which we auive e cine cle pn aig In the first 


volume of Blackstone, 371-372, it is said 


— .. ily pormane . ̃ ——— IN OTADIY 
n w wi ro! y 
be inconsistent with that which he owes to his own native liege lords. besides 
that, thereby the nation might be subject to foreign influence and feel many 
other inconveniences. Wherefore by the civil law such contracts were made 
absolutely void. 
The reasons why an alien may not become an owner of the soil are 
strongly put in Calvin’s case (7 Rep., 27) : 
1. The secrets of the realm might be thereby discovered. 2, The serene o 
os realm (the sinews of war) would be taken and enjoyed me thes nemes 
tends to the destruction of the realm by <a strangers to fortify inthe Meas 
of the kingdom.” (Note in 2 Blackstone, 24 
And it is further held that 
Alienation of lands toan alien is cause of forfeiture * * * because of his in- 
capacity to hold them. (2 Blackstone, 274-293.) 
Vattel (Book 2, chap. 8, sec. 114, p. 677) states this as a recognized 
principle of the law o nations: 
Ev state has the liberty of granting or refusing to foreigners the wer of 
el § lands or other es partie Property within = ee 252 If 
e sovereign does not permit aliens to possess imm eee ashore hes 
a right to complain of such 1 for he ma; fires very good reasons for 
acting in this manner, and as foreigners can not claim any right in his territo: 
they ought not to take it amiss that he makes use of his 3 and of his rig i 
in the manner which he thinks most for the advantage of the state. And asthe 
. —.— may refuse to foreigners the privilege of ng immovable pro 
erty, he is doubtless at liberty to forbear granting it except t with certain condi- 
tions annexed. 


A more modern writer, while admitting the right of a government to 
exclude foreigners from even temporary residence in its territory, doubts 
the wisdom of exercising that power under ordinary circumstances. 
But he adds that— 

This . — 8 includes the — * of . La 8 
ae . the occu- 
a Rar teed fia gv piirin nons or — ts) which may be thought expe- 

In this country the same general the Government is 
nized, but its application has been li iberalised by the spirit of our insti- 
tutions and of our age. 

In 2 Kent’s Commentaries, page 62, it is said: 

An alien may purchase and hold, but is in danger of being divested of the fee 
and having his land forfeited to the State Hy e inquest of office found. And if 
the alien sell land, the prerogative right of forfeiture is not barred by the alien- 

on. 

(See also Bouv. Law Dic., vol. 1, title Alien,“ and numerous cases 
there cited.) 

MODEEN LEGISLATION MORE LIBERAL—THE RESULTS. 

In the early days of our Republic a fear of foreign influence prompted 
the enforcement of the disabilities of aliens; and in almost every State 
the common-law doctrine prevailed that aliens could not hold real es- 
tate. But as we have become more self-reliant, and perhaps more 
impatient to dispose of our public lands and replenish the Treasury, 
the former policy has been relaxed. And I believe there are now but 
four States in which aliens are incompetent to own real property. These 
States are Alabama, Maryland, North Carolina, and Vermont. 

The prohibition is in part removed in Illinois, New York, Rhode 
Island, Tennessee, and Virginia. In Arkansas, Delaware, gomen and 
South Carolina there is no inhibition after the foreigner has declared 
bis intention of becoming a citizen. 

Residence only is required in California, Kentucky, Mississippi, Mis- 
souri, and New Hampshire. Texas requires a declaration of intention as 
well as actual residence. All disabilities have been removed in Con- 
necticut, Florida, Iowa, Maine, Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin. 

In 1838 an effort was made to confine the benefits of the pre-emption 
law to citizens of the United States. But it failed, and the public lands 
are open to settlement by whoever chooses to occupy them upon filing 
a mere declaration of intention to become citizens; and even * 


such declaration millions of acres may be purchased in some of our States 
by an alien, and a non-resident at that. 

Look at the result. The crowded populations of the Old World, 
seppien by the allurements of free or cheap homes in America, are 

to our shores. Anditisauthoritatively stated that fully one- 

third of all foreigners arriving enter upon the public lands. We have 

densely populated cities, with too many poor and homeless people; pe- 

riods of depression come upon all manufacturing and mining enter- 

rises, and the surplusof idle men anxious for work is thereby increased. 

Barty it would be much wiser statesmanship to facilitate and aid in 

this class of our own citizens upon the unoccupied lands and 

make self-supporting, while they swell the volume of the nation’s 

wealth, rather than by an improvident bonus bribe to come here a 
heterogeneous mass of adventurers. 

ABSENTEE LANDLORDS UNDESIRABLE, 

But, Mr. Speaker, this influx of people who know nothing and care 
20 about our form of government, whose immigration is prompted 
solely by sordid motives, is not the greatest we have to fear 
from our injudicious disposition of the publiclands. One of the 
est curses of much-afllicted Ireland is her system of absentee ord- 
ism. Much of her land is owned by men who seldom or never visit 
their possessions; who have no sympathy with the natives; who care 
nothing for their tenants except to wring from them every possible 
dollar of rental, which they spendin luxury abroad. Learning nothing 
from the history of that unhappy island, we are permitting the same 

to be fastened upon many of our communities. 

The glittering accounts of our prolific soil and the immense area of 
our pasture lands soon caught the eye of European capitalists. And our 
railroad companies, with a thrifty purpose of their o eee the 
interest already aroused by free excursions in well- 
by which noblemen and other men of wealth saw the e een — 
our prairies through the sparkle of champagne and the delicate smoke 
of pure Havanas; and the enormous returns which foreign investors re- 
ceived from their American cattle ranches still further inflamed the eu- 
pidity of their countrymen, and many others sought these rich fields of 
gain. 


ALARMING EXTENT OF ALIEN HOLDINGS, 


A year ago the London Economist felt called upon to try to check 
the spreading movement. It published a list of ten companies whose 
stock commanded a premium to five which were slightly below par. 
The journal referred to said: 


tend afew months of their establishment a number of these companies 
had Wee high dividends, and as this course had been pursued in 
the of imperfect data and by writing up the value of their cattle—the mar- 
ket value of which had undoubtedly.been rising rapidly—we took occasion to 
pon out that those concerns had been over-hasty in dividing such profits, 2 
hat the mania for such undertakings which was then in progress 1 — Dundee 
and Edinburgh, and which threatened to spread to London, was unwise. 


fey with dividends running up to almost 30 per cent. foreign capi- 
eagerly seized upon the opportunity which our inconsiderateness 
presented and already more than 20,000,000 acres have been absorbed 
y aliens. Allowing eighty acres to each household, we have thus per- 
mitted homesteads of 250,000 families, o. 3 ofa million souls, 
to be wrested from us. We have reckl permitted the birthright 
of our own people to be despoiled. 
I have here an imperfect list of the holdings of aliens which ought to 
startle our legislators to a realizing sense of the public danger and of 
their manifest duty: 


LANDS ACQUIRED BY ALIENS, 


M. Ellerhauser, of Nova Scotia (in West Virginia) 
A Scotch syndicate GA A 
A. Boysen, Danish consul at Milwaukee (in ee 


Acres. 
oe syndicate No. 1 fe „ eee 4,500, 000 
lish syndicate No. 3 (in Texas) ..... .. 8,000, 000 
Sie ward Reid, K. C. B, (in Fioridaj, pubes + 2,000,000 
yee dicate, headed — 25 . Philpotts. 1, 800, 000 
0. and Land Com 7. o London, Ma) 1,750, 000 
Phillips, Il & Co., of London. 5 1.300, 000 
— . ̃ ͤ R 1, 100, 000 
Anglo-American syndicate, headed by Mr, Rodgers, London. 750, 000 
An lish ani ig (in rere 700, 000 
Duke of Sutherland. mrin 423,000 
British Land and —.— e Co 320. 000 
Captain 9 P. Tor 310, 000 
uri Land Company, Ed 300, 000 
Hon. Robert Tennant, of London. 230, 000 
Scotch Land Company, Dundee, Scotian: 247, 666 
o ( ( 100, 000 
yen pee Newgas, Liverpool, eign 100, 000 
Houghton. . . . e. 60, 000 
Lord Dunraven (in Colorado 60, 000 
English Land Company (in 50, 000 
English Land rag ora represe 50, 000. 
an 2 . (in Arkan 50, 000 
10, 000 
5, 000 
100, 000 
glish syndicate (re — by Close cae in Wisconsin... 110, 000 
4 "Booteh company (in ifornia) ... — * 
000 
000 
000 


Missouri Land and L. S. Co., of Edinburgh, Scotland... 165, 000 
English snydicate (in Florida) rn 
Total acres .. — . ⏑—e4 nl 


I append also a a table of s some eof che stocks listed i in London; but I 
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whether these are in addition to or are 
just given: 
Arkansas Valley Land and Sea; limited; Cattle Ranch and Land, —— 


have no means of i 
embraced in the schedule of 


reference; Colorado 5 ; Dakota Stock and Grazing, limited; 
Hansford Land and Cattle, limited; Maxwell Cattle, S percent. mortgage; Mat- 
ador Land and Cattle, limited; Missouri Land and Live Stock, limi $ Nevada 
Land and Cattle, limited ; Powder River Cattle, limited, ordinary ; Powder River 
Cattle, limited, proarai Prairie Cattle, limited, first issue; Prairie Cattle, 
limited, second issue; Prairie Cattle, limited, third issue; Swan Land and Cat- 
tle, limited; Texas Land and Cattle, limited; United States Cattle Ranch, lim- 
ited; Western Land and Cattle, limited; Western Land and Cattle, limited, 
preference ; Western Ranches, limited. 

Remembering the millions upon millionsofacres given away to enrich 
corporations, and these other millions which non-resident aliens have 
been allowed to acquire, we will be unjust to the present generation, 
unfaithful to those yet unborn, and untrue to the best interests of our 

.country if we hesitate to stop this wasteful policy. 
SQUATTER ROBBERS—THE GOVERNMENT'S DUTY. 

But, Mr. Speaker, objectionable and alarming as is the exhibit I 
have already presented, there are still more shameful facts to be con- 
fronted. Notcontent with that which could legally be acquired under 
our lax legislation, there has been bold and defiant robbery of millions 

. of acres of our public lands, without the payment of a single dollar to 
the Government, without the faintest shadow of title, without the 


slightest pretext of ri Foreigners have impudently seized upon, 
88 incl and are using vast areas of our land. The 
mmissioner of the General Land Office, in his report for 1883, says 


that, with limited means for investigation, there were 1,237 cases of 
fraudulent entry reported. He also says: 

The 
3222 ĩð T in Satan tat eet 
tories west of the Mississippi River. Th 
hundred thousand acres. 

In his last report the Commissioner says: 

Three thousand five hundred and thirty-one — — fraudulent entries have 
been examined, and about 5,000 are awaiting investigation. 

He further states that— - 

S ON 
Tho extent to which public lands . may be inferred from the large 
amount found inclosed in the small number of cases examined. 

It is not claimed that all of these depredators are foreigners, but 
many of them are, and all of them deserve the condemnation of an 
outraged people and such penalties as highwaymen suffer. The crime 
ee in that it is a double robbery of the nation and of her 

citizens. No other nation upon earth would tolerate such a 
wrong to her citizens, such a wholesale larceny of her resources, such 
aninsult to her dignity. A mere trespasser upon royal domains, a sports- 
man or eee who might kill a deer or rabbit upon royal preserves, 
would feel the swift vengeance of violated law. But the majesty of 
our Government is mocked, while her forests are being cut down and 
carried away, her pasture lands are appropriated, and her game is being 
murdered to give nobility a summer holiday ! 

In view of these facts we may well inquire— 

Why prosecute the man or woman 

Who steals the goose from off the common, 
But leave the greater felon loose 

Who steals the common from the goose? 

We talk about enforcing the Monroe doctrine to prevent undue for- 
eign influence, and yet we tamely look on while foreign capital and 
foreign power are fortifying themselves in our very midst and are in- 
solently defying our nation’s authority over herown domain. Surely 
it is time to calla halt. If we may not recover the lands 1 held 
by aliens, we can and must sweep away the unlawful “ squatters, and 
declare to all the world that our public lands shall henceforth be re- 
served for homesteads for our own citizens or as a bounty to the brave 
defenders of our flag. 


BENEFICIAL EFFECTS OF SMALL HOLDINGS. 


Mr. Speaker, I have already alluded to the right of the Government 
to secure the largest possible products from her aggregate soil. And I 
think there can be no question that the greatest results can be secured 
by the most general distribution of the ownership of land. Can there 
be any question of the comparative revenue from 80,000 acres owned by 
one man and that which would be derived from the same area divided 
among a thousand, each having the pride of ownership and stimulated 
by the knowledge that every improvement made, that every dollar’s 
increase in value of product, will bring additional comforts to his own 
household ? 

In an elaborate review of The present aspect of the land question, 
by William Fowler, M. P. (Cobden Club Esays, second series, page 
165), the writer is constrained to say: 


ese ranges sometimes cover several 


And again (page 154), speaking of the tenant farmers, he says: 

However abundant is the harvest gathered, they only gain indirect] 
they would be more than human if they labored for others as they wo! 
for themselves. 


iabor 


M. De Laveleye states the true philosophy of the distribution of land 
in these words: 


The distribution of a number of small properties among the peasantry forms a 
and safeguard forthe holders of large estates, and peasant p: 


kind of ram rop- 
erty may, without exaggeration, be called the lightning conductor, that averts 
from society dangers which might otherwise 5 violent catastrophes, 


DISTRIBUTION OF LAND IN EUROPE. 

In France it was estimated before the loss of Alsace and Lorraine 
that 5,000,000 proprietors owned on the average seven and one-half 
acres each; that 500,000 proprietors of a higher class owned on the aver- 
age seventy-five acres each, and that 50,000 great proprietors owned on 
the average seven hundred and fifty acres each. 

In 1858, in the Rhine provinces and Westphalia, the average holding 
of each proprietor was but ten acres. In the rest of Prussia there were 
1,300,000 proprietors, of whom one hundred and eight only had estates 
large enough to be rated over $7,500, and only about 16,000 had estates 
of more than four hundred acres, while about 350,000 had estates vary- 
ing from twenty to four hundred acres, and the rest, some 925,000, 
owned less than twenty atres each. 

Hon. George C. Brodrick, in a treatise upon English lands and 
English landlords” (page 453-454), after reviewing the policy of differ- 
ent European governments, says: 

Foreign experience teaches us that the instincts of proprietorship are cher- 
ished with the utmost intensity by t owners, who show mutual 
for the rights of property far beyond that which prevails in England. 

This statement is entitled to all the greater weight in view of the 
proverbial pride which Englishmen feel in the laws, customs, and con- 
dition of their country. : 

In Mr. Brodrick’s work I find the following authentic and instruct- 


ive table: 
Summary table of England and Wales. 
Number of! Extent in 
owners, acres, 
Peers and 5,728, 979 
Great land-owners.. 8, 497, 699 
*Squires......... 4,319, 271 
Great yeomen.. 4,782, 627 
yeomen, 4.144, 272 
Small proprietors... 3, 931, 806 
mn taskopsoessabeetorehoe í 151, 148 
Pe On oe: barracks, vict prisons, light-houses, 
wn, con ns, 
— ives ee Pat 5 aoe 
O) U 01 1 thro; ——ͤ— 2e — ‘ 
Commercial and r — 330, 
Waai ossai ooo peor eenen 1,524, 624 
A A aaa NE EE 34,523, 974 


The details of this table show the extent to which a landed aris- 
tocracy may absorb the territory of a country. It appears thattwenty- 
eight dukes own 3,991,811 acres, that thirty-three marquises own 1,- 
567,227 acres, that one hundred and ninety-four earls own 5,862,118 
acres, and that two hundred and seventy viscounts own 3,780,009 acres, 
and that nearly one-half of the inclosed land in England and Wales be- 
longs to a body numbering but 13 per cent. of all the land-owners. 

It further appears that in Scotland, where the total area is 18,946,694 
acres, one man owns 1,326,000 acres, another has 431,000 another 
427,000 acres, another 306,000 acres, and twelve owners have 4,339,722 
acres, about one-fourth of all Scotland. Twenty owners hold more than 
120,000 acres each. 

In Ireland, where the total area is 20,159,677 acres, one person owns 
170,119 acres; twelve persons own 1,297,888 acres; two hundred and 
ninety-two persons own 6,458,100 acres—nearly one-third of the entire 
island; one thousand nine hundred and forty-two persons own two- 
— of the whole island.—Financial Reform Almanac for 1885, page 


With this exhibit before us can we wonder that there should be a feel- 
ing of great unrest among the landless and hopeless tillers of the soil? 
Can we wonder that the land question is the all-absorbing one in Great 
Britain? And the question which presses upon our consideration is 
whether we will learn a lesson from the experience of other nations, 
and avert, while we can, the evils and the from which others 
suffer, or will calmly fold our arms and drift on to inevitable disaster. 

OUR DANGER AND OUR DUTY. 

Althongh we have successfully and even gloriously rounded the first 
century of our nation’s existence, we must not forget that a hundred 
years in the life of a government is but as aday when itis past. And 
we must remember that there are forces more to be dreaded than the 
tread of hostile legions through the streets of our cities. We may en- 
compass our frontiers with fortifications, our seacoast may bristle with 
cannon, ironclads may fill our harbors, but it will be all in vain if we 


of | permit the sappers and miners within to work on undisturbed. If we 


would preserve the Republic we must be true to the principles, the 
precepts, and the practices of its founders. 
If we would te this Government, we must preserve its origi- 
nal simplicity and purity. We must discourage the building up of an 
especially must we prevent the growth of land monopolies. 
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We must protect our national domain from the rapacity of foreign capi- 
tal, and from the influence and power which are thereby secured. We 
must maintain our broad acres for homes for the free and faithfal citi- 
zens, and not permit them to be seized upon or despoiled by absentee 
aliens, giant corporations, or grasping speculators. When our great 
prairies shall be dotted over with the happy homes of our own people 
we shall have secured contentment, prosperity, and peace at home, and 
respect and safety from abroad; and we can then realize the prophetic 
benediction of the psalmist : 

The pona are clothed with flocks; the valleys also are coyered over with 
corn; they shout for joy, they also sing. 


Aid to Common Schools. 


SPEECH 


HON. J. W. THROCKMORTON, 


OF TEXAS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, March 3, 1885. 
On the bill (S. 398) to aid in the N and temporary support of common 
00) 


Mr. THROCKMORTON said: c 

Mr. SPEAKER: Iam not e to support the podnog measure, 
whether represented in the te or House bills. I concede, as fully 
as any gentleman on the floor, the importance and necessity of popular 
education to the perpetuity of republican government. 

A people who possess the tive of self-government must acquire, 
by some means, the intelligence which will render the wise and healthy 
exercise of their sovereignty practicable. To realize that equality of 
rights which is the ial element in the American idea of repub- 
licanism,and to secure to the great masses the material conditions under 
which the race of life may be evenly run, I am p to go farther, 
and advocate not only a universal elementary education that would 
make the citizens intelligent voters, but that technical instruction that 
would make them producers, and create a tax-paying, comfortable, and 
contented community. 

I admit the historical fact that the founders of the Government, the 
fathers of. the Constitution, have not only ized the im 
and necessity of lar instruction, but the obligation of the political 
communities of the Republic, State and Federal, in their sphere, and 
for the purpose contemplated in the laws defining these functions to 
foster and maintain tutions of learning. 

Making these general concessions of the needs of the people and the 
powers and obligations of the General Government, I can not admit 
that the present measure finds a warrant in the Constitution. Congress 
has set apart at different times bodies of the publiclands for school 

urposes in the several States, and has appropriated the proceeds of the 
sales of the public lands for the same purpose. This action was legiti- 
mate, because it was the simple conversion by the Federal Government, 
the trustee of the people in the custody and administration of a common 
property, of lands held for their benefit and then devoted to their uses. 
This action, however, did not involve the question of taxation of one 
community for the support of the necessitous classes in another. Con- 
has also appropriated money for the establishment and mainte- 
nance of military and naval schools, military and marine hospitals, sol- 
dier’s homes and asylums. This was legitimate, because it looked to 
meeting the wants created under legislation of Congress by agencies 
established by Congress and for the common purposes of defense from 
foreign and internal foes. In this the General Government was cgvered 
by an authorization embraced either in the declaration or just implica- 
tions of the organic law. There are many acts of beneficence that may 
be constitutionally enacted by the Federal Government, and there are 
many that would bring relief to suffering and distress which are not 
warranted by the law which the Federal Government is under no obli- 
gation to do, and which the States should do and can do without vio- 
Jation of law and with greater and more permanently beneficent re- 
sults. 

I am prepared to recognize in all its significance the lesson taught by 
the statistical exhibits of ignorance presented by the advocates of this 
measure. This data makes an appeal that no thoughtful, patriotic 
man can ignore. It demands early and adequate action. There is a 
duty in this connection which, for its discharge, will demand positive 
effort by the authorities and concerted action by the citizens. 

But I can not admit that the dangers to our institutions from this 
source are as imminent as the friends of this measure represent it to be; 
nor can I admit that it is of such a character and such volume as to be 
beyond the control of the local political communities in which it ex- 
ists. In my own State, at least, we do not need the kindly interference 
which this contemplated measure proposes to extend. 


The impression from the statistical exhibits is made that not only is 
the volume of ignorance, especially in the South, enormous and difficult 
to be handled, but that it is growing rapidly, is a result of permanent 
causes that inhere in society that are normal and not exceptional, and 
that it will never be as easily handled as now. I except to the cor- 
rectness of the conclusion, whether it be found as a declaration or an 
implication. 

The causes contributing this great volume of uneducated people to 
the voting classes of the South were abnormal and extraordinary—the 
sudden emancipation and franchisement of millions of uneducated ne- 
groes as an incident of the civil war. 

The continuance of this state of things, without prompt correction, 
was referable to the poverty and destruction of values in that section, 
incident to the same cause. This section, though not as prosperous nor 
as rich as other more favored communities, is nevertheless steadily re~ 
gaining her prosperity, and becoming financially more able to deal with 
this and other questions that draft upon the revenues of the state. 

There will never be a period in which so much ignorance, at so in- 
auspicious a time, can be suddenly and unexpectedly introduced into 
the political life of the country. 

The darkest period, in this matter of popular ignorance, has been 
reached, and later statistics will show that improvement has com- 
menced, and that the light from institutions of learning is everywhere, 
slowly it may be but steadily nevertheless, driving back the darkness 
and dispelling the gloom. 

Mr. Speaker, apart from the constitutional difficulty that I have 
stated there are substantive objections that forbid my support of this 
measure. In myjudgment it threatens the integrity of our republican 
institutions. The highest prerogative of political sovereignty is the 
right of the community possessing it to determine its own political re- 
lations at pleasure and upon its own judgment. At one period of our 
history this conception of sovereignty was the centra lidea in a powerful 

litical school, which taught the doctrine that the Union was framed 

y sovereign communities, and that this prerogative of sovereignty still 
inhered in them, and could, when in their judgment 8 exer- 
cised. This theory of our governmental system has been abandoned. 
The popular judgment now concedes that the Union is indissoluble un- 
der the law, and if formed by sovereign States, this prerogative was ex- 
aoe and surrendered by the States when they ratified the organic 

W. 

The people, through the forms of law, have fixed and determined the 
relations, jurisdictions, and powers of the National and State Govern- 
ments; and the same Constitution that recognizes the paramount au- 
thority of the General Government within the sphere outlined in that 
instrument, also recognizes thestatus and prerogative of the community 
of States in the limits in which their authority is exercised. I believe 
that the preservation of these separate but harmonious jurisdictions is 
to be desired, not simply for economic purposes and for convenience in 
administering government over an extended area and a dense popula- 
tion, but those higher considerations—the protection of life and p 
erty, the preservation of order, the promotion of the prosperity and pu 
lic content that underlie good government, and the preservation of the 
liberties of the people—all combine to demand that the integrity of our 
republican system as it substantially came from the hands of the fathers 
should be preserved. 

This measure is not advocated on the ground that it is a charity to 
the States whose people would more immediately secure the benefits 
thereof. It does not proffer alms, but it proceeds upon the supposition 
that the National Government is performing a duty and is exercising the 
right that is implied in the existence of such an obligation. I do not 
admit that any such obligation on the part of the General Government 
or that any prerogative which is to be exercised to meet this obligation 
inheres in that Government. Texas has no moral or ! claim on the 
tax-paying people of Massachusetts by which the national authority 
could transfer the educational burdens of the first State upon the people 
of the latter. 

This is not an obstructive nor technical vice, but a material and sub- 
stantive defect in the contemplated legislation; and if such measures 
be initiated under the plea of exceptional need in certain States it will 
shock and damage our political system, and the derangement will be 
all the more dangerous because insidious, and not such as to arrest the 
attention of the superficial observer. 

A farther objection is that this movement tends to create out of the 
national authorities a great parental government, in which the people 
will become minors and seek the supervision of the national guardian- 
ship not only in their relations as citizens of the United States, but in 
their local domestic concerns, and a spirit of dependence will be bred 
foreign to the manliness that constitutes the strong element that marks 
the character of a free people. This parental relation is becoming in 
monarchical institutions, but is antagonistic to republican ideas. It 
suits a subject, but does not become a citizen. The government be- 
longs to the people, it is their servant and creature, and not their mas- 
ter. The People demand honesty in the administration of affairs and 
justice in the execution of the laws, but they do not want charities and 


will secure no favors from their public servants. 
There is another view worthy of consideration. In the economy of 
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nature there is no 
pi yg the 

enjoy this success. Superimposed ] 
is to be sought and prized which is mainly achieved by the man who 


t success that does not demand as its necessary 
orts and contributions of the es who propose to 
greatness is of little worth, and that 


wears the laurel. We do oft, as Schiller “seek the help in 
others that is in ourselves, but rome and comforts by individuals 
and communities can never be achieved in this way. Sacrifice, incon- 
venience, self-denial, pai exertion are not pleasant things, and hu- 
man nature, except where necessity compels, dai not voluntarily im- 
pose these burdens upon itself. 

The relief sought in these measures is to be found among the people 
who live in the presence of these great educational needs; who witness 
and feel the evils of ignorance, its incompetency, its helplessness, its 
vices, and its woes. 

Not accumulation but development is needed. Not aid from with- 
out, but the latent, sleeping energies from within must be awakened 
and organized before 1 healthy cure of popular ignorance 
can be effected. It will never be safe, sir, nor wise to do by proxy and 
substitute the important things of life that we are competent to do our- 
selves. The tenderest mother never developed her lusty boy into the 
strong man by bearing him in her arms through his youth lest he should 
stumble and fall and bruise his limbs. The blunders and falls of the 
child are the necessary conditions of the steady step and graceful move- 
ments of the youth and man. 

If this measure becomes a law it may give temporary relief in some 
instances; it may put more children in the schools fora few years, and 

ive a feverish, spasmodic energy to the cause of education, but it will 
reed an enervation that springs from the inactivity that outside help 
frequently produces, that will inconvenience the independence of the 
communities accepting it, destroy the self-reliance of the people, and 
in the end, I fear, put out of the schools more children than it puts in 
so soon as the helping hand of the General Government is withdrawn. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, this in my judgment will be a most dangerous 

t. The advocates of the measure allege the conditions that 
make this legislation necessary are exceptional, and that it is intended 
to be provisional in its character—limited in its operations by its own 
provisions, and that it is to recur in law subsequently only in the 
gravest emergencies. 

Not questioning the sincerity. of the declaration of gentlemen in this 
connection, I look with apprehension upon this, as I believe, innova- 
tion upon our traditions and institutions. 

Think of an ignorance generally bred of indolence, and inspiring in- 
dolence in those who suffer from it, so great that fifty, seventy, or a 
hundred million of dollars are taken from the common fund contrib- 
uted by the tax-payers of the whole country, and diverted to educa- 
tional purposes in certain States through a period of ten years ! 

With such wild legislation, increasing the national appropriations by 
millions annually for the next ten years, when are the e of tax- 
ation, already so 5 to be lifted from the backs of the people? 
I ask you, sir, and I ask the members of this body, with increasing a 
propriations, already aggregating more than a million of. dollars, for 
the education of a few thousand Indian youths, to supply the inordi- 
nate and growing demands of politicians for pensions, the pressing per- 
sistence for untold millions to clean out and improve unimprovable 
creeks, bayous, inlets, and insignificant water courses—how long will 
it be that you will have a surplus in your Treasury, and how long be- 
fore your public debt will be discharged? 

With this kind of legislation, instead of abolishing your internal taxes 
and placing articles of necessity on the free-list and reducing others 
now far too heavy to be borne with patience, you will have to devise 
new methods of taxation and new articles upon which to impose them. 

Let this gigantic measure of a parental government become a law for 
ten years, my word for it, it will become a fixture never to be eradicated 
unless some great calamity befalls us and reduces our people to t 
financial distress. With it will grow up new offices, new LATAA Suen 
chinery will be constructed, new dependencies be created and new 
habits formed, new and additional taxes levied, and insensibly and nec- 
essarily a conflict will originate between the Federal and State juris- 
dictions, with all the probabilities that the national,the stronger of the 
authorities, will prora and by sufferance for a while exercise local 
functions and end by absorbing permanently the powers that sacredly 
belong to the States. You will witness first these complications, and 
finally a consolidated centralism that will destroy the simplicity and 


integrity of our system; the creation by new and increased processes of 


taxation of revenue surpluses that will breed corruption, and supply 
the occasion for disturbing and irritatingintermeddling by the Federal 
authorities with the domestic administrations of the States. 

I yield to no gentleman in my deep conviction on the subject of pop- 
ular education, but I differ radically from them in my ideas of the best 
methods of accomplishing success. Except for the general and com- 
mon purpose indicated in the Constitution for the National Govern- 
ment, remit the question of popular education to the several States, 
and keep it there sacredly. t the local communities study and pain- 


fully appreciate their educational wants, and then, by taxation or other 
adequate means conjoined with the individual help of the citizen in 
his private capacity and aided by philanthropic men ontside of the 


Commonwealths, address themselves to the solution of the question. 
Relief will not be long delayed, and when it comes it will be perma- 
nent, because healthy. No impairment of the simplicity and harmony 
of our splendid governmental will be made in order to accom- 
plish this result, and there is no State that can not meanwhile, until 
such accomplishment, “‘ bear the ills” that it has not heretofore been 
able to cure. 

It is urged that this is an opportune time, when there is such a large 
surplus in the Treasury, to divert these largesums of public moneys to 
private uses. 

The existence of such a surplus in a time of peace, in the presence of 
great commercial distress from heavy taxation and industrial revul- 
sions, is an outrage upon the people, and constitutes a severe reflection 
upon the wisdom of the party under whose administration and policy 
such a state of things became possible. Persistent ill-advised legisla- 
tion has produced this plethoric condition of the Treasury, and presents 
the question to thoughtful men whether a system of revenue—the so- 
called protective system—that produces this immense collection of taxes 
beyond the wants of the Government in order to maintain the integ- 
rity of the system, is worth maintenance or deserves the confidence of 
the American people. This accrument from oppressive revenue laws 
should be converted to legitimate and needful wants, and not be squan- 
dered in projects of doubtful constitutionality, where new drains upon 
the will be created necessitating the imposition of increased 
burdens upon the people to meet them. Increase your Navy; improve 
your ordnance; make secure the seacoast defenses of your great com- 
mercial cities; improve your harbors and great water ways—streams 
upon which can float the nation’s commerce—and not the puny stream- 
lets within the States of no importance whatever; pay the pensioners 
who have just claims upon the country’s gratitude; and if these legiti- 
mate demands do not exhaust the surplus so unwisely accumulated, 
apply the residue to the payment of the public debt, and thus place 

Government in position to relieve the people of unjust burdens of 
taxation, and largely contribute thereby to both stability and progress 
the material and commercial enterprises of the country. 


Rivers and Harbors. 


SPEEOH 


HON. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, 


OF OHIO, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Saturday, February 14, 1885. 


The House being in Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and 
having under consideration the bill (H. R. 8130) making appropriations for the 
construction, , and preservation of certain works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes— 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I notice in one of the morning papers a statement 
which I have repeatedly heard during the p of this session of 
Co: that certain bills now on the House Calendar, in which the 

ple of this country take a deep interest, will never be considered, 
Bir the reason that certain distinguished Democrats pronounce them 
unconstitutional. 

It will be remembered that when the pleuro-pneumonia bill was be- 
fore this House at the last session—the only bill in the interest of the 
agriculturists of this country that has been considered by the Forty- 
eighth Congress—the most important feature of the bill was ruthlessly 
stricken out—indeed, the efficiency of the bill was destroyed—because 
the Democratic side of this House held it to be unconstitutional. They 
denied the constitutionality of any law that gave to the General Gov- 
ernment the authority to place in quarantine any State, or any part of 
a State, in which this terrible disease was found to prevail, and hence 
this important bill to prevent the spread of contagious diseases among 
cattle, unanimously reported from the Committee on Agriculture, was 
rendered almost useless, because it was met with this so-called consti- 
tutional objection. 

At this hour the nation sits in silence and waits with bated breath 
to know the result of the bills now pending in this House to provide 
national aid to facilitate the removal of the cloud of ignorance and 
illiteracy which now threatens the life of the Republic. The Commit- 
tee on Education, of which 1 am a member, gave, during the first ses- 
sion of this Congress, careful consideration to this great measure. Del- 
egations, petitions, and memorials came from every part of this broad 
land, im ing and pleading for the passage of a bill providing 
Government aid for the removal of the mass of ignorance which now 
stands as a threatening menance toa free government and a free people. 
A bill was and placed on the Calendar early in last session. 
Asimilar bill passed the Senate during the last session and now lies on 


on 
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the Speaker’s table. And yet up to the closing hours of this last ses- 
sion not a single moment has ever been given to the consideration of 
this great question in which 55,000,000 of eare deeply interested. 
Why is this? Why is the poor boon of a few eration de- 
nial measure of such great importance? The answer is, that from a 
Democratic standpoint there is no warrant in the Constitution for the 
appropriation of money from the national Treasury for the education 
of the wards of the Republic. 

The ecclesiastical 3 of the Mormon Church, and the rapid 
spread of polygamy in Utah and adjoining Territories, is fast becoming 
a terror to American civilization and a danger tothe liberties and purity 
of our people. The legislation of the last twenty years has signally 


that fair land with an oligarchy that defies the pulpit, the press, an 
the legislation of the nation. The Committee on the Territories, of 
which I am also a member, by a strict party vote, refused to report 
favorably a bill, recommended repeatedly by President Arthur, creating 
a legislative commission for the Territory of Utah to take the place of 
the present Territorial government, under which Mormonism is con- 
stantly growing in wealth and power. This bill is known to have the 
support of ex-Presidents Grant and Hayes and of all the leading men 
in the country who have given this subject careful consideration, and 
it is denied consideration, as is also Senate bill on the same sub- 
— now on the Speaker's table, for the reason that in the judgment 
of the leading Democratic minds of this House all such ion is 
unconstitutional and in conflict with their notions of State rights. 

In view of these facts, and in view of the fact that these doctrines 
of State rights” and strict construction ” meet us at step in 
legislation when we ere to consider any great measure 
the whole country is I have been waiting from session to 
session and from day to day, during the consideration of this river and 
harbor bill, to hear from the distinguished constitutional lawyers on the 
other side of this House in rd to the constitutionality of this bill. 
During all these long hoursof discussion not one word has been uttered 
in regard to its constitutionality. 

Why this marvelous silence? The men who are known on this floor 
and throughout the country as great constitutional lawyers, have seen 
proper, for some reason, not to discuss this phase of the bill or even to 
allude to it. I am anxious to know, and I think the country is anxious 
to know, where in the Constitution will be found that warrant which 
satisfies the Democratic mind that a bill like, this appropriating twelve 
or fifteen millions a year to the improvement of rivers and harbors, is 
constitutional. What ph or section in that great charter con- 
tains this authority? other years the leaders of the Democratic 
party denied the constitutionality of all such measures. It is true the 
recent Democratic platform made at Chicago did what no other Demo- 
cratic platform ever did before, ized the Mississippi River 
as a fit subject for national care and nurture, but we have not since 
then been informed whether that platform c the meaning of the 
Constitution of the United States in the opinion of the Democratic party 
in other respects; and, if so, what part of the Constitution is to be in- 
terpreted as changing the immemorial orthodoxy of the time-honored 
Democratic party. 
party in its day, and the Republican party since, has al- 
ways contended for liberal appro) for rivers and harbors; and 
to these two political parties we are indebted for the public sentiment 
that now prevails in this country in favor of i ing the facilities of 
commerce. Against this view the Democratic party stood like a 
wall of fire for more than half a century, insisting that every such meas- 
ure and oreg o appropriation was unconstitutional, just as they in- 
sisted at the session that all of our protective tariffs are unconsti- 
tional. 

For myself I would gladly aid in building up our commerce at home 
and abroad, on land and on sea, and I would welcome all legitimate 
methods of cheapening transportation as being directly in the interest 
of the producer and consumer the world over; but I am to this 
bill, and will be compelled to vote against it unless it can be so amended 
as to eliminate from it many of its objectionable features. I voted 
against the river and harbor bill passed at the last session, not because 
I was opposed to river and harbor bills, nor because there were not in 
it many worthy objects of national bounty, but because there were in 
it, in my judgment, many appropriations not demanded by the neces- 
sities of commerce, and there were omitted from it many objects more 
worthy of aid than those sought to be benefited. I did all I could to 
have that bill amended, as I have been endeavoring to have this bill 
amended, so that it would be worthy of support. 

Before proceeding further, Mr. Chairman, Pant to enter my protest 
against the accusation repeatedly made by the friends of this ill t that 
those who oppose it are acting in the interest of railroads. Iam under 
no obligations to any railroad company, and no railroad company is 
under any obligations tome. I have not „ 
railroad pass since I have been a member of Congress, nor received from 


any railroad company, for myself or any of my friends, directly or in- 
directly, any favor or advantage of any kind whateyer; consequently 
my opposition to this measure can not be attributed to this considera- 
tion. Besides, I voted for the Reagan bill, a bill that was top-heavy 
with anti-mo: ly, not because I thought it such a measure as the 
country needed, but because I believed in the right of the General Gov- 
ernment to control interstate commerce, and because I believed in the 
necessity of some legislation to check the rapacity and injustice of 
railroad domination. I relied on the Senate to so modify it by suita- 
ble amendment as to make it such a law as the country needs, And I 
am therefore unwilling that my opposition to this bill shall be attrib- 
uted to any such motive. 

The Forty-seventh Congress at its first session appropriated for rivers 
and harbors a little over $18,000,000, and the magnitude of the appro- 
priation created a political ground-swell that drove from public life 
many of the most eminent men of thecountry. It was passed over the 
President's veto, and became a powertul factor in the campaign of that 
year. The second session passed no river and harbor bill, but quietly 
turned the rivers and harbors of the country over to the prudent care of 
the Democratic party, then assuming jurisdiction of appropriations. 
The first session of this Congress passed a river and harbor bill appro- 
priating, when amended by the Senate, about $15,000,000. The pres- 
ent bill, if amended to the same extent, will appropriate $15,000,000 
more, aggregating in two years the enormous sum of $30,000,000, the 
largestsum ever appropriated by one Congress for this purpose, making 
the iture for rivers and harbors of the Forty-eighth Congress 
larger by nearly $12,000,000 than the expenditure of the Forty-seventh 
Co for the same purpose, and the largest appropriation ever made 
for this purpose by any Congress. How is this for Democratic econ- 
omy? How is this for strict construction of the Constitution? And 
yet thisis in keeping with Democratic professions and practices in other 
directions. If the Republican party were to 
000,000 for rivers and harbors during a single 
press would stir the country from one end to the other, but nowit seems 
to be all right and strictly constitutional, so far as we can infer from 
continued silence. 

I would like to understand the circumstances under which it is pro- 
posed to pass this bill. It has been charged on this floor, and the figures 
have been given, that the South is getting twice as much of this money 
as the N taking into account not only the population but the com- 
merce and income taxes of these sections. It was stated when the 
river and harbor bill was under consideration at the last session that 
the State of Kentucky, the home of the chairman of the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, received $568,000, while the records show that in 
the judgment of other Congresses Kentucky had only received in the 
a $457,000 since the State has been in existence. The com- 
plaint is also made that this bill gives to Alabama $545,000, while it 
gives to Pennsylvania only $70,000, a State that pays into the United 
States Treasury seventeen times as much as Alabama, and is needing 
improvements of this kind much more than Alabama. 

But I do not propose to discuss these questions. I want to call the 
attention of this committee to some other things which I regard of 
more importance. It does not seem to be understood that a river and 
harbor bill, as prepared in this Congress, is more for the political ag- 
grandizement of the members of Congress in whose districts these ap- 
propriations are expended than for the good of commerce. Do not de- 
ceive yourselves with the idea that these appropriations have ever been 
recommended by any authority having any knowledge whatever of 
their merits. In the Book of Estimates you will find the names of three 
hundred and sixty rivers and harbors, and opposite each you will see 
thesum that the Chief of Engineers says can be *‘ profitably expended ’’ 
in the next fiscal year, aggregating the sum of $34,000,000. We have 
been informed by the committee that they aimed to appropriate 25 per 
cent. of the estimates on the rivers and harbors they selected from this 
list and incorporated into this bill. The fact that these rivers and har- 
bors are found in the annual reports of the engineers, and in the Book 
of Estimates furnished by the War Department to each session of Con- 
gress, has given out the impression that these a) priations have the 
sanction and recommendation of the Secre of War, based on the es- 
timates and recommendations of the Uni States engineers. I do 
not want any member of this House to vote for this bill under this im- 
pression, an impression which seems to be a fair inference from many 
of the remarks and explanations made on this floor. 

That there may be no doubt in regard to this matter, I will send to 
the Clerk’s desk and have read a letter from the Secretary of War on 
this point, received within the past few days: 


gress, amounts to $8,000,000, as wili be. seen by reference to > pago Ipi 


stated, a convenient summary from the annual 
port of the Chief of in which re; he is required b; law to state the 
amount that can be “ profitably ex: in the next year on each of 
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the uncompleted works mentioned. It isnot my 


that in making 
a report of the amount that can be “profitably ied” any recommenda- 
tion for the expenditure is intended; but it is assumed that appropriations hav- 
ing been the work is approved by and the cation is that 
the sum named in each case can be “profitably expended ” so far merely as the 
prosecution of the work is concerned, without regard to the public importance 
ofthe same. By reference to page 66 of the annual report of the Chief of Engi- 
neers for the year 1854, you will find a full statement of the basis of his report 
as * river and Betos improvements. 
am, very respectfully, yours, 
ROBERT T. LINCOLN, 
Secretary of 


War. 
Hon. J. D. TAYLOR, M. C., 
Washington 


„D. C. 


From this letter it will be seen that the Secre of War recom- 
mends an appropriation of $8,000,000 for rivers and harbors, in a sep- 
arate estimate, without undertaking to designate a single river or har- 
bor on which any part of this sum shall be expended, leaving this to 
be done by Congress. He recommends thissum and no more, and yet 
this bill contains more than $4,000,000 more than his recommendation. 
Further along in the letter the Secretary expressly disclaims any rec- 
ommendation, express or implied, for the statement beginning on page 
164 of the Book of Estimates and ending on page 169, where will be 
found the three hundred and sixty rivers and harbors to which I have 
before referred. He says that this summary of items is taken from the 
annual report of the Chief of Engineers, not for the purpose of approval 
or disapproval, but for the purpose of stating the amount that could 
be ‘‘ profitably expended ”’ in the next fiscal year, as required by law. 
And he says that by the use of the words “profitably expended ” no 
recommendation whatever is intended; that it is assumed by the officers 
of the Government that in cases where appropriations have once been 
made Congress has approved the work aan assumed all responsibility 
as to its advisability. The only inquiry made by the 3 is how 
many men can be employed to advantage on the work, how rapidly 
can it be profitably prosecuted, without any regard to the ‘‘ public im- 
portance” or commercial value of the work when completed. 

In further proof of this, I will call the attention of the committee to 
the following paragraph on page 67 of the last report of the Chief of 
Engineers: 


It is proper to state that these annual estimates are made in compliance with 


the oted requirements of law, and are not to be conside: entane 
with them a recommendation of the officer in charge or this 


This shows conclusively what is meant by the words profitably ex- 
pended,” and it shows that many of these rivers and harbors found 
their way into appropriation bills by the personal effort of members of 
Congress who were personally interested in the appropriations; and un- 
der the law, when an appropriation was once made, whether or 
eee wisely or unwisely, thereafter these rivers and harbors thus pre- 

maintained their place in the Engineer’s reports and in the Book 
of Estimates, and seem to have some sort of indorsement, when as a 
matter of fact they have not. Some of these works have been the ob- 
jects of national bounty for half a century, though not continuously. 

- A good idea of the merit of some of the rivers and harbors in this 
bill can be gained from the result of an examination made under the 
act of August 2, 1882. This act required the engineer who surveyed 
the proposed improvements to report whether, in his judgment, the 
harbor or river was worthy of improvement, and whether the work was 
a public necessity. This provision only applied to the rivers and har- 
bors of which new surveys had been ordered, and of the one hundred 
and forty-seven new surveys then ordered only seventy-six were re- 
ported worthy of improvement. Apply this ratio to the three hundred 
and sixty rivers and harbors in the k of Estimates, placed there in 
p at least when no such precaution as this was taken, and you will 

ve some idea of the unworthy a) priations which have, inthe 
nature of things, crept into this bill, saying nothing about the ponds, 
mill-dams, and trout streams that are unknown to any atlas or map 
ever published in this or any other country. 

The remedy which I would a re would be to abolish the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and also the Committee on Levees and 
Improvements of the Mississippi River—committees that can only ac- 
complish the depletion of the and the waste of the public 
money—and appoint a river and harbor board, composed of skilled 
engineers, whose duty it shall be to survey and examine the riversand 
harbors'of the United States, and report annually to Congress, through 
the Secretary of War, what rivers and harbors should be improved in 
the interest of commerce, how much it would cost, and how it should 
be done. We have no more use for these two committees than we have 
for a committee on towpaths and turnpikes. Let the Commerce Com- 
mittee take the report of this board and prepare a bill on rivers and 
harbors. The men who would compose this board could make a per- 
sonal examination and survey of the rivers and harbors, and would be 
free from local interests and local bias. 

The annual report of such a board would command the and 
confidence of Congressand the country, and would be a great improve- 
ment over the present plan, in which the facts come largely from inter- 
ested members, and are laid before the House, which can not know, for 


it has no means of knowing, whether the appropriations are wise or 
unwise, 

The length of time occupied in the consideration of this bill, the bitter 
denunciation of the Riverand Harbor Committee, the disgraceful wrang- 
ling witnessed on this floor during its progress, and the general want of 
confidence in the bill itself, show that there is something radically wrong. 
There is danger that a river and harbor bill will soon be stigmatized as 
a national scandal. The prospect of this bill becoming a law is dimin- 
ished by the circumstances under which it was $ 

Thefact that the committee sat with closed doors, not permitting any 
member of Congress to appear before it; the fact that some members of 
Congress obtained the ear of a sufficient number of the committee, out- 
side the committee-room, to get their schemes incorporated into the bill, 
whileothers did not; the fact that the States represented on the commit- 
tee were accorded largerappropriations than someStates not represented 
on the committee, all corroborate the point I make, that the plan under 
which a river and harbor bill is now is all wrong. These com- 
plaints are not the fault of the committee; they are the fault of the 
method that now prevails; and it is the method, and not the commit- 
tee, that should be condemned. 

The community of interest created by putting so many objects of 
appropriation in one bill is not good legislation. It was repeatedly 
stated on this floor at the last session, as an excuse for filibustering to 
defeat the appropriations to construct Government buildings, that there 
was an implied conspiracy among the forty or fifty members who had 
bills of this kind then pending to help each other, because they were 
all supposed to have a common interest in that kind of legislation. 
Some of the most meritorious bills were denied consideration for this 
reason alone. I do not admit the justice of this claim, but if there 
was any ground for such an accusation, how much more objectionable 
is this river and harbor bill, which ~—- e 

cht distinct and separate appropriations. It is openly admi 
Seis hes to a does ts tees emma So of the bill. Itisa 
common joke that the slices of pork must be generally distributed in 
order to get votes enough to pass the bill. Is this commendable legis: 
lation? ‘There are probably a hundred rivers and harbors in this bill 
that ought to be stricken out, for which no appropriation ought to be 
made, but they are left there in order to make friends for the bill, ap- 

iations which would never be made if each appropriation were re- 
quired to be in a separate bill, and pass the House on its own merits. 

Think of a bill like this, covering fifty pages, embracing two hundred 
and sixty-eight rivers, harbors, creeks, and ponds, scattered from one 
end of the land to the other, to each of which is apportioned a certain 
sum of money. In all the ages of the world no such bill was ever heard 
of before. No nation on the earth ever passed such a bill. Think of 
the piecemeal way of doing business contemplated in this bill. Think 
of carrying on at the same time two hundred and sixty-eight different 
public works, and only appropriating from year to year money enough 
to satisfy the hungry cormorants for whose benefit these appropriations 
seem largely to be made, vy 5 as oon dives do, a few 
im t improvements, and complete them as ily as i 
Bes pio have them dragging along raa one or two eneel eeg 
finished and incapable of use or benefit. If any work is of national 
importance, and is needed to open up new and cheaper lines of r- 
tation, it is needed now, and should be completed as soon as le. 
This manner of making appropriations is unbusiness-like and fearfully 
expensive. Fully one-half of the appropriations now made to rivers 
and harBors is wasted. This seems like a startling statement, but un- 
fortunately it is too true, and a large share of this loss is attributable 
to the fact that the work is allowed to progress so slowly, to be exposed 
to floods and storms, delays and hindrances. 

The people of this country want to know what advantages are to be 
derived from great public improvements; in what way their construc- 


very | tion will benefit commerce, and to what extent trade will be facilitated 


and transportation cheapened. When this is known, the Government 
can act intelligently, and it should act speedily. De Witt Clinton 
built the Erie Canal, running from Lake Erie the forests of 
New York to the tide water, a distance of three hundred and sixty 
miles, in about eight years, and at a cost of $7,000,000. M. De Les- 
seps built the Suez Canal, with its two harbors, connecting the Red 
and Mediterranean Seas, shortening the distance 3,700 miles, in eleven 
years. The Mt. Cenis Tunnel, through the Alps, eight miles in length, 
was built in thirteen years. The St. Gothard, another tunnel through 
the Alps, nine and one-quarter miles in length, was built in eight 
years. It would be well for us to pursue a similar course: first ascertain 
what improvements would be of the greatest benefit, and then com- 
pletethemas speedily as possible, instead of distributing appropriations 
among two or three hundred rivers and harbors without regard to 
merit, and making the appropriations so small that none of them are 
completed. 

Take for illustration the ice-harbor at Marietta, Ohio, at the mouth 
of the Muskingum River. In his first report the Engineer strongly 
urged the importance and economy of making an appropriation large 

to complete the work, but instead of this the miserable practice 
of doling out homeopathic appropriations has prevailed, and a small 


ice-harbor, supposed to cost a little over $200,000, begun in 1879, greatly 
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needed then as now, is still incomplete and incapable of being used. 


The Engineer, in his report made two years since, asked for an appro- 
priation of $66,400 to complete the work, stating in his report that the 
cost ofsuch improvements is greatly increased by being permitted to drag 
along during many seasons; and yet the present River and Harbor Com- 
mittee only appropriated last year $30,000, and this year, when the 
Engineer asks for $51,400, the committee only appropriates $15,000, 
perhaps depending on the Senate to increase this sum, as it increased 
the appropriation last year, to $50,000. The result is that the floods 
and delays will make this work cost the Government thirty or forty 
thousand dollars more than it would have cost had the work been com- 
pleted as speedily as possible, besides losing the use of the ice-harbor 
for five or six years. 

This bill contains an appropriation for Sandy Bay Harbor, supposed 
by some engineers to cost over $10,000,000, and yet this bill only a 
propriates to this work $100,000. At this rate it would take a whole 
century to complete the harbor. If the necessities of commerce demand 
this improvement, the improvement should be made now, for we do 
not know what commerce will demand a hundred years hence. If 
these improvements are demanded by the increase of trade and the rapid 
growth of population, we should make them at once, if the appropria- 
tion should be double or triple what this bill contains, It is not so 
much whether the appropriations shall be a few thousands of dollars 
more or less that interests the people, as that there. shall be a wise ex- 
penditure of the money thus appropriated and an adequate return for 
the same. 

There is one class of improvements which seems to be entirely over- 
looked in this bill. No appropriation is made for the purpose of hav- 
ing an investigation of the causes and remedies of the destructive floods 
on the Ohio River, which are increasing from year to year. Is there no 
remedy? Are science and skill and engineering inadequate to avert 
this great annual calamity? A remedy was recommended many years 
since by an eminent United States engineer; and he proposed the same 
remedy which this bill proposes to apply to the Upper Mississippi—the 
construction of great reservoirs, which would hold back the water in 
times of flood and furnish it to the rivers for purposes of commerce in 
times of drought. You are proposing to expend millions of dollars in 
experimenting along the banks of the Mississippi River at its mouth 
and at Galveston. Why not spend some part of this sum in experi- 
menting on the Ohio River? 

One thing should be known and settled before we pass upon this bill; 
and that is, what is to be the policy of the Government in regard to 
these appropriations. If we are simply making a divide of the money, 
it should be determined on what basis the division is to be made. 
the number of rivers is to be considered, Ohio must not be forgotten. 
We have the Miami and Maumee on the west, the beautiful Lake Erie 
on the north, the turbulent and treacherous Ohio on the south and east, 
and the Scioto and Muskingum across the interior, the latter being 
kept navigable the year through at the expense of the State. If the 
money is to be divided equally, or as nearly so as possible, among mem- 
bers of there are many members who are not receiving their 
quota. There seems to be a want of system and a want of a proper 
understanding in regard to these appropriations, and it is impossible 
to get the facts. One member says one thing and another says the 
contrary, one member of the committee makes one statement and an- 
other member makes another and a different statement, and we are 
left to grope our way through all this wrangle and confusion without 
any means of coming to an intelligent conclusion; and hence*the sug- 
gestion that there should be constituted a river and harbor board com- 

as I think, of three United States engineers, three civil engineers, 
and one from the Coast Survey ; and I would be content if they were all 
United States engineers, in which event the appointment of this board 
would add nothing to the expenses of the Government. I have no 
sympathy with the assault which this bill makes on the United States 
engineers, nor do I believe that they constitutean ‘‘incubus of medioc- 
rity,” as has been charged in this discussion. The engineers of the Uni- 
ted States on all the public worksand on the coast surveys have shown 
themselves the peers of any civil engineers in this or any other country. 
Give them as much money and they will do as good work. Do not 
expect them to construct a work with $1,000,000 for which you would 
3 to a civil engineer a million and a half or two million dol- 


I shall not attempt to discuss in detail the various appropriations 
contained in this bill. Among the many schemes to squander the pub- 
lic money which it proposes the most startling and gigantic are the 
Sandy Bay Harbor, the Galveston Harbor, and the levee system of the 
Mississippi River; three schemes which will cost the Governmgnt, if 
ever completed, not less than $200,000,000; and it is very doubtful 
whether commerce or transportation would be benefited in the least. 
The numerous small improvements which possess no commercial value 
whatever are only less objectionable because they cost less money. And 
the consideration of the river and harbor bill of the last session, as well 
as this, discloses the fact that it is possible to strike out of the bill a 
proposed improvement in the North, but impossible to strike ont a 
like objectionable one that happens to be in the South. The Southern 
members are uniformly more united on anything they undertake than 
the Northern members are. 


No fact is better established than the statement, which has been re- 
pean made on this floor, that the levees for which millions of dol- 
are being appropriated on the Mississippi River, the end of which 
no man can divine, are intended to benefit the land-owners along the 
river more than the commerce. And when this great river bursts 
through its levees, as it most certainly will—for it is often fifty miles 
wide and entirely beyond the control of human skill—the Government 
will be called upon to pay the damages resulting, as will be claimed, 
from broken levees. In my judgment the appropriations contained in 
this bill for the Mississippi River ought to be reduced at least one-half 
and applied only to the improvements now in progress. 

Mr. Chairman, the House being in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, I embrace the only opportunity I shall probably 
have to call attention to what I consider a shameless and tyrannical 
usurpation of power. This river and harbor bill has the right of way, 
and is given preference and priority over a score and more of bills a 
hundred-fold more important. It has occupied a great deal of time 
already, and will occupy much more time before it is completed, while 
it is impossible under the iron-clad rules of this House, which give the 
control of all legislation to a few individuals, to give any time what- 
ever to other bills of more importance. Why should one bill be given 
weeks of time while others are not allowed a single moment? This is 
notall. This bill will pass if there is one more vote for it than there 
is against it, a preference which is not granted to other more deserving 
measures. I do not complain because this bill can be carried by a ma- 
jority vote; I only complain because this rule is denied to other more 
meritorious bills. Let me call the attention of the committee to the 
record this House has made under the obnoxious and anti-republican 
rules which had their origin in a purpose to defeat and not to facili- 
tate legislation. 

This House has been importuned to restore the duty on wool by re- 
enacting the law of 1867, an assurance given by the Democratic party of 
Ohio. State Legislatures have sent in their memorials and the shelves 
of the committee-room are crowded with petitions asking for the res- 
toration of this law. Delegates from all parts of the sip eee here 
in peren and presented the most convincing arguments. d yet the 
only time during the Forty-eighth Congress given to the consideration 
of this question, involving the prosperity of this great industry and the 
welfare of millions of people, was thirty minutes; and the only vote 
allowed was at a time when the bill could not pass unless it received 
two-thirds of the votes of the members. A river and harbor bill can 
pass by a majority vote under the present rules of this House, while 
a bill for which farmers plead can not become a law unlessit receives a 


If | two-thirds vote, and in two years it never had but one opportunity to 


come before the House. 

The Mexican pension bill as amended by the Senate, increasing the 
pensions of widows from $8 to $12 a month, dispensing with proof of 
prior soundness, substituting the widow for the deceased pensioner with- 
out further proof, relieving dependent parents who gave their only boy 
to their country, recognizing the wants of disabled soldiers who have 
no means of support, and providing for the blind aay and imbecile 
children of dead soldiers, though first on the Calendar, only been 
given thirty minutes of time in which to be considered during this ses- 
sion, and the vote was taken when the bill could only be carried by a 
two-thirds vote. The river and harbor bill, which will probably appro- 
priate $15,000,000 to rivers and harbors, is allowed all the time it wants 
and can be by a majority of one vote, while the Mexican ion 
bill that proposes to appropriate four or four and one-half millions to 
Mexican soldiers and twelve or twelve and one-half millions to Union 
soldiers can only be allowed thirty minutes during the whole session, 
and is rejected, when it has a large majority of the members of this 
House in its favor, because it has not two-thirds. The money proposed 
in the river and harbor bill would pension 250,000 soldiers and would 
gladden the hearts of a million people, including wives and children, 
The passage of the Mexican pension bill, which only provides pensions 
for needy soldiers, their widows and orphans, would give an impetus to 
trade and activity to business in all parts of the country where this 
money would find its way. ‘The Government pays out annually in its 
various appropriations about $300,000,000, and yet the only Govern- 
ment money that reaches the country districts is the money appropri- 
ated to pay pensions, and this benefits the farmer, the mechanic, the 
grocer, the merchant, the business man, the laborer, and the entire 
community, almost as much as it does the pensioner, and yet it is im- 
possible to secure the consideration of this bill. 

Since the right of petition was first declared by our fathers” to 
be a sacred and inalienable right, no Congress was ever so importuned 
by petitions as this Congress has been to pass this bill, and yet the 
voice of the people has been powerless to reach the party now in con- 
trol of this House. 

It has been shown on this floor by two votes that a majority of this 
House is in favor of the bankruptcy bill, and its friends believe thatits 
passage would revive trade and improve business, and yet it can not 
pass and probably will not pass because there are not two-thirds in favor 
of it. It can only obtain thirty minutes’ consideration and obtain a 
vote under a ion of the rules when two-thirds are required to 


pass the bill. This is not true of the river and harbor bill. 
The business interests of the country are suffering because of the 
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constant contraction of the currency which is now going on, and yet 
while the river and harbor bill can occupy weeks of the time of this 
House, it is impossible for the Committee on Banking and Currency to 
secure any legislation whatever. The Senate bill to relieve the coun- 
try in this respect passed the Senate at the last session and lies on the 
Speaker’s table unable to get a moment’s consideration, although it 
was introduced by Senator MCPHERSON, a distinguished Democrat, and 
has the support of many Democrats in both Houses. 

I have y named the Utah bill and the education bill, and I 
could name many other bills of like importance which have passed the 
Senate and are denied consideration in the House, the consequences of 
which must be borne by an indignant and suffering country. It will 

into history that the House is so organized as to defeat legislation; 
its rules are a — upon the nation, its legislation a disappointment 
to the people. e proceedings of the House are so manipulated as to 
pass certain favorite schemes and defeat certain important measures, 
without placing before the country just how or by what strategy this 
is accomplished; but the rules are fearfully and wonderfully made, and 
the domination of the ruling Dem is complete. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to impress the fact that this is a Republic, and 
that a majority should rule. vote of the House should be taken, 
after reasonable debate, on all these important bills, and if a majority 
of the members of the House are in favor of a bill, and are willing to 
so record their votes, the bill should be allowed to pass. Let the party 
in power take the responsibility of legislation, and let all of these bills 
have a fair hearing and a fair vote. we could take up twenty of these 
bills, give to each two hours’ consideration, and then take a yea-and- 
nay vote, we would pass or reject all of them during the remainder of 
the session, and merit the gratitude and respect of the country. 


Settlers and Purchasers of Lands in Kansas and Nebraska. 


They are not mendicants, for when the hell-blasts of the drouth and the clouds 


of locust a few years ago reduced them to starvation they made no „asked 
no aid of the Government, as did those who saw their all 3 e flames 
in Michi ppi. They 


or swept crea He ¢ the floods of the Ohio or the M 

—.— eir battle alone, what they ask now they ask not as alms but as 

f and to that answering justice in your consciences I commit their case, only 

— that my condition physically perhaps uufits me to represent them on 
floor as they deserve to be represented. 


SPEECH 


HON. JAMES LAIRD, 


OF NEBRASKA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, February 19, 1885, 


On the bill (H. R. 1737) for the relief of certain settlers and purchasers of lands 
on the public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas. 

Mr. LAIRD said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The wrong complained of is this: Between the 
25th of March, 1870, and the 13th of April of the same year, some 
three hundred settlers, with their families, located 50,000 acres of the 
public domain in Nebraska and Kansas. This was taken almost en- 
tirely by homestead and pre-emption entries. The settlers complied 
with the law and obtained patents of the United States for their lands, 
which patents they hold to-day. They have been in peaceable 
sion undertheir entries and patents for fourteen years with the acquies- 
cence of all the world. By their improvements they have increased 
the land in value from $2.50, the original cost, to $25 and $50 per acre. 

The gi value of their lands represents the toil of the working 
years of their lives. In 1880, in the circuit court of the United States 
for Nebraska, one hundred and sixteen of these settlers were subjected 
to a judgment of ouster from possession at the suit of five grantees of 
the Saint Joseph and Western Railroad, successor to the Kansas North- 
ern Railroad and Telegraph Company, to which Congress, on the 23d 
of July, 1866, granted ten miles of land, alternate sections, on either 
side of their road ‘‘ when definitely located.“ (14 Statutes at Large, 
210.) This judgment was afterward, October 12, 1882, affirmed by 
the Supreme Court of the United States (see Van Wyck vs. Knevals, 16 
Otto, 360). Suits against the balance of the settlers are now pending or 
have been since decided against them. When was the line of this road 

tt definitely located“ was the point in the litigation over these lands. 
The granting act took effect July 23, 1866. 

The railroad did not accept the grant or do anything looking thereto 
until the 25th of March, 1870, when they filed in the Department of 
the Interior, with the Secretary thereof, the map of the definite loca- 
tion of their road, and thereby, as was ten or twelve years afterward 
decided by the United States Supreme Court, they became immediately 
entitled to each odd-numbered section of land belonging to the public 


domain for ten miles on each side of that definitely located line. Be- 
tween the date of the granting act, July 23, 1866, and the filing of the 
map of definite location, March 25, 1870, the lands now in question 
had, of course, been open to settlement like any other portion of the 
public domain. The act of Congress did not locate the land granted, 
but left that to be done by the happening of an event entirely within 
the control of the railroad, that is, the definite location of their road. 

On the 13th of April, 1870, the notice of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior withdrawing the lands covered by the grant from entry reached 
the local land office at Beatrice, Nebr., where alone they were subject to 
entry, and thereafter none were taken. The evidence taken in this case 
by the Senate committee of the Forty-seventh Congress shows that this 
withdrawal was the first notice that the settlers had of the existence or 
locality of the grant. It is to the lands taken between the date of the 
filing by the railroad of its map of definite location, March 25, 1870, 
and = uae the notice of eee a mezet 5 13 ania 
covered by the grant by the of the Interior, Ap 
that the bill under consideration pr er The relief, if granted, will 
go to the three hundred people who, between those dates, in the most 
absolute good faith, pre-empted, homesteaded, or purchased some 50,000 
acres of the lands held forth by the Government for sale and entry as 
public lands, and who now, under a decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States, rendered after twelve years of peaceable possession 
under the authority of the patents of the United States, are told to 
tí pay or go; and unless this relief is granted, or they be able to coin 
their blood, for they can not mortgage their ‘‘ clouded ” estates, the 
better part of these three hundred settlers, with their families, aggregat- 
ing 2,000 people, must, by ejectment, become outcasts from homes made 
sacred by birth and death, driven forth by wer of the Govern- 
ment, whose patent they hold, from the land enriched by the best years 
of their brave lives and literally ‘‘ watered with their sweat.“ 

Mr. Speaker, it is difficult for aman having a face-to-face knowledge 
of the circumstances surrounding the settlers to speak with that tem- 
perance that befits the language of judgment when discussing the 
wrongs—lI had near said outrages—perpetrated upon these people, now 
about to be from their homes after having been and 
impoverished by years of fruitless litigation, in which they have been 
driven from court to court in the name of justice.“ 

The case of Van Wyck vs. Knevals, before referred to, was a test case. 
Stripped of its legal verbiage, the point for decision was: if the lands 
within the territorial limits of the railroad t were open to settle- 
ment until withdrawn, then the settlers had all the title to lands u 
to and including April 13, and Knevals and others—that is, the rail- 
road—had none, If the lands were not open to settlement after the 
filing of the map of ‘‘definite location“ by the railroad company, 
March 25, 1870, then Knevals and others—that is, the railroad—had 
all the title to the lands taken after that date, and the settlers had 
none. The circuit and the supreme court both held that the grant 
operated as a conveyance from the 25th of March, 1870, the day the 
map of definite location ” was filed, and that the lands covered thereby 
were not subject to entry thereafter, and that the settlers and pur- 
chasers took nothing by their patents, and that they held the title 
in trust for Knevals and others, and commanded the making of deeds 
in keeping with the decree in the circuit court, and the immediate de- 
livery over of the possession of the lands held by them. 

The decision, as above stated, was made in the face of the fourth sec- 
tion of the granting act, which was relied upon as limiting the opera- 
tion of the grant until such time as the lands affected were 
withdrawn from market—withdrawn from the public domain by the 
order of the Department having exclusive jurisdiction thereof, and 
which ent was acted upon by the railroad company by the filing 
of its map of definite location.“ Section 4 of the granting act reads 
as follows: 

That as soon as the said company shall file with the Secre' of the Interior 
gnating 


maps of its line desi; the route thereof, it shall be the duty of said Sec- 


retary to withdraw from the market the lands ange pn Apa gece fos such | 


ner as may be best calculated to effect the purposes of 
public interest. 


It is obvious from the reading of this section of the granting act that 
it was the intention of Con to prevent conflicts of title between. 
the grant and the claims of settlers locating thereon by limiting the 
moment at which the grant should operate as a conveyance to the time 
when such lands were withdrawn from market, and as a consequence 
to subserve the publie interest“ by keeping the lands in market until 
withdrawn by the Secretary of the Interior. The railroad shall desig- 
nate the land selected by it by filing the map of its line, then the Sec- 
retary of the Interior shall withdraw the lands, and when this is done 
the grant shall become operative. There was one thing to be done by 
the railroad company, namely, file its map; then follow two thi to 
be done by the Secretary of the Interior ‘‘to effect the purposes of this 
act: 


First. Withdraw the lands from the offered“ lands of the public 
domain, and thus make them subject to the grant; and 

Second. Do this in such a manner as would ‘‘subserve—that is, pro- 
tect—the public interest.“ 

Mr. Speaker, what interest —that is, what right—had the public 
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ption the offered portions of the public and 
it was that right which intended, and by this section (4) did 
protect, when it made the withdrawal of the land by the a 


Secretary 
coequal condition with the filing of the map by the railroad to the opera- 
tion of the grant. Any other construction blots out the public, the 
people, and holds the public domain, as well as private rights, at the 
mercy of a pitiful association of land-grabbers; makes a great 
ent of the General Government, erected for the protection of 


the people and their patrimony, the public lands, a sort of automatic 
lackey of the will of a wandering ‘‘ -o’-the-wisp’’ board of directors 
of a railroad co y existing in Who, at the time they 
filched these 50, 000 acres of the people's land, had just that title to it, 
outside of this d that the bird of that takes its chance 
flight over Nebraska and Kansas has to the estate its shadow falls 


upon. 

It may be answered, in defense of this decision, that the construetion 
‘contended for here would make the grant upon an act of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and that he might not act. The answer is 
obvious. A public officer is presumed to do his duty, and courts do 


not commonly found decisions. upon a violation of a solemn presump- 
tion of law. in, if the Secretary of the Interior should refuse to 
perform an official duty, he is a ministerial officer, and the writ of the 


court will compel him to doit. But if an act of Congress can not be 
made dependent on the act of a Secretary of the Interior, how much 
more so on the act of. a railroad corporation? There was no land at- 


tached to the grant until the corporation selected it. That which it 


selected was to the hour of the filing of its map public domain, 
offered ” 5 and subject to entry under the laws of Congress and 
the ions of the Interior Department by any qualified person. 


How and when did it cease to be Government land? The court says 
on the moment the railroad filed its map. 

Mr. Speaker, what notice had the people ofthis? None. Whatnotice 
had the United States local land officers where these lands were sub- 
ject to entry and were being taken? None; unless the court holds that 
the settlers and land officers—1,500 miles away—at their peril take ju- 
dicial notice of the filing, in some pigeon-hole of the Department of the 
Interior, of a map of a projected possibility of a railroad. Do we hold 
our rights at the discretion of a railroad company? Are the great De- 
partments of this Government only their proxies? ‘The map was filed 


on the 25th of 1870. Notice of this deadly event reached the 
settlers, in fact, A 13, 1870, through the medium of that ent 
e court, 


having the sole jurisdiction of such matters. According to 
the lands had ceased to be public lands nineteen days before that date; 
nineteen days before any one knew it except the railroad company, for 
it is more than probable that the Secretary of the Interior did not know 
of it until immediately before the date of the withdrawal of the lands. 

In the large sense in which a court mipit view a law which dealt 
with lands which they knew were then being daily and hourly taken 
up by settlers, and which law was to be strictly construed against 
the grantee, and which depended on some action of the Secretary of 
the Interior, and of the Interior Department, might not the Sec- 
retary of the Interior’’ mean something more than the mere individ- 
ual man? Were the ends of the law met when the map of the railroad 
reached his carried by some pe clerk of a railroad corpora- 
tion into the of stone in the city of Washington called the In- 
terior ’’ building? When the law commanded the filing of the map 
with that person it designated him officially; and does not the officer 
mean the office, the Department over which he presides? Did it not 
mean the system which centers in him, the interests he represents, the 
lands committed to his care, the rights of men and of things over which 
he has jurisdiction? The law says: 

The Secretary of the Interior shall withdraw from market the lands granted 
by this act, 


The court says this can have no force, for they were withdrawn by 
the filing of the map by the railroad, so that withdrawing them in the 
office of the Secretary in Washington, D. C., was withdrawing them in 
Nebraska, where my constituents were then taking them under the 
guarantee of the fourth section of the granting act, which commanded 
the Secretary of the Interior, upon the filing of the map, to protect the 
pore from title-traps and deadfalls by withdrawing them from mar- 

et, seting the = the court ras sg to Jestzes a part of the law, 
stran the people's part agreeably to justice. 

b in dealing with 
a railroad company, take judicial notice of its acts the same as of the 
laws of Congress, the solemn decrees of courts, the proclamations of the 
Chief Executive, and the operations of nature? If this be so let us 
henceforth write our titles upon the sand and give our contracts, here- 
tofore too sacred to be intrusted to the memory of man, in keeping to 
the winds of Heaven. 

Mr. Speaker, I am humbly aware of the fact that it can, here or 
elsewhere, avail litile to criticise or condemn the action of a co-ordinate 
branch of the Government, but the failure of this honorable court to 
consider or give force toa part of the law (that is, section 4 of the grant- 

act) which, had it been done, would have saved my con- 


unfortunate 
tuents from ruin, has seemed to invite my attention as toan unwar- 


by | ranted invasion of the legislative Soparnik which, as a member of 
resen 


this body, I must here respectfully 

In g of this decision I have endeavored to come as near the 
truth as the rules of this House and that loving kindness” for the 
feelings of others—which always marks the course of debate in this 
House—would permit. And this I have done from the same sense of 
duty with which, had it been my lot to sit in this body at that time, I 
would have spoken my mind of the Dred Scott’? decision, which re- 
manded one man to slavery, while this condemns hundreds to banish- 
ment from homes honestly earned, and to the attendant miseries of 
want and destitution. 

Mr. Speaker, is it for this that the pioneer has fought? Is there no 
voice that his cause who bravely holds his way along the front 
of civilization, laying deep and strong the foundations ofa mighty State? 
From the toil and strife of these men sprang Kansas and Nebraska, the 
first anti-slavery States, even as in the olden time sprang the se I 3 
Marius from the dust and ashes.” Thus born into the sisterhood 
States, they have bloomed as might two purple flowers rooted in a pool 
of human blood. We know there is no in all the unstoried 
greatness of this class that of itself alone should speak to the judicial 
mind, but when laws are passed for their protection it is meet that 
those who sit upon the softly cushioned seats of advantage should heed 
those laws in a contest between abstractions (co tions) and such 
men. The human being is entitled tothe benefit of the doubt; by how 
much more is he entitled to the benefit of the written law! 

Mr. Speaker, the history of these cases in the Interior Department 
is worthy of a moment’s notice, as it would seem to illustrate the un- 
happiness of those who do business with a department of chance“ 
(Interior) and afterward are so unfortunate as to encounter the over- 
ruling providence of that Department which is alone a law unto itself 
(judicial). 

Against certain of the entries made by settlers on lands which 
W. oP e Morata if its grant took effect from the date of the 
filing of its map, March 25, 1870, the railroad company filed contests, 
putting in issue the question as to when the t took effect. 

The local land ofice decided that the lands were subject to entry 
until they were withdrawn by order of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and that all entries made prior to April 13, 1870, were This 
holding of the local land office was in keeping with the rulings of the 
Department of the Interior since 1854. 

In 1872, on appeal, this ruling of the local land office was reversed by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and cash entry No. 3097 
and homestead entry No. 4039 (test cases) were held for cancellation. 
This decision was in accordance with the holding of the Secre of 
the Interior in the case of Boyd vs. The Burlington and Missouri River 
Railroad Company, decided April 28,1871, wherein it was held that the 
grant of the corporation took effect from the date of the filing of the 
map; but in that case notice was brought home to the settlers. On ap- 

1 by the settlers from this decision the Secretary of the Interior 
September 3, 1872) reversed the decision of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office canceling such entries, and restored the settlers 
and purchasers to all their rights in respect to the same. At this point, 
and in the light of the decision reached in these cases by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, I desire to call the attention of my honorable col- 
leagues to circumstances of great and peculiar hardship to these settlers, 
springing from the conflicting decisions of the Department and the 
courts. The appeal to the Interior Department was mutual, and the 
result was on all hands acquiesced in as final. Had the Department 
ruled for the railroad company and given it the Jands taken between 
March 25 and April 13, 1870, the settlers could have transferred their 
entries to even-numbered sections of Government land, which were ex- 
empted from the operations of the grant by the express terms thereof, 
and on compliance with the law have taken a perfect title thereto. 
There was at this time plenty of land vacant and available, but having 
in good faith filed on the odd-numbered sections, and the Government 
having accepted their entries, they were compelled, under the favorable 
rulings of the Secretary of the Interior, to proceed with and perfect 
their settlements or lose their homestead and ption rights. 

Mr. Speaker, and what was it to lose these rights? ‘To these money- 
less pioneers it meant not alone the loss of home, for home it was not; 
it meant the loss of the hope and ibility of a home. It was their 
all and the all of their children; it was their past, present, and their 
fature. It was only an inchoate right to eighty or one hundred and 
sixty acres of the public domain, upon which to a hand-to-hand 
fight with the primordial elements of earth, air, and water, for a bare 
existence! Not much, but it was theirall. Is there a man in this 
House who will join the Government in its mean attempt to rob them 
of it? 

These settlers read the laws of Congress granting homesteads and pre- 
emptions to actual settlers; they read the instructions of the Department 
of the Interior, and they saw that they were within these. They read the 
decision in the contest case here referred to, and they said that is all right; 


party which promised them the earth if 
ticket, and then they read the platform of rty 
which promised them not only the earth, as the other platform but 
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riba hie. over it and under it, and they said, We are safe; our friends, 
politicians, will take care of us, and they are still in that 
faith, they still hope to“ 2 — 8 1 the e de | Eai 
mises; they still believe that gen — 
8 owe will do whatis right. And so they come, stri by 
legal jugglery of their homes, your ‘‘ glorious birthright of the free 
of the platforms and preambles, and holding forth their empty 
ments ask you if you talk to them in two tongues; they demand that 
you make good in this foul day the fair-weather promise of the laws 
and the decisions of the t heads of Departments; they ask that we 
be big enough to do justice to the poor pre-emptor, homesteader, pur- 
, farmer, even as to the great railroad corporations; pen eas 
we be ¢ from taking advantage of our own wrong, ating 
by the deceiving advice and decisions of our trusted agents. They 
this, these brave d sons of and with them join the voices of half 
a million of Union veterans, robbed also of their rights by the “‘law’s 
delay.“ Thousands of pioneers and frontiersmen, men in Nebraska, 
Kansas, and in all the States and Territories west of the Missouri River, 
whose all was swallowed up in the flames of savage border war, and to 
whom the nation, by its settled policy, owes redress, join thousands of 
others, to whom the nation justly owes millions, in askingspeedy justice. 
They ask, and if their most just demands be not answered by fulfillment 
it will become us all to ‘‘look that our walls be strong,“ for when they 
shall have roused the sleeping thunder” of public opinion on the ques- 
aa ret baie rights, there will comea change“ indeed over the face of 
, and then this penal blindness to their rights will cease. 
ba re proposed is that the United States pay these settlers and 
eee what it has or may cost them to buy in the paramount title, 
no case exceeding $3.50 per acre, except where court costs have been 
made, aud in such cases to pay such costs in addition to the sum above 
named, in accordance with the provisions of the following bill, which 
was favorably reported from the Public Lands Committee of this House 
at the first session of this Congress. This is substantially the same bill 
which has twice passed the Senate of the United States, first during the 
Forty-seventh Congress, and again during the first session of this Con- 
pan at which time it passed without a dissenting vote. It is as fol- 


A bill for the relief of settlers and of lands on the public domain in 
the States of Nebraska and Kansas. 


Bett eee Birt of Representatives of the United States 
America in See ee ee for the purpose of re og parsoni aa 
the tees, heirs, and de of 3 who, under the pre- 

n the grant made 


ion, or other laws, settled upon or 

i fans tothe State of Kansas to aid in the 
construction of the N. Kansas Railroad and Telegraph,” approved July 
23, 1866, and to whom patents have been issued therefor, but against which per- 
sons, or their panes, heirs, or devisees, decrees have been or may hereafter be 
rendered by the United States circuit court on account of the priority of said 
grant — in the act above entitled of $250,000, 


the sum „or so much thereof as 


shall be required for said pu is hereby appro} : Provided, however 
That no of said sum shall Saat erent one 9 es until — 
have filed with the d decree, duly certi- 


Ae or the Interiora copy of the 

fied, and also a certificate of the judge of said couri rendering the same tothe effect 

that such a decree was rendered in a bona fide controversy between a plaintiff 

showing title under the grant made in said act and g rrara ees holding the pat- 

= or holding by deed under the patentee, and that the decision was in favor of 
laintiff on ground of the priority of the t made by said act to the filing 

—— or purchase by the defendant or tor; and said claimant i 


also file with said a and 25 a 1 of the costs in such case, duly 
certified by sas Dey and judge of said court. Thereupon it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Inte: to adjust the amount due to each defendant on the 


basis of what e shall have paid, not exceeding $3.50 per acre for the tract his 
title to which shall have — as aforesaid, and the costs appearing by the bill 
thereof. He shall then mak uisition ’ upon the Treasury for the sum found 
to be due such claimant, or his he rs and devisees or Sesigns, & and shall pay the 
same to him, taking such rel: acquittance, or disc! forever bar 
any further claim against the United States on account the f failure of the title 
as aforesaid: Provided further, That when any person, “nis grantees, heirs, as- 
signs, or devisees, shall prove to the satisfaction Pf the the — — the ge rhs 
that his case is Ike the case of those described ia the 

ben pred as A 


on holding the rior title 
Chim, without tigation, such 


July 2, 1884, E Payson, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
submitted the ‘following report to accompany the foregoing bill: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred bill H. R. 1737, 
8 had the same under consideration, report: 
by act of Congress, a ed July 23, 1886, there was ted to the State 
of i ſor 1 — benefit of what is now known as the Saint Joe and Denver 
sac ray teeny pag section of land for ten miles on each side of its 
ine, when defin 


itely fixed.” 
The railroad company did not accept the land granted, on Bo an hing look” 
the Interior until the 23th of March, 1870, when they filed with 2 80 ‘ of 
Interior the map of the line of definite location of their road. eee 
ee aden e performance of the first act of: 
things contin’ til 


ued un 
1870, within the limits of the grant as sho the map 
line 5 location were withdrawn from market and fi ao 


the Secretary of Interior. It is with the settlers upon, or purchasers 
between the dates named, £. e., March 35, 1870, and A1 — 
: When did the „ aT 
line of definite Se a aren 35,1870; or from tha date of withdrawal of 
from 0 A 18, 1870? 


the local land 


Jeet eee e 


The grantees claimed that the law 
March ; the settlers and purchasers, t 
withdrawal, A) 


thet line of definite location, upon the establishment of which, to certain 
FFF Deb een 
ne on upon the present operation of the re! upon pur- 
rs and settlers, was based on section Aol mid ach, which is us follows 
“That as soon as the said company shall file with the Secretary 
maps of its line designating the route thereof, it shall be the daty of said Secre- 


tary to withdraw from the market the lands granted by this act manner 
as may be best calculated to effect the purpose of this act and subserve the pub- 
lie interest.” 

Your committee 


are of the opinion that under such section it was the duty of 
the Secretary of the Interior to forthwith 3 the lands subject to the 
Se ar mtn alte Gate 
the purpose of the act, pedo yey Ag plees 
right of sale and entry therein could be secured (subse: 
interval between the agra nme ent oan hs ye a neg epee ae 
of the map of location, and their restoration to sale under the 
for by the grantees, and that pending such withdrawal the 
Bape bese eee 
according to law or not, this is w 
eee of the entries so made the 
uestions above stated. 
ded that the lands were su to entry until they 
withdrawn by order of the Secretary of the Int r, and that all entries 
prior to April 13, 1370, were good. 

It is not contended but what this holding of the local land office was in keep- 
ing with the rul of the Interior ent since 1854. 

n 1872, on a De ocal land office was reversed by the Com- 
missioner of La cash a . 


of tho of the In- 
es, The Burlington and uri Company, 
1 28, 1871, w. in it was held that the grant of that took 
effect from the date of the filing of eine. On 


Sin: Senate bill 57, “for the relief of settlers and purchase 
public domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas,” was received 
reference of the 7th instant, and referred to the Commissioner of the 
Land Office. Ihave the honor to inclose herewith copy of his report on the 


* nder date of the 2ith instant. 
V 5 II. M. TELLER, Secretary. 


Committee on Public Lands, United Slates Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 24, 1854. 

Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt by your reference, for re- 
port, of a communication from Hon. P. B. ee, the Senate Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, dated the 7th instant, transmitti Benate bill No. 57, 
entitled A bill for the relief of settlers and purchasers ds on the public 
domain in the States of Nebraska and Kansas.“ 

In reply I have to state the bill pertains to certain lands within the limits of 
the — fs the State Teen Kansas to aid in the construction of Northern 


ds gran 
Under th that construction of the granting act entries were allowed tobe made 


for lands within the limits of the t until said tte ofiog in — a — 15, 1870. 

This appears = have been the blished soraa liánce with 
the provisions of the act 1 8 roved March 27, L utes! 2281). (See 
circular of February 10, 1 , COpp's Land Peg eet sy 


That rule was the opinion s A Assistant Attorney- 
of 


e eee 
eee = 


taken by 1 1 Ni ant to sal WN! col, 
peals were pane n int wo cases, ek 
a L. Cutler, a entry No. 4039, were submitted 


them to . later ruling of 


in ee AOE WOEN 
transactions, Zont Sodai- lore reversed, 
* s * 


SS PPV 


‘The Supreme Cours of the Unihed Rates, in tha cas ct Van W Knevals, 
held that the right of the company attached on the day of the nesepinace acceptance by the 


— Oe S 
SS 0000 ͤ Shekel ta od Chak Gate: endl 
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was entered or purchased from the Government prior to A 1870, the 
cuts issued thereon are invalid. AA z To 


inception su 1870, 35368 

were not exce from the operation “of 8 Prior valid adverse claims. 
It is apparent from the foregoing that settlers wo, tn under the rulings of the 

= were sequently reeel initiate claims u; within this grant after 


8 ~~ korona equities, and I think 
1 as good as any that occurs 


~ l referred Dy. you 8 dran, returned. 
am, very respectfully, 
$ N. C. McFARLAND, Commissioner, 
Hon. H. M. 
Becretary of the Interior. x 


In such determination of their rights the railroad company acquiesced. The 
rchasers th the laws, took patent to their 88 


S e 
for nearly were n on er a e su; 
the best in the United Stat 


It is important at this point, în det in 83 the soues set up by the settlers 
against the Governmen hat had not this litigation as to their title 
taken place at the time aa tes AARE new A beenie pen have been ina 
great degree weaker than it is. 

8 their title was challen by the railroad they promptly appealed to 

d Department authorities of the Government to know whether it was 
fs or not and whether the Government could ultimately give them a perfect 

They Ar ever to lose the land then was the time for them to know it. 

made little or no improvement; there was plenty of land nearat hand 
ree taken, and to which they could unquestionably get a good title. 
o mislead them then was to rob them of all opportunity to regain their loss 
save as they seek it now. 

To their questions as to the legality of their ee ee the Government, by its 
officers, answered, Youare all right; go ahead ‘our settlements, comply 
with the law, and you shall have a perfect ti der id so, built homes, reared 
families, their lands, paid tax: — develo; 8 
without suspicion to the official acts acts and decisions of all the officers of the 
Department. And now, when these men, stripped of the fruit of their toil by 

merciless litigation ones upon them by the errors of the Govern- 
at es ae saa aE 3 y be defended from ejeotment and 
home by the — me of the money it has cost them to 
which they have already bought of the United States, your com- 
submit that the Government is estopped from denying them relief—for 
to refuse would be for it to take the advantage of its own grievous errors. 


On the 3d of J uly, 1879, Knevals eee suit in the United States circuit rant 


for Nebraska one 3 Hyde, who recently prior thereto had pu 
. land within N 5 is grant, the title tow ich 
— S between pril 13, 1870. Knevals alleged that 
the grant !.... itera (os detect the titer of the 


line of — location of the road with 3 of the 3 an 
Naa adhe of the railroad, he was the owner of the same. The case 
Was on demurrer to complainant's bill, the demurrer was overruled, and 
for 
‘vals. 


same court as many different defendants, o rougi all of whom he al- 
1 alike ae of action tothat yde. 
or all, of the persons so sued were then living on the land, to which 
they mired ti title by complying with the homestead or pre-emption laws. 
Those whe patent to themselves held through others who had 
‘ht by his suits to have the legal title to the lands in question de- 
clared to ‘bein and that the holders thereof held the same in trustfor him, 
and a a decree commanding them to convey forthwith, and in default of this 


the same be 3 by a special master, and for poemes 

The settlers and owners answered in substance that they were in possession 
under the patent of the United States, which they had 8 by compliance 
with je at and by virtue of which they were the owners o land. 


This litigati on mov he issue the same questions that had formerly been liti- 
gated before the sora and N es in fayor of the pw and 
settlers. Stripped of m pos uestion was: If the lands within 
the t were open to pon cepa until w wn, then the settlers had all 
~~ tle to Tands tak taken up to apni 13, 1870, aad Knevals had none, If they were 

to setilement after the a of the map, March 25, 1870, then Knevals 

the title to lands taken after and the settlers had none. November 

19.18 a test case was tried on an agreed statement of facts,and a decree ren- 
or Knevals and against the settlers. From this d ion an opaa was 
9 1882, to the Supreme Court of the United the Oc- 


— 


court, 1882 (see Van —— vs. 8 16 Otto, 106 United 
States, 360),a dean was rendered of the 


court below, holding 
that 


the co 558 were not subject to — thereafter, and that the set- 
tlers or by their and that they held the 
= whl for * end ae e Be making of a deed in keeping with 


Sg beep LA EYA dg eRe ae 
w. 0 0 ent in Van vs. w 
cci: the holders of t from the Uni z : 
With the ion in Van W. vs. Knevals, in the Supreme Court of the 
n States, ed the last hope o! pa for legal relief. 
Antici; the adverse decision in the Su e the settlers had ap- 
plied to the Forty-seventh Co: for relief, sti; with K and 


relief of settlers on and purchasers 

eration, Public Lands Commi of and penato itself 

at its „ Without objection, and came to the House, where, d the 

second session t Congress, it received the unanimous of the 

lic but was 104 the House. 
face to face with 


fees ofering offering thet for mie, had demanded possession, and upon its refusal was 
to apply to the court for a posse to forcibly eject from their premises, 


Under these circumstances the settlers and others were driven to a settlemen! 
which was finally agreed on so far as the Knevals cases went, at the rate o! 
$3.50 per acre and costs. To pay this the settlers and p SAYO met: 

or raised it as best they might, or lost the land. 
question may arise as to whether settlement with Knevals could Rai 
have hess effected for a less amount, it is fair to state to the House that your com- 
mittee are satisfied from the evidence and circumstances in the case 2 that this 
settlement was a remarkably reasonable one. 

The land had risen in — the improvements put upon it by the holders 
and the wth of the country to be worth from $10 to $25 per acre, so that Kne- 
vals, tak into account the expense of litigation, was getting little more, ifnot 
actually less, than Government price for the Jand; and again the settlers were 

g what they did without any certainty of getting it back. Arrangements 
for a settlement of the other cases have been made with other grantees of the 
railroad at from $1 to $2.75 an acre, but in no case under this billcan bes 8 
more than $3.50 pe acre and costs where they have been su 
This guards against extravagantorcollusivesettlements, And this ia isthe status 
of the case outside of 8 

At the present session of this Congress the bill under consideration has passed 
the Senate without opposition or an opposing vote. 

The number of persons so far sued and su 188 to adverse judgment is one 
hundred and ninety-six; the amount of land involved is 25,620 acres. 

What additional number o ns are affected, and what further amount of 
land involved, your committee can not well determine. The amount of 
required to make good the cases so far shown in the records 
exceed a ONO, or less than one-half of the a by 
and that from all information brought to the attention of the committee the bal- 
ance will be more than enough to protect from loss all other sufferers. 

In agrees ns conclusion in this case your committee have weighed with great 
care all the objections that have been made, and have reached their determina- 
tion from what they believe to be the most enlightened views of policy. The 
appeal comes from, and the relief will go to,two hundred families of Kansas 
and Nebraska, who in good faith took these jands for homes when that country 
was u wilderness on the frontier, subject to the predatory raids of wild aanas or 
tile Indians. When they could have left the land and got otheras Ker d 

‘ond dispute, the Government, by its agents, bid them ari and fey did, and 

vo seen the land rise from a worthless wilderness to 
home of beautiful plenty, and now, so far as their W ntry and i courts are 
concerned, they are to be driven from their lands, robbed of their labors, and in 
the decline of life left homeless in the nen all because of the errors of the ofi- 
Government, to whom they now appeal, that it make 
the promise ofa title, as —— by the patent which they hold. b- 
ably fully four- of t men were soldiers who fought four years for their 
country, and who on all accounts deserve a better fate, at the bands of a free na- 
tion which . N to save, than so eee. serfs, Irish tenants, or 
— — hose ejectment under like umstances we asa people would 
resen 


The bill as presented only asks 9 for such persons, their grantees, heirs, 
and devisees, as under homestead, pı „or other laws settled upon or 

urchased lands within the grant ey peter n and to whom patents have been 
—— ed therefor, but against which decrees have been or may hereafter be ren- 
dered by the United States circuit court on account of tha priority Of the grantin 
question to the patents any Bs by such persons, their grantees, ef al. 


cers of the 


As this requires all cases passed upon by the courts and the consequent 
expense of } tigation to the holder of the patent, and noes ee 1a 
Government, your to amend the = by adding after the 


Provided further, That when any person, his gran assi or de- 
visees, shall prove to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Interior t his 
case is like the case of those bed in the .. bill, 


Sat hee boar Doi bese POA EnA AIDIA 


shall pay to such person such sum as he has so paid, 
$3.50 per acre, his release therefor, as hereinbefore p 

Amend the bill by 5 after the word “of,” in line 31, * — a “ what he 
shall have paid not exceeding.” 

And, as so amended, your committee recommend that the bill do pass, 


Mr. Speaker, there has been no public discussion of this measure in 
this House; that in the Senate was entirely friendly. In the commit- 
tee of the House the principal objection was to the establishment of a 
precedent of this kind. It was also urged that the act of 1825 fixed 
the liability of the Government in such cases and afforded all the re- 
lief that the settler was entitled to. The act of January 12, 1825 (4 
Statutes at Large, 80), provides that in case of the failure of an entry or 
title the Government shall repay to the claimant what money it has re- 
ceived from him without interest. This would give a man who loses 

tent to a homestead on which he had expended fourteen years of 
labor, and on which he had placed improvements worth thousands of 
dollars, all of which he has lost through ignorance of the agents of the 
Government, the magnificent sum of kom $14 to $18 of his own money, 
and no interest even! To a pre-emptor it would return from $100 to 
$200, or from $200 to $400, Wee igen, Ob the tract pur- 
chased and whether in or out of railroad limits, which would likewise 
be his own money, and no interest ! 

The act of 1825 is entirely inadequate to meet this or any other case 
where an entryman on the public lands loses his land after patent. 
Nor was this law, in my judgment, ever intended to meet a case of this 
character or magnitude. It may be well calculated to reach the indi- 
yidual cases that often arise from clerical error, such as duplicate entries 
and like cases. Where the mistake, being immediately discovered, per- 
mits of adequate remedy through this law, the no reay 
loss in the transfer of the entry, or the restorations the righ right ani 


return of the fees. 

The act of 1825, Mr. S „is a law of Congress, not a law to it. 
Tt is well enough in its pl a AS PR nO eee ee 
case of this character than Congress could have met 
the demands of humani 0 forest fires of Michigan or the foods 
of the Ohio and the dik Ur hein te kame 
C0000 boards be the coos oF 
— poo: And yet Congress granted these le relief to the extent of 

y a million of dollars, and this was in the name of human- 
ity! Here are three hundred or more settlers, representing with their 
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families fifteen hundred or two thousand people, human beings, driven, 


or about to be unjustly driven, from their homes! Will not this Con- 
gress do as much in the name of justice“ as it did in the name of 
‘humanity?’ Shall the Congress become a general insurer against the 
evil consequence of fire and flood and refuse to make good losses sus- 
tained entirely through the mistakes of its agents? 

Gentlemen, I point you to where you have expended hundreds of 
thousands for a sentiment! ‘Will you refuse the price of their homes 
to these men, who ask in the name of right? I heard you of the other 
side say, speaking of the relief to the Ohio and Mississippi sufferers, 
that you legislated ‘‘from the heart!“ Are your generous impulses 
dead, or can they only be aroused through the medium of the senses? 
Must you see these pioneers drowning like the people in Mississippi, or 
burning like those in Michigan, before your spirits will rise above the 
barrier of the law of 1825 and grant them relief? If so, pardon me; 
but this after-death gratitude is more than we ask. If the souls of the 
gentlemen on the other side were so touched in the Ohio case by the 
sight of large quantities of a mysterious element called ‘‘ water ” as that 
they instantly voted $300,000 to avert the miseries threatened those 
who were at its mercy, may I not hope that the emotion is not dead, 
and that the $300,000 expressed for ‘‘sentiment’s’’ sake at the first 
session of the Forty-eighth Congress is equal to a two-hundred-and- 
Pec ia eg a a act of justice in the second session of that same 

Tess. 

Mr. Speaker, as to the matter of precedent, that objection is entirely 
prospective, for I do not understand that this bill is open to the objec- 
tion that it is against any precedent already established by Congress. 
On the contrary, as I understand the case, it is supported by an un- 
broken line of precedents, from the Thirteenth Congress, in 1814, tothe 
case of Myra Clarke Gaines, in the Forty-eighth Congress, 188485, a 
bill for whose relief, it will be remembered, this Congress atits 
first session. This bill provided that Mrs. Gaines should be paid $1.25 
per acre for 38, 457 acresof land taken by the Government, and to which 
she was entitled by descent. The difference between the quantum of 
recovery in this case and that of Mrs. Gaines is explained by the fact 
that the land she claimed was wild and unimproved, while the land 
claimed by this bill owes its great valuc to the improvements put upon 
it during an occupancy of fourteen years by people who took it for a 
1 The old cases condensed from the State papers are as 
follows: 

In 1814 an act was passed granting indemnity to certain claimants of 
the public lands in theso-called ‘‘ Mississippi Territory, lying west of 
Georgia and south of Tennessee (3 Statutes at Large, page 116). This 
age for the payment of $5,000,000 to settlers and purchasers, as 

ows: 


To the Upper Mississippi Company. . .. . . . .... . . . . 
S e 8 


These sums were granted upon memorials to Congress, in which the 
claimants, in one form or another, set up title to lands in said Territory; 
some under patents, &c., from Great Britain, some under patents, &c., 
from Spain, while others set up title under a sale authorized by a leg- 
islative act of Georgia passed in 1795, which latter, because of alleged 
fraud and corruption, ‘was repealed a few months after its 

The United States Supreme Court held in 1810, in Fletcher vs. Peck, 
6 Cranch, 87, that all these titles were valid, but they had become so 
‘clouded’? as to be practically valueless to the real owners. They 
might have brought suit, as was done in VanWyck vs. Knevals, to oust 
the settlers who were on the lands under deeds of quitclaim and re- 
lease from the United States, but the claims were so numerous and the 
action of Georgia and the United States had been such as to indicate 
that both desired to compromise and settle the claims rather than per- 
mit the settlers to be ejected by proceedings at law. 

The conflict of title arose in this way: Great Britain owned the 
Mississippi Territory” prior to 1783, it being ceded that year to Spain, 
and by Spain to the United States in 179798. Georgia claimed that 
this territory was secured for her, and not for the common benefit of 
. as . General 5 claimed. 

tanding upon her assumed right to this territory, Georgia, by legis- 
lative act passed January, 1795, granted some of the — in the 
said territory to individuals and companies. It was alleged that this 
act was procured by corruption and fraud, and it was repealed February, 
1796, the object of the repeal bill being to cut off the purchasers. As 
heretofore stated, the United States Supreme Court (6 Cranch) held 
that the purchasers were bona fide claimants with no notice of alleged 
fraud, and that their titles, as well as the titles of those settlers thereon 
under patents, &c., from Great Britain and from Spain, were valid. 

Prior to this decision the trouble apprehended was so serious in its 
proportions that as early as April, 1798, an act for an 
amicable adjustment not only of the limits of Georgia, but to estab- 
lish Mississippi Territory. This act provided for the appointment of 


three commissioners to meet a like number of commissioners on the 
part of Georgia to settle all the interfering claims that existed between 
XVI——172 


claimants, Georgia, and the United States. This act also provided that 
the lands ascertained to belong to the United States in that territory 
should be sold by the General Government, and by another ision 
the Mississippi Territory, consisting substantially of the States (now) 
of Alabama and Mississippi, was established. It also provided that 
the rights of Georgia (pending the action of the commissioners) and of 
claimants were not to be impaired. 

In 1800 Congress passed a supplemental act authorizing the Commis- 
sioners of the United States (and those of Georgia) to take a deed of ces- 
sion from Georgia of the lands to settle all claims of settlers or claim- 
ants, or receive from them terms of compromise, Terms were proposed 
and the commissioners sent them to Congress. 

On the 24th of April, 1802, Georgia a cession and compromise 
act, ceding to the United States herclaims to the territory. is act 
wit, Tha th United S Georgia fro f th 

i t the Uni tates pay i m the proceeds of the 
sale of lands in that territory the sum of $1,250,000. 

Second. All persons who were actual settlers in the aforesaid ter- 
ritory October 27, 1795, should be confirmed in their grants, made by 
either Great Britain or Spain. 

Third. The United States might reserve 5,000,000 acres, or the pro- 
ceeds thereof, to ‘‘satisfy, quiet, and compensate” such claimants other 
than those who had received grants: from Great Britain and Spain. 
The other, it was understood, were the Georgia claimants, or purchasers 
under legislative act of 1795. 

March 3, 1803, th Sard porated an act (2 Statutes at Large, 229) to 
dispose of the public south of Tennessee, that is, the lands in 
Mississippi Territory. This act confirmed the old grants made in vari- 
ous ways by Great Britain and by Spain; and by section 8 made provis- 
ion for setting aside enough of the proceeds of the sales of the lands to 
satisfy, quiet, and compensate” such other“ claimants as should 
appear, evidently meaning the Georgia claimants and other settlers who 
had entered and cultivated lands in said territory under license or in 
other manner by authority. 

It would appear from memorials presented to the Thirteenth Con- 

third session, that the General Government, up to that time 
1814), had never indemnified the claimants, as it was clearly intended 
they should be under Georgia’s deed of cession of 1802 and the act of 
Congress of 1803. The result was the passage of the act of 1814, author- 
izing the payment of $5,000,000 to the claimants, in order tosave them 
harmless and to make good to the settlers their homes and firesides 
under the patents or releases issued to them by the General Government 
under the act of 1803. (Volume 2, American State Papers, Public 
Lands, pages 740, 743, Duff Green’s edition, 1834.) 

The second precedent is an act of Congress January 14, 1820 
(6 Statutes at Large, 236), ‘‘An act for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Philip Barbour, deceased.” 

Philip Barbour’s father located 2,000 acres of land in West Florida 
under the following circumstances. The father of Philip had served 
as a captain in the British army until the war in the American colonies 
terminated in 1763. In 1768 he settled in the (then) colony of West 
Florida, now Mississippi, and there located the land mentioned, living 
thereon up to the Revolution. For espousing the American cause he 
was seized and his personal property confiscated. When Spain, in 1789, 
obtained this territory from Great Britain, Barbour received Span- 
ish confirmatory grants of his located lands. He lost his papers, and 
the United States coming into possession of the territory from Spain 
sold 1,500 acres of the 2,000 located by Barbour. The act was 
to give the son of Barbour relief, so as not to disturb the settlers under 
grants from the United States of lands which the General Government 
did not own. (See American State Papers, Public Lands, volume 3, 
page 345, House Report No. 282, Duff Green’s edition.) 

The third precedent to support this bill is found in an act passed by 
Congress May 26, 1824— 

An act authorizing the President to ascertain the number of acres of land lying 
between the Ludlow and Roberts lines of survey in Ohio, the value thereof, ex- 


clusive of improvements, held by claimants under Virginia military-land war- 
me and on what terms the claimants would release, &o. (4 Statutes at Large, 


Twenty-one hundred acres of land were involved. In 9 Wan 


469, the legal question at issue between rival claimants was 
upon and a relief bill followed. 

The House Public Lands Committee made a report on this case, in 
which it appears that the contending parties both claimed under a title 
derived from the United States, as is the case here. (See Afnerican 
State Papers, Public Lands, volume 3, page 620, House Report 410.) 

The plaintiff claimed under a warrant granted to one of the soldiers 
of the Virginia line; the defendants claimed undera direct from 
the United States Government and patent. The court, in 9 Wheaton, 
469, held that plaintiff was entitled to recover. 

The report on the act or bill was: 

First. That the land involved was divided in small farms under a 
high state of cultivation and of improvement, owned by various indi- 
viduals in moderate circumstances who are unacquainted with litigation 
and fearful of being into a court of justice. 

Second. That good faith required an exertion on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to quiet in their possession persons who had expended their 
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in purchasing and improving the lands for which they hold the | overw 
patent bf the United States, 
Third. The committee did not say what measure of damages should 
be allowed, but did say that the most liberal allowance should be ex- 
tended” toward citizens; that in the Philip Barbour case (supra) the 
amount or basis of indemnity was the damages equal to the valuation. 
In the Eighteenth Congress, second session, this matter again came 


up, Mr. Rankin making the from the House Public Lands Com- 
mittee. (Volume4, American State Papers, Public Lands, Gales & Sea- 
ton’s edition, 1859, 66, House Report No. 441.) This report refers 
to the report supra (N N 0. 410), and says: 

T A L eatin eae 
in . 8 r of the f — barr — — industry, provided the 
adverse claims can be quieted without an unreaso: of 


compelled a payo- saa much e sum 
with the claimants irginia military Iand-warrants. 
Pin anI oa n RE enion Coa FEDE be perches 
the releases of all the settlers claiming title who had located prior to 
Ton 1812, Tuet ueir military-land warrants, between the Ludlow 
and Roberts lines. 
The amount of money 3 by the act of 1824 was 880, 000 


that being what it cost the Government to buy in the paramount title 
t is as ſollows: In 2 Peters, United States 


of those holding the Virginia 

The fourth rhe 
417, will be found the case of Reynolds es. McArthur. 
brought ejectment and recovered, and this decision was sustained. The 
facts were as follows: McArthur claimed under a patent of the United 
States, dated in 1812, founded on an entry and survey made in 1810, 
on a warrant granted for services in the Revolution. Reynolds claimed 
as assignee of one Van Meter, who had entered the same land at the 
Cincinnati land office. The theory of Van Meter’s title was that the 
lands northwest of the Ohio River, between the Scioto and Little Mi- 
ami, west of Ludlow’s and east of Roberts’s lines, which had been re- 
served to satisfy military bounties which 


-land warrants. 


t, ved F bruary 12, 1831, Philip Doddridge ( 29 
act, appro e giving one see 
Weston, 469) chesum of $1,765. 68 for seven hundred acres of land (taken 
as Van Meter’s had been), with interest at 6 per cent. from 1825 (4 
Statutes at Large, 440). 

It is not my purpose to discuss the old cases; their application is ob- 
vious. It is, however, worthy of note that while the act for the relief 
Se Se ae ena ee ae E ES 
rants, y is prior of January 
nevertheless the committee of the Eighteenth Congress answers the ar- 
guments made to-day under the act of 1825 when they say: 


Your committee are ee sa ope inion that . the 
United States who Government, who are under- 
to have made large 5 — 8 ought not to be disturbed 
in their ved of the fruits of their provided the ad- 
verse claim can be q without an i on the part of the 
Government. Toa numerous classof valuable citizens deprived of their homes 
after of tedious and expensive li the and interest 
A — remuneration. 
Accordingly they report and the passed a bill for the relief of 


those settlers, under which the United States expended $80,000 in buy- 
. ee to 2,100 acres of land, being at the rate of 


Tl fourt fourth precedent a, pa of zoa — for the relief of Philip 

demonstrates that t W Oi was not regarded by the 
— sufficient fix the velinf of canes like the one unex Sine 
sideration. 


In citing precedents favorable to = bill I have not thought it nec- | have studied 


essary to refer to ua numerous modern cases with which Con- 
gress is brought in contact nearly every time it goes to the Private Cal- 
endar. I refer to the bills for the relief of persons who have complied 
with the law as to settlement on homesteads and pre-emption, 
their fees and money, and yet can get no patent „ has 
been y patented or granted to another, and who, instead of re- 
ceiving back their bes and money under the law of 1825, or that of 1828 
5 ee eee ge. of Iand 
without settlement or the payment This e done in 
hundreds of cases, thus ee eee of acres of scrip, some 
of which is very valuable. These settlers do not ask this; they ask what 
is less in point of value; they ask not for its scrip, but for their homes. 
The gentlemen who oppose this bill because eee 
ation of the precedent eay that it will 150 in floodsafcisieant. Su 
it does. If they come withsuch a case as this ä 
the opportunity to do them justice. But that this will result is refuted 
by the record. Seventy-one years have passed since, when, in 1814, the 
Uhi ited States paid $5,000,000 to quiet title to lands, and in that time 
only three cases, excluding that of 1814, have been acted upon. Not an 


overwhelming flood, Only four eases, so faras I can discover, 
of direct money relief to settlers for the loss of title since the formation 
of the present Union four cases in what is practically one hundred years. 
Four cases in the course of the settlement of a continent, one case to 
about every 15,000, 72. ee on 
from under this willit spring from—from the lands 
of the future? Where are they? We have the great Territories, mostly 
deserts, worthless unless i the mountains whose grim surfaces 
are valueless to all husbandmen unless they come to behold that which 
was written in the wrath of creation, the y of material nature, 
and to gather the inspiration of that majesty which is beyond Speech 
the ice-fields of Alaska. There are other millions of acres that were 
flung into the insatiate maw of the corporations, and upon their rescue 
from the “‘lion’s grip depend the future of the publie domain and 
the possibility of the other cases which gentlemen profess to fear. 

The whole number of acres of the public domain granted in aid of 
railroads, canals, and military wagon-roads from 1894 down to June 
30, 1880, is 155,504,994, of which 45,650,026 were patented or certified. 
Of the total, 7.372.882 acres were “patented. or certified’? under Fill- 
more’s administration; under Pierce’s 14,886,396; un- 
der Lincoln’s administration, 17,164,270; under Johnson’ 
tion, 5,020,107; under Grant’s administration, 1,203,689; showing the 
disap of land desirable even to railroads as a gift, and God 
knows what a railroad would not take as a gift no human being will 
want to pay for. 

T take it that the Congress is not bound toa precedent like a bundle 
of little ‘‘nisi prius ” lawyers; that each case which presents a princi- 
ple will be decided upon that and not upon some future fear. I have 
searcely found an opponent of this measure who has not frankly admit- 
ted that injustice has been done these settlers which he deeply de- 
plored, and which, but for the precedent thereby to be established, he 
would willingly relieve. 

Mr. Speaker, when my honorable colleagues refer to the precedents 
what do they mean? The support this case. They must 
eee eee eee operation of this 
law. I submit it is not fair to answer a question of to-day by an objec- 
tion of to-morrow. To-morrow never was a good answer to-day. Is 
this not the ‘‘ begin-all’’ and ‘‘end-all” of the matter: What is 
wise—what is just? This answered all is answered, and I put that 
question to the conscience of you all. Gentlemen talk of the precedent 
of this case as though it would carry a penalty. There is no ty to 
nd | wisdom except that which comes from its disobedience, an justice is 
not pessimistic. This has voted such relief in lesser cases 
almost every week of its existence; hence your objection to this case 
lies not to the right, but to the quantum of recovery; the settlers ought 
to have relief, but not what justice calls for. 

Gentlemen ‘tell me they would vote to ay to settlers what they 
have paid and interest. On the theory that was not railroad land 
and only cost $1.25 an acre, the returns if it carried interest would 
amount to $3 per acre. If the settler paid double minimum price, as 
for land in railroad limits, $2.50 an acre, the return with interest would 
be $6 an acre. What they ask will not average the lesser amount, for 
in no case can they receive to exceed $3.50 an acre 8 
have been paid. But the objection to this system of reasoning is that 
it takes no account of those who have paid nothing but fees, 3 
acquired title by hom: by residence and improvement alone, 
no return would be just that did not treat this most deserving class of 
men as the equals of any other claimant. 

Some of my colleagues say they will vote to make the Government 
pay what ies settlers paid without interest—the Government to pay for 
betterments (improvements). This would make it cost the Govern- 
ment not less than $10 an acre, nearly three times what is asked. All 
these settlers ask is what it costs them to buy in the title. 
This they can get for notexceeding $3.50 per acre. If it costs more it is 
their loss, if less the Government's gain. 

11... grain on dhe cabot oe 
the way for the relief of the settlers on the Des River grant. I 
that case, and without saying anything to the prejudice 
of claimants thereunder, I will say that there is no ty between 
the two, and the one will set no precedent for the other. The bill for 
their relief now before the House provides simply for the bringing of 


paid | an action or actions by the United States to quiet their title, with the 


right on their part to join therein. In this connection I take the liberty 
eb Sele ih ceri the following extract from the report of the 

of the Committee on Public Lands of the Senate, as bearing 
at least upon the sentiment of the bill under consideration: 


will 

that the d of Congress is to the poor and people who 
went this anche in response to the invitation of the Government and in 
faith of its title. What they ask is moderate com with 

and difficult to see how objection made toa that so seri- 


And also the following from the report of the minority of that com- 


eee the principle for which I contend in 
od eee ix ple 


amount of money to com 


Congress had better ory ge tet 
claimants of these lands for 7 ae Te ve sustained through 
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of making just 3 for losses that have been sustained 
bought these lands the United States, under the mistaken 
officers that they were to settlement and disposal as part of the public do- 
main, and have lost the of their purchases. 

This report is signed by Senators MORGAN, DOLPH, GIBSON, and 
WALKER. 

Mr. Speaker, these men are my constituents; they are more, my neigh- 
bors; they are still more, my comrades, for in the heroic days nearly 
nine-tenths of them were Unionsoldiers. This will not prejudice their 
case with you men of the South, for you were brave and must be gen- 
erous and just. eee eee, eee 
me personally, and accordingly I a personal in in 
their rights and wrongs. I have known them from the up,“ 
for I knew them when they lived in the earth, in dugouts,“ and have 
watched them for years as they spread the seed and the har- 
vest which was the trust of the armies of laborers of the world. They 
have fought a brave fight and redeemed the desert of twenty years 
ago. They are of the class of men that Miller saw when he wrote these 


—— „and slow, 
.. and tall 

A kingly and unconscious Saul, 

A sort of sullen Hercules. 

They are not mendicants, for when the hell-blasts of the drought and 
the clouds of locust a few years ago reduced them to starvation they 
made no sign, asked no aid of the Government, as did those who saw 
their all devoured by the flames in Michigan or swept away by the 
floods of the Ohio or the Mississippi. They fought their battle alone, 
and what they ask now they ask not as alms but as justice, and to that 
answering justice in your consciences I commit their case, only re- 
gretting that my condition physically perhaps unfits me to represent 
them on this floor as they deserve to be represented. 


Rivers and Harbors. 


SPEECH 
HON. M. C. GEORGE, 


OF OREGON, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, February 18, 1885, 
making ions construction, repair, and 
2 — on — r — other purposes. 

Mr. GEORGE said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I had intended to on this floor the adoption of 
amendments to several portions of the bill affecting my State, but on 
mature reflection, in view of the great difficulties in the way of success- 
fal amendment upon the House floor, the consequence of rejection, the 
impending dangers to the passage of any bill, and in view of past expe- 
rience, I have deemed another plan of action more advisable and prom- 
* success ere this bill becomes a law. 

I have ever been a friend of river and harbor improvement, full and 
broad in its spirit and nationality, and so long as I have a vote it shall 
be cast in favor of the use of our surplus public money for the public 
welfare. I must, however, take this occasion to call the attention of 
this House and the country to two of the great works in my State 
omitted in the bill as it stands. 

I regret exceedingly that our committee has not included the im- 
provement of the mouth of the Columbia River. Congress is commit- 
ted to the work. Three years ago we appropriated $7,500 for a com- 
mission of engineers to examine and report on this project. Under that 
law a board of eminent engineers was constituted, who visited the lo- 
cality and, so far as all practical is concerned, unanimously 

on the necessity, utility, and general plan of the work, and only 
differed in opinion as to the height to which the jetty would have to be 
raised and the distance out it would have to be projected, both of which 
points of differences experience must hereafter determine ere appropria- 
tion for that part is required. The minority thought that the good 
work could be accomplished without carrying the jetty so high or so 
far. The majority say as to height that— 
The work proposed should be brought only to the level of low tide. If, how- 
ever, experience should demonstrate the necessity for raising the jetty to any 
level greater than low water, it can be readily done on the lower jetty as a foun- 


As to length, they say: 
This jetty isto stop short of a point three miles south of Cape Disappointment 
or be prolonged beyond it as experience may indicate to be necessary 


Another very gratifying feature is the reasonable prospect of the con- 


struction of this jetty at a cost much less than estimated by the engi- 
neers. In their report they say: 

This jetty is expected to be mainly of stone, and the estimate is on that basis, 

Speaking of substituting wood for stone, they use these words: 

A favorable circumstance is the apparent absence over a considerable length 
of the proposed work of the sea- worm (teredo navalis) which in some other sec- 
tions of the country proves so very hurtful to structures of which wood is a part, 
and practically prohibits its use for works of a permanent character. 

The estimated cost was on the basis of stone and beton blocks as ma- 
terial, but if, as is recommended by the engineers, mattresses and piling 
can be used, the cost will be greatly decreased. Whatever other bene- 
ficial causes may exist this much is certain, that the great quantity of 
fresh water at the mouth of the Columbia River is death to that greatest 
enemy of woodwork, the teredo; besides, the sands, from the great 
natural causes constantly operating, will pile up around and through 
the jetty to the utter destruction of this worm even in salt water. 

In addition to this we find the Chief of Engineers, in his report, say- 
ing that— 

Experience on improvem other coast entrances continues to bo 
favorable for the prompt — — reduction of cost of the Columbia jetty. 

Two years ago our House committee in the river and harbor bill gave 
the sum of $75,000 to commence this work under the recommendation 
of the board of engineers. This passed the House, butas the river and 
harbor bill died in the Senate it did not become a law. This was in 
the Forty-seventh Congress. In the river and harbor bill of last year this 
House eoncurred in a Senate amendment and $100,000 was voted to 
commence this great work; and now the Chief of Engineers asks for 
$500,000, and expresses the belief that the jetty it will enable to be 
constructed will check the present shifting tendency of the channel 
southward, increase the depth, and give prompt relief to a large and 
increasing shipping.“ 3 j. 

Last December I introduced a bill to appropriate this sum. The im- 

rtance of this work is national. Like some other great works located 
in my State its local benefit is not only to the State of Oregon but also 
tothe Territories of Washington, Idaho, and alarge portionof Montana. 
It will be also of national benefit in diverting a trade of a considerable 
portion of British Columbia into our territory. 

This improvement will afford us over thirty feet of channel over the 
bar. The Columbia River entrance is directly out to the sea from the 
only break in a most formidable mountain range from Mexico to British 
Columbia. It will give us a great national harbor on the Pacific 
coast for the transcontinental trade to Asia; in fact, by it we promote 
the welfare of our whole commerce abroad. 

I regret to learn that an erroneous impression exists in the minds of 
some of the members of the committee growing out of a supposed sim- 
ilarity of circumstances at the mouth of the Columbia River and Gulf 
ports where the prospective success of the submerged jetty system is 
being questioned. 

At Galveston and other places the plan has been to build jetties over 
the bar, concentrating the flow of the water between the jetties, and 
thus clear out a channel between the jetty walls the bar. 

Engineers like Captain Eads claim that submerged jetties under 
conditions will never do effective work for two reasons: First, the 
waste of water over them; and second, the deposit of sand between the 
jetties during every storm. They claim that the jetties should be car- 
ried above the sea-level in order to utilize the limited flow of waterin 
many of these bays and outlets and thus secure sufficient scouring ca- 
pacity. This, however, would not apply to the mouth of the Columbia 
River, where the flow is probably over five times as great as in the south 
pass of the Mississippi where Eads placed his famous jetties. So also 
with the other objection that the sand will wash over the submerged 
jetty in storms and fill up and obliterate any channel which the cur- 
rent in calmer weather might be able to excavate. This, even if true 
elsewhere, has no application to our work at the Columbia River en- 
trance. ‘There only one jetty is to be constructed—Cape Disappoint- 
ment already forming the other.. This jetty is not to be across any 
bar and is not intended to deepen any channel alongside of it as at 
Galveston and other points. The jetty is to be placed on Clatsop Spit 
and will be several miles inside of the bar, and when the plan is car- 
ried out the old situation will have been restored which gave us thirty- 
five feet over the bar as in 1791 and thirty-four feet in 1841. 

So the objections to submerged jetties elsewhere do not apply to the 
Columbia River improvement, and even if they did we have already 
seen that the jetty can easily be raised to the sea-level. There can be 
no question about the perfect feasibility of this improvement. 

Now a word, Mr. Chairman, concerning the other improvement left 
out by our House committee, namely, the one at Coos Bay. The Chief 
of Engineers in his last report informs us that notwithstanding ‘‘ the 
natural channel was shifting and usually tortuous the amount already 
expended has afforded during the last three years a straighter and more 
stable channel. The estimates for the present year are $150,000, for 
which I introduced a bill early in the session. The Chief of Engi 
says that he expects the amount to make the depth permanent, which 
will have been gained, and further improve the channel direction, giving 
much benefit to a large and increasing coasting trade.“ 

The local engineer states that this stability is quite- beneficial in 
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venting delay of bar crossings.” He speaks of increased confidence 
pt channel as evidenced by crossings in rainy and cloudy weather or 
even after night. 
Again he says: 
Formerly each tug could tow out but one deep-draught vessel on a tide from 
8 below Empire City; now the tugs take out three or four each on 
a 


This is a very important work and will be of great benefit to a large 
and rapidly developing section of Oregon. 


National Board of Health. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. I. NEWTON EVANS, 


OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Wednesday, February 25, 1885, 
On the clause in the deficiency wet Bac age abolishes the National Board of 


Mr. EVANS said: 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Committee on Public Health, of which I have 
the honor to be a member, is specially charged with the duty of investi- 
gating and reporting on matters affecting the publichealth. The com- 
mittee recently submitted its views, and by order of this House their 
recommendation that an appropriation be made for continuing the work 
of the National Board of Health was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

That committee has assumed not only to ignorethe recommendation 
of the Public Health Committee, which has carefully investigated the 
subject with every facility for ascertaining the needs of the country in 
this direction, but has also attempted to repeal general legislation on 
this appropriation bill. 

The clause to abolish the board, as provided on 13, line 301, 
can not but be regarded as new legislation. While it may not be sub- 

ect to a point of order for the reason that it decreases expenditures, 

ut for that reason, if for no other, it has no business in this bill. The 
object of a defici bill is to make appropriations to pay the expenses 
of the Government incurred in excess of the sums appropriated for the 
last fiscal year. This can in no wise be regarded as a deficiency, and 
therefore is not germane. 

It is claimed that there is no need of a national board of health, 

Are we to take the dictum of members of the Committee on Appro- 
priations on a subject over which they have no jurisdiction as against 
the formal report of the committee to which this House has specially 
confided the care of health matters? Is the Appropriations Committee 
to say to us this is needed and that is not needed, as may best serveits 
p and are we to tamely submit to its dictation and under its 
whip and spar fly as it directs? If such is to be the decision, the sooner 
the whole House is merged in one huge appropriation committee the 
better, : 

The interests involved in the question under consideration are of too 
grave a character, too far-reaching and important in their results, to be 
passed over lightly or to be brushed away with the stroke of a pen. 
The protection of human life and the promotion of the public health 
are questions of vital importance. To none of greater moment can the 
attention of the private citizen or the legislator be directed. 

The question has been asked by some of the members of this House, 
What has been the work of the National Board of Health and what 
good has it accomplished? In answer to their inquiries I beg leave to 
print the following, which is a part of their report for the year 1884: 

II. The collection of information with rd to the sani condition of 
some of the principal cities and towns in the United States. Work in this direc- 
tion was organ at the first session of the board by the printing, with addi- 
tions and corrections, of a series of schedules of questions for the sanitary sur- 
vey of a city; the original schedules for this purpose having been prepared sev- 
eral years previously by a committee of the American Public Health Association. 
A number of these schedules have been returned to the board properly filled 
up, and others are in course of completion. It is believed that the result has 

ready been good in bes pant Haeg nes of inquiry which should be pursued 
by municipal authorities in relation to sanitary ma’ and that hereafter a 
large amount of valuable information might be collected by this means, 


III. The appointment of acommission to investigate yellow fever in the Island 
of Cuba, consisting of Dr. S. E. Chaillé and Col. T. S. Hardie, C. E., of New Or- 
leans; Dr. John Guiterds, of Philadelphia; and Surgeon George M. Sternberg, 
United States Army. 

From their report it 5 that yellow fever must be considered as endemic 
a the Island of Cuba, that for many years it 
prin 
ouso: 


however desirable, would 
IV. The standing committee of the. 


on sanitary 
Dra. 


of 


II. I. Bowditch, S. M. Bemiss, and Stephen Smith, employed a competent 


sanitary legislation. 
V. At the request of the board, an investigation as to the best method of de- 
termining the amountand character of o lo matter in the air was undertaken 


or — 

in the United States, under the direction of Dr. H. A. Johnson, chairman of t 
standing committee on this subject. In this connection a paper 9. 17 ioe 2 
y Dr. A 


and a paper on the 
by Professor L. Diehl, of Louisvil en 

IX. A prel inquiry as to the diseases of food- animals of the 
United islation,whether State or national,w seems desir- 
able in to su . This was under the direction of a — com- 
mittee of the board, composed of Drs. J. L. Cabell, T. S. Verdi, and P. H. Bail- 
hache, aud special reports upon the subject for this committee were = 
by Professor James Law, of Cornell University, New Vork, and by T. S. Verdi, 
member of the board. 

X. Aninvestigation of the flow of sewers in relation to their sizes and gradients 
was carried on under the direction of Col. George E. Waring, jr., of Ne rt, R. 
I., with a view to determining the most efficient and least expensive form of 
sewers. 

Itmay be observed thatthe results of this investigation have already been of 

ractical importance, since it was the presentation of a portion of these results 
o the committee charged with the sanitary survey of Memphis which led that 
committee to recommend a scheme for the sewerage of that city, based on the 
researches of Colonel Waring, estimated to cost about $225,000, in preference to 
a Rese. sewerage prepared in the ordinary manner and estimated to cost 


xia sanitary survey of the eastern coast of New Jersey bordering on New 
York Harbor was made with the aid of this board, under the direction of the 
State board of health of New Jersey. 

XII. A sanitary survey of the city of Memphis, Tenn., was commenced as soon 
after the close of the epidemic as posan; under the of a special com- 
mittee of the National Board of Health, of whicb Dr. J.S. Billings was chair- 
man, A preliminary report of this committee was prepared to meet the urgent 
demand on the part of municipal authorities for advice as to the course to be 


pursued. 

XIII. An investigation as to the hygiene of the mercantile marine and as to 
what h tion is expedient to improve its sanitary condition. Surgeon P. H. 
Bail he, U. S. M. H. S., was especially detailed by the chief of that bureau to 
N this report. 

IV. An investigation by Dr. Elisha Harris, of New York, upon diphtheria 
as it occurred in Northern Vermont. 

XV. An investigation by Professor Rapbael Pumpelly, of the United States 
Geological rde upon the influence of various soils upon sanitation, espe- 
cially with regard to drainage and methods of of excreta. 

XVI. An investigation by Drs. H, C. Wood and H. F. Formad, of Philadel- 
phia, as to the effects of inoculating lower animals with diphtheritic exudation. 

XVII. Researches by Dr. G. M. 1 United States Army, upon sus- 
1 particles in the air of places liable to infection, which were commenced 

n Javana and continued in New Orleans. These 
vestigation upon organi. particles from swamps and other malarious locali- 
ties, with the view of testing the accuracy of the observations of Klebs and 
Tomassi-Cradeli, and others, on the existence of spores alleged to be the pro- 
ducing cause of malarial fevers. 

XVIII. A report by Dr. J. J. Woodward, United States Army, on the patho- 
logical history of yellow fever. 

1X. A report by Professor Abbe, of the Signal Service Bureau, on the possi- 
Die relations between meteorological phenomena and vital statistics, and espe- 
ay on the graphical methods of representing such data, 

XX. An investigation by Col. G. E. Waring, jr., of Newport, R. I., on the in- 
fluence on the water-seal of traps of different K of currents of watcr passing 
through them or through the pipes into which they deliver, under a variety of 
conditions, covering ventilation, copious or partial, and induced currents aris- 
ing from the ge of water over the branches of different form and arrange- 
ment, including experiments with regard to siphoning and the best manner to 
secure an adequate flush for water-closets, drains, &. 

XXI. An investigation by Professor Ira Remsen, of the Johns Hopkins Uni- 
tg Baltimore, as to the amount of carbonic oxide in furnace-heated rooms, 

XXII. The history of quarantine in the United States, exhibiting the occasions 
which give rise to quarantine legislation, or attempts at such legislation, by 
rane or by as General Government, prepared by Dr, Stephen Smith, a member 
of the board. 
ee A report by Dr. Charles Smart on the water-supply of Mobile and New 

jeans, 
yy + Sy Port 5 survey of selected portions of Baltimore city was under- 
this „ in compliance with the uest of the city council, by Dr. 
C. W. Chancellor, secretary ofthe State th. 

XXV. Experimental investigations, by George M. Sternberg, surgeon U. S. 
A., relating to the etio ofthe malarial fevers. 

XXVI. A report upon the sewerage systems of the principal cities of Europe, 
by Rudolph Hering, sanitary engineer. 

XXVII. An investigation on the best method of determining the quantity of 
organic matter in potable water, and the s effects of variously contami- 
nated water on the health of persons who have used it, by Prof. J. W. Mallet, 
of the University of Virginia. 

XXVIII. An investigation into the sanitary condition of summer resorts, by 
E. W. Bowditch, sanit: engineer. 

XXIX. An investigation into the conditions of arsenical poisoning by means 
of emanations from wall repos carpets, and other furniture containing arsen- 
ical coloring matter, by Professor Wood, of Harvard 8 

fferent styles of 


XXX. An investigation — ~ eee sien — 
siphon action, by Geo: aring, jr., S. E. 
Ad Ernest W. Bowditch, S E. 8 


researches included an in- 


traps lose their wa 
Bree ee 

An inqu n © causes ure 1 
ence to the er yrth of its 5 revalence in the States of New York, Gon. 
necticut, Rhode Island, and usetts, was commenced, with the approval 
and n of the several State boards of health, who were to furnish the 


topographical and while the scientific in n of the essential 
nature of the malarial n by experimental processes similar to those of 
Klebs, and was assigned to Dr. J. D. Whitney, of 
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This investigation was ed by this board as likely to lead to very im- 
portant results in their ng upon the public health of an ex ve region 
recently invaded by malarial fever. It was clearly such an investigationas was 
within the scope of the duties assigned to the board by the act of March 3, 1879, 
and as relating to a subject in which the entire country is more or less interested, 
was one for w. the service of a national board of health was eminently ap- 
a. It is deeply to be regretted,in the interests of the public health, that 

t has been necessarily abandoned for want of an appropriation applicable to 


I A Te 

CXXII. A report of the various forms of legislation by which, in this country 
attempts have been made to secure registration of vital statistics, witha pended 
copies of al! the various acts passed up to the present time, together witha brief 
historical sketch of the progress of registration in each State and the results 
obtained, There is also appended a table showing the results of an analysis of 
the various registration laws, so arranged that cach can be readily compared 
with the others in regard to any particular item. 

The results of the investigations above referred te have, in those cases in which 
the work has been completed, been transmitted to Congress with previous re- 
veges Despite the limited circulation which has been given to these reports (only 

usual 1,900 copies of. each having as yet been printed) it is difficult to exag- 
gerate the interest which has been awakened in the subjects treated, bothin our 
own and in foreign countries. It is with feelings of national pride that weare able 
to record the commendations pronounced upon these efforts by eminent scien- 
tists and sanitarians both at homeand abroad. The demand for these reports, 
both from our own people and from foreign countries, has far exceeded the pro- 
vision made by Congress, and it is earnestly recommended that additional copies 
be authorized. It can hardly be e that provision can be made for sup- 
ply all applicants with copies, but itis respectfully submitted the value at- 
to these reports by the medical profession, by sanitary engineers, and 

others interested in the advance of sanitary science warrant the publication of 
a sufficient number of copies to enable us to supply the public and college libra- 
ries of the country and the Government and other sanitary organizations 


SANITARY LEGISLATION. 
The establishment of the National Board of Health and the suocess which at- 


were practical] 
augurated by the board continue to receive universal support and tion. 
The impulse thus given to the study of all questions valeting to general sanita- 


nizations perfected, 
, but which also give 


look, in a very great d for an improvement in the physical condition of 
people, for a limitation * the prevalence of d reduction in 
rate e people, 


impor- 
on resting upon those in authority to provide the means for 


country from Europe by immigrants seeking homes in this country, and serious 
epidemics 3 e Western and Northwestern States. Under rules and 
regulati by the board and in co-o; tion with the State and local 


ions adopted 
boards of health in the threatened and infected localities much was accomplished 
in the way of eradicating the disease and in providing against its introduction. 
The incubative period of this disease is of such duration as to enable persons ex- 
to its infection in European cities just prior to embarkation to reach the 
r of this country before the eruptive mse is reached. . In consequence, 
therefore, of the nature of the disease hundreds of persoas in its earlier ere 
passed the Atlantic quarantines and werc far upon their way to ir des- 
tination in the West before it could be known from what they were suffering. 


More than one hundred towns in the Western States were thus infected, and 


The health 3 3 W000 
urge with great force that it is the duty of the Government to protect the people 
inst the epidemics originating with — — who have not yet reached 

eir destination—who have not yet become citizens, 

The National Board of Health has been in existence since March, 
1879, and during that period has rendered services to the country which 
can only be estimated by hundreds of millions of dollars. The effect 
of the report of a single case of yellow fever in the Mississippi Valley, 
in the absence of the power, influence, and regulations of the National 
Board of Health has been to depress the price of produce in Western 
markets to the extent of many thousands of dollars ina single day, the 
commerce of the entire Mississippi Valley has been disturbed, and un- 
certainty and dread have pervaded the cities and towns along all her 
rivers. 

Compare the condition of things prior to the organization of the Na- 
tional Board of Health with that which has prevailed under its direc- 
tion. In 1878, yellow fever swept from the Gulf of Mexico to Ohio. 
A hundred towns were invaded by the dread disease; desolation marked 
its course. Individuals, towns, cities, and States were powerless. The 
disease sped on; commerce was destroyed, and while the coffers of the 
sympathizing people of the North were unlocked and money was poured 
out with lavish hand to minister to the necessities of the sick and dying, 
all stood in awe, utterly helpless before the fell destroyer, until a hun- 
dred thousand cases and twenty thousand deaths made up the record 
of that fatal year, 


Then came the call for a national board of health, and Co was 
prompt to respond. With the recollections of 1878 still fresh in mind 
Congress hastened to provide for the board, clothed it with power, and 
furnished it with $500,000 to beused in protecting the country from the 
ravages of disease. Before the board had scarcely organized yellow 
fever broke out again. But mark the contrast. There are those on 
this floor who passed through those years of sorrow, grief, and death, 
and they can tell us of what use was the National Board of Health. 

They can tell us that order was brought out of confusion; that con- 
fidence took the place of fear; that shotgun quarantines were banished; 
that commerce, controlled by sanitary regulations, went on unimpeded; 
that the disease, instead of spreading throughout the country, was 
confined almost wholly to the few towns in which it broke out early in 
the season. Instead of 100,000 cases there were but 2,000, and instead 
of 20,000 deaths there were 800. It may be argued that the material 
for yellow fever was used up in 1878; but the increased malignancy of 
the disease in 1879, as shown by the excessive mortality, which was 33 
per cent. greater, demonstrates conclusively that but for the control 
exercised by the National Board of Health it would have spread far 
and wide. 

As regards the effect upon the business of the Mississippi Valley in 
1879, the secretary of the State board of health of Illinois states that the 
Illinois Central Railread received from the South from July to October 
of that year over 100,000 tons of freight more than during the same 
period in 1878, while the passenger travel, which was almost wholly 
S ded in 1878, was scarcely interrupted in 1879, and that this result 
EY not possibly have been reached without the co-operation of the 
National Board of Health, and that the utmost exertions of the board 
were required at all times to allay the fears of local authorities. 

From that day to the present the people of the e oe Valley 
have known that epidemics can be controlled. From that day to the 
present they have been calling upon Congress to provide the board with 
means for p: the people of the country. 

2 pci ap oh doe Tocal health 3 e 
boat com es, and State and th o was 
services rendered by the board were invaluable, and they are pressing 
us now to clothe the board with all the power necessary to continue its 
beneficent services. A 

But we are met with the reply that there is no need of two organiza- 
tions to perform the same service; that the Marine-Hospital Service can 
do all that is needed to be done. 

I do not propose to discuss or criticise the Marine-Hospital Service. 
As a medical man, I know for what purpose it was called into and is 

t in being. Other members of the profession on this floor know as 
well as I the sphere of duties belonging to that service. Its field is in 
curative measures. It deals with sick sailors, while the National Board 
of Health o in the field of preventive medicine, which is totally 
different, wholly foreign to the duties devolving legitimately upon the 
Marine-Hospital Service. 

But whether the Marine-Hospital Service can perform satisfactorily 
to the country the duties belonging to the National Board of Health, 
I leave to 2 and the various health organizations to say. The 
Ameri ical Association, the representative association of the 
profession in this country, has placed itself on record strongly in favor 
of supporting the National Board of Health, and their petition is now 
on the files of this House. 

The American Public Health Association, embracing in its member- 
ship all the professions and many branches of business, numbering 
among its members the most distinguished sanitarians in the country, 
whose only aim is the public weal, this organization sends to us year 
by year its petition that the National Board of Health may be sup- 
ported. Can it be alleged that these men, many of whom are dealing 
daily with disease in all its phases, do not know what is required? 
Shall we disregard the voice of the multitude, who tell us what the 
country needs, and be guided by the opposing voices of two or three 
who would destroy the national board? 

Hear what the American Public-Health Association says concerning 
the National Board of Health: 


Resolved, That there is a work to be done by such a board which can not be done 
by any local or State board, and which is not, and can not be, 9 ro- 
sented or fulfilled ee any other branch of the national service, as illustrated in 
its inspections and inquiries into special conditions so serious as to be national 
rather than local; and its dealings with yellow feverand small-pox ; in its plans 
for consular health bills from foreign ports and refuge stations for a wide const 
range; in its internal care over river and railroad transportation; in its investi- 
gation into malaria and other widespread causes of disease; in its valuable 
scientific and practical inquiries into causes and courses of epidemics; in its 
comparisons of statistical facts, and in the widespread distribution of informa- 
tion most intimately affecting the vital conditions of our whole population. 

Resolved, That while each State and each division of national service may con- 
tribute much aid in their respective spheres, we view with regret any curtail- 
ment of the functions of a board so constituted as to represent and unify the 
health interests of the entire nation. 

Resolved, That we counsel the national board to continue all the work possible 
under the present restricted appropriations, and await with gonfidence the ex- 
tension of its powers of usefulness, and that appreciation of i ork for the past 
and its arte a for the future which can but result from a calm and careful 
estimate of the safeguards requisite for national health and prosperity. 

Resolved, That the confining the work of the board to cholera, yellow fever 
and small-pox is believed to be in the highest degree injudicious. It should 


have the full powers for investigation of all preventable diseases conferred upon 
it by its constituting act and be granted the funds necessary for this purpose; 
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and this should be done irrespective of the action which may be taken with re- 


gard to quarantine. 
5 ‘That the members of the American Publio Health Association hereby 
their individual in endeavoring to secure such 
National Board of such material aid as 


as shall insure to 
may be in out with the greatest 


needful in carrying 
to the interest of public health. 
That the P 
the sanitarians of the various States, be directed to use all 


Congress several States the great impor- 
tance to the welfare of the country of such action by the United States Govern- 
shall increase to fullest extent the means and powers of usefulness 

e de Warional Board of Health 


‘That so long as the United States t confines its maritime. 
the health, 


most erally ace heal 
tion teroquisite: and we sincerely believe that the National Board of Health is 
the channel most generally acceptable. 


ee addition to these well-known associations we have the resolutions 


ted by the Sanitary Council of the . Valley, 8 with 
her memorial to the President of the United States, askin 


ern ports to ravages of yellow fever. Their 

, establishin: 5 
demands it, have earned for the national 
— — that of itself alone is worth millions of dollars to 


exposed points, will, 
— — 5 ‘Of commerce, by — — about a fi of dis 
alarm, be it true or false, and cause recourse to the policy 
to the commercial interests of the 


tine, which can rove 
sippi Valley, which in a measure affect those of the entire Union. 
the delegates from the States te of Olio, Indiana iin inola, 5 
e o, à 
py the dees to d Mississippi, and di- 


W. 
— ta enr serana Brya ths eyange — 


We also have the petition of the president and secretary of the State 
board of health of New York: In their own behalf, and on behalf of that 
organization, they say that notwithstanding there are now twenty- nine 
State boards in existence, *t Which are a t work in and for 
their papers States, the particular function of the National Board 
of Health can not be exercised by an Steed sae State boards.“ 
Neither the naval, the military, nor ital Service can 
in the least fill the position and r of a national 
health service. The duty, dignity, and sanitary welfare of the nation 
seem alike to warrant the usion that the National Board of Health 
should, under the advice of the President, be with all duties for 
which it was called into existence, that in its relations to the 
State, interstate, and international public health interests the confi- 
dence and regard which are entertained for the board should be sufficient 
ag to the board all the official dignity and right which its 

actually merits. 


ee ig National Board of Health of ' to expect such a 
to be pursued to reed ths National Board Health of the United States.” ‘The The 


6 the United t lands 
the fevers and oon ts are being 
8 ts move from the Atlantic to the The na- 
board’s work its scientific researches in the arts of 
are national. 

orthy ‘which = the ths 

uw: w sprang up some mon 
have been used for a permanent . 
hae rman geek but this must not nn the continued life useful- 
ness of service, the confidence ardent good 
will of the State boards „ in this 


country and in Europe. 


We havealso the memorial of the board of health of the State of Ala- 
bama. The resolutions of the Illinois State board of health, the State 


board of health of West eee ee ee, Michigan, 
the State board of health of Wisconsin, the County Medical Society of 
New York, the College of Physicians of Philadel the South Caro- 


lina Medical Association, the board of health of leston, S. C., ai e the 
board of health of Memphis, of the Florida Medical Associati 

last, but not least, the joint resolution of the senate and house o — 
resentatives of Pennsylvania, passed within the last few days, asking 
Congress not to abolish the National Board of Health, 

The query may arise in the minds of some of the members of this 
House why was it necessary for these health organizations to petition 
Congress and the President of the United States not to cripple or abol- 
ish the National Board of Health? The reason is apparent: From self- 
ish or jealous motives a factious opposition sprang up against the board; 
they succeeded in convincing that portion of the members of the House 
who have a mania for economy and reform that all the duties of the 
National Board of Health could be as efficiently performed by the Ma- 
3 Service. The Appropriations Committee accordingly, in 

FCC that the board 
of health should not expend more than $125,000, and provided that no 
other moneys should be used for the purposes of the board; and March 


3, 1883, they gave the board only $10,000. Last year (1884) they gave 


the board nothing, and they now come before this House not only ig- 
noring the recommendations of the Publie Health sree Se 
the board $25,000 to pay their per diem and necessary expenses and to 
3 the President of the United States $500,000 

through such ieee aye, e eee 
bd sift eee eee to abolish entirely the 
National Board of Health. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that all the health organizations 
of the country and the best sanitarians of the land are ardent advocates 
of a national board of health, I can not help regarding the action of the 
Appropriations Committee as unwise and inconsiderate, i at 
this time, when we are supposed to be facing a most fearful and 
epidemic, which has passed beyond the limits of its home in Asia to 
Southern and Western Europe. From past experience of all former 
epidemics of cholera, together with such frequent and rapid commun- 
ication with England and the continent, we can not escape the convic- 
tion that we shall haye moreor less of this disease in proportion to the 
sanitary measuresadopted in the United States the coming summer and 


autumn. 
The protection of human life and the promotion of the public health 
t to over- 


is an important duty, which we as legislators have no 

look, and a fearful msibility rests on those membersof this House 
who would destroy any of the means, and y the best organized 
means, at our command to prevent the! introduction and spread of such 
amalignant, infectious, or contagious disease as that of Asiatic cholera. 

Foreign governments have had for many years past national sanitary 
3 which they support and encourage by liberal appropria- 

e Congress we have appropriated $150,000 for the in- 
eee 3 of pleuro-pneumonia and other diseases of 
the lower we appropriate annually for a light-house system, 
the object of which is the protection of life as well as property, more 
than $2,000,000, and for the Life-Saving Service notless than $700,000, 
and now we are told that $300,000 is enough to place in the hands of 
the President, and perhaps it is, if u are to destroy the best 
and most efficient medium through which it should be used. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not discussed the legal bearings of the question 
we are co ; I shall leave that to those whose profession is the 
law. Suffice it to say, that I believe Congress: has power to late 
commerce for the purpose of giving greater security to the heal 
lives of her citizens, and the powers conferred by the Constitution in 
the — -welfare clause, when it becomes actually necessary for self- 
protection, fully authorizes the establishment and support of the Na- 
tional Board of Health. 

In conclusion, I would say that from what the board has done inthe 
say eee pras agin promises for the future, and in view of 

the threatened i apse from abroad, I beg that every member on this 
floor who has the interests of his countrymen at heart will vote to 
par aes clause in this bill which abolishes the National Board 
0 


Reciprocity with Mexico. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. ABRAM S. HEWITT, 


OF NEW YORK, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Friday, February 27, 1885, 


. the bill (H. R. 7366) to carry into effect a convention between the United 
l ited States of Mexico, signed on the 20th day of 
January, 1883. 
Mr. HEWITT, of New York, said: 
Mr. SPEAKER: On the 4th of March next will begin the last Presi- 
dential term of the first century of our existence under the Constitution. 
Itis difficult to form any just idea of the contrast presented by this coun- 
try at this time with its condition at the time of the formation of the Gov- 
ernment. That 3,000,000 of people have expanded into a population 
of nearly 60,000, 000 in less than a century does not express the transfor- 
mation which has taken place in the condition of the people. When 
the Revolution closed wealth had been destroyed. The men who had 
gained the victory staked sine po Se uit’ ieee OF Duets and 
independence. In the hour of victory, however, they found themselves 
without any of the Inxuries of civilization. Food, indeed, they had, 
and shelter more or less comfortable, but the Continental army went 
home in rags, and often barefooted. Their families were clad in home- 


a = their money had become worthless, and they were ä in 
small exchanges which they were able to make, to the rude 
— From Massachusetts to Georgia there was what NM. 
described as a wonderful anarchy of trade.“ 
What a contrast is now presented to this state of affairs ! 


We are to- 
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day the richest people in the world in the elements of power, whether 
for industry or for iture in war or Under the policy 
laid down by the fathers who formed the itution our resources 
have been developed until we produce an excess of all the manufactured 
products which go to make up the comfort and life of modern civiliza- 
tion. Ido not undervalue the stimulating effects of the protective 
policy under which the industry of this country has grown to its pres- 
ent tic ions. Iam not prepared to say whether the same 

ts would or would not have been reached undera freer system of 
trade. I accept the situation as I find it, and I am willing to concede 
whatever merit may belong to the protective system for producing these 
vast results. What concerns me now is the fact that the capacity of this 
country to produce the staple articles needed by man for his comfort far 
exceeds the demand for these articles. I think the estimate which has 
been made of our ability in six months to produce all that we consume 
in a year is not exaggerated. 

LESSONS OF THE ELECTION, 

Such a state of things suggests the idea of general prosperity and uni- 
versal comfort, and yet we stand face to face with the opposite condi- 
tion of affairs. The most careful estimates show that in the midst of 
all this abundance about 13 per cent. of our laboring population are un- 
able to get employment, and that their families are suffering for the 
necessaries of life. I doubt whether at any previous period in the his- 
tory of the country so large a percentage of the laborers of the country 
have been out of employment. This fact, in my judgment, had more 
to do with the result of the late election than any of the causes to which 
the popular judgment has assigned the triumph of the Democratic 
party. When there is general employment and consequent content- 
ment the popular judgment inclines little to changeof administration. 
The people act upon the principle of quieta non movere, but when they 
feel the pinch of poverty, without pretending to settle the question of 
cause and effect, a change of government at least offers a reasonable and 
ready step toward a change of business. 

The Republican party, to whom may be accorded the merit, what- 
ever it may be, of persisting in the protective policy in their platform 
in Chicago. Beye to realize the fact that the home market no longer 
afforded a1 an ad uate receptacle for the products of our industry. They 
offered no relief to a suffering people, but proclaimed in terms more 
decided than they had ever 5 before to use their adherence to 
the doctrine of protection for the sake of protection, and their reliance 
upon the home market for the products of industry. The common sense 

the people realized what the Republican leaders failed to see, that 
the home market was no longer 9 and that if the restrictive 
pi licy was persisted in we should perish in the midst of our abundance. 

Peep. 4 3 decreed a 
significance of the late election to my mind is the decision 

reed the — in favor of wider markets for our manufactured products. 
The incoming administration will fail to give effect to the popular 
will unless most energetic steps are taken to make it possible for our 


a Wee the open markets of the world with the products of 


THE RECENT TREATIES. 

The present administration, which has shown that it is governed by 
very enlightened and conservative views, has not been slow to 
the popular will as expressed in the lateelection. Itis creditable to the 
administration that it has lost no time in striving to give effect to the 
will of the people: It has shown courage in recognizing the inevitable, 
even though it has been forced to abandon the declarations of the Chi- 
cago platform upon which the Republicans made the recent Presidential 
campaign. It would have been an absurdity for the administration to 
seek wider markets for commodities which could be supplied to our 
customers by other nations at lower cost than we could furnish them. 
Hence, by the very logicof the situation, the administration was com- 

to declare in favor of free raw materials, by which alone the cost 

of our manufactured products could be reduced. We tax raw mate- 
rials. We can not hope to compete with nations who work upon un- 
taxed raw materials. 
All provisions for drawbacks on the exportation of goods are trouble- 
some and ineffective. Hence, looking outinto the world to find a mar- 
ket for our manufactured products, the administration saw clearly that 
Europe was equally troubled with surplus products, and could take 
little or — from us but raw materials. It saw clearly that the 
great market for finished products was in our own hemisphere; that 
already we buy from the American nations far more than we sell to 
them, and that upon equal terms, on the well- ized principle that 
all commerce is an exchange of equal values, we could get this busi- 
ness, provided we could offer commodities upon equally favorable terms. 
But it is evident that the only appeal which would be effective must 
be to the interests and not to the political sympathies of our neigh- 
bers on the south. The administration recognized the fact that treaties 
alone could not secure for us the markets which we desired, but that 
with the conditions for economical production equalized as they would 
be by the freeing of raw materials from duty we could hope to secure 
the trade of our neighbors, provided certain impediments in the way 
of navigation and special privileges conceded to other nations could be 
overcome. ‘The administration, addressed 


not merely of servants but of 


itself to this great ties under 


and if it has failed in any respect it has not been for want 


undertaking, 
of zeal, CbC0ç0ã2ĩ od mang cg che ay TTE SETE 
interests involved in sọ great a departure from our traditional 


Certainly no one can complain that it has not covered the Reid t of 


operations with its diplomacy. It has given us treaties with Spain, 
with Nicaragua, with San Domingo, and a promise of treaties with all 
the other powers whose markets we can hope 
poioma has been dazed by the exhibition to which it has suddenly 


to secure. In fact, the 


invited. After a long period of repose, as dignified as it was un- 


eventful, the drama of the administration closes witha grand transfor- 


mation scene, in which the glorious future of unrestricted commerce 


and of profitable exchanges is accompanied with tho usual incidents of 


floods of li 
illusory 


the stage. 
OBJECTIONS URGED. 


My only concern with these treaties on the present occasion will be to 
distinguish them in their origin, their details, and their effects from the 
Mexican treaty now under consideration. I shall not attempt to pass 


ht and tempting beauties, which I trust will not prove as 
tinseled as the scenes with which we are familiar upon 


judgment upon the merits or demerits of these new treaties. At the 


proper time they will come up for consideration, and at that time 
each member of this House must be prepared with his judgment. My 
purpose now is merely to show that the objections which have been 
made to the recent diplomatic achievements of the administration are 
not applicable to the Mexican treaty. 

So far as I have been able to eee the objections urged against the 
treaties now pending before the Senate are threefold: first, that the 
negotiation of these treaties forecloses the policy of the i incoming ad- 
ministration; second, that so far as they affect the commerce and revenue 
of the country, the constitutional rights of Congress and of this House 
have been infringed by the initiative taken by the executive braneh of 
the Government; third, that the effect of the proposed treaties will so 
far reduce the revenue as to make the tariff revision called for in the 
platforms of both parties difficult if not impossible. 

Let us consider these objections briefly in detail for the sole purpose 
of ascertaining whether any of themareapplicable to the Mexican treaty 
now under consideration. It is true that the new administration would 
find itself committed to a policy inaugurated by its predecessor in its 
closing hours, which might be embarrassing, because its scope and de- 
tails might not meet with the approbation of. the new administration af- 
ter more careful examination and deliberation than can possibly be given 
to so great a question in the short time which intervenes between now 
and the 4th of March next. It is certainly true that this consideration 

is strengthened by the fact towhich I have referred, that thenew policy 
is a departure from the Republican practice and declarations, and is an 
attempt to put into operation the principles laid down by the Democratic 
platform, which declares itself to be in favor of an American conti- 
nental policy, based upon more intimate commercial and political rela- 
tions with the fifteen sister republics of North, Central, and South 
America, but en alliances with none,” 

To the execution of policy no doubt the incoming administra- 
tion will direct its earnest energies, but if it should find in the way 
hasty and ill-considered arrangements already executed, especially if 
they should turn out to be unfavorable to us, it would be exceedingly 
difficult to secure the modifications required by equity and a due re- 
gard for our own interests. Moreover, in the past history of the coun- 
try outgoing administrations have acted upon the theory of clearing 
the way for the new administration and of leaving it as free as ible 
for the inauguration of the policy indicated by the transfer of power 
from one party to the other party. 

SEWARD'S VIEWS, 

Mr. Seward, in 1853, speaking upon resolutions offered by General 

Cass in regard to our relations with Spain and the acquisition of Cuba, 


the following language: 
But while thus expressing my devotion to those principles I can not too stron; 
myself against the promt in which they have been brought in —. 

here on this occasion. The issue is made at a time, and under cireumstances,' 
which render it inevitable that we must fail, signally fail, in maintaining the 
great pian ps which it involves. 

This issue is raised at a wrong time. We are more than half way tip ogies gei 
session constitutionally limited to ninety days, and engaged with vast va- 
rious subjects, which can not be disposed of without long and most discursive de- 


bate. 

I think the issue is raised in a wrong way. Practically, and by custom, the 
President of the United States holds the initiative of measures affecting foreign 
ha en The President now in the Executive House will go out in thirty days, 

and his sanction, even if we had it, would therefore be of no value. But even 
that Fask suohon n as it would be, is withheld—and I must confess rightly with- 
have elected a new President, wha is just ready to enter on 

8 and upon whom the responsibilities of the conduct of foreign re- 
lat ions, for four years at least, must rest. Not only do we not know what his 

ions on this question are, but our action would anticipate the publication of 
opinions, and is it too strong un ex on to say, ſuctiousi 
ino istration.—Seward's Works, volume III, page 


For one I am free to say that the views of Mr. Seward meet with my 
entire concurrence, and I think this House should act upon this view, 
and if the Mexican treaty came within the range of this doctrine I 
should cease to advocate its approval at this time. But there is no 
analogy in this respect between the Mexican treaty and the other trea- 

consideration. The Mexican treaty was made on the 20th of 
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January, 1883, fully two years ago. The treaty was ratified by the 
Senate and by Mexico, and was reported favorably to the House for its 
approval before the recent Presidential conventions were held, and of 
course before the nomination and election of Cleveland. It is there- 
fore absolutely free from the objection that in any respect it would tie 
the hands of the incoming President, for it was made and ratified by 
an administration in the regular course of its duties, and long in ad- 
vance of the knowledge that there would be any change of administra- 
tion whatever. The first objection therefore, it seems to me, is abso- 


lutely disposed of. 
CONSTITUTIONAL OBJECTION, 


The second objection to commercial treaties, that they infringe upon 
the constitutional rights of Congress to regulate commerce and of this 
House to initiate revenue measures, is one of a far more serious char- 
acter. Recently in the Senate the doctrine has been advanced, so far as I 
know for the first time, that there is no constitutional power residing any- 
where to make commercial treaties of any kind whatever. I shall leave 
the discussion of this question to gentlemen who profess to be learned 
in the Constitution, contenting myself with the observation that when 
this Government was formed it found three commercial treaties in 
existence which it recognized; that the administration of Washington 
proceeded to negotiate commercial treaties, and did negotiate the Jay 
treaty, which was approved by the House of Representatives; that every 
administration from the time of Washington to the time of Arthur has 
either negotiated, or attempted to negotiate, commercial treaties, and 
that no statesman of any standing has ever questioned the validity of 
such treaties. A distinguished Senator has indeed cited the great au- 
thority of Daniel Webster in opposition to treaties of reciprocity, but 
he gave no reference for his authority except that of a brother Senator, 
who, in his turn, did not state where the declaration was to be found. 
The alleged to have been used by Webster is certainly pecu- 
liar. He is quoted as saying: 

I hope I know the Constitution of my country bettor than to think a reolproc- 
ity treaty is constitutional. 

I have searched the works of Daniel Webster in vain for this state- 
ment. So far from my finding it, I discover recommendations made by 
Mr. Webster, when Secretary of State, in favor of separate commercial 
treaties-with the Hanse Towns, and the recommendation is based dis- 
tinctly upon the ground that we may thus secure larger markets for our 
cotton, sugar, tobacco, and rice. There is the most distinct recognition 
of the right to make such treaties, the question only of expediency be- 
ing submitted to the President. He says, in conclusion: 

Such being the general nature of the association (Zollverein) and such our com- 
mercial intercourse with it, it becomes a matter of interest to consider how far 
our relations with itsseveral members might be beneficially extended; and it it 
be thought advisable to enter into commercial! treaties with them, or any of them, 
it will remain to be determined whether powers for such a purpose should be 
conferred upon the minister of the United States at Beriin, or some other diplo- 
matic agency adopted, the general object being to seek the means of enlarging 
the consumption of the 8 of the United States in Germany and of secur- 
ing all practical benefit to their navigation. S 

But, if it be alleged that Webster drew a distinction between com- 
mercial treaties and treaties of reciprocity, and regarded the latter as 
unconstitutional, then the language of his speech made at Albany in 
1844 would seem to determine what his views were beyond all question, 
He says: 

We hear much of reciprocity, and I take the rule upon this subject to be well 
laid down by a distinguished gentleman from another section of the United 
States (Hon. Mr. Berrien, of Georgia) whom you will probably have the pleas- 
ure of ing when Ishall have relieved your patience, that reciprocity isa 
matter to be secured with foreign nations when it isevidently a true e 
but I have yet to learn from some new dictionary that a m of reciprocity is 
as with advantages only on one side, Iam for procity treaties—no, I 
will not say treaties, but arrangements, for the whole power over the subject 
lies with Congress and not with the treaty-making power. But I am for a real 
reciprocity; not such as was provided by the treaty arrangement lately nego- 
tiated, and which the Senate, greatly to their honor in ey ESOS, rejected, 

+ $ + It will, in my judgment, bo one of the first duties of the new admin- 


istration, if we get one, to revise the whole of that matter, to take care that we 
protect ourselves, and not to rely on the good-will of our national competitors, 


Here is the most explicit declaration possible in favor not only of 
treaties of reciprocity, but of commercial conventions. 

Again, in the letter which Mr. Cushing was to deliver to the Emperor 
of China, Mr. Webster uses the following language: 


The Chinese love to trade with our people and to sell them tea and silk, for 
which our people pay silver and sometimes other articles. But if the Chinese 
and the Americans will trade, there should be rules, so that they shall not break 
your laws, nor our laws. Our minister, Caleb Cushing, is authorized to make a 
Sans te nanio trade. Letitbe just. Let there be no unfair advantage on 
either side, 

An extract from the speech of Mr. Webster, delivered in the Senate 
in 1846, in defense of the treaty of Washington, has been given in the 
newspapers as the authority for the statement that Mr. Webster held 
commercial treaties to be unconstitutional. But there is no warrant 
for any such conclusion. He merely reaffirmed his old position that 


the Executive and Senate alone cannot make such treaties, or arran; 
ments, as he prefers to call them. He holds that they must have the 
concurrence of Congress. But even to this position he admits that 
there may be exceptions. His language is as follows: 


It is true a treaty is the law of the land. But, then, as the whole business of 
revenue and general provision for all the wants of the country is undoubtedly 
a very peculiar business of the [louse of Representatives or of Congress, I am 


of opinion, and always have been, that there should be no encroachment upon 
it by the exercise of the treat; -making power, unless in case of great and evi- 
dent necessity. There have hoon some cases of necessity, like that of the con- 
vention with France for the acquisition of Louisiana. 

So far, then, as Webster is concerned there is no denial of the consti- 
tutional power to make commercial treaties or ents. He ex- 
pressly affirms the power, but declares that it can not be exercised 
without the concurrence of Congress. 

But it will be observed that Mr. Webster takes the ground that com- 
mercial treaties are subject to the superior action of Congress. He dis- 
sents from the view that they may be made by the President and Sen- 
ate independently of the concurrent action of the House. In this re- 
spect he seems to stand upon the positions of the report made by the 
Committee on Foreign A ffuirs in tlie Twenty-eighth Congress, when the 
Wheaton treaty was under consideration, and finally rejected by the 
Senate. The language of this report was only partially quoted in the 
speech made by Senator MORRILL. I therefore give it in full, in order 
that the House may not be misled by the imperfect extract which has 
lately been reproduced in the Senate: 

In the judgment of the committee, the Legislature is the de; 
ernment by which commerce should be and laws 
The Constitution in terms communicates the power to 
to impose duties to that department. It communicates it, in terms, to no other, 
Without engaging at all in an examination of the extent, limits, and objects of 
the power to Sue treaties, the committee believe that the general rule of our 
system is, eee that the control of trade and the function of taxing be- 
long, without abridgment or participation, to Congress, 

They infer this from the language of the Constitution, from the nature and 
principles of our Government, from the theory of republican liberty itself, from 
the unvaried practice, evidencing the universal belief of all, in all periods, anıl 
of all parties and opinions. They think, too, that, asthe general rule, the Rep- 
resentatives of the ple, sitting in their legislative capacity, with open doors, 
under the eye of the country, communicating freely with their constituents, 
may exercise this power more intelligently, more discreetly ; may acquire more 
accurate and more minute information concerning the employments and the 
interests on which this description of measures will press, and may better dis- 
cern whattrue policy prescribes or rejects, than is within the competence of the 
executive department of the Government. 

To follow, not to lead; to fulfill, not to ordain the law; to carry into effect by 

reign governments the legislative will, when it has been an- 


negotiations with fo: 
nounced, upon the great subjects of trade and revenue; notto interfere with 


8 influence, not to go forward with an ambitious enterprise. 
seems to the committee to be the appropriate functions of the Executive. 

Holding this to be the general rule upon the subject, the committee discern 
nothing in the objectto be attained or in the difficuities in the way of attainin; 
which should induce a departure fromthe rule. If Congress think Shapes 
arrangement a beneficial one, it is quite easy to pass a law which shall impose 
the rates of duty contemplated by it, to take effect when satisfactory informa- 
tion je sony to the President that the stipulated equivalents are properly 
secu . 

If this view of the Constitution be accepted as correct, and it cer- 
tainly received the approbation of a Senate of which were members Cal- 
houn, Crittenden, Berrien, Badger, Corwin, Dix, Hamlin, Mangum, 
Bell, Davis of Mississippi, Mason of Virginia, and Johnson of Maryland, 
then it only remains to show that the Mexican treaty in its origin and 
negotiation and ratification follows the precise rule laid down in this 
report, The Executive did not originate this treaty, but it had its origin 
in the House of Representatives by a provision contained in the sundry 
civil bill passed August 7, 1882, which appropriated the sum of $20,000 
for the payment of the expenses of a commission to negotiate the very 
treaty under consideration. The right of Congress to enact this legis- 
lation is found in the clause of the Constitution which confides to it the 
regulation of commerce. The duty of the President was thus pointed 
out to him, and in accordance with the will of Co he appointed 
the commission, and the commission negotiated the treaty now await- 
ing the approval of this House. 

It may indeed be said that the approval of the House is not neces- 
sary fora treaty thus negotiated. I do not propose to discuss this ques- 
tion. Itisobvious that the President and Senate cither have the right, 
or they have not the right, to proceed without the concurrent action of 
the House. If they have the right, then the treaty is a law to-day. 
If they have not the right, then the approval of the House is necessary 
to give effect to the treaty. If the House should give its approval when 
there is no real necessity for it, it is simply an act of supererogation 
which can neither add to nor take away anything from the force of the 
treaty. But let it be observed that from the time of the Jay treaty 
down to the present time the approval of the House has always been 
sought for treaties which affect the revenue. 

The question therefore would seem to be foreclosed by precedents of 
the highest character and as venerable as the Government itself. The 
discussion may have some interest for metaphysical minds, and I shall 
not be disposed to question the right of any gentleman to show his 
skill in dialectics and in splitting hairs, but to the practical mind of 
the country it is a foregone conclusion that the approval of commercial 
treaties by the House is both necessary and desirable. If in addition 
to its approval its origination in the House be contended for, as it has 
been by every eminent authority, then the treaty under consideration 
comes within the rule; and, so far as I know, is the first commercial 
treaty that ever has had its origin in the House under the clause which 
confides to ress the lation of commerce. So far as this argu- 
ment goes, therefore, the distinction between the Mexican treaty and 
the other ordinary treaties is thoronghly well defined. 

REVENUE REFORM, 


Lastly, it has been objected to the recent treaties that they will in- 


rtment of Gov- 
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terfere with the revenue to such an extent as either to compel a hasty 
tariff revision or to postpone it indefinitely. I think it will not be 
questioned by the advocates of these new treaties that the in 
the provisions of law relating to sugar will cause an immediate loss of 
revenue amounting to nearly $30,000,000. Moreover when itis objected 
tothe Spanish treaty that it will transfer twenty-five or thirty millions 
of dollars from the Treasury of the United States to the treasury of 
Spain, the answer is given that the other treaties now under negotia- 
tion will make the supply of free sugar so large that the price will be 
reduced by the whole amount of duty remitted. If this be true, the 
loss of revenue will be fully $50,000,000. If the Nicaragua treaty 
should be ratified, there will be an additional demand upon the treas- 
ury for $4,000,000 to be loaned to Nicaragua, and for allthe expense 
mired for the construction of the canal. I think thereſore it may be 
ly asserted that these treaties will seriously embarrass the revenue 
policy of the next administration. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his recent report estimates that the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1885, will show asurplus of about $39,000,- 
000, and about the same amount for the year ending June 30, 1886. 
But this surplus is subject to large reductions by proposed expenditures 
for the creation of a new navy, and the falling off in the receipts from 
customs has already made aserious inroad upon the estimated surplus. 
One of the best authorities on the subject of our finances, Mr. David A. 
Wells, has recently published a statement showing that there will be an 
availablesurplus of more than $11,000,000 for the year ending 1885. 86. 
The ratification of the proposed treaties therefore would leave a defi- 
ciency, according to the Secretary’s estimates, of more than $10,000,000, 
and according to that of Mr. Wells and of other judicious financiers 
of more than $40,000,000. This result is certainly not the entertain- 
ment to which the new administration was invited when it was pledged 
by the Chicago platform to reduce the surplus and relieve the people 
from taxation. 

The former result will indeed have been achieved by the loss of the 
duties upon sugar, but the question as to where the reduction ought 
to be made, whether upon food or clothing or the tools of trade and 
commerce, will be foreclosed, so that the very first act of the new ad- 
ministration would be, necessarily, to borrow money in order to meet 
the obligations of the Government. For one I am not prepared thus to 
embarrass the new administration. The consequences, internal and ex- 
ternal, would be of the most serious character. The first session of the 
next Congress would be the scene of.contention as to the means of car- 
rying on the Government, in which all reasonable and judicious meas- 
ures looking to the relief of raw materials from duty necessary in order 
to get any advantage out of the treaties would be rendered 
impossible.. We should thus lose all the valuable fruits of our negotia- 
tions, and will have substituted for a condition of comparative financial 
ease one of distress and embarrassment, which would only intensify the 
depression of business and the sufferings of the people. 

ut to this obvious objection the Mexican treaty is not open. Its rati- 
fication will reduce the revenue of the United States as estimated by 
the Bureau of Statistics by the sum of $89,658.59. The treaty therefore 
will not practically interfere with the current revenues of the country, 
and is thus entirely relieved from what would seem to be a fatal objec- 
tion to the present ratification of the other treaties, 

To show in convenient form the comparative concessions conceded 
by the two countries in the treaty under discussion I give the follow- 
ing: 


Duties conceded by United States, 


Duties conceded by Mexico. 


Petroleum 


— 
| 
£ 


25 Sugar. . 875, 000 600 52 $472,045 
16)10 | Henequen, &. «| 43,207 26) 15 | Carriages, &c 175, 000 
200 15 | Istle........ 32,500 || (35) 66 | Tools, &e....... 25,000 
28) 26 Tobacco 18, 487 8 62 Sewing-machi 15,000 
15) 8 | Fruits. 4,000 || (45) 40 | Machines, &e. 12,500 

All others. i 9, 000 

6,500 

5,000 

4,000 

3,935 

2,500 

2,500 

9.781 

ol 742,351 
Difference in favor | : 
of United States | Reduced to United | 

(U. S. coin).......... 489, 041 States coin at 900. 668, 116 


WARNER P. SUTTON, 
Consul- General. 
UNITED STATES ConsvLATE-GENERAL, 
Matamoras, August 11, 1883. 


THE MEXICAN TREATY FREE FROM OBJECTION. 


The Mexican treaty, therefore, being relieved from all the objections 
which have been urged against the more recent treaties, is not to be 
judged by the considerations applicable to them, but is to stand upon 
ts own merits, and to be approved or rejected upon the sole considera- 
tion as to whether it is advantageous or not to this country when con- 


4 
sidered in its details and with reference to the larger issues which it 
presents, looking to the development of trade and more intimate rela- 
tions between the two sister republics of the North American continent? 
Let usconsider, then, the main objections which have been made against 
this treaty. So far as I may be able to ascertain, they may be summed 
up under four heads: ; 

First. The theoretical objection that commercial treaties can not be 
defended on sound economical doctrines. In other words, that there 
should be no commercial treaties whatever between this country and 
other countries. 

Second. That the growth of sugar in this country will be interfered 
with. 

Third. That the provisions of the treaty will work injury to the to- 
bacco interest. 

Fourth. That the treaty does not secure free admission for our cotton 
fabrics into Mexico. ; 

JEFFERSON'S VIEWS. 

Let us consider these objections in order. I concede the theoretical 
objection to commercial treaties. It has nowhere been better stated 
than by Jefferson in his great report, made in 1793, upon the privileges 
and restrictions on the commerce of the United States in foreign coun- 
tries. After enumerating these restrictions he says: 

Th ion is i hat t best be x ter- 
C First, by e arranger gements 
with the several nations with whom these restrictions exist; or, second, by the 
se! te act of our own Legislatures for countervailing their . 

here can be no doubt but that, of these two, friendly arran ent is the most 
eligible. Instead of embarrassing commerce under piles of regulating laws, 
duties, and prohibitions, could it be relieved from all its shackles in all of 
the world, could every country be employedin producing that which nature has 
best fitted it to produce, and each be free to exchange with others mutual sur- 
pluses for mutual wants, the greatest mass possible would then be ä of 
those things which contribute to human life and human happiness, 
of mankind would be increased, and their condition bettered. 

Would even a single nation begin with the United States this system of free 
commerce, it would be advisable to begin it with that nation, since it is one by 
one only that it can be extended to all. Where the circumstances of either 


party 
render itexpedient to levy a revenue, by way of impost, on commerce, its freedom 


might be modified in that particular by mutual and equivalent measures, pre- 


serving it entire in all others, 

It is impossible in language to give a clearer expression to the policy 
of universal free trade, which Jefferson saw was hopeless in his day, 
as it is hopeless in this. He therefore comes down to the policy of 
commercial treaties looking to reciprocal free trade between such na- 
tions as would join with us in making the necessary arrangements. In 
other words, he regarded commercial treaties as the initial step toward 
wider. freedom of commerce. So far from condemning commercial 
treaties he advocates them, but always with the object of arriving at 
freedom and not at restriction. In other words, commercial treaties 
which remove obsiructions to trade and break down barriers to com; 
merce are to be sought for, but commercial treaties looking to the crea- 
tion of new obstacles, or of special advantages in favor of the nations 
entering upon them, are to be repro 

In this respect the treaty under consideration conforms to the theo; 
retical principles laid down by Jefferson, and I may add concurred in 
by all the advocates of free trade throughout the world. Even Cobderi 
negotiated the French commercial treaty, and I take it that no one will 
question his devotion to theoretical principles. The fundamental con: 
dition in such treaties is that no advantage shall be sought after by 
either of the nations entering into such engagements which are not 
freely offered to all the world, if other nations are disposed to make the 
same engagements. The Mexican treaty fulfills this theoretical condi; 
tion. So far as it provides ſor exchanges it makes no attempt to provide 
for a scale of duties, but the articles listed are made absolutely’ free as 
between two countries. The range of these articles is indeed narrow: 
I wish that it could have been extended so as to include all the: pro- 
ductions of both countries, but so far as it goes it is a step in the right 
direction, which will inevitably lead to the further liberation of com- 
merce between the two republics. 

In another respect it is admirable. It does not seek to confine these 
privileges to the United States and Mexico. Both the contracting parties 
are leſt free to make similar arrangements with other countries, and it is a 
matter of congratulation that Mexico has already entered into similar ar- 
rangements with Germany and England. It is idle to expect that we 
can make sharp bargains by which we are to monopolize the commerce 
of any of our sister republics. Such bargains would fail, because they 
would be one-sided. We cannot expect our neighbors to grant a mo- 
nopoly of trade which will be profitable to us and costly to them. We 
can hope, however, to begin a system of free exchanges for our respect- 
ive products which will be profitable to both, and thus perhaps lay the 
foundations, as Jefferson hoped to do, of a system by which free trade 
will spread over the universe, subject only to such taxation as may be 
necessary for the support of government. 


POLICY OF JOHN QUIXCY ADAMS, 


Let it not be supposed that this policy is a new one, or that it has been 
forgotten from the time of Jefferson to the present day. When the 


Spanish colonies threw off the yoke of the mother country Monroe was 
President and Adams was Secretary of State. Their first act, after the 
recognition of the revolting colonies, was to send a minister to the new 
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e preamble and first four articles of the first treaty of am 
commerce — the United States and rig og Bos concluded on the = 
ruary, 1778. The preamble is believed to be the first instance on jomatic 
Soei of nations upon which the true principles of all fair co: nego- 
tiation between independent states were laid N and proclaimed to t Binan 
world. That preamble was to the foundation of our commercial interco 
with the rest of mankind what the Declaration of Independence was to that of of 
our internal Government. 

The two instruments were parts of one and the same system, matured by long 
and anxious deliberation of the founders of this Union in the ever-memorable 
Congress of 1776; and as the Declaration of Independence was the fountain of 
all our muni institutions, the granne to me treaty with France Jaid — 

a e for all our subsequen 


3 1 f praag — en the dof 
on refo: upon 
every statesman and negotiator of mak nion, and the first four articles of the 
treaty with France contain the cal exposition of those principles which 
may serve as models for insertion in the projected t. „or in any other that 
we may he negotiate with any of the repu! os of south. 
There is indeed a principle ca ae more ex; ve liberality which may beas- 
sumed as the basis of commercial urse between nation and nation. It 
that of placing the foreigner, in 
upos a footing of equal ſavor 
all discrimi ‘hatsoever. 
s opera don de 3 
on depends upon 
commercial nations 


principh tercourse, 
1 F...... to which 5 — 


ited, bearing upon its political relations with this Union, ask: un N 
ard will be 1. aaa spirit of independence and of 5 uality of rights and 
favors will be that of its commercial relations. The em pation of the South 


American continent opens to the whole race of man promes rospects of futurity, in 
a le og A a et 
all that 5 rer perm drag to the count- 
less millions of our 3 which, in the progressive revolution of 
time, this hemisphere is destined to rear and to maintain, 

Mr. Clay, who succeeded Mr. Adams as Secretary of State, quotes 
the same instructions in his letter to Mr. Poinsett, who was charged 
with the negotiation of a treaty of commerce with Mexico. Mr. Van 
Buren, while he was Secretary of Ge gives an elaborate history of the 

of the attempt to a satisfactory of commerce 
bitterly of the obstacles which had been 


ant goen, it regards M It —— not du- 

lists. It is an attempt to establish between the two countries the 

FVP States of the 

Union. It is to be that it does not go further, eee 
is limited; but it is the first step, and this step is in the direction of 

solute freedom of exchange. I trust that this policy will not be de- 

from, that no attempts will be made to arrange dutiable lists as 

been in the treaty, but that year by year we shall add to 

the free-list all articles subject to ex between the countries, and 


thus gradually . there will be complete com- 
mercial equality between the two countries, While their political gov- 
ernment ‘shall be kept 


separate. 

Aside from the e ee ot unrestricted commercial inter- 
course, there are between Mexico and the United States special reasons 
why no barrier should exist to interfere with their commerce. The 
two countries are the complements of each other geographically and 
poer Between them they control the shores of the greatest 

d sen known to the world. Together they produce almost every 
article known to the commerce of the world; they embrace every 
variety of climate; and to-day they are the great source of the precious 
metals which furnish the basis of the commercial transactions of the 
world. They alone represent the true idea of free government. They 
came into existence under very dissimilar cireumstan ces 
as favorable to us as they were unfavorable to Mexico. In their re- 
spective constitutions each embodied a fundamental error. 

We incorporated slavery into our system; Mexico incorporated the 


is | area of freedom and of this new field for the exercise of our en 


church into its system. Whatever we have suffered has been due to 


these 
gan, 


errors, and it is a fact, as stated by Senator Mor- 
these constitutional were eliminated at about the same 
time. Slavery FFC 
domination with the expulsion of Maximilian. Mexico is not to be 
judged by the same standard as the United States. For the first time 
in its history it has reached a period when social and physical develop- 
ment is possible. Ithas seized upon the opportunity with marvelous 
3 and our citizens have availed themselves of the opportunity 
with equal alacrity. More than 2,500 miles of railway have been con- 
structed in Mexico by the aid of American capital. The connections 
between the two countries are now opened and will be largely increased 
during the next five years. Commerce is ready to take advantage of 
the new opportunities for exchange. The two countries supplement 
each other in their productions. Mexico produces many of the raw 
materials which we need, and we produce the manufactured products 
for which a nascent civilization affords an opening market. 

How shall we begin? Wecannot expect that the prejudices of a hun- 
dred. years will disappear in a day. We can not hope that antipathies 
ofa tion will be overcome in an hour. We can not su that 
the ignorance due to a century of oppression will develop into the 
civilization which is the fruit of ages of effort. That Mexico is ready 
to open her gates to our highways and to offer us free exchange inany 
commodities is as as it is creditable to her in 
That we should hesitate to take advantage of this enlargement of the 


and the disposition of our products is simply to declare ourselves guilty 
of the stupidity and prejudices which we have been in the habit of 
charging upon others. Ido not contemplate the possibility of such a 
result, but it would justly bring down upon us the ridicule of the civil- 


ized World. 
LOUISIANA AND SUGAR, 

And yet we are told that the treaty should be rejected because the 
sugar interest in Louisiana will be disastrously affected. I confess to 
considerable hesitation in dealing with this objection. Louisiana is 
a State in this Union very dear to the American heart. She re 
uates the memory of the wisest transaction in our history, in i 
answer to all criticisms upon the extent of the treaty-making power of 
the President and the Senate. Louisiana is a State which has suffered 
much, and the Democratic heart has gone out to her in many ways in 
love and sympathy. When she has been flooded we have not hesitated 
to open the Treasury to her relief. We are now engaged in an expend- 
iture which will run up into the hundreds of millions of dollars for her 
protection against the ravages of the great river of the West. We have 
recently advanced from the Treasury of the United States a large sum 
of money to enable her to inaugurate an exhibition which is 
as international, and in which Mexico, as chiefest of our neighbors, has 
been invited to take 

To this invitation Mexico has responded with a liberality out of all 

proportion to her present means, We learn from the ne that 
the Mexican exhibits and the Mexican buildings and the Mexican 
band are the main attractions of the exhibition; and when the Repre- 
sentatives and the Senators of Louisiana asked us to come to her help} 
the principal argument which they offered was the enlargement of our 
business transactions and relations with the neighboring countries of 
Mexico and the South American republics. And now, when for the 
first time the door is opened for such transactions, Louisiana stands 
and forbids the bans. Upon what grounds does this. protest rest? 
Surely not upon the ground that Mexico produces to-day even sugar 
enough for her own consumption. Surely not upon the ground that 
we are importing from Mexico any sugar which can interfere with the 
growth of Louisiana. The whole value of our imports of r from 
that country does not exceed $25,000 per annum. Is it upon the ground 
of growth of future competition? 

Then we are driven to consider what justification Louisiana has for 
asking the people of this country to shut down the gates of commerce 
against our neighbors in order that Louisiana may profit and her 
For may grow rich at the expense of the other States of this Union. 

r let it be understood that the consumption of sugar in the United 
States has now reached such an amount that its value is equal to the 
whole value of the wheat flour consumed by the people of this country. 
If the proposition were made seriously to tax the flour of the country 
for the benefit of any State which produces that article the absurdity 
of such a suggestion would be apparent. Now, Louisiana has been a 
sugar-producing country from the time she first came into the Union. 
Atone timeshe produced as high as 60 per cent. of the whole consump- 
tion. This production has, however, steadily diminished, until during 
the present year it is estimated that the production will not exceed 
9.52 per cent. of the whole amount consumed. 

The business is notoriously unprofitable and on the decline. Even 
of the small quantity now grees by Louisiana the quantity that 
could possibly come in from Mexico would be an inappreciable per- 
centage, and yet Louisiana is willing to play the part of the dog in the 


manger, and prevent the achievement of the great benefits which will 
come from free commercial relations with Mexico, although no meas- 
ERCIS ARIES cate HY say DATAE tox Cora DO oe bY the provisions 
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of thistreaty. Let us contrast the position of her Representatives with 
that of her eloquent Senator, who in 1879 uttered the following lan- 
guage on this floor: 
The highest statesmanship is that which 
a closer and a more intimate friendly communication, which shall enable the 
people of our country to exchange products of their labor with the least 
expense and delay for the commodities of other nations. Exchange is 
but there are political as well as economical considerations thatshould 
induce us to seek a alliance with the people of Mexico. They are our 
8 constitute a sister republic. We gan not remain indifferent or 
ctators of their fortunes or of the destiny of the 9,000,000 people 
whose in our borders for more than 2,000 miles. 


I respectfully suggest that the Representatives of Louisiana on this 
— shall adjust the account with the representative of Louisiana in 


In response to his eloquent appeal the House passed the following 
joint resolution, which received the votes of a large majority of the 
Representatives of the Southern States: 

Joint resolution providing for a treaty with the Republic of Mexico. 


Whereas it is the desire and wish of the Government and people of the United 
States of America to maintain the most amicable relations with the Republic of 
Mexico, as exemplified and set forth by the twenty-first and twenty-second ar- 
ticles of the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, of February 2, 1848, and reaffirmed 
by article 7 of the Gadsden treaty of December 30, 1853; and 

Whereas it is believed to be manifestly to the interests of the peoples of both 
Governments to extend and increase, by all proper means, the exchange of prod- 
ucts, and to facilitate and foster the most li ‘commercial relations between 
the es of the two Governments; and 
| Whereas many citizens of the United States have invested their capital, and 
others are desirous of investing, in the Republic of Mexico, in mining, the con- 
struction of railroads, banking, farming, stock-raising, and merchandising, and 
in other enterprises, and ia this view, with the pu: of increasing said in- 
vestments, which are believed to be mutually beneficial to the peoples of both 
Governments, a treaty is deemed necessary: and 
t Whereas the territory known as the Free Zone,“ on the Mexican border, 
has been the source from which violations of treaty stipulations, avoidance ot 
tariff duties, and other irregularities have proceeded, and to maintain proper 
commercial and friendly relations between the two countries this Free Zone, 
or “ Zona Libre,” should be abolished; and 
' Whereas the present extradition treaty between the two countries has ed 
inadequate for the pu | for which it was made and entered into, rely with 
a view to the prompt rendition and punishment of fugitives from justice, fur- 
ther and more stringent treaty stipulations in this are n ; and 
| Whereas citizens of either government residing in the other should be ex- 
empted from forced loans and illegal and onerous taxation or exactions: There- 


‘ore, 
+ Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
Tha Laden of the United States be,and he is 


the nations of the earth into 


to make such appointment; and the compensation of each of such commis- 
sioners so appoin not exceed $5,000, in addition to necessary expenses, 
to be allowed by the Secretary of State. 


THE NEW SOUTH. 

That objection to this treaty should come from the South isa marvel 
which can only be explained by ignorance of the resources for industrial 
activity with which that portion of the Union is endowed. The prox- 
imity of iron and coal along the great valley which skirts the Appa- 
lachian range from Virginia to Alabama will make that region in the 
future, when America shall be as densely populated as Europe now is, 
What England is to the commerce of the world. The concentration of 
capital and industry in the Gulf States will be the wonder of the world. 
The vast plateau of Mexico will be the reservoir into which their prod- 
nets will be poured, and he is the wisest statesman and the truest 
friend of the South, ravaged and destroyed as it has been by the fierce 
tide of war, who recognizes its destiny and makes provision in season 
for the markets which she will need when her industry reaches its nor- 
mal development. Already the work is begun. Last year 1,865 new 
industrial establishments were founded in the South, withrun te 
capital of over $100,000,000; and yet last year was a time of general de- 
pression. But the ability of the South to grow and prosper when other 
sections of the land were forced to contract industrial operations has 
demonstrated her ability to compete with the world, if she can get access 
to the markets which are watered by the same seas as wash the shores 
of the Gulf of Mexico. 
The steam-power of Great Britain is about one-third of the total 
power of the world employed in industrial pursuits. To-day the single 
state of Alabama is in advance of the productive powerof Great Britain 
at the time when this Union was formed ninety-six yearsago. In less 
than one hundred years the South will not only show a development 
equal to that of Great Britain, but with wise legislation she will pro- 
‘duce more coal and iron, spin more cotton, wool, and silk, and compete 
successfully with the great mistress of commerce in the open market 
of the world. And yet there are gentlemen who oppose the initial 
steps necessary to secure this great result. 

TOBACCO, 

Another objection is alleged that Mexico can produce tobacco in such 
quantities and of such qualities as will interfere seriously with the 
tobacco interest of the United States. Among my constituents arethe 
largest consumers and manufacturers of tobacco in the United States. 

eir interest in this question induced me to ask the question of the 
g house as to the effect of the treaty upon our interest in this re- 
gard. The answer which I have received I shall give in full, as being 


conclusive upon this point, and made under circumstances so unusual, 
and showing such an intelligent desire to get at the that I think 
it may be said to dispose of the whole objection, and to show conclu- 
sively that we have nothing to fear, so far as our tobacco is concerned, 
from the competition with Mexico. 


OFFICE or Strarron & STORM, 
Nos, 204, 206, AND 208 Kast TWENTY-SEVENTH 
New York, December 12, i884. 

Dear Sin: Your valued favor of 9th instant received. 

In answer to the question whether the! free importation of Mexican tobacco 
will have any injurious effect upon the producer of domestic tobacco," I would 
soy Page 2 two years ago, when the Mexican treaty was under consideration, and 
with the knowledge that under it Mexican tobacco would be admitied free into 
the United States, I made a trip in the interest of my firm to Mexico,and em- 
ployed a gentleman to accompany me who had previously been in the 
tobacco business in that country and a long resident of the same and thoroughly 
familiar with all the things pertaining to the subject. 

After a careful investigation of the various tobaccos the product of Mexico, 
the use they made of the same, and the value they attached to it, I came to the 
following conclusions: 

That in point of excellency and its usefulness it will not compare favorably 
with the tobaccos in the United States, 

In its general character, the better portions of it resembled somewhat the 
tobaccos formerly raised in the State of Florida in appearance, which, like the 
Mexican tobacco, resembled in appearance the very inferior tobaccos grown on 
the Island of Cuba, and the aroma from which a cigar derived its excellency is 
entirely bet vee yc He the Mexican tobacco, and the value claimed for it about 
threefold that which a superior tobacco in the United States would sell for, and 
probably not more than 25 per cent. of all the tobacco raised is fit for cigar pur · 
poses, in the general sense of the term. 

The prices which ruled for the better eee was based upon the use that 
could be madeof itin Mexico, which could scarcely be called legitimate. Imade 
it my business to examine carefully into the manufacturing of cigars at Vera 
Cruz, which is the headquarters, and found that all the factories, without a single 
exception, were engaged in a close imitation of the Havana brands and styles, 
and thanks to the imported stamp which our Government thinks it wise to put 
on every box of imported cigars, they found a ready market for a time for their 
production in the United States. 

The process is a very simple one. The “Alexandre” steamersthatleave Vera 
Cruz weekly for New York, and stop at Havana on their way, would take on 
board a quantity of cigars that were in general a . le, &e., a 
close imitation, as already stated, of the favorite trends in Havana, same 
steamer would take on board at Havana another shipment of cigars. Both of 
these shipments would reach New York, be entered at the custom-house, and 
without actually smoking them it would take an expert to tell the genuine 
from the counterfeit. 

The Mexican a could be and were sold profitably for not less than 25 per 
cent, lower than t uine Havana cigars, and by this process the public was 
imposed upon with the assistance of the United States Government, and the rep- 
utation of the Havana manufacturers very much injured. 


had accompanied me on the first trip to nang ae to Mexico and make a further 
investigation of all the tobacco grown there in the various after 
a diligent examination of three months and forwarding us samples from the 
various points and our examination of the same at this end, my 1 
have been rag confirmed, and my firm has come to the conelusion there 
in Mexican tobacco that can be advantageously and profitably used 
mere . — of th in thi it of kno this subject 
an lence earnestness in the pursuit w on 

we inclose you copy of a letter, entire, to the gentleman g for us, under 
date of November 10, 1884, 

If I have erred in my conclusions as to this Mexican business, you will please 
attribute it to want of judgment, for I have certainly spared no pains to make 


a thoro) in jon. 
Bellows 8 sir, yours, very respectfully, 
Hon. Asram S. Hewrrr, M. C., 
Washington, 


GEORGE STORM, 


D. C. 
COTTON MANUFACTURES, 


The last objection urged against the treaty is that it does not admit 
our cotton goods to free entry into Mexico. This is a complaint that 
ought not to be made by those who believe in the protective doctrine, 
but it may properly come from the advocates of free trade. I have 
already said that the treaty is open to the criticism of not having range 
enough, and that it can only be defended in that it is good as far as it 
goes. I wish it had gone further. The Mexican people clothe them- 
selves in cotton goods. As yet they are largely home-made, but there 
are many cotton factories in Mexico. We are to-day exporters of cotton 
to that country. Our cotton goes in free, and if we do not sell the goods} 
as we would be glad to do, we do at least sell the raw material. If the 
a been made free, the Mexican cotton factories would have been 
ruin 

In the Democratic platform we lay down the distinct doctrine that 
changes in the tariff which we hope to make should be of ex- 
isting interests. Surely it does not lie in our mouths to criticise Mexico 
for taking reasonable care of interests which have been built up by pro- 
tective duties. But on what theory shall we refuse to accept acknowl- 
edged benefits in the freeintroduction of many of our manufactures into 
Mexico because we can not get free admission for all? is not 
revolution. So long as we get an entering-wedge we ought to be satis- 
fied, and trust to the demonstration which even the restricted free ex- 
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we are able to make will furnish that a larger area of commer- 
cial freedom will be desirable to both countries. 


THE PROSPECTS OF GROWTH. 


Having thus disposed of the objections which have been urged to the 
ratification of this treaty, we naturally come to the consideration of the 


ad van 

creased ficilities for intercourse made possible by this convention. The 
trade of Mexico is not at present very The total value of its ex- 
ports and imports for the year 1884 was about $92,000,000, but the share 
of this business which came to the United States amounted to about 
$22,000,000, not quite one-fourth of the whole amount. The division 
of this trade, which shows that we sold $12,700,000 to Mexico and took 
from her about $9,000,000, is very favorable to the United States. 
What is remarkable is the rapid increase of sales since the railways 
were begun, without any material change in the amount of imports 
from Mexico during the same period. 

In 1880 we sold Mexico $7,800,000 worth of and purchased 
$7,200,000 worth; and in 1881 we sold Mexico $11,000,000, and pur- 
chased $8,000,000; in 1882 we sold Mexico $15,500,000 and purchased 
$8,500,000; in 1883 wesold Mexico $16,500,000 and purchased $8,000, - 
000; in 1884 we appear to have sold Mexico a little under $13,000,000 
and to have purchased $9,000,000, the temporary falling off in sales 
being due probably to the withholding of orders in anticipation of the 
ratification of the treaty under consideration. A comparison of these 
figures with the business done with the South American republics seryes 
to prove that limited as our commercial operations are with Mexico, 
they nevertheless equal the sales of goods to Cuba and ‘exceed the sales 
to any other of the Spanish-American nations, and the trade has the 
great merit, not shared in by these nations, that we.sell to Mexico more 


than we buy. It is therefore a business to be cultivated. 
As to its future growth it is difficult to assign limits, but I think it 
may be predicted that the same results which have followed the intro- 


duction of railways in other countries will come to pass in Mexico. It 
has been found that the effect of railways in Europe and the United 
States has been to increase the volume of business fivefold in the course 
of fifty and the ratio of increase is an accelerating one. If the 
same rule shall hold good in Mexico, the business of that country would 
amount to $500,000,000 at the expiration of half a century, of which 
the United States would undoubtedly control more than one-half and 
probably two-thirds, That this expectation is not unreasonable will 
be evident from the fact that the foreign commerce of Italy, whose 
territorial area is only one-sixth that of Mexico, now amounts to over 
$500, 000,000 annum. The natural advantages of Mexico, with 
reference to the Gulf of Mexico and its own resources in the way of 
precious metals and in its admirable climate, certainly give it prospects 
of growth never possessed by Italy even in its palmiest days. 

I am aware that a large portion of the population of Mexico is com- 
posed of Indians, who are not yet consumers of luxuries, and who do 
not require the appliances of a high state of civilization; but the In- 
dians of Mexico are peculiar, in the fact that they are patient, indus- 
trious, temperate, and, with proper social order, economical and saving. 
The blood of this race runs in the veins of men who have contributed 
most to its regeneration—such as the great revolutionary leader More- 


los, and the patriot Juarez, who overthrew Maximilian and restored the 
liberty of his country. The capacity of this race for social and indus- 
trial development can not be doubted, and it is but a reasonable deduc- 


tion from the high civilization which it had achieved before the invas- 
ion of Cortez and the orderly government which it had created and 
maintained, that under the favorable conditions now secured the Aztec 
race will rapidly develop in all the elements of modern social and in- 
tellectual life. 

In fact, more evidence of possible development is furnished to-day in 


Mexico than existed in England five hundred yearsago. Now that the 
sunlight of civilization is beginning to dawn upon her magnificent terri- 


tory, and that the blessings of social order are for the first time possible 
of achievement, and that communication with an inventive, progressive, 
and commercial people is made easy, we may reasonably anticipate a 
very healthful and rapid progress in all directions, and a growth of 
wealth equal if not greater than that which the last half century has 
produced in this country. 

Up to this time, curiously enough, Mexico has suffered from the same 
evil which made the confederation of our States a failure. The right 
to im duties on interstate commerce, although forbidden by the 
constitution of 1857, has been exercised up to the present time. It is 
only within the last month, since the accession of Diaz, that this evil 
has been abolished. The treaty under consideration stipulates for the 
abolition of these dues as to the articles covered by the treaty itself, 
and to that extent the gain to our commerce would have been consider- 
able. But the total abolition, which has since been secured, will make 


it possible for unrestricted commerce in all articles to be carried on be- 
tween our territory and every portion of Mexico. Our own experience 
of the rapid development of the internal commerce of this country after 
the adoption of the Constitution will serve to indicate the beneficent 
results in the large extension of trade which must inevitably and rapidly 
follow this great reform. $ 


which the two countries may hope to derive from the in- | greater 


EUROPEAN COLONIAL POLICY. 


But unless we take every opportunity to cement our relations with 
Mexico, and to remove as rapidly as possible the barriers which inter- 
fere with our commerce, we are in danger of losing all the fruits of the 
enormous expenditure of capital which has made this commerce with 
Mexico possible. Heretofore England and Germany have supplied the 
portion of the goods required for Mexican consumption, and the 
business of that country is very largely in the hands of the citizens of 
those two countries. Now, it will not escape notice that there has 
broken out, all of a sudden, a great and even bitter rivalry between 
England and Germany for the establishment and control of colonial 

ons in the eastern hemisphere. 

The policy of Germany has been boldly announced by Bismarck. 
Annexation of new territory in Africa and New Guinea has already 
been made, and both England and Germany are evidently determined 
to monopolize, so far as they can, the foreign commerce of the world. 
But the possibilities of future growth there is not to-day on the 
habitable globe an opportunity which presents so many attractions as 
that which Mexico offers in her new birth, in her natural resources, in 
her productions, and in the inevitable growth of population which must 
follow the introduction of new lines of railway communication. Who 
can doubt that England and Germany will be ready to compete for this 
great prize, and any neglect on our part to take advantage of our supe- 
rior position and of the opening of these new avenues of trade will 
only result in turning over to our commercial rivals the business which 
we have rejected? 

The prize would have been seized long since, and indeed it was at- 
tempted to be seized when Maximilian came to Mexico, but for one con- 
sideration. The Monroe doctrine, announced in 1823 and affirmed and 
reaffirmed by every statesman and by every Congress that has had to 
deal with the question, has been a standing warning to the nations of 
Europe to keep their hands off from the American continent. Hereto- 
fore no occasion has arisen, except the invasion of Mexico by Maximil- 
jan at a time when we were powerless, which required us to put this 
doctrine in force. Even in that time of our trouble we were concerned 
only with the political phase of the Monroe doctrine, which had laid 
down the principle that the European system of government should not 
be re-established upon this continent. Fortunately for us, Mexico was 
able out of its own patriotism and glorious spirit of heroic sacrifice to 
protect its independence against the designs of foreign powers and to 
relieve us from the inevitable conflict which must have followed the 
close of our war of the rebellion if the empire of Maximilian had not 
come to a disastrous end. But the doctrine still survives, and the 
events of the time warn us that we may have to put it into practical 
execution atall hazards and at every sacrifice. 


THE MONROE DOCTRINE, 


It may indeed happen that this very treaty will present the issue 
which will require us to assert that phase of the Monroe doctrine which 
in our day has attracted little or no attention, but which when the 
doctrine was announced was by far the more important element in its 
constitution. We are accustomed to regard this doctrine as purely po- 
litical, and intended to protect the North and South American conti- 
nents from the establishment of European political jurisdictions within 
their limits. Monroe declared that— 


The political system of the allied powers— 
Meaning the Holy Alliance— 
essentially different in this respect from that of America. This difference 
from that which exists in their 8 governments; and tothe de- 
fense of our own, which has been achieved by the loss of so much blood and 
treasure, matured by the wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and 
under which we have enjoyed unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. 
We owe it, therefore, to candor and to the amicable relations existing between 
the United States and those powers to declare that we should consider any at- 
tempt on their part to extend their system to any portion of this hemisphere as 
dangerous to our peace and safety. With the 3 colonies or dependencies 
of any European power we have not interfered and shall not interfere, but with 
the governments who have declared their independence and maintained it, and 
whose i ence we have on great consideration and on just principles ac- 
know! we could not view any interposition for the purpose of oppressing 
them or controll in any other manner their destiny by any European power 
in any other light asthe manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward 
the United States. . 


Further on he says: 


It is impossible thatthe allied powers should extend their political system to 
any portion of either continent without endangering our peace and happiness. 
Nor can any one believe that our Southern brethren, if leſt to themselves, would 
adopt it of their own accord. It is Se Sa therefore, we should be- 
hod. such interposition in any form with indifference. If we look to the com- 
poreve strength and resources of Spain and those 5 and their 

istance from each other, it must be obvious that we shall never subdue them. 
It is still the true policy of the United States to leave the parties to themselves 
in the hope that other powers will pursue the same course, 


Now, it is obvious that this declaration related distinctly to the re- 
ported determination of the Holy Alliance to restore the revolted colo- 
nies of Spain and Portugal to their former dependent condition. There 
is not even a declaration that the United States will actively interfere 
to prevent the attempt, if made, but the allied powers are warned that 
any such attempt will be ed as a manifestation of an unfriendly 
disposition toward the United States. The attempt was not made, 
and hence the issue was never presented as to whether the United States 
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would at that period have actively interfered with force of arms to as- 
sist the revolted colonies which had established independent govern- 
ments, But when these republics proposed to hold a congress at Pan- 
ama to consider measures looking 
Quincy Adams, who was the Secretary of State under Monroe, and is 
now well known to have written that ion of Monroe’s m 
which will give immortality to his name, had become President of the 
United States, and in the exercise of his constitutional power had ap- 
pointed delegates to the Panama congress. 

In his message to the Senate giving the reasons for this appointment, 
he clearly defines what was meant by the political portion of the Mon- 
roe doctrine as quoted above. He states that one of the objects to be 
attained at the congress would be: 

An ent between all parties represented at the 8 each will 
guard by its own means inst the ment of any future European colony 
within its borders may be found advisable. This was more than two years 
since announced by my r to the world as a presi ny resulting from 
the emancipation of both the American continents. It may be so developed to 
oe: new southern nations that they may feel it as an essential appanage to their 


On this subject Mr. Benton says: 


‘The circumstances of the communication render it incredible that Mr. Adams 
could be deceived in his understanding, and according to him this Monroe doc- 
trine (according to which it has been of late believed that the United States were 
to stand guard over the two Americas and repulse all intrusive colonies from 
their shores) was entirely confined to our own borders; that it was only pro- 

to get the other States of the New World to agree that, cach for it and 

its own means, should guard its own territories. And secondly, that the 

nited States, so far from extending gratuitous protection to the territories of 

other states, would neither give nor reoeive aid in any such enterprise, but 

that each should use its own means within its own borders for its own exemp- 
tion from European colonial intrusion. 

Tt will thus be seen that the political portion of the Monroe doctrine 
is confined to vay Blac limits, and does not commit this country, 
unless of its own will, to interfere even if an attempt shall be made 
on the part of any European power to overthrow the independence of 
any American government. But there still remains the warning that 
such an attempt would be regarded as a manifestation of an unfriendly 
spirit to the United States, and this warning we certainly ought to be 
as ready to renew to-day, when we are the richest and most powerful 
nation in the world, as we were to give it when we were comparatively 
feeble and’without the ability to enforce our declarations, 


THE ESSENCE OF THE MONROE DOCTRINE IS COMMERCIAL, 

But this portion of the Monroe doctrine was then, as it is now, of minor 
consequence compared with the declaration contained in another por- 
tion of the message, where it is asserted as a principle in which the 
rights and interests of the United States are involved that the Ameri- 
can continents; by the free and independent condition which they have 
assumed and maintained, are henceforth not to be considered as a sub- 
ject for future colonization by any European powers.’’ This declaration 
may be called the commercial portion of the Monroe doctrine and con- 
tains its real essence. It had reference to a condition of affairs which 
happily has now passed away, but which constituted the great trial 
and grievance of the early political life of this Government. This sys- 
tem grew out of the navigation acts of Great Britain, and of the pe- 
culiar policy of the Spanish and Portuguese Governments, by which 
the colonies of each were only permitted to trade with the mother 
countries respectively. 

After we had achieved our independence we found ourselves withont 
the right to trade with the colonies of Great Britain, except upon suf- 
ferance. The trade which had existed between the West Indies and 
the American colonies prior to the war of the Revolution was large and 
important, but as soon as we became an independent power we found 
ourselves subjected to all the limitations which applied t to other sover- 
eignties. The situation became intolerable; and what was known as 
the colonial system was so odious that from 1789 until 1825 the history 
of our Government is a perpetual struggle to emancipate its commerce 
from the fetters of the colonial system of other countries. It is the one 
grievance in regard to which all our statesmen of all parties agreed. 
It was the great object of our diplomacy to secure the right to trade 
with all the world and the establishment of the principle that free 
ships make free goods. , 

During the administration of Monroe, and that of Adams which fol- 
lowed, our relations with Great Britain, who had permitted us by orders 
in council to enjoy the West India trade, were greatly strained by the 
revocation of these orders and by the ruin which was thus brought upon 
our mercantile interests. Hence, the thing uppermost in the minds of 
our statesmen was thatthe nations of the American continent should be 
free for commerce not only with each other but with all the world. 
And this explains how it came to pass that European colonization on 
the American continents was an idea absolutely offensive to our states- 
men, and finally led to the declaration that it would not henceforth be 
tolerated. This is clearly set forth by Mr. Adams in the following 
extract from the exposition of his motives for approving the Panama 
mission: 


tion then 
orthwest coast of this continent, . 
e to ident had given rise had been taken for as- 
serting as a principle in which the rights and interests of the United States were 
involved, that the American continent by the free and independent condition 


to their mutual protection, John S 


which 
ered as 
had first 


ndependent condition, the United States 8 the right of commercial inter- 


course with every of their ns. To attempt the establishment of a 
colony in those ions would be to usurp, tothe exclusion of * a com. 
mercial intercourse which was the common It could not be 


possession o a 
done without encroaching upon existing rights of the United States. The Gov- 
ernment of Russia has never disputed these positions, nor manifested the 
sli dissatisfaction at their having been taken, Mostof the new American 
republics have declared their entire assent to them; and they now propose, 
among the subjects of consultation at Panama, to take into consideration the 


means of making effectual the assertion of that principle, as well as the means 
of resisting interference from abroad with the domestic concerns of the Amer- 
ican governments, 


If any European power were to-day to attempt a system of coloniza- 
tion upon this continent, as they are attem it in Africa, I take it 
that this Government would insist upon the doctrines here laid down, 
and would resist the attempt even at the cannon’s mouth. ; 

But it is quite possible that an independent country, its 
political autonomy, may, as a matter of fact, occupy the position of a 
colony so far as its trade and commerce are concerned. If we reject the 
Mexican treaty we practically reject the Monroe doctrine, by turning 
that country, with its great resources and possibilities of infinite devel- 
opment, over to England and Germany. 

It is perfectly competent for the three governments to make treaties 
by which the trade of Mexico shall be practically restricted and the 
United States excluded from all participation therein. Nor could we 
complain of such an exclusion if the proffer now made for larger com- 
mercial relations in the best possible form of free-lists, of reciprocal ad- 
vantage, shall be rejected. In that event we shall see restored, as to our 
nearest and most important neighbor, all the evils of the colonial sys- 
tem, against which the Monroe doctrine was mainly directed. Theevils 
of this system are still felt in our relations with Cuba, which has been 
brought to ruin by the continuance of the colonial system in limiting, 
so far as it is possible, its trade to Spain. 

The Spanish treaty is an attempt to alleviate these evils, and our Gov- 
ernment has been prepared to make great sacrifices in order that we may 
have a chance to sell our products to the island from which we buy so 

a portion of our sugar. Let us look to it then that while we are 
striving to get rid of the evils of the colonial system so far as Cuba is 
concerned, we do not cause it to be re-established in Mexico, to become 
the fruitful source of contention and finally of open war, not only with 
Mexico but with her Euro) allies, who have grasped the profits of 
her trade. If, then, we really belicve in the Monroe doctrine, 
and are willing to act upon the experience and principles which gaveit 
birth, we are bound to give our assent to the pending treaty. 


HIGH WAGES AND CHEAP GOODS, 


But it will be said that the assertion of the Monroe doctrine, and its 
recognition in this legislation, will not, and ought not, to give us the 
trade with Mexico, if we can be undersold by Great Britain and France 
and Germany. It is quite certain that most of the articles consumed 
by Mexico are more cheaply made and sold ata less price by our Euro- 
pean rivals than we have been heretofore able to supply them. The 
opening of railway communication with Mexico will to some extent 
counterbalance this advantage, but we shall still be at a disadvan’ 
in many kinds of business by reason of the higher prices of our 4 
and hence we shall not be able to get the benefits anticipated from 
the establishment of more liberal principles of trade. This raises the 
question why our goods are dearer than those of our neighbors. We 
are told that these goods are produced abroad at a lower rate of wages 
than prevails in this country, and hence the products of human indus- 
try must be dearer here than in Europe. A 

This opinion is based upon the assumption that high wages make 
dear goods, but the fact is that the cheapest goods are made where the 
rate of wages is highest. Wages in Great Britain are higher than they 
are in France and Germany, and yet to-day France and Germany are 
found protecting themselves against the high wages of England and of 
the United States, while in the United States we are called upon to 
protect ourselves against the lower wages of England, France, and Ger- 
many. Here is a contradiction which I submit requires explanation 
from the advocates of the restrictive policy in trade. If England, with 
w 58 per cent. higher than they are in France and 42 per cent’ 
higher than they are in Germany, can undersell those countries in the 
open marketsof the world high wages arc no bar to the supply of cheap 
goods, If the United States, with wages 84 per cent. higher than they, 
arein England, 205 per cent. higher than they are in France, and 162 per 
cent. higher than they are in y, can send flour, provisions, and 
grain to Europe in competition with the lower wages of those countries 
and with the still lower wages of Russia and India, then high wages can 
be no bar to unrestricted commerce in food products. The inference is 
irresistible that there is no necessary connection between cheap goods 
and the rate of 

If these goods are to be sold in the open markets of the world in com- 
petition with each other, then the wages will be that portion of the result 
which is left after paying for the materials and the aera . in 
their production. The cheaper the raw materials, therefore, the higher 
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the wages will be; and hence nations who have cheap raw materials and 


who under no circumstances im taxes them if they are brought 
from abroad, will always be able to pay higher wages than nations who 
have dear raw materials, or who make them dear by taxation. It may 
be therefore, that the high wages prevalent in the United States 
are simply the result of its superior natural resources; and if we would 
refrain from taxing those raw materials which we do not produce there 
is no reason why we could not compete for the commerce of Mexico, in 
all departments, with Great Britain and Franceand Germany, and still 
pay the higher wages which are prevalent in this country. 
FREE RAW MATERIALS. 

Our own wages are high because we have the most favorable condi- 
tions for uction of all staple articles of any nation in the world. 
Wages always be high in this country unless we voluntarily cut 
ourselves off from access to the open markets of the world by artificial 
additions to the cost of production, which we do when we put taxes 
upon raw materials. We have now reached a point of industrial de- 
velopment where there is an excess of productive power, where we pro- 
duce more than we can consume. When that point is reached labor 
must either stand idle or its be reduced until our goods can com- 

with the cheaper goods of other nations. The excess must find 

JJ ͤ˙ . 

tax must be deducted from the fund to be paid for wages. Hence the 

first step toward a larger commerce must be in the reduction of duties 
on raw 

This step is taken in the Mexican treaty. Weshall at least get hemp 
and many CCT 
CCC 
materials are made free, then we shall be prepared to go into the open 
markets of the world with our surplus products and sell them in com- 
| rarang te tanders Neen Da 

labor which is employed in their production. These steps once 
taken, progress toward freer trade will be rapid. Nulla vestigia retror- 


sum. 
Such, stated as fully as the brief limits of debate under the rules will 
permit, are the reasons why the House should give its approval to the 
treaty with Mexico, made in accordance with its own initiatory action. 
Whether regarded from the narrow view of present selfish interest or 
from the. broader aspect of future progress and development; whether 
looked at as a matter of pure business or from the parol vee of enlight- 

statesmanship, which ought to govern this t Republic in its 
ee and relations with the sister republies of the Western World, 

this treaty commends itself to the judgment, the conscience, and the 
liberality of the House as representing the intelligence and will of the 


2 

PRODUCTION AND DISTEIBUTION. 
. But these considerations, weighty as they are, and conclusive as I 
believe them to be, nevertheless shrink into comparative insignificance 
when subjected to the test of a broader view of the subject, a view 
‘which until this age of the world has never been within the range of 
human vision. The discoveries of science and the inventions of 
made since this country became a nation, have filled the world with 
wealth and created possibilities of development beyond the wildest 
dreams of fancy. Who can estimate the productive powers now sub- 
servient to the control of man, when all the forces of nature have been 
madeobedient to his will? The world is not only rich in actual acquisi- 
tions, but the possibilities of production have far outrun the visible pos- 
sibilitiesof consumption. And yet in an age when the average condition 
of the masses of mankind is on a higher plane of comfort and civilization 
than was dreamed of in the golden age of the poets, we are confronted 
with the painful fact that crowds of Iaborers, willing and anxious to 
earn their daily bread, are waiting all the day long in vain for the cov- 
eted opportunity to make an honest and honorable livelihood. 
Nor is this statement true only in this country. It is true of all civ- 
ilized countries, and the is undoubtedly greater in proportion 
to the accumulated wealth of each. The world was never so rich as 
now, and yet never in its history was so many of its inhabitants utter- 
ft be that the discoveries of sc How long, oh Lord, how long?’ Can 


lem presented to the ingenuity, the intelligence, and the conscience of 
the age in which we live. Let us define the nature of the problem. 
The world is rich, and ly distributed there is endugh to insure 
8 who does not voluntarily forfeit the 


page of production pr dred the number of idle hands and empty 
stomachs. But if all who have unsatisfied lawful desires were supplied 
there would be no products. 

What, then, is the o conclusion ? eke cus’ hong oak 


3 production. The 


thus becomes apparent. The distri 

and if there be any obstacles to di they must be re- 

moved. But the distributive ec pein yg acer ee eee 
many of them insuch excess as to be unprofitable and unemployed. 
Steamships are idle for want of freights and railways are running with 
trains only partially filled in every part of the world. There is there- 
fore no lack of the direct means for a wider distribution of products. 
The difficulty, then, must be sought for in the causes which determine 
the use of the machinery of distribution. When we make this investi- 
gation we find in existence obstructive laws interfering with free ex- 
change, doubtless designed to serve beneficial ends, which have long sur- 
vived the useful purposes for which they were enacted. In other words, 

the natural exchanges between nations are forbidden by law. 

of surplus commodities is therefore only made at a loss to 

be measured by the force of the artificial obstructions thus created, in- 
stead of the profit which each country would have derived from its su- 
perior resources for production in special directions. This loss must in 
all cases fall upon labor, and therefore be deducted from the wages of 
labor. The value of the productive power of the world has thus been 
sacra by the whole amount of friction interposed by 
The loss thus produced is not felt until a 
eee which its home market no 
longer suffices for the consumption of its industrial products. Then 
the surplus must be sold, or its labor will stand idle. This is our pres- 
ent case, and this is the problem with which every civilized country is 
now grappling. The inevitable results of domestic competition thus 
compel the adoption of the only possible solution of the problem. All 
laws which interpose artificial obstructions and create fric- 
tion must berepealed, not only in this country but throughout the world 


at large. 
THE COMPETITION OF FREE COMMERCE BENEFICIAL. 


Have we anything to dread from such a result? So far as competi- 
tive-products are when commerce becomes free the survival 
in each branch of industry will be to the fittest. Who is the fittest in 
all the great staple products of commerce? The answer is that the 
fittest is the nation which can ye uce these products with the least 

iture of human labor. Now of all the countries in the world 

the United States is the best endowed with the natural elements of 
wealth. The labor devoted to its exploitation will therefore produce 
more value and be better rewarded than in any other country. We 
can, therefore, sapply the world with our products on better terms than 
„ us, and Whatever may be the price of 
these products in the open markets of the world, the of labor in 


powers must be in- 


ficial friction. With unrestricted commerce, plenty will be a blessing 
and not a curse. Gluts of commodities will be impossible. The floods 
which overflow the banks of the Mississippi and the Amazon when they 
reach the ocean do not raise the general level to an appreciable extent. 
So in the vast commerce of the world, the excessive production of a 
single country will no longer be felt as a disturbing element, but will 
be a beneficent influence if it shall be found to cheapen the cost to the 
consumer. 

These truths are beginning to dawn upon mankind, and the Mexican 
treaty is the first ray of actual light which has the atmos- 
phere of error which has heretofore prevented us from taking full ad- 
vantage of our unequaled resources and the op ities for controlling 
the commerce of the world. By a happy chance, doubtless, the Mex- 

ican treaty strikes the keynote of the 


which the principle of free exchange is —— Let us not 
attempt to procure special privileges from which other nations are ex- 
cluded, but let every step be taken with a view to the abolition of re- 
striction, to the opening of new markets in exchange for our own 
markets. This example will spread until the whole unbounded conti- 
nent shall be ours for free exchange. With commerce thus liberated 
from its shackles, the beneficent laws of nature will assert themselves 
in the extinction of pauperism and the securing of universal comfort 
through the equitable distribution of the pen industry. This be- 
neficent result will surely be realized when no man willing to work 
shall be deprived by the operation of law of the opportunity to labor, 
and every man shall receive, as he will receive when commerce is free, 
‘‘a fair day’s wage for a fair day’s work.” 

Thus will be answered the question formulated by a master-mind—a 
question which society must answer or disappoint the just expectations of 
humanity: ‘‘ What are the best means consistent with equity and just- 
ice for bringing about a more equal division of the accumulated wealth 
over | of the world and a more equal division of the daily p roducts of indus- 
try between capital and labor, so that it may Sos Res possible for all to 
enjoy a fair share of material comfort and intellectual culture, possible 
woke tay a dignified life, and less difficult for all to lead a good 

b? 

I advocate the Mexican treaty because among its other ments it con- 
tains the germ of the solution of this great problem of the ages. 


APPENDIX TO THE CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


177 


Appropriations to Banks of Issue. 


When earth produces, free and fair, 


The golden, waving corn; 

When t fruits the air, 
And fleecy flocks are shorn; 

While thousands move with aching head, 
And sing this ceaseless song: 

“We starve, we die; oh, give us bread!” 
There must be something wrong. 


When wealth is wrought. as seasons roll 
From fruitful 


And when production never ends, 


a pina ares obs 


beng poor men's tables waste away 
o barrenness and dro’ 
here oe be sen gery AEA 


Wits e Lonas a ey 
While n 
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There must be something wrong. 


THEN LET THE LAW GIVE EQUAL RIGHT 


—Miss Eliza Cook, 


SPEECH 
OF 


HON. L. H. WELLER, 


OF IOWA, 
In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Thursday, January 15, 1885, 


S. 1155) to provide for the issue of ci notes to national 
On the bill ( ) p 2 ae 

Mr. WELLER said: 

Mr. SPEAKER; There are three bills under contemplated considera- 
tion at this time. The first is known as the McPherson bill, the sec- 
ond as the Dingley bill, and the third as the Potter refunding bill. 

Of these three, in my opinion, the McPherson bill is the least objec- 
tionable ; the Dingley bill the next most objectionable, and the Potter 
bill the very worst of all. 

I desire in the commencement of my remarks to give a fair analysis 
of the terms of each of these three bills, and follow that by a compari- 
son each with the other; and thereafter to show, as well as I may be able, 
the motives that have inspired the formulation and presentation of each 
of them to the House for its consideration and action, as well also the 
real inspiration that will prompt the efforts that may be made to secure 
the passage of the Potter bill as a substitute for the other two. 

The McPherson bill in simple terms provides that the shall 
cause to be created and issued in blank, to be signed by the proper offi- 
cials of each national-bank association desiring them, them, an additional vol- 
ume of 10 per cent. in notes to be used as money thus inflate the vol- 
ume—at a cost to such association of less than 1 per cent. In short, 
where they now have under existing law ninety currency dollars on 
each $100 par value of the bonds deposited with the Comptroller of the 
Currency as security for the redemption of their circulating notes, they 
shall have one hundred. Should this bill be enacted into law, sens would 
open the doors to a sudden inflation of the volume of 
used as money—to the extent of from thirty-two to thirty- perv 
This additional sum would only cost the banks a themselves of 
this law not to exceed 1 per cent. per annum, with the privilege to loan 
on or discount promissory notes or bills of exchange at a rate of interest 
varying from 5 per cent. per annum to as higharate as unconscionable 
greed for money gain would permit the holder and owner of these cur- 
rency dollars to take from the unfortunate borrower—the one who might 
need the life-blood of business enterprises and success to carry on 
plans and purposes to proper development. 


This bill has, under the existing circumstances of the business 
of the country, but one redeeming feature, and thatis to make it both 
and probable toi increase the volume of ci 
notes used in lieu of money to the extent I have named, say thirty- 
two to thirty-five millions of currency dollars. 

This is evidently the motive ie topione ee ahd presentation 
of the bill now being considered. The volume of a substitute for 
money used as money, thus increased, would by its inevitable and ir- 
resistible influences inflate prices and produce indications 
of prosperity; but only, as I view the question, at a first t cost to 

people—the Government—in interest for the privilege of using them 

in business transactions, to be inevitably followed in course of time as 

the bonds held as security might appreciate in price, or surplus in the 

demand their withdrawal for cancellation, by a contraction of 

and thus destruction of values, in ratio of shrinkage of the vol- 

ume or number of units in circulation representing money, or indeed 

money itself. For the thing itself, as well as the representative of it, 

produces the same effect—results—so long as by the people, the busi- 

ness and labor wealth-producing classes, they are treated as money, 

insomuch as contraction or ion of volume of units is concerned. 

i bill provides that the sum of United States dollars 

,invidiously and inappropriately socalled) now in the Treas- 

redemption of notes of national banks? “‘ a> ASS 

” and shall be taken out of the 

mentioned, and 

trust, to redeem such of the 
gone into liquidation, “ or 


prea ona rap penn eaerisly N a yee 
ing should the sum of the premium paid by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in the purchase of such bonds. Not only this, but to 
continue eee ee e until the purchased bonds 
should mature for paymen 

By the logic of — should this bill be enacted into law, as 
at present framed, not only would there be no actual redem fund 
under present law for the notes of national banks failed, in liqui- 
dation, or ‘‘reducing circulation,” F of the 
and placed as a substitute for the present $42,837, - 
Wyman’s report, November 29, 1884) redemption 
8 on the market forsale and sold at such 

as they might bring to yield the needed sum; leaving the naked 
that all of such so purchased and placed and remaining un- 

sold would draw interest from one section of the Treasury to another, 
without displacing a dollar or adding a dollar to the aggregate fand in 

e 

Also the further naked fact, that the sum so paid for premium in the 
purchase of bonds under the terms of this bill would be a dead loss to 
the Government—the for no other reason than this, that 
there was and is to-day (see of Hugh MeCulloch, Secretary of the 
Treasury, dated December 31, 1885) $194,190,500 of bonds redeemable 
and payable at the pleasure of the Government, drawing interest, un- 
taxed, registered, re proat gar proot cylon proc earthanaks and 
volcano proof, blight, cholera and death proof; proof against winds, rains, 
floods, and diminution (save the people awake and so decree) ever 
like the maw of a maelstrom; always yielding revenue, like the work of 
the devil; terrible as the awfully mysterious; gathering where they have 
neither plowed, tilled, nor sown; reaping by usury where they have no 
equitable rights—bonds! bonds !! bonds!!!—that by their own terms are 


payable at the pleasure of the Government—people; and in these same 


‘Treasury notes (greenbacks), as per the terms of a law made by Con- 
gressional enactment and pao ase approval March 18, 1869, Which 
provides in terms that the debt interest-bearing obligations of 


the United States may be paid in lawful money unless expressly pro- 
vided that payment be made in gold or silver. The Revised Statutes 
of the United . Tee Pe Cee 


States notes shall be lawful money and a legal tender in payment of 
blic and private, within the United States, except for duties on im- 
public and private within t * 


This law has never been repealed so far as I have been informed, and 


United 
all d. 
ports 


in the law of July 11, 1862, entitled An get to authorize an additional 
issue of United States notes and for other chapter 162 
of the laws to this m (this law SE 1809 — 
= aois ($150,000,000 authorized thereby) “‘shall be receivable 
T 
aud demands of every kind due to the 
i and of all claims 


ii 
1 
Hf 
i 
E 
j 


and demands 
notes, and certificates of debt or de 


the United States except for interest on bonds, 
posit; and shall also be lawful money 
and a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and private, within the 
United States, except duties on imports and interest as aforesaid’’), then 
the evidences of the previous law in the hands of the people should 
have been canceled by payment. 

It seems tome proper at this time to call attention to another feature 
of this same chapter of laws (1862), found in the same section 4 which 
I have above quoted. It is as follows: 

And any holder of United States notes depositing any sum not less than $50, 
or some multiple of $50, with the Treasurer of the United States or either of the 
assistant treasurers, shall receive in exchange therefor duplicate certificates of 
deposit, one of whi oes ee transmitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, who 
shall thereupon issueto holderan equal amount of bonds of the United States, 
coupon or registered, as may by said holder be desired, interest at the 
rate of 6 per Ray at annum, payable semi-annually, and le at the 
3 ee me United States after five years, and payable twenty years from the 


I refer to this feature of the law of 1862 for the reason that the report 
of Hugh McCulloch, of date December 31, 1884, states as follows: 


Loan of July 12, 1882, authorizing act July 12, 1882, rate 3 dent.; when re- 
deemable, option Uni: ; amount outstanding, roglstered, 8104, 190,500; 
interest due and unpaid, $17,619.88; interest accrued, So. K 


Which in truth and fact is only a continuation of the loan of 1862, and 
thus payable in lawful money” (i. e., greenbacks)—United States 
notes. This same report of Hugh McCulloch states that there is of 
available cash balance in the Treasury, January 1, 1885, 5140, 811, 929.92. 
If the desire to inflate the volume of dollar unitsin circulation is an 
honest one, why did not the author of this Dingley bill introduce 
a measure providing that this $140,811,929.92 of available surplus 
should be used in the cancellation of the $194,190,500 of bonds now 
due and payable at the option of the Government? Isit notapparent, 
indeed an awfully naked fact, that there is a determination to increase 
the volume of money units in general circulation, and thus avert the 
‘calamity’? impending and in progress as the work of the manipu- 
lators of the Republican party, to the end of striking a blow at the pro- 
posed tariff reform Pah es the Democrats brought up for action last 
session, in a way that will result in the practical continuation of the 
bond debt as a basis for national-bank circulation, instead of increasing 
such volume as the result of taking such surplus cash in the T. a 
and with it pay the option bonds, cancel the debt to that extent, and 
thus stop the drain of interest from the people—the ucersof wealth 
to an untaxed bondocracy? But let me go a little further with my 
analysis of this Dingley bill. 3 

These United States notes (see Treasurer Wyman’s report, November 
29, 1884), in the sum of $42,837,408, were placed in the Treasury 
under a law and in accordance with its provisions as solemn as it was 
ever made, as a sacred trust fund, by the banks that had “ failed, 
gone into liquidation,“ or were retiring their circulation,” as a re- 
deemer of such notes. The redeemer note, be it remembered, was and is 
a legal tender for all debts, public and private, except duties on imports 
and interest on the public debt, but the nao A notes to be redeemed 
under this law were not such a legal tender; indeed as between the 
private debtor and creditor such national-bank notes have no legal- 
tender qualification whatsoever. Yet this Dingley bill proposes to 
stultify the act of Congress creating and repudiate the terms of this 
sacred trust; sacred as a solemn enactment of Congress; sacred as a 
redeemer for that to be redeemed, and in truth and fact the only re- 
deemer under existing law except the holder be possessed of $50 or more 
of these United States dollars at one time and be in access to the sub- 
treasury; sacred as a fiduciary trast between the national banks and 
the people, the Government being the trustee. 

But another feature of this Dingley bill is that the bonds so pur- 
chased and deposited shall be, first, for the prompt redemption of out- 
standing (to be redeemed) national-bank notes. 

How can such notes be redeemed with bonds, except the bonds so 
purchased and deposited be brought forth again and put on the market 
for sale at such price as they may bring? Then the interest the bill 
provides for accumulating until it shall equal the premium paid in the 
purchase of the bonds—whatshall become of the excess, ifany, that may 
accumulate therefrom to the time the said bonds may mature? 

The bonds so purchased must be put in the place of the ‘‘sacred trust 
fund, and that fund belongs, first, to the people to redeem outstand- 
ing national-bank notes, and thereafter to those (the banks) which hy- 
pothecated the trust with the Government, In short, it seems to me 
that the accumulation of interest after the premium is made good will 
belong to the banks placing the trust. If so, then, to sum up in part, 
the bond-seller gets, first, the premium on sale of his bond over par— 
this he can loan at once; second, they get the face of the bond in United 
States dollars at par with gold dollars—these he can loan at once; third, 
they secure the suretyship of the United States Treasury for the safe- 
keeping of the bonds to redeem 8 circulation, and also per- 
form the scavenger part, getting notes outstanding 
terms of this bill; fourth, the opportunity to make a“ 
Treasury might be ſorced to resell the bonds for Uni 
with which to redeem the said national-bank notes; 


States dollars 
most cer- 


fifth, 
tainly the banks, each, would be entitled to all the interest which 


ing subject to the | of the 
?? when the | ment. 
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might accumulate in excess of the premium paid and sum used in 
redemption; for this is positively a trust fund, to which no one has 
any right except the bill-holders for redemption and those 
who made the pledge. This would bea new banking system with the 
turkey“ all on one side. 

The ostensible p was to increase the volume of money in cir- 
culation by liberating these $42,837,408 from Treasury imprisonment. 
The apparently real purpose, as developed by investigation, was to play 
a more subtle financial game of heads I win and tails you lose 
than any heretofore, whereby the rich become richer and the poor more 


poor, 

On the 19th day of May, 1884, I introduced a joint resolution in 
words and figures following, to wit, which I have pressed to reach con- 
sideration and vote in season and out of season, because I believed the 
Dingley bill to be a cunningly devised scheme hidden under the plea 
of more money needed,” volume too small,“ but with a real pur- 
pose to play millions into the hands of the bond-owners. 

I now introduce as a part of my remarks the joint resolution I have 
referred to, and I demand that objection be made to each statement and 
paragraph that is declared not strictly true, as a relation of reasons, as 
well the wisdom of the policy invoked by resolution.“ 


IS THE House or REPRESENTATIVES, May 10, 1884. 


Rapa fac referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
un . 
Mr, WELLER introduced the following joint resolution : 


“Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of the United States Treasury to 
use all the unappropriated and surplus moneys in the Treasury for the re- 
demption of United States bonds, and for other purposes. 


“ Whereas it is currently reported and believed that great financial and busi- 
ness distress exists at New York and other sections of the country; and 

“Whereas it is assumed that this financial and business distress is due toa 
2 scarcity of money to promptly meet current and matured obligations; 
an 


This resolution passing both Houses and receiving Executive approval 
would make a way to get into circulation all the available money in 
the Treasury by payment and destruction of United States interest-bear- 
ing untaxed obligations to that extent. 

I will now introduce as a part of my remarks the so-called Dingley 
bill, as presented to the House by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
DINGLEY] on February 18, 1884; also the reported amendments April 
1, 1884, that a contrast between the bill as presented by the ee 
author and the same as amended by the Committce on Banking and 
Currency may be seen, as also the farther opportunity to contrast it with 
my ‘‘joint resolution? of May 19, 1884: 


Is THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, February 18, 1881. 
Read twice, referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency, and ordered 


to be printed. 

April 1,1884. Reported with amendments, referred to the House Calendar, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Omit the parts in brackets and insert the pare printed in italics, 


Mr. DinGLey introduced the following bill; 


“A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to invest the lawful money 
deposited in the ur. in trust, by national banking associations for the 
retirement of their circulating notes. 


“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States S 
Co: assembled, Tha and 


purchased to be held in trust until their maturity for the payment of the cir- 
culating notes of the which have ted lawful 
ment : Provided, That the interest on such bonds so held in trust 


of their circulating notes may prove insufficient for such purpose) as in his judg- 
C the bonds so ! with 
the interest hel 


M 
aa a af tha bae AN Knee MARCONI ANA seeing for cook Sow 
And indeed, Mr. Speaker, I deem it proper at this very time to in- 
troduce as a eg, eee MePherson bill, as also the Potter 
refunding bill, that a b opportunity may be had for not only those 
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who hear but for those who read hereafter the RECORD to fairly analyze 
and compare and thus discover the merits and demerits of each bill and 
my Joint resolution:““ 


IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, January 17, 1881. 


Mr. MCPHERSON asked and, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to bring 
in the following bill; which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill to provide for the issue of 8 notes to national banking associa- 
ons. 


d in 
stock. And that all laws and parts of laws inconsistent with the 
provisions of this act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


POTTER REFUNDING BILL. 


A bill to refund the bonded debt of the United States at 2} per cent. interest, to 
„ upon . oaar, and to son ~~ = cur- 
rency unnecessary ce and flu on applying the na- 
tional revenues economically to payment of the national . 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby aut! ized 
to receive at the Treasury any bonds of the United States ing interest at the 
rate of 4 percent. per annum or 4} per cent. per annum, and to issue in exchange 
therefor an equal amount of registered bonds of the United Statesof the denomi- 
nations of fifty, one hundred, five hundred, one thousand, five thousand, ten thou- 
sand, and fifty thousand dollars, of such form as he may prescribe, and bearing in- 
terest at the rate of 2} per cent. per annum, payablesemi-annually atthe Treasury 
of the United States. Said 2} per cent. bonds to be issued in exchange for 4 = 
cent. bonds shall be Bye gaan the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day 
of July, 1907; said 2} per cent. bonds to be issued in anon for 4} per cent. 
bonds shall od payebie at the pleasure of the United States after the Ist day of 

2. In the said exchange of 2} per cent. bonds for 4 8 and 4} cent, 
bonds, peyta always the moneys on hand and applicable are sufficient, the 

00 case 


per annum, reinvested quarter yearly. 
Sed. 3. All 


Treasury 

Sec. 6. Nothing in this act shall be construed to authorize any increase of the 
bonded debt of United States, and all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 7. The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to Pay, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the expense of printing and 
8 bonds. 8 

Sec. 8. is act shall take effect immediately. 


Mr. Speaker, I here introduce as a part of my remarks the calcula- 
tions presented by the gentleman from New York city [Mr. POTTER] as 
his reasons why his views should be adopted, and also as an argument 
irrefutable why they should not be: 

Comparison of Potter bill and McPherson bill for earning value to a national bank of 
United States bonds deposited to secure circulating notes. 
Assume $100,000 of 4 per cent. bonds—to-day’s market being 122} per cent. 
IF FIVE PER CENT, PER ANNUM BE OBTAINABLE FOR LOANS. 
Potter bill: 
On $100,000 bonds, annual interest at 2} per cent 
Cash received in the exchange of 4 percents, 24 


used at 5 per cent. . .. 
Circulating notes, $90,000, used at 5 per cent. 


$2,500 
1.2 


H 
tax g per cent., $150, and share of Comptroller's ex- 
penses, 


4,000 


Net gain from note issue per annum 
McPherson bill : 


Netincome from bonds at 122} 


r cent, under sinking fund re- 
quirement and according to 


overnment actuary’s tables 2.68 


85 bent. e eggs eee eee. 680 
8100, 000 of notes, used at 5 per cent. . $5,000 
Less tax 1 per cent, $1,000, and sh: =- 
penses $50... . 1,050 
3, 950 
6, 630 
Ordinary investment of $122,500 at 5 per cent... . . . . .. ee 6,125 
Net gain from note issue. . . 5 „ N 505 
Difference against the McPherson bill. . . . . .. . . . 1,095 


Say about ĩ cent, per annum greater profit from note issue under the terms 
of the Potter Bia. <i 
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IF EIGHT PER CENT, PER ANNUM BE OBTAINABLE FOR LOANS. 


McPherson bill: 
Net income from the 4 per cent. bonds, as above . .. . i $2, 680 
$100,000 note issue at 8 per cent... . . .. . . . . $8,000 
Less 1 per cent. tax and share of Comptroller's expenses. .., 1,050 6,950 
9, 630 
Ordinary investment $122,500 at 8 por CONE... . .. . . . 9, 800 
Net, from the issue of circulating notes under McPherson bill, loss... 8170 
Say loss on circulation .14 per cent. per annum. 
Potter bill: 
On $100,000 bonds, annual interest at 2} per cent. 
On cash received in the exchange $24,500, used at 8 per cent.. 
Notes $90,000 used at 8 per cent. .. . . . . . ae 
Less } per cent. tax and Comptroller’s expenses. 
Ordinary employment of $122,500 at 8 per cent. per annum. 
Net, from the issue of circulating notes under the Potter bill, gain... 1,360 


Say profit on circulation 1,1 per cent. per annum. 

Statement furnished by the Government actuary. 
MEMORANDUM, 

The present value of $1.50 a year, the excess of $4 over $2.50, for twenty-two 
and one-quarter years (the interval from April 1, 1885, to July 1, 1907), im- 
penas na per cent. per annum compound interest, reinvested quarter-yearly, 
is $24.28.7. > 

The same improved at 3} per cent, per annum for & 2 is $23.12. 

The present value of $2. year, the excess of $4.50 over 32.50 for six and five- 
twelfth years (the interval from April 1, 1885, to September 1, 1891), impro 


3 per cent. per annum, compound interest, reinv: uarter-yearly, is $11.63.4, 
The same improved at 3} per cent. per annum for a ike period is Fina. 
E. B. ELLIOTT, 
Government Actuary, 


UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
January 9, 1885. 
Amount in money required in refunding under Potter bill: 
TROR rng all 4 and 44 per cent. bonds now deposited as security for circu- 

For refunding entire present capital of all national banks, $127,000,000. 

For refunding entire amount of 4 and 4} per cent. bonds now outstanding, 

I say, Mr. Speaker, that I present these calculations with the state- 
ment of the Government actuary as an argument irrefutable why the 
Potter refunding scheme should be defeated by use of any and all the 
rules and parliamentary practice of this House. Further on I hope to 
show that we, the people, the Government, have a United States Con- 
stitution which estops any one Congress to make a law that a subse- 
quent Congress can not repeal in every of its features, independent of 
whatsoever act or thing by any one may have heen done under the act 
to be repealed. 

So much unfair comment has been indulged in by a few members on 
this floor as to the motives that inspired me to introduce to the House 
(by consent that I had secured) as my own measure an exact copy of 
this Potter refunding bill, and have the same referred to the proper 
committee on January 14, 1885, the day previous to the one set for the 
consideration of the McPherson and Dingley bill, by former action of 
the House; and the further fact that I was thereafter on that day and 
the morning of the next so besieged by more than earnest importuni- 
ties to withdraw from the committee and House my Potter (?) re- 
funding bill, that I shall be excused for a brief digression to state why 
I so did introduce and have referred to the proper committee a copy 
of said bill as my bill.” 

The House (very unwisely, I think) have a rule that no bill or joint 
resolution before the House for consideration or vote can be amended 
by offering as an amendment anything which is the substance of any 
other bill or joint resolution then before any committee. I, having 
knowledge of this rule (for it kept me from introducing some bills on 
questions of vital importance to the wealth producers), and being ad- 
vised sufficiently well of the strategic purposes in hand that moved to 
the withdrawal from the committee by Mr. POTTER the Potter refund- 
ing bill (to offer it as a substitute for the McPherson and Dingley 
bills), I concluded, after being, as I thought, wisely inspired to whi 
the devil out of the Congressional paradise by (strategy, my boy” 
introducing and having referred a copy of that same bill as my own, 
thus preventing it being offered as a substitute for any bill up for con- 
sideration, and thereby lay broad and deep the (“strategy, my boy ’’) 
foundations for defeating the (‘‘strategy, my boy’’) Potter refunding 
bill, and possibly also the McPherson and Dingley bills. 

Mr. Speaker, why could not the author of the McPherson bill, recog- 
nizing as it did the need of a greater volume of money to assist.com- 
mercial transactions and to stop the rapid diminution of market values, 
which recent contractions of volume of money and currency—and it 
makes no difference which, so as by comity each fills the business chan- 
nels and arteries of productive forces as money—which, by the set and 
predetermined policy of the manipulators of the Republican party, had 
been set in operation, producing its inevitable results—I inquire, why 
could not the author of this proposed law have provided by or in it 
that any national bank going into liquidation“ or ‘‘retiring its cir- 
culation’’ should receive and by law be compelled to receive in ex- 
change for its retiring notes secured by 100 per cent. of United States 
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bonds held 
notes should 


t why this should not be done? 
"Resumption of specie payments says that United States notes are at 
with gold. 


go. 

Perhe national banks, by their friends in the Senate, say that the vol- 
ume of money is too small for the business in and should be in- 
creased; such a measure as I propose would give them 100 cents on the 
dollar for their bonds in a lawful money, which is to-day the only re- 
deemer for their notes of credit. 

It would relieve the people from taxation to the extent of interest on 
such a sum of bonds as might thus be canceled. 

It would contraction of volume of money or currency, and thus 


ir policy, if one may judge of the course pursued, ts 
made, and acts devel , is to confine the making and control of the 
volume of money to the monometallic standard of gold as a basis, and 
national-bank notes of credit as the only money and currency with 
which the business of the country can or may be carried on. 


The blow that hasrecently, as well as continuously, from 1873, been the 


struck at the “‘ fathers’ ” silver dollar of 4123 grains nine-tenths fine was 
parece tel ay sg baf wear syle pees opener ears Gee chances 

te and to the hands of such control as that price values, meas- 
ured as they always are in a very large degree by volume of money in 
circulation, could be manipulated bya few to the detriment of the 
many. . 
4 blow was not struck at silver until it was discovered that ex- 
traordinary uctions of silver were continuously developing in the 
newly discovered mines of the West. 

When these enormous productions were brought to light and confirmed 
as a fact, then the money-mongers—those that deal in money-lending, 
promissory notes, mortgages, bonds, and the securities (interest- 
bearing evidences of indebtedness) of the world (meaning personal, 
municipal, corporate, town, city, county, State, and national)—became 
alarmed, and secretly declared that such an increase to the volume ot 
money would cause the price of labor and 5 to go up in the 

market, while their notes, mortgages, stocks, bonds, and other securi- 
ties would go down in the market. 

In 1857 Germany demonetized gold at the bid of the money-mongers 
of the world, who had then taken alarm at the 
duction of from the recently discovered go 
and & claiming that gold for money-coi agi cage: would 
soon become so abundant that gold money would nearly lose its value 


as money. 
They advised the 2 untions of the world to adopt their views 


k do not question but that the policy of the 
single standard (?) of silver would to-day be fastened upon the leading 


acts of 


and 

so, been made in of zinc, tin, nickel, sil- 

ver, TTT that the material 
of w. money is made whatever to do with the money 


properties imparted to it by the supreme law-making power—the peo- 
ple—Congress. 


That has made full po grt easel debt-paying dollars of the 
same material and fineness, but of different weights of material, to cir- 


culate side by side, each the legal equivalent of the other as a purchas- 
1 dollar, and these also by the side of United States 
that no metal in them. 
The following are the acts referred to. 
April, 1792.—By the acts of Congress found first volume, chapter 16, 
mye Sperry: ple eee made the silver dol- 
, and the following is the of that law—part section 9: 


or units—each to be of the value of a Spanish milled dollar as the 
contain and seventy-one grains 


Dollars 
same is now current, and to three hundred and 


four-sixteenths of a of or four hundred and sixteen of stand- 

ard silver. Half- to be of half the value of the dollar or unit, and 

to contain one hundred and eighty-five grains and ten-sixteenth partsofa pns 

pond. 7 5 or two hundred and eight grains of standard silver. Quarter-dol — 
to be of one-fourth the val the dollar 


to contain one hundred and twenty-three -cighths 
pure, or one hundred and thirty-five grains of standard gold. 
Section 20, same act, states: 


And be it further enacted, That the money of account of the United States shall 
be expressed in dollars or units, dimes or tenths, cents or hundredths, and mills 
orthousandths +*+ + + 


of a grain of 


June, 1834.—An act of Congress passed and approved June 28, 1834; 
found chapter 95, volume 4, page 699, first section reads: - 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Siates of 
America in ese elses assembled, That the gold coins of the United States shall con- 
tain the following quantities of metal, that is to may i each eagle shall contain two 
hundred and thirty-two grains of pure gold, and two hundred and fifty-eight 
grains of standard gold; * © * The halfeagle and quarter-eagle to be of 
relative qualities. * * Every such eagle shall be of the value of $10; every 
such shall be of the value of $5; eee eee 
the value of and the said coin shall be receivable in payment of all 
debts when of full weight to their respective values; w of less 
than full weight, at less value, proportioned to their respective actual weights. 

January, 1837.—In chapter 3, volume 5, page 136, approved January 
18, 1837, of the acts of entitled An act supplementary to 
the act entitled ‘An act establishing a mint, and 8 the coins 
of the United States —seetion 3 thereof reads as follows: 


copper; and thealloy of the gold coinsshall beof 
weight of two hundred and six and uarter 7 


, of the ty 
of a grain. And that dollars, half-dollars and — 
Shall legal tender, of payment, acco: Ste tute — 


1 That of the gold coins, the weight of tho 
eagle shall be two hundred and fifty. t ins; that of the half-eagie one 
hundred and twenty-nine grains; and the quarter-eagie sixty-four and 


And that for ell sums whatever, the shall be a legal tender of payment 
for ten dollars; the half-eagle for five and the quarter-eagle for two and 
a half dollars. 

By sections 14 and 18 of this act the holders or owners of gold or sil- 
ver can have the same coined for their sole use or benefit, when pre- 
sented in sums of value of one hundred or more dollars, and suitable 
for mint purposes, at a charge for contingent expenses of the mint. 

Mareh, 1849.—Chapter 109 of volume 9, page 397, a ved March 3, 
1849, of the acts of Congress, first states that there be “struck 
and coined at the mint of the United States * * * coinsof gold of 
the following denominations and values, namely, double-eagles, each 
to be of the value of twenty dollars or units, and gold dollars each to 
be the value of one dollar or unit.” 

Section 2 of this act reads as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That for all sums whatever the double eagle shall 
— saat tender for twenty dollars, and the gold dollar a legal tender for one 
ollar, 


March, 1851.—By act of Congress approved March 3, 1851, three-cent 
pieces composed of three-fourths part silver and one-fourth part copper 
were made “‘lawful money and a legal tender in payment of all 
debts of 30 cents and under. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and the Howse of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That from and after the first day of June, eighteen 
hundred two ( ) (in fact — the weight of the halt-dollar, or piece of fifty 
cents, shall be one hundred and ninety-two grains, and the quarter-dollar, dime, 
and haif-dime shall be, respectively, one-half, one-fifth, and one-tenth of the 
weight of said half-dollar. 

Section 2 said act of Congress reads: 

And be it further enacted, That the silver coins issued in conformity with the 
above section shall be legal tenders in payment of debts for all sums not exceed- 
ing five dollars. 

The latter paragraph of section 4 this act reads: 

Be ũ further enacted, * * * Provided, however, That the amount coined in 

uarter dollars, dimes, and heif dimes shall be regulated by the Secretary of the 

mury. 

This last section, so far as my researches have discovered, was the 
very first act of Congress giving into the hands of one man, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, the autocratic power to restrict the coinage of 
silver into money on his sole judgment. 

This act was approved by Millard Fillmore in the last month of his 
Presidency, i. e., February, 1853, and was to take effect by section 8 
thereof, June 1, 1853. 

March, 1853.—By act of Congress approved March 3, 1853, a part of 
the act of Congress approved February 21, 1853, was ed and in- 
stead thereof it was, Be it enacted that the act of February 21, 1853, 
shall take effect and be in full force from and after April 1, 1853.” 
* * And that hereafter the three cent coin now authorized by 


value, for any sums whatever. 
Sec. 1 
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law shall be made of ee eee ae 
the half, dollar, as provided in said act, and of the same standard 


8 1857.—By act of Congress, approved February 21, 1837, 
volume 11, page 163, relating to foreign coins and the coinage of the 
cent; section 1 thereof reads as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House eee af the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the poneo NS rae as the quarter, 

dollar, and t dollar, shall 
the United States and its several offices, and at 
the several nd offices, at the rates of valuation following—that 
is to say, the fourth ofa dollar, or piece of two reals, at twenty cents; the 
rene lar ir, OF poon at one real, at ten cents; and the sixteenth of a dollar, or 
ve ceni 


8 4 of this act provides for the coinage of copper cents, com- 
posed of 72 grains, 88 per cent. to be of copper and 12 per cent. of nickel. 

Section 3 of this act repeals all former acts authorizing the currency 
of foreign gold and silver coins, and declares that the same shall not 
be a legal tender in payment of debts. 

April, 1864.—By act of approved April 22,1864, volume 13, 
Rs 54, the cent coined at the mint was made to weigh 48 grains, and 

ny outa, a Parvo: of copper and 5 per cent. of tin and zinc; 

t piece of twice the weight of 1-cent pieces, but same ma- 

corel and fineness. By section 4 of this act these 1-cent pieces were 

declared a legal tender in any payment to the amount of 10 cents, and 
2-cent coin to the amount of 20 cents. 

Thus we see that twice the weightof the same material and fineness 
in one pi papal a made a legal tender in Dare of debts for 20 cents, 
wone Segrai per, of the same material and fineness, but half the 

ra ht, is a legal tender for only 10 cents in one payment. 

‘arch, 1865.—By act of approved March 3, 1865, volume 
page 517, chapter 100, it was Be it enacted ” that there should 


15 einen at the mint of "the United States a 3-cent piece, of weight sa 


So pam of copper and nickel, the nickel not to exceed 25 per cent. of 
ght of material. 

By section 3 of this act said 3-cent piece shall be” a legal tender 
in any payment of the amount of 60 cents. 

Section 6 of this act reads: 

And be it further enacted, That the one and two cent coins of the United States 
shall not bea legal tender forany payment exceeding four cents in amount; and 

ted States heretofore 


so much of the lawsof the United enacted as are in conflict with 
the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


May, 1866.—By act of Congress approved May 16, 1866, noe capter 81, 
volume 14, » Page 47 it was “Be it enacted” that that there should becoined 
at the mint the United States a 5-cent piece, eee t of 
which should be 77.16 grains composed of copper and nickel, the nickel 
not to exceed 25 per cent. of its weight. 

By section 3 of this act it was Be it enacted ”’ that said coins shall 
be a legal tender in any payment to the amount of $1. 

By section 5 of this act it was Be it enacted ” that the Treasurer 
and assistant treasurer should redeem these coins in national currency 
“ when presented in sums of not less than To 

March, 1871.—By act of Congress „ March 3, 1871, chapter 
124, volume 16, page 580, it was that the Secretary of 

the Treasury is hereby authorized and required to redeem in lawful 
money, under such rules and regulations as he may from time to time 
prescribe, all copper, bronze, copper-nickel, and base metal coinage of 
every kind heretofore authorized by law, when presented in sums of 
not less than $20. * 

February, By | 0 ol Congress approved February 12, 1873, 
chapter 131, volume 17, page 424, it was Be it enacted,” b section 
ae of this act, that the gold coins of the United States shall be a one- 

dollar piece, two-dol -a-half piece, “‘three-dollar piece, 
‘*five-dollar piece, ‘‘ten-dollar piece, twenty-dollar ee 

The standard weight of the gold dollar shall be 25.8 9 ine; 
and the other gold coins same ratio, and each and all a legal tender 
in payment of all debts whatsoever; and the gold dollar declared the 
“unit of value.“ From 1792 to date of this act, the silver dollar 
“Dollar of our dads’’—had been by law of the unit of value.“ 

This act demonetizes all silver coins in the United States previously 
coined, except the half-dollar, quarter-dollar, and dime, and enacts that 
these three silver coins, thatis, 50, 25, and 10 cent pieces, with 
the trade-dollar, composed of 420 grains of Silver, bea 
l tender for any amount not exceeding $5in any one payment. 

ion 16 of this act demonetizes all minor or base metal coinage, 
and “‘enacts’’ that the minor coins of the United States shall be a 5- 
cent piece, a 3-cent piece, and a I-cent piece, which shall be a legal 
tender for any amount not exceeding 25 cents in any one payment. 

Section 17 of said act reads: 


That no coins, either of gold, silver, or minor coinage, shall hereafter be 
1 . other than those of the denominations, standards, and —— 
erein ‘orth, 


By section 19 of this act the owners of gold and silver metal may, at 
their option, have the same cast into bars of fine metal, or 
33 of not less than five ounces and stamped to prevent fraudulent 

tions. 


By section 20 of this act the owners of gold bullion may have the 


of | same formed into coin or bars for their benefit. 


By section 21 of this act the owners of silver bullion may deposit the 
same at any mint, to be formed into bars or into dollars of the weight 
<n troy, and no deposits of silver for other coinage shall be 


March, 1875.—By the act of Congress n 1875, chap- 
ter 143, volume 18, page 478, it was Be it enacted” that there should 
be coined from time to time a 20-cent of the weight of five grams. 

Section 2 of this act makes them a tender for any amount not 


exceeding $5 in any one payment. 

April, 1876.—By act of approved April 17, 1876, ae a5 
it enacted"? that the = 
2 


volume 19, page 33, it was 
is authorized 8 coins of the United States 
nominations of 10, 20, 25, and 50 cents silver pieces, standard value, 
in redemption of an equal amount of fractional currency, and thus con- 
tinue, until the whole amount of such fractional currency outstanding 
> 1970 By Sei pated Bara. 1 19, 
July, 1876.—By act o appro y volume 
215, it was (this time) i the Secretary of the 
Treasury may issue silver coin 5 
000,000, 


rency is so 9 it shall be i 

Section 2 of this act destroys the legal-tender, debt-paying proper- 
ties of the trade-dollar. 

February, 1878.—By act of Congress, February 28, 1878, it was: 


assistant treasurers to receive these dollars on 
less than $10, and issue therefor certificates, whi 
for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and, when so received, may 
be reissued. 

Section 4 of this act repeals all acts or parts of acts inconsistent 
therewith. 

This act of Congress was vetoed by President Hayes, but was passed 
over his veto by a constitutional majority of each branch of Congress, 
and became a law February 28, 1878. 

May, 1878.—By act of Congress approved May 2, 1 it was Beit 
enacted that the coinage of 20-cent pieces is 3 

The Revised Statutes of the United States, title 39, page 708, under 
the head of legal- tender, reads as follows: 


Sxc. 3584. No foreign gold or silver coin shall be a legal tender in payment of 


Under title 37, same book, page 696, we find as follows: 


Sec. 3511. The gold coins of the United States shall be a one-dollar which 

— * standard weight of twenty-five and eight-tenths grains e unit 
ue. 

SEC. eet The gold coins of the United States shall be a legal tender in all 

pa their nominal value when not below the standard weight and limit 


of 8 law for the hen reduced in weight 
. standard and tolerance, shail bea legal tender at valuation In Peo" 
SEC. 2513, Revised 8 Statutes of the United States, 696, states as follows: 


“The silver coins of the United States shall be a ollar, a half-dollar or 
fiftycent a or twenty-five-cen a dime or ten-cent 
jiece ; and the of the trade-dollar shall . 
the should be twelve of a 


Sec, 3587. The minor 
their nominal valle for any amount not parey monn Rama vag 


payment, 
July, 1876.—By joint resolution of Congress, July 22, if cp 


volume 19, C 


ſor the same. 


H that the big dollar of 420.9 fine has its 
N big seep bet — legal- 
shall 
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various acts of Co: has ever held and made a shuttle-cock of the 
material of which money shall lawfully be made. 

These have been made, I aver, to keep the money volume so 
limited that the comparatively few could control it, and thus at pleas- 
ure manipulate prices the interests of the many, thus creating 
a money aristocracy on the one hand and pau labor on the other. 

The effect of volume of money on prices of labor and the products of 
labor, as well as 3 to secure a sufficient supply out of gold 
and silver to keep even step and pace with the business demands in this 
age of electricity, steam, and ery, is better shown in the state- 
ments made by the Silver Commission in their report, first volume, from 
8 now quote liberally to further sustain myself in the posi- 

ms taken 


SILVER COMMISSION, 1876—EFFECT OF VOLUME OF MONEY ON PRICES. 


I now make quotations from the first volume of the reports of the 
aan Commission, created by joint resolution of Congress, August, 
This commission was to consist of three Senators, appointed by the 
Senate ; three members of the House, appointed by the Speaker, and 
three experts to be selected by and associated with them. 
consisted of Senators John P. 
utwell; also tatives I 


The commission, as organi 
Lewis V. and George 8. 
L. Gibson, George L. Willard, and Richard P. Bland. 

The three were Hon. William 8. Groesbeck, of Ohio; Pro- 
fessor Francis Bowen, of Massachusetts; George M. Weston, of Maine, 


Jon 


secretary. 
These nihe ga tlemen were members of the Republican and Demo- 
cratic parties, but with fidelity to the trust, made extensive 
inquiries in the premises of their appointed. duties and submitted a 


which evidences the ability in comprehensive argument 
8 as also a most exhaustive inquiry in all the fields 
of information. 
Their statements make it clearly evident that the doctrines and teach- 
ings of the National party are essential to the welfare of the whole 


On page de ere $ Fp cai of Silver Commission, we read that nine 
nations, wi th an estimated population of 768,944,456, have the so-called 
silver standard. 

That of these nine Russia and Austria have legal-tender paper 
money. 

On page 67, same volume, we read that there are fourteen nations, 
with an estimated population of 137,300,000, that have the so-called 
double standard of gold and silver. 

Of these Italy has legal-tender paper money, but substantially no 
metallic money in circulation, while of these fourteen Holland, France, 
Belgium, Switzerland, and Spain have either limited or entirely sus- 
pended the of silver. 

Same page and book we read that there are seven nations with an esti- 
mated population of 92,800,000, that have the so-called gold standard. 
This list of thirty nations does not include the United States, which 
to-day has a full or partial legal-tender money, with or without excep- 
tions, gold, silver, nickel, copper, amalgam, and 
World’s stock of gold and silver, 1848, on page * book, we read 
us ſollows: 

It is one of the common estimates that in 1 


the bullion value of the world’s of plate, 
000 in go 000, in 


In 3 years (that is, 1848 to 1875) nmg yin 1875, the 
aggregate production of gold and silver was $4, 

By this report we find the sum of all productions of of gold and alien, 

to 1875, in the world was $11, 5 AO 


plate, cases, bad rings, 
that oo in the arts and scien — fe me ways. 
On pages 4 1 e ee me read as flows 
3 . 


adopted 

Those that adopted both served as a balance-wheel to stead . N eae 
their relative value. * * + While some nations have ~ 
WN 
tals first 


rganized to 
This new school of advocate the retention of metal as the 
material of money, but favor its subjection to governmental interference in every 
serene ‘Whenever new mines are discovered or old ones yield or promise to 
yie yield more abundantly, Instead of freely accepting their product in accordance 
the absolute prohibiti 27 of either . through the 
on co or or thro 
or the abolition of kee of one of them 


.| condition of 
freedom all disa 


They are extremely anxious for the retention of the metal of which the money 


standard is com: when such metal is rising in value and prices are falling. 
and exceedingly apprehensive of the evil and inconvenience which they t 
as sure to result from changing it. Whenever a fallin prices occurs, 

either a natural or artificial contraction in the value of — — maintain 
that it is due to antecedent inflation and extravagance, or to overproduction 
aa persistent and reckless industry. 

the contraction be naval Paaa it can not be helped; and if artificial, that 
losses on the masses of the people, it will 


claim that money. perry 
when the mate composing 8 ing in value Pt 
rising, they immediately . that the eee of the value of —— stand 
par ans 4 the s rtant consideration, and that its material is of no im 
uld be at once 0 eee elite da ee eg 1 ine 
rg 3 one of the metals to a ee it of the money 
function, these theorists complacently point — 5 uctuations in in ich 
value as a justification of the act producing them, Bares — a . proof of 
the unfitness for . of the 9 metal. 
= s - + 
If the world, or — considerable 9 of ap eee should follow the teachings of 
and Awani an metal, and 


this new school of economists, and one-half of the auto- 
matic theory, it need not surprise them if shore resulting financial commercial 
should teach and enforce the of discarding the other half of the 


theory and the other metal, and of ar longi 


On page 46, some 3 we read the following concerning the fiat- 
money school:’’ 


They claim that every — nst investing with the money function a 
not possessing intrinsic value is, when anal an im ent of 

y of the people and of their fitness for vo vernment, 
t regulation of the most important institution of civilization 

can be more safely remitted to the edicts of chance than to the guidance of hu- 


man wisdom, 

* è è That the failures of one age often become the established successes 
ofthe next. That every progressive movement of mankind has been tedious 
and toilsome, and has been accomplished only through trial, suffering, and the 


disappointment of iy, int failures, 

That every step of this progress has been impeded by a sinister r 
which glorifies everything, even t ny and stupidity, if hoary with 
always seeks to rivet the needsof the — to the decaying and im ose 
— of the past, and to deny to the human race the hopes and possibilities of the 

uture. 

That in most countries coin money has been sometimes supplemented and 
sometimes superseded by promises to pay coin, which were always broken 
when coin was > demanded. 

That the next step in many countries has been a co! maintained above its 
bullion value through limitation of quantity and the stamp of authority as in 
subsidiary silver coi and atthe present time in the entire silver coinage in 
the states of the Latin Union. And that, since the success of this last step, in pre- 
serving, through limitation of quantity, a steadiness of money value above and 
wholly independent of intrinsic value Reda = been assured, it would be presump- 
tuous to affirm that the same means may not furnish, without any intrinsic value 
whatever, a better and steadier money than the world has ever seen. 


INCREASING VOLUME—EPFFECT. 


On page 49, same book, we read: 


Whenever gold and silver prices have become adjusted to a given stock of those 
metals, an increase of that stock, other gnre rb remaining unchanged, will cause 
a rise and a will cause a fall, in 

Bat 8 — —— other . never do remain unchanged. 

are paws causes, moral and material, which invariably operate, 
I by — increasing in Y volume, to moderate the rise in prices and to in- 
tensify their fall when it Is decreasing. 


Hence, the fall in prices caused 5 a decreasing volume of money would be 
much greater in degree than would be the rise caused by a proportionately in- 
creasing volume. 


Whenever it becomes apparent that prices are rising and money falling in 
value in consequence of an increase in its volume, the greatest activity takes 
place in exchanges and productive enterprises. Every one becomes anxious to 
share in the advantages of risin, ap nba The inducement to hoard money is 
taken away, and consequently ition to hoard it ceases. Its circulation 
becomes exceedingly active, and ae the very plain reason that there could be 
no motive for ho or hoarding money when it is falling in value, while there 
would be the strongest possible motive fo: 8 it for property, or for the 
labor which creates property, when see priom arerising, Undert circumstances 
labor comes into great demand and at remunerative wages. 


This results in not only increased production, but increased con- 
sumption. 

The wants and expenditures of laborers increase with their earnings, 

Large enterprises, safe and unsafe, are at such times inaugurated by 
wen adventurers, and, as frequently as otherwise, upon insufficient 
capital. 

On pages 49 and 50, same book, we read the most terrible indictment 
of the Republican party and its financial policy, from the administra- 
tion of General Grant as President all gap tery oe he dark days and 
panic of 1873—“‘ Black Friday and up to the date of an increasin; 
volume of money in circulation, its effect on general prices of labor an 
the ucts of labor. 

e discussing this feature of the money question by a system of 
quotations from eminent authority, the reader must always bear in 
mind that the legal value of a dollar, its multiples or parts, never 
changes, except to exist and not to exist. 

DECREASING VOLUME—ITS EFFECTS, 
E the Christian era the metallic money of the Roman Empire amounted to 

By ihe end of the itcenth century it had shrunk to less than 

this and baleful 


$200,000, 000. 
a most extraord change took place in the 
world. Population dwindled, and co: 3 
ppeared. 


mmerce, arts, 
people were reduced by poverty and misery to 


— pra 
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the most conditions of serfdom and slavery. The 3 of 
society was ost complete. The conditions of life were so hard, that vidual 
selfishness was the only thing consistent with the ‘instinct of self-preservation 


All public spirit, all generous emotions, all the noble aspirations of man shriv- 
— ana . as the volume of à money shrunk ond prices fell. 


History records no such disastrous transition as that from the Roman 
Empire to the Dark Ages. Various explanations have been given of 
this entire breaking down of the framework of society, but it was cer- 
tainly coincident with a shrinkage in the volume of money, which was 
also-without historical 5 

The crumbling of institutions kept even step and pace with the 
shrinkage in the stock of money and the falling of prices. All other 
attendant circumstances than these last have occurred in other his- 
2 periods unaccompanied and unfollowed by any such mighty 


It is a er. nepal coincidence that the first glimmer of light only came with 
the invention of bills of ex e and paper substitutes, through which the 
seanty stock of the precious metals was increased in efficiency. 


STEADINESS OF INCREASING VOLUME—ITS EFFECTS. 


On pages 51 and 52, same book, we read as follows: 

It is in a volume of money k even pace with advancin lation and 
8 the . .— Na of prices, that the — ——— nutri- 
ment ofa y hora g is to be found. The ny igen moral, intellectual, and 
material development of nations is promoted by use of money unchanging 


That kind of money instead of being the oppressor, is one of the great instru- 
mentalities of commerce and industries, : 


in its value 


insures labor to all and exacts labor from all. 
ty to credit and stability and prosperity to business. 
time for their development, and 


ly executed plans, 
purely speculative ventures, and especially those based upon 


It encourages actual transactions rather than gambling on future prices. 
It metes out justice to both debtor and creditor, and secures credit to those who 


labor and labor from oppressing capital, 
of fruits of industry and enterprise. 
Prue erg ah wed O of money, and a just 


secures 
share in the 1 borrower, 
vit keeps up the d between a mortgage and a deed. 
It insures a moderate competence to the many rather than colossal fortunes to 
the few at the expense of the many. 
EFFECTS OF A DECREASING VOLUME OF MONEY. 


On page 53, same book, we read: A 
volume of money is decreasing, even altho very slowly, the 
money is increasing . Gad S 
Those who have contracted to pay money find that it is constantly becoming 
to meet their engagements. The margins of securities melt rap- 
confiscation by the creditor of the property on which they 
only a question of time. 


and 
ties to-day will not be covered by the 


i 
i 
f 


A 
f 
| 
i 


will not part with it for ei or services beyond the requirements of 
„FFC 
in value, while else is declining in price. 
s results in the wi wal of money from the channels of circulation, And 
ts t in great hoards, where it can exert no influence on prices. 
of money from the nature of things must contin 

aena Laat or m pir petion tye tie Oe meatiel rear eii pra p anaapa 
are en sa money on no longer 
ford them revenue, and that the lowest level of prices been reached, 

It is this hoarding of money, when its volume shrinks, which causes a fall in 
DEIO Rey Wee WORA DO Semen EI Coe CIA AS a decrease in the stock 

money. 
NM. in shrin) volume becomes the paramount object of commerce in- 
stead of its instrument, 


Instead of mobilizing industry, it poisons and dries up its life currents. It is 
the fruitful source of political and social disturbance. 
It foments strife between labor and other forms of capital, while itself, hidden 
away in security, gorges on both. 
It rewards close-fisted lenders and filches from and bankrupts enterprising 
It circulates freely in the stock exchange, but avoids the labor exchange. 
3 ages been the worst enemy with which society has had to con- 


On 53 and 54, we read (this was in August, 1876, and reviewed 
the continuing results of the panic of 1873): 


The and still continuing fall in the prices in the United States has proved 
most us to nearly every ind enterprise. 
Myson — experience of the last few years has been an expensive but most 
roug . 3 
It has t capitalists neither to invest in nor loan money on such enter- 
prises, and just as thoroughly has it saugas business men not to borrow for the 


popan of g or Petree Baa 
Of the few ess ente now snecessfully prosecuted, the larger 
part are based on a monopoly secured either by patents or ex: nal condi- 

ons, 
oe posi soren man has discovered that the less active and enterprising he is the 

off. 

The manufacturer avoids loss by damping down furnace fires and slowing 
down machinery. 

The miners ascend from the dark and gloomy depths of the mine withascanty 
„ wages to find in a famiching household a gloom that is more 
profoun: 


They await with heroic fortitude and a sometimes impatient hope 
the advent of another Sir Humphrey Davy, with a lamp capable of 
shedding light on the cause of existing evils, and of protecting them 


and all others who depend on their labor for their daily bread against 
a lingering misery more to be dreaded than the deathly danger that 
lurks in the treacherons fire-damp. 


Securities have already become so impaired through falling prices that loan- 
able ital has fled affrighted from the newer and more sparsely settled seo- 
tions of the country, and accumulated in large amounts in the great financial 
centers where securities are more ample. ° 

The personal and property securities of individuals have generally ceased to 
Ba available, except at the highest rates.of interest, or at ruinously low valua- 

ons. i 

Money can be borrowed readily only upon securities,as bonds which are 
based on the unlimited tax-levying power of the Government, or upon the bonds 
and stocks of first-class trunk lines of railroad corporations, whose freight and 
fare rates are practically a tax upon the entire population and resources of the 
regions which they traverse and supply. 

The competition among capitalists to loan money on these more ample securi- 
ties has become very keen, and such securities command money at unprece- 
dentedly low rates. 

These low and lowering rates of interest, instead of — — financial strength 
and industrial prosperity, are a gauge of increasing prostration. 


The foregoing solemn statements of eminent men accord with the 
voice of history and of experience as well, that when one-half of the 
money of a people, or nation, is destroyed, or taken out of circulation, 
the remaining part must be in greatly increased demand, and corre- 
spondingly dear. In 1857 Germany demonetized gold, and the hard- 
pan ’’ advocates issued a formidable propaganda, on the discovering of 
gold in California and Australia, claiming that the productions of this 
precious metal (?) would soon become so abundant as to nearly lose 
its value for purposes of money. 


CONTRACTION LY REFUNDING. 


On 7 of the report of the Comptroller of the Currency, United 
States of America, 1879, we find the following statements, namely: 


During the following year it increased nearly seven hundred millions, reach- 
ing J uy 1, 1864, the sum of $1,815,784,370. Dae the next nine months to the 
close of the war, April 1, 1865, the debt in at the rate of about two mill- 
ions a day, or sixty millions a month, and for the five months next thereafter, 
at the rate of about three millions a day, or ninety millions a month, 
its maximum on August 31, 1865 ae report of Secretary McCulloch, 1867, 
eee ge 41), at which date it amounted to $2. 
(less cash in Treasury, 889,218,035), and was composed of the following items : 


Funded debt (includes $1,258,000 Pacific Railroad bonds) . .. $1, 109,568,191 80 
Matured debt z 1,503,020 09 


Temporary loan. . . 3 107, 148,713 16 
Certificates of indebtedness ...... s 85, 098,000 00 
Five per cent. legal-tender notes...... esi 33, 954, 230 00 
Compound-interest legal-tender notes. 217, 024, 160 00 
Seven-thirty notes aioe 830,000,000 00 
United States notes (1 433, 160,569 00 
Fractional currency.. 26, 344, 742 51 
Suspended requisitions uncalled for 2, 111, 000 00 


On page 8, same book, we find the following: 
This immense amount of temporary obligations was funded within the three 


years whichg@ollowed the close of the war; and the skill and judgment 
= ed in so doing can only be fully appreciated by those who are familiar 
with the difficulties and delicate conditions under which the work was accom- 


plished. 


The annual report of the Comptroller of the Currency, December 6, 
1880, page 51, states as follows: 

The following table exhibits the amount and kinds 5 pa ecur- 
rency of the United States and of the national banks on August 31, 805, when 
the public debt reached its maximum, and annually thereafter at the dates 
ERAR with the currency price of gold and the gold price of currency at the same 

es: 


m AA EEA E IA EAO A 635,515, 574 


Now let us see how this Comptroller of the Currency can pervert facts, 
by comparing his report of 1879, page 7, with his report of 1880, page 51. 

In 1879 report he gives outstanding on August 31, 1865, page 7, as fol- 
lows: 


Five per cent, legal-tender notes. ... . —ů ů ů—ů—ů — $33, 954, 230 00 

Compound interest, legal-tender notes. 217,024, 160 00 

Seven-thirty notes... . . senen 830, 000, 000 00 

United States notes (legal-tenders). 160, 569 00 

Fractional eurreney. . 26, 344, 742 51 
Total legal-tender notes. dee ee 1,540, 483, 701 51 

In 1880 report, page 51, being for August 31, 1865: 
5 notes. 
Old demand notes. 


Fractional currency... 
Bank notes (national) 


635, 515, 574 


It will be perceived that the report of 1879 does not include $176,213, - 
955 of national-bank notes. uct this sum, then count the fractional 
currency and the 7.30 notes as legal-tender notes (see section 3590, page 
708, Title XXXIX, Legal Tender, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States), and you will find that, by these reports, there were in circula- 
tion of United States paper money in 1865, $1,540,483,701.51; while 
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1865, $635,515,574; 


by the report of 1880 there were only, in August, 
all iay less national-bank notes, $495,301,619. 
showing does not take into consideration any ld or silver, 
15 of the report of the re ee of the 
1 shows the average value of the 
gold dollar in legal-tender paper dollars, during the month of July in 
each year, from and including 1865 to and including 1878, also the 
highest average market price N e articles named in Chicago same 
month and same year, for each of said months and years. 


Wheat. | Corn. | ona. | Rye. | Por. 


Per bbl. 
81 15 80 73 $0.55 $0 70 $31.00 
12 60} 32} 72 82 50 
211 s34 69% 120 24 00 
220 923 69} 1 60 29 00 
139 97 7L 110 33 75 
1 31¹ 93 53 88 30 50 
129 3 50} 90 15 00 
132 28 60} 16 00 
im 384 30 61 16 00 
117 981 59 1 00 24 50 
1 7 102 2¹ 10 
1 43 69 19 75 
1 48} 49} 64 13 90 
110 41 27 60 9 7⁰ 


Wheat was highest May, 1867—$2.85 per bushel. 
— November, 1861. 41.40 40 per bushel. 
June, 1867—90 cents bushel. 


R 1888—81.87 y 

Ryo was highest April, 1898-81 87 per bushel. 

Pork was lowest December, 1878—$6.02; per barrel, 

The Inter-Ocean, of Chicago, in its issue of July 20, 1878, editorially 
states as follows: 
a of stating, every now 


Tess bid to ß. 
assertion, and. 


She amast pie p times to refute . * 
. 1 disputed. We produce 
below a compiled official sources. We have added the year and 


also the population and the amount per capita to the table: 


Year. Currency. 


Population. | 8 


1865... $1,651,282,373 | 34, 819,231 $7 42 
1866... 1, 903,702,726 | 35,537,148 50 76 
1867... 1, 330, 414, 677 36, 269, 502 36 68 
— 817, 199, 760 37,016, H9 22 08 
750,025,989 | 37,779, 800 19 & 

740,039,179 | 38,558,371 19 00 

"T34, 244,774 | 39,750, 073 18 47 

736,349,912 | 40,978, 607 17 97 

738, 291, 749 42, 245, 110 17 48 

mins) faa] HE 

735,358,832 | 46, 284, 344 15 89 

696, 443, 494 47,714, 829 14 60 


AES but that 


t The bulk of these issues were made legal-tender by the 
characteristic was Fr vol- 


ume; for, was that necessary,then State bank and k issues could 
not be counted as part of the currency, these never having been made legal tend- 


i 1: We are prepared to rove, however, that all the above eee hace gy" ee 
as currency,and went to make up the volume of circulating medium. 

7.30 three-year notes, whose circulation as currency is most scouted, were out- 
‘ on the Ist of September, 1865, to the amount of $830,000,000, every dollar 
TC terms of the law“ “to the 

tes notes. 

We have not the space or time now to dwell upon this part of the question, 
3 that these notes were employed as currency, as can be proved 


by the very highest authority. 
CC 
curre: If that party can not VW 
the tru „then it had better be allowed to win. 

The Fifteenth General Assembly of Iowa, in 1874, had for its gov- 
ernor Cyrus C. Carpenter, and Joseph Dysart as lieutenant-governor. 
That Legislature, Republican in every department, passed the follow- 
ing joint resolutions, published with the private and local laws’? of 
the State at that session, at page 83, and in the house journal, com- 
mencing on page 225. In the session laws it appears as Joint resolu- 
tion No. 14, for increase of currency,” and is entitled: 


Joint resolution memorializing ere for an increase of the currency of the 


has increased nearly 


Whereas the real and mal rt of the coun 
—— K pe <8 ured 5 


100 per cent. in the last . and B vaa OTTAA 


than doubled during the same time, while the amount of currency in 
Daa bosn ore about $250,000,000; and 

ereas we believe the amount of currency in the country, and especially in 
f..... $0 OASE Gn the MUE BOOTA REA y 


of ing the volume of money in circulation un 


Bou resolved by the General Assembly of our 


leva, is a 2 to the . = of curre: A 
t the secretary of state is hereby to furnish each of 
our members of earair i oR twenty-five copies of this resolution. 

Approved, February 27,187: 

Now, let us see how ae Congress of the United States treated this 
Pri ger eee LONS BOTEREA TANG in 
1874. The Comptroller of the Currency, in his reportof „page 51, 
states that in 1874, January 1, the aggregate legal-tender old de- 
mand notes, fractional currency, notes of national banks, gold 
notes, was as follows: 


By thistle on page 51, papal of 1880, eee e bai tes 
11 ĩé-Vv ay raga or) Iowa Legislature in 


„about 12 two hundred and contraction” prior, 
3 about (?) $345, 948,281,” by this showing from thestand- 
point of Republican official in 


On page 15 of the Comptroller’s report of 1879 he gives the value 
of the gold dollar in “‘legal-tender paper dollars for each year from 
1864 to 1879. (See page 22.) 

WELLER'S FORMULA OF FIGURES, 

We see that volume of money in circulation determines the commer- 
cial value or purchasing power of each unit, or dollar. This be- 
ing true, let us inquire what benefit increased volume of money would 
be to the producers of wealth (for labor uces all wealth except 
that which, the first cause, grunts); the ſurmer, me- 
chanic, artisan, , wage-worker, to those who have “nothing to sell 6 
except r, 

Grant me Beecher-bread-and-no-butter price—$1 per 75 cents 
of this to provide-a home, and feed, clothe, and educate children 
and help Christianize society by building school-houses, Pay taxes, rec- 
reation, contribute to charities, and pay the minister, &c. Ihave left, as 
a mathematical proposition, just 25 cents with which to buy my home, 
pay interest on my indebi cancel and notes, and my 


mortgages | 
annual share of the State and national bonds and interest 
Now, if by reducin; 


there is no just cause of complaint, why complain if the volume of 


money is reduced (contracted) so that25 cents will buy as much as 50 
cents? e 805 conte pe ay 8 buying as much in the market as 
the 25 cents formerly 
Let us look at this matter a little. Why, if it makes no difference, 
should any one complain at having free of silver, thus increas- 
til $2 will bay no more than 
$1 formerly? Or to $4 per „ worker, it buy- 
Sing: ha MORG LOCANA TTT 


status of money matters? Ifsauce for the goose should be sometimes 


sauce for the gander—the rule working both ways occasionally—who 
should object? 

I do, broadly and emphatically! Iama man, a producer, 
a tax-payer, have a family of children I wish to 8 provide 
them with a little surplus cash to start out in life with, and desire to 
build a better house, to contribute to pated 8 and sore 
charities, which I can not do if all the cash net of my life’s labors 
pay interest to my cash creditors and the State nation’s pa 
itors. So I desire a condition of thin dug to money matters that I can, 
with a given outlay of effort ina 1 ſor my 8 
and the nation’s creditors the greatest at poet sum of ‘‘ legal-tender 
dollars,” ‘lawful money,“ with which to cancel all my money obliga- 
tions, thus stopping interest out, pu it by for the purpose named. 

Be it remembered ever that the 1 debt-paying value of money 
never changes, except to exist and not exist. The legal debt-paying 
properties—the property imparted by the law-making power that cre- 
ates money—never fluctuates; it is stationary, year in and out. 

PROPOSITION DEMONSTRATED, 


Wages per day. Cost of living, &o. Sum left. 
$1 00 $0 75 80 25 

50 37} 124 

a 9 i 
200 150 5⁰ 
400 3 00 1 0⁰ 
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Ido nos care-o magen more than $4 per day for wage-workers and An increase of the volume of money and currency under this Be it 


est the simple suggestion should precipitate some ven- 
erable’? 00 Au meek, ram 4 lowly follower’? (?) with gray hairs sorrowing 
into on untimely grave. 
Mortgaged home, $1,000. 
Sum left. f Year's work. [early interest. Days needed, 
80 25 $100 313 $100 400 
12 100 313 100 800 
100 313 100 1,600 
100 313 100 3.200 
50 100 313 100 200 
100 100 313 100 100 


Thus we see that, $1 per day and 25 cents ‘‘left,’’ it takes 400 days 
to pay the interest, for interest and debt—national, State, and indi- 
vidual—must be paid out of sum left“ after cost of living is paid. 
This case, it taking 400 days to pay the interest and there being but 
313 work days in a year, 4 the debtor finds himself short“ 87 days. 
This is deferred by ‘‘ credit note. But the next turn of the thumb- 
screws of contraction finds him short 487 days, which means credit gone 
for a chattel-mortgage substitute. 

The next turn toward -pan ” finds the debtor ‘‘short’’ 1,287 
days. This means a mortgage on everything, as well present as future. 


The next turn reaches out to specie ” and resumption, and 
the court of last resort the high sheriff (?)—bids the debtor go! in the 
name of law, good order, and Christian teachings of the nineteenth 


cen out into God's land, if he can find any that monopolists have 
not led; or go, as the tramp, branded by law. 
But of the up-turn to $2 per lay, the sum left’’ at this price, he 


the mortgage . hopes 

, hearthstone loves brightened, fam- 
3 man. 

Christian 


dis Ions Logulature in 1874 by joint resolution ee ee 
to put a stop to contraction; yet Con Dy Beis ee 1874, sec- 
tion 4, chapter 343, volume 18, page Be it enacted 1 gave iad eed 
„FFF and withdraw their 
oie by covering into the 3 legal-tender notes. 

rganized under this act, or any of the acts of 


to withdraw its circu! in whole 
of the 


deemed 8 The United States, and d 
the ol „ A as n 
th 
by aw: Provided, That the amount ot pore) pclae rece Nig tne 
Under this Be it enacted” the banks retired millions, as shown by 
the Comptroller's report, page 51, 1880; property passed into the hands 
of the wealthy. In January 14, 1875, they secured the passage of 


shall 


another Be it enacted,” which enabled at the proper time, to 
issue more currency, e toc on a business boom, so that they might un- 
load their plunder, fil from labor at an enormous profit. 


Law of January 14, 1875, quoted: 


of circulating notes of nati: ons, be, and is hereby, Tepealan: 
and cach existing banking association may increase its circulating pora in ac- 
cordance with existing law without respect to said ; and new 
bank: a eee ee ae nized in accordance W. with- 


ts capital 


of 80 — —— 8 


aor as aforesaid, 


1879, of the Treasury shall = th coin, U. 
der notes then 1 on their presentation for tt. 


of, at not less 3 

ted States described in the the 
ag rea entitled “An act to authorize the refund- 

ualities, privileges, and exemptions, to 

d to roceeds 


all provisions of law inconsistent with 


otherwise a priated, an 
8 either of the deseri; — 5 bonds 
f Congress approved 


thereof for the purposes afo: 
the provisions of this act are hereby rej 
Appro January 14, 1875. 


enacted” began about 1880. 

On page 11 of Comptroller's report, 1880, he states that the amount 
of coin and currency in the conntry on January 1, 1879, was $1,055, - 
356,619. On the same page, in same table, that the amount Novem- 
ber 1, 1880, was 81, 302,798,480. This showing gives an increase since 
January 1 7 1879, to November 1, 1880, of 8247, 441,861. 

This does not consider silver certificates, increase of national-bank 
notes, importations, mining and minting of gold and silver and copper 
and nickel and tin and zinc into money since November 1, 1880, of 
which many millions have been added to the money and currency vol- 
ume since above date, as see Comptroller’s and Secretary's reports of 
1881. 

All the business boom this country has had in the last three years to 
speak of has come because of an addition to the money volume, coupled 
with the fact that John Sherman, prior to 1879, ordered, without au- 
thority of law, that greenbacks or Treasury notes should be received at 
par, same as gold, in payment of duties on 3 

John Sherman, in his report as Secretary of the Treasury, in 1880, 
page 13, states: 

While no distinction as to value is made between coin and notes in business 
transactions, a marked preference is shown for notes, owing to their superior 
convenience in counting and carrying. 

‘There is no law to-day authorizing the receipt of United States notes 
for duties on imports any more than there was on Black Friday. 

There is no specie resumption to-day any more than when the credit- 
strengthening act of March, 1869, was passed for him who has less than 


The public faith of the United States was pledged in 1869 by solemn 
act of Congress to resume specie payments in 1869. Has that faith been 


kept? 
a The lic faith was pledged by act of June 3, 1864, that not more 
„000, 000 of national-bank notes should be issued under that 
act, set, bat this faith was broken by the act of January 14, 1875, that re- 
pealed the limit, and permitted any existing national banking associa- 
| Ben to increase its circulating notes without respect to said aggregate 
imit. 

The public faith of the United States was pledged by act of June 30, 
1864, that not more than $400,000,000 of United States notes (save 
$50,000,000 to redeem temporary obligations, temporarily req ) 
should ever be issued, nor should any such notes issued under that act 
broken to redeem national-bank notes; yet this faith pledged has been 

blic faith of the United States was pledged in 1873 that the 

stipe: ollar of the United States containing 420.9 grains, fine silver 

should be a dollar and a l tender in payment of any sum of debt not 

oe $5; butthis faith and pledge were broken by the act of July 
876. 


80 I could relate scores of instances in which Congress has pledged 
the faith of the. United States to the execution of certain matters in 
which many citizens of the United States thereunder had en but 
which mei blotted out by a repeal of the law creating the conditions, 
matters, and opportunities, and no hue-and-cry was even raised that 
Congress had been a party to a repudiation of plighted faith. Why? 
Because Congress has no power to repudiate; because no act of a Con- 
gress of to-day can be so solemnly made, plighting the public faith to 
anything, or its execution in the future, that the same or a future Con- 
gress has not the constitutional, legal, and equitable right torepeal, and 
pg without reference to what may have been done under a former act 
or law. 

This idea was clearly set forth in the opinion of the United States 
Supreme Court, 12 Wallace, pages 548 and 549, being the majority opin- 
ion of said court, which reads as follows on that point: 

No one ever doubted that a debt of $1,000, contracted before 1834, could be paid 
by one hundred eagles ($1,000) coined after that year, though they contain: 
more gold than — — eagles ($940) such as were coined when the contract 
was i eal — ot because of the intrinsic value of the coin, but because of 


Same book, page 549, the United States Supreme Court states: 


Every contract for the ment of —— simply. is necessarily sub; pee the 
constitutional power oft vernment over the currency, whatever power 
may be, and the obli. on of the parties is, therefore assumed wi . 
thut power. Nor = = n lar. A covenant for quiet enjoyment is notbroken, 
——- obli by the (wethe 3 Goverument's taking the lanp 
granted in virtue of it iter steht of eminent do 

e asia has ever exercised the right to make and unmake a law, with- 

to previous solemn enactments of the same or another Con- 

gress; and such laws have been sustained by the high courts as within 

the high prerogatives of the constitutional powers of Congress so to do 
at its pleasure. 

This being true, and the high courts have ever so decided, then every 
bond of the United States, whether due or not, is payable at the pleas- 
ure of the Government (Con and the Executive as agents) in any 
material (money) that Congress may declare to be money and a ‘aaa 


By the terms of existing law they all are payable in gold dollars. 
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By the terms of existing law they all are payable in standard silver 
dollars. 


By the terms of existing law they are all payable in United States 
-tender paper) dollars. 
volume of dollars in circulation is too small, 
The McPherson bill so states in a straightforward, diplomatic way, 
and proposes to remedy the evil by a greater evil. 

The Dingley bill so states in a Wall-street way, but proposes to remedy 
the difficulty at the expense of the people—the Government—and to the 
increased benefit of the infernal shylocks that feed and fatten as labor 
becomes impoverished by shylock 3 

The bankruptcies of the business of the country unmistakably de- 
clare that the volume of money is too small and are appealingly im- 
ploring Congress for relief, but unwisely for needed relief by methods 
wholly wrong. 

Can any one tell me why the owner of silver bullion, ‘‘fit for coinage 
purposes, should not be permitted to have it coined into standard 
dollars at the proper expense of the owner, as under the law of 1837 
it could be (all the bullion he or they might possess), he being com- 
pelled to take the coined dollars away and get rid of them as best he 
may, except for the reason that such a rule of law or permission 
under the law would increase the volume of money, and thus increase 
the value of labor measured in these dollars, the values of the products 
of labor measured in these dollars and others that might exist to swell 
the aggregate volume of dollars, the values of lands and their enforce- 
ments by labor? Also decrease the values of mortgages, stocks, and 
bonds measured in these units“ called dollars, 

To-day the money-monger feeds his fast horses on cheap oats, his 
blooded stock on cheap corn and hay; eats sirloin steak, lean ham, and 
quail; drinks champagne, mint juleps, and mocha; sleeps luxuriously 
on an inverted hair mattress, patented wire, or swan’s-down couch; 
smokes Connecticut seed-leaf, Havana filled, superb triple X cigars; 
attires daily in silks, fine linen, and broadcloth; domiciles in a palace 
wrought into existence by labor, and commands labor to supplement 
his luxurious desires by adorning his palace with the choicest produc- 
tions of art and science. 

To-day labor, that creates all wealth except that granted by the first 
Great Cause least understood,’’ is wallowing in the mire of hope, oft- 
times proving a ‘‘Sodom’s apple,“ or drinking in the desperation of 
strikes, riots, or dynamite, or abandoned to the stolidity of ‘‘ don’t 
care. 

To-day, the honest advocates of labor’s rights in many instances are 
seeking to remedy the wrongs that the producing forees of our people 
are suffering under and from by eon tine, merits of any and every- 
thing as a catholicon, except the right thing, a proper adjustment of 
the money question nationally. 

I aver that there is but one strict criterion by which to determine the 
volume of money adequate to the p: business necessities of our peo- 
ple. First inquire the net income of wealth to the people of our na- 
tion in the aggregate, say for a period of ten years; then divide this re- 
sult into ten equal pori; each part to represent the net increase for 
each year; and this sum to represent the percen per annum in- 
crease net on the sum of wealth each year found to exist; then inquire 
the prime factors producing such accretion. _ If we so do, the statistics 
farmahed by reputable statisticians being brought to our aid, I aver 
we will find the following for the last twenty years: Rate of net in- 
* crease of wealth less than 3 per cons. per annum average (say 3 per 
cent for easy reckoning). Now comes the question, who or ae pro 
duces this wealth? We know that the blessings of God, scat on 
every hand munificently, even to seeming profligacy in many places, 
as sunlight, water, soil, &c., is one of the first great factors in the pro- 
duction of wealth. 

Labor is another great factor. é 

Money as an auxiliary in the production of wealth is the third. 

These three—God’s gifts, labor, and money—are the only prime fac- 
tors in the creation of wealth. 

Each of these three should receive a just and equitable part of the 
whole. 

Now, let us make such division: 

Give to God, in charities and the upbuilding of humanity in all 
wise ways and by the use of all wise means, say, one-third partor 1 per 


0 


cent. 

Give to labor 1 per cent. 

Give the money-lender 1 per cent. 

These three equal the whole. 

A whole can not be made of less or more than all its proper parts. 

But money from the hands of the lender to the borrower is to-day 
gathering from 3 to 48 per cent. per annum—say a general average of 
10 per cent. annum. Thisis7 percent. perannum more than God’s 
gratis gifts, labor and money together, produce net each year. 

This true, it is certain the money-lenders are by such rates absorb- 
ing each year not only all the net increase of wealth produced by the 
forces mentioned but must so absorb of the principal, and would long 
ago have had under their control and tyrannical dominion all of labor, 
lande, tenements, money, and the blessings of God (freely granted) 


which they could clutch in the grasp of infernal greed of gain but for 
the wonderful blessings (?) of bankruptcies, embezzlements, and defal- 
cations, supplemented by the scythe of time and statutes of limitation, 
that take frequently the acquisitions of years by usury and strikes a 
jubilee balance in setting the debtors free. 

This condition declares the volume of currency too small. 

There are three constitutional methods to blot out this awful crime 
of usury. 

First. By a constitutional amendment making it a high crime for any 
person, by himself or another, directly or indirectly, to bargain for or 
receive for the use of money a greater rate than 1 per cent. an- 
num. This is not practicable under existing conditions of public senti- 
ment on the right to skin by usury. 

Second. By exercising the high prerogatives with which the Consti- 
tution has endowed Congress, judicially affirmed by the United States 
Supreme Court, to create, and by proper, wise, and patriotic meth- 
ods put, in course of time, into circulation such a volume of money as 
that by the law of supply and demand—the general supply so equal- 
ing the demand—the rate of interest in the general aggregate would not 
in the jurisdiction of our Government exceed 1 per cent. per annum. 
This method is not likely to be adopted, for the money-lenders of the 
world would combine all their most potential forces to destroy any 
government by war or otherwise which ph oe so attempt to de- 
throne them and thus bring down the rate of usance here with us in 
Venice.” 

Third. Authorizing the Secretary of the ator ed create such a 
volume of full legal-tender United States dollars—being in addition to 
the possible volumé of metal money with coinage of silver on the same 
basis as gold—as will supply the demand of each person able to give 
unquestioned real security for its repayment at the stipulated date, 
with interest and liquidated damages mentioned to cover all contin- 
gent costs of enforced collection, and loan the same through the agency 
of the executive of each State and by him through the agency of some 
proper county official to such of the people—the Government in part 
as may desire to so borrow, having such unquestionable security to give 
for its prompt repayment, and at the stable, universal rate of 1 per cent. 
perannum. This method is not likely to be adopted, for I am certain 
that the money-lenders, stock-dealers, and money-security venders 
would ‘‘obgect,’’ and under the rules of Co: onal practice such ob- 
jection” would be declared good and valid and would obtain. 

What are we to do? The great Northwest, the West, Southwest, and 
South, with their more than abundant natural resources, with i 
of intelligent, energetic people, are suffering from a dearth of money 
volume. We are in the hands of the money-lender; seven-tenths of our 
eee e e are as though dead, because of a scareity 
of money with which to mobilize the industries and render possible to 
consume all productions. 

The money-lenders, watered-stock brokers, and security venders— 
speculators—are as 3 per cent., while the wealth producers are as 97 per 
cent. 

The free coinage of silver would aid very much, and I aver that the 
silver dollar is pre-eminently a domestic dollar. 

Who will pretend for a moment, if the coinage of silver was placed on 
the same footing as that of gold, that the market value of the silver 
that enters into the makeup of the standard dollars ” would be less 
than the market value of the gold that enters into the makeup of a 
5 dollar? I answer, no sensible, honest man. For the moment that 

coinage of silver into dollars, present standard, was the law, every 
owner and holder of silver bullion fit for coinage purposes would say, 
I now have a market price established in free coinage, and will not sell 
my bullion for less than I can get at the mints in standard, full legal- 
tender at par with gold dollars; and, as with gold, I will take them 
away from the mint and get rid of them as best I can as money, and 
thus save the Treasury its present burden—under a false and malicious 
policy—from the necessity of enlarged appropriations for more vault 
room to keep such additions to the money volume“ from the people. 

There are those who advocate putting into the silver dollar sufficient 
to make it an honest dollar, worth a dollar, intrinsically equal to the 
gold dollar. 

Congress in 1834 wisely and patriotically solved the question of dif- 
ferences between the market value of bullion metal in the gold and 
silver dollar by passing an act that the gold dollar coined after that date 
should contain 6 per cent. less of gold metal than those coined prior to 
that date. The fathers well knew that the bullion value of the metal 
entering into the makeup of a metal legal-tender dollar should always 
be less, and materially less, than the legal value of the dollar so made. 

Why not have this Congress learn wisdom from the statesmen of our 
country and a law taking 6 per cent. out of the coinage of all gold 
dollars coined after this date and thus serve the king” gold dollar as 
Christ served Zaccheus of olden time, before he would permit equality 
of social relations? 

The proposition is renewed to havea commission 
of other nations and secure an international stan 
m . The bare 
of the world.“ 


to the kingdoms 
of gold and silver 
proposition is a declaration that there is no money 
But the foolishness of the propositions is made most 


— 
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t when we consider the character of these other governments, 
cok ances that theirsystem of government is wholly inimical to ours. 
Theirs is the one-man rule by right divine, a monarchy orsemi-monarchy; 
ours, in theory at least, is a government of, by, and for the people. 

\ Therefore these things and conditions that would build up a mon- 
archy and make it —in money matters more especially than 
anything else—would make our Government as a government of, by, 
and for the people, weak; and if persistently pursued without serious 
hindrance, would drive us into a monarchy. which would make 
our Government of, by, and for the people, strong in peace or war, strong 
in patriotism to principles, strong in general prosperity, would as surely 
weaken every government inimical to ours. 

To make our Government weak in love of principles, patriotism, and 
p ity—and I aver that unwise handling or dealing with the money 
question will have and irresistibly have more to do with such condi- 
tions than all other questions of state importance combined—then we 
shall have created 83 828 will breed 3 ; 8 num, AE as 

ialism, and ianism; also strikes, riots, an outs; bu y 
5 a field for dynamite and the dynamiter. We 
are certainly approaching the dread and awful time when science in the 
hands of rance, superstition, and outraged right will solve this la- 
bor-capital and money-capital problem, unless it be sooner solved by 
the wisdom, patriotism, and virtues of our national lawmakers in the 
interest of justice, equity, and humanity. 

I here aver that the conditions of the people of a nation keep even 
step and pace with the volume of money per capita; with a large de- 
crease in the volume of money per capita within the jurisdiction of any 
88 that population, commerce, arts, wealth, science, and true 

reedom will in exact ratio disappear; also, that all public spirit, all 
generous emotions, all the noble aspirations of man will shrivel and 
disappear until the conditions of life will become universally so hard 
that individual selfishness will be the only thing consistent with the 
instinct of self-preservation; and that this will occur as the volume of 
money shrinks and as prices thereunder must necessarily fall. 

Here let me pointedly inquire of the ministry of the church of that 
Christ who lashed the money-changers out of his temple because they 
had made of it a den of thieves, as well of the humanitarian and philan- 
thropist, also the business and producing forces of our social-and civil 
society as to-day existing, how long can you afford to indorse the ex- 
isting financial system, which Id to be of more than national im- 
portance, fraught with the weal or woe of uncounted millions; yea, 
millions unborn, whose welfare both in time and beyond depends on 
the wisdom of your every word and deed, becoming as they do a part 
of the woof or warp of the fabrics of life’s phases here and perchance 
hereafter ? 

Ho long can you afford to shut your eyes, your ears, your under- 
barat your very soul, to the great truths involved in a wise con- 
stituti and patriotic solution practically of this financial question? 
It is not an easy matter to get religion on an empty stomach, or live 
it in the fullness and richness of possibilities while the toil-broken back 
is covered scantily with the coarsest of garb; the lace where 
wife and children stay—is desolate of those products of toil that make 
it a pleasure to designate it as our home;’’ or while ing cir- 
cumstances may be patting juba on the spinal column of our richest 
with the flax-hackle of adversity and disaster. 

few days that any of us canstay on the shores of time, with the 
fact that each of us will soon have to go down into the grave to rot and 
stink like other paupers, coupled with the fact that none of us can 
take with us gains our greed has won, that madeothers so poor indeed, 
and the other great fact that we must leave to our children and chil- 
dren’s children the heritage as a legacy—the very government we help 
to create, which, as we wisely or unwisely do, will bless or curse them, 
should inspire each of us to seek the best good of the many by wise 
legislation, rather than of the few of whom our children and their chil- 
dren may not be. 


Invalid and other Pensions. 
SPEECH 
HON. JOHN H. ROGERS, 


OF ARKANSAS, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Tuesday, March 3, 1885, 

On the bill (H. R. 7785) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United for the fiscal year ending Jupe 30, 1886, 
Mr. ROGERS, of Arkansas, said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: I ask leave to read the following extract from the New 

York Herald, taken from its issue of the 19th or 20th of last month: 

REMARKABLE LEGISLATION REGARDING THE FEES OF PENSION ATTORNEYS. 


WASHINGTON, February 19, 1885. 
The House 53 a very small majority defeated the consideration of 
the Senate bill to repeal the pension attorneys’ fee act of July 4, 1884, which, it 


counsel of a pension attorney in W. n, Senate bill has had a re- 
markable history. gene: rovisions of it originated atthe last session of 
Congress in the committee men! 5 first passed the House as an amend- 


Senate rneys 
began their work. By some means they succeeded in getting the subcommittee 
of appropriations to send to the Secretary of the Interior the various bills intro- 
d ject and to ask his opinion 19 them. 
a curious coincidence, about the same time, the paid counsel of msion a 
torneys a red before the Secretary to discuss the character of pension 
attorney fee bill that Congress should adopt. i 
It so happens that the bill sent by the Secretary of the Interior to the commit- 
tees of the two Houses is the same bill agreed on in the conference committees 
of the two Houses, the effect of which permitted an increase of fees in all cases 
from $10 to $25, and operated retroactively, so as to cover all cases then 
as well as those to be filed thereafter, and in a very large class of cases permit- 
ted new contracts to be filed for $25 in cases in which the full fee under the law 
had been already paid. It also made the Government an agent to collect un 
in ago. There were some 300,000 cases pending 
at the time the law passed, which, at $15, makes $4,500,000 taken by an act of 
Congress from the pension claimants, to say nothing of a class of casesin which 
a fee of $25 is allowed after the full fee under existing laws had once been paid: 
Another remarkable coincidence is that at the very time this bill was in con- 
ference the attorney who employed counsel to secure the of that act was 
pean ead for and did pure the business of another firm of attorneys, con- 
trolling about 40,000 „with the full knowledge of the Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior, the attorney who sold being in utter ignorance of the existence 
of this p tion. It isa remarkable fact also that while the Secre- 
tary of the Interior voluntarily assumed, under oath, the paternity and zapos: 


„ 


as it was possible, pension 
priation bill. But, shocked at the developments 3 the pee at the 
rated the provisions of the House amend- 
parate bill and passed it, and it is bill, it is this Senate bill, that 
the House defeated the consideration of yesterday and sent to the Calendar to 


Mr. Speaker, it is a shame that the truth of this article can not be 
questioned. On a former day of the present session, I tried to induce 
this House to repeal the act of July 4, 1884, and to correct the wrongs 
inflicted upon pension claimants by that act as far as could be done by 
its repeal and by new legislation. Inexplicably to me, unless it be 
attributed to a want of information touching either the repealing act 
or the act sought to be repealed, I was an by dilatory motions 
until many members friendly to the bill, but deeply interested in other 
important legislation then pressing upon the attention of the House! 
were induced to deny the subject consideration and the repealing act 
was sent to the Calendar to die. We are Toy Le ae ae 
the session, without time to consider with anything like d i 
bills appropriating millions of money. It is profitless to criticise now 
this character of legislation or the reasons that have made it necessary! 
It is ge, eee know that no honest Representative can approve it or 
FFT 

n this condition of things no can be entertained of correcting 
the evils flowing from the act of July 4, 1884, so justly criticised in 
the article just read. But I do not intend that this House shall close 
its labors until I shall have laid bare before the country the history of 
the legislation referred to in that article. 

On the 20th of June, 1878, Congress passed an act regulating the fees 
of claim agents and attorneys in pension cases. It fixed the fee at $10 
in all cases, and made it payable at any time, leaving the attorney to 
collect his fee in his own way. Under this law grew up a system of 
impositions, frauds, and villainies, difficult to believe and hard to de- 
scribe. Claims utterly worthless, with no semblance of justice, were 
trumped up and filed, the attorney of course demanding and taking 
whatever he could get. Flaming advertisements were made the means 
of inducing the ignorant and unwary to send forward their claims and 
one, two, or five dollars as they could raise or afford. 

Ex-Commissioner Dudley, upon whose testimony I hope, in view of 
recent events, I may not have to rely for much that I say, testified be- 
fore the Committee on the Payment of Pensions, Bounty, and Back- 
Pay, of which I am a member, that in point of fact, agents of this 
character filed a great many cases for confederate soldiers. They would 
file a case for anybody that they could getto make a claim, their ob- 
ject being merely to get the $10.” 

His testimony was corroborated by the Secretary of the Interior, 
when a witness before our committee. 

The effect of all this was to choke the Pension Office. It could not 
cope with the flood of false and fraudulent claims that came in. It 
also tended to drive reputable attorneys from the business. i 

Our committee set to work early in the last session to correct this 
evil. Aided by the Commissioner of Pensions and some reputable attor- 
neys of this city we took proof and examined carefully into the whole 
subject. As the result we formulated a bill which met the approba- 
tion of this House almost without a dissenting vote. It passed as an 
amendment to the pension appropriation bill of last session. Under 
the rules of the Senate it was stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. Speaker, that bill met substantially the approbation of the then 
Commissioner of Pensions, as his testimony will show; and at least one 
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mutable attorney of this city, claiming to represent partially at least 
the e element of his profession, conceded that it was all that 
could be reasonably hoped for, and seemed satisfied. But there was 
one man at least who was not satisfied. He was a pension attorney. 
He controlled the largest pension business in this city or any other. 
He has according to his own testimony between 125,000 and 150,000 
claims, good, bad, and indifferent. He was the owner of the National 
Tribune, a newspaper published in this city with a circulation of 112,000 
devoted, if he is to be believed, to historical questions 

and to the interests of the soldiers.’’ He is reputed to be and to 
have made it in the pension business. He was interested, deeply in- 
in the pension legi No sooner had the Senate stricken 


terested, 
out the House amendment to the pension appropriation bill of which | presen 


I have spoken than he began his work. He began it ina business way 
like a man of experience, like a man who wanted something and was 
willing to pay for it. He employed counsel, able counsel, experienced 
lawyers and legislators, and at a cost of $3,500 to aid him in promot- 
his interests. 

Just how counsel earned the $3,500 does not appear; that he got 
value received is admitted. 

It 1 however, from the testimony, that this agent and his 
counsel upon the subcommittees of the two Houses having in 
charge the pension 


sonst Cpa cod asters fate i 
ex parte i wan it appears eè bi 
advocated the Secretary recommended to the committees of the 
it became a law on the 4th day of July, 1884. It is 
that the bill as it never saw the light in either House 
came in on a report during the last days of the 
so far as I know, passed without any member of Con- 
ex the conference committees being aware that it was not 
amendment which had the House. Such is the 
and history of the passage of the act of July 4, 1884. 

the investigation does not warrant the slightest belief 
wrong was intended by the committees of conference. I 
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N was not voluntary on their part. 
all complicity in T 


it, meaning the act of July 4, 1884, which was the bill the Secretary 
had recommended. Sir, it is highky probable that the pension attor- 
ney knew in advance what the 's views on the subject were, 
for it appears in proof that while in the Senate he was on the Pension 
Committee and had favored substantially the same bill without some 
of the most obnoxious features of this one. 


be satisfied. Mr. S. it is to be regretted that truth demands that 
I shall disclose er chapter of the history of this act; and in doing 
80 I shall rely on the testimony of two witnesses only, namely, the As- 
sistant of the Interior, Mr. Joslyn, and George E. Lemon. 
It will be remembered in this connection that under the regulations of 
the Interior t all matters touching pensions were referred to 
the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, and that he decided all appeals 
from the Commissioner of Pensions, and, in a word, had supervisory ju- 
risdiction over that bureau. The Secretary often signed the orders and 
decisions, but he did so in a perfunctory way, without question, 
ne upon the Assistant Secretary for the correct management of that 
u 


It appears from the evidence of the Assistant Secretary and George 
E. Lemon that for a long time prior to the of the act of July 
4, 1884, a firm of attorneys, which we will call, for convenience, The 
Fitzgeralds,’’ for reasons not important to this discussion, had been sus- 

ed from practice in pension cases; that they controlled a very 
business, say from 35,000 to 75,000 cases, good, bad, and indiffer- 

ent; that a large part of this business affecting the interests of their 
clients was absolutely blocked in the Department, all of it perhaps im- 
pries, and the Pension Bureau greatly embarrassed thereby. George 
> Lemon had for months been negotiating for the purchase of this 


usiness. 

One of the obstacles to the purchase was the fact that the Fitzger- 
alds’’ were suspended, and the practice of the Department was not to 
ize the purchaser of the business of a suspended attorney. Upon 


recognize the pu 
just what principle of law or common sense this practice was made to 


rest it would puzzle a lawyer to tell. But it is nevertheless true, and 
the Assistant Secretary, Mr. J 1 that Fitzgerald was restored 
to practice that he might sell to 


the contradiction. The order was made on the 16th of June. The bills 
sent to the Secretary by the subcommittees were sent on the 9th of 
June, and on the day following the restoration of Fitzgerald the Secre- 
tary sent the bill he recommended to the subcommittees, which ten 
days later was favorably reported from the conference committees of the 
two Houses, and became a law July 4 following. 

While the subject was under consideration Lemon and his attorney 
appeared and presented their objections to the House amendment and 
ted their own views. When the Secretary had decided the mat- 
ter and sent the bill to the subcommittee Lemon called again and the 
Secretary says he thinks he gave hima draft of the bill. The Assistant 
Secretary must have known what had been done. He does not admit 
it nor deny it, but rather evadesit. But the Fitzgeralds were in 
darkness, total darkness, of all that was going on. On the 20th of 
June that order restoring ‘‘the Fitzgeralds was published by the 
Commissioner of Pensions. Then they could sell. What followed? 

On the 24th of June the Fitzgeralds’’ with Lemon upon 
terms of sale, and a written memorandum was made and in the 
hands of an attorney to prepare the papers. The papers were not ready 
for execution until the evening of the 26th, the very day the Secretary’s 
bill was agreed upon in ference; for it was reported to the two 
Houses on the morning of the 27th of June. I quote the testimony of 
Mr. Lemon, in response to questions put by myself, on this point: 

Since that law was have not increased your business? 
2 No; I do not R pane any á 


80. 
Q. Have you not made purchases of claims from other pension agents? 
A. No, sir; I have refused a large number of cases since the passage of that 


W. 
Q. About the time of the passage of the law, or just before it, did you not buy 
out the business of other firms here? . 

A. Yes; I did last June, and I am sorry that I did so. 

Q. Was that before or after the passage of the law? 

A. It was before the of the law. 

Q. How long before passage of the law? 
purchase took effect on the 24th day of June, 1834, and the law 
gods roved on July 4. 

. 8 act referred to was at the time you made this 
eee ‘whether in the House, or in the Senate, or in the conference commit- 


A. I think it was in conference committee. I am not sure about that, Of 
Seeree T Rieter ait sank San POCECE at saphena TOE Sree ene Sonne” 


it. 
VTG the Senate in connection 
A. Yes, sir; on a large number of them. 


Q. Did you recommend any modification of the act as it had passed the House? 
A. Yes; because there were several features in that bill that ought never to 
have passed the House. 


True, Mr. Lemon subsequently, on page 130 of the printed evidence, 
after consulting as he says with his attorney, attempted to modify this 
evidence; but I submit its truth remains unshaken. In his efforts to 
get rid of this ing evidence he was driven to contradict the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and himself as well, where he says on page 130 
that (he first time I saw the text of this bill I saw it in the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD of June 28, 1884.“ For on page 106 the 

says that after Lemon and his attorney had a: and stated their 
views and he had considered the subject and sent his bill to the sub- 
committees, that Lemon called again, and he, the Secretary, gave him, 
— thinks, “a copy of this same draught of the bill which Isent to Mr. 

OLLETT. 

So Lemon did call and ascertain what had been done. Lemon, on 
page 130, was finally forced to admit that this sale was consummated 
on the evening of the 26th of June, between 2 and 4 o'clock, the very 
day the Teller bill was agreed on in conference, i. e., the bill of sale 
by Fitzgerald to Lemon was executed, the money paid, and the pen- 
sion cases of Fitzgerald delivered to Lemon, and the same at once taken 
to the latter’s office the very evening of the day the conference com- 
mittees of the two Houses agreed to report favorably the Teller bill. 
It is certainly true, as Mr. Lemon says, that he knew all about the 
progress of that legislation and everything concerning it.“ 

One other significant fact just here; mark it well. From the 24th 
to the 26th of June, the time when this sale was being consummated, 
the Fitzgeralds’ mail, by a written agreement then on file in the post- 
office of this city, was tied up, to be delivered to Lemon when the sale 
was consummated. How cunningly devised was this scheme; the pre- 
tense was that the purchaser was entitled to everything going through 
the mail to Fi d after the 24th of June. Truly were the Fitz- 
geralds in the dark. Even the ordinary channels of information had 
been shrewdly closed to them. They had agreed to sell and further 
information on the pension business did not interest them. They 
awaited calmly the consummation of their contract, no doubt glad of 
the promised reliefa sale would bring. If any one enjoys human 

isery, let him read the evidence of George E, Lemon, on pages 130 
to 137 inclusive, where he tries to defend his conduct and reconcile it 
with the principles of honesty and sound morals. He presents at once 
a shameful and a shameless spectacle. 

But this is not all. Thestory does not stop here. On page 134 Mr. 


} 
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Lemon testifies that the execution of the contracts by the Fitzgeralds 
and the payment of the money to them occurred ced 2 and 4 o'clock 
on the evening of the 26th of June; that he had ordered the wagons to 
be on hand, and they were ready at Fitzgerald’s office. Even this pre- 
caution was had. Why this indecent haste? He knew, Mr. Speaker, 
the importance of fastening his clutches upon Fitzgerald’s business be- 
fore the industrious newspaper men had sent their morning editions to 
every breakfast table. He was a newspaper man himself—the propri- 
etor of a newspaper devoted ‘‘to historical questions and the interests 
of the soldiers.“ 

Sure enough, the Star of this city, next day, gave notice that the con- 
ference committees had to report favorably the Secretary’s bill. 
Lemon testifies to this himself, on page 130, and I presume that is true. 
How he must have chuckled over the success of his work on the morn- 
ing of the 27thof June, Thousands had slipped from the Fitzgeralds 
into his pockets, as cleverly as if done by the trick of a juggler. What 
honest man can suppress the hope that in some way he may be brought 
to understand that nothing is so foolish as cunning ?’’ 

But, Mr. Speaker, one step further. On the very day of this sale, 
or 4 o'clock, when the Departments close, Mr. Joslyn, the Assist- 
ant Secretary of the Interior, atthe solicitation of Lemon, prepared and 
the Secretary signed and issued this order: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERI 
Washington, June 20, 1.1884 
Sin: ke is transmitted to you a an W. 2 attorney from N. W. Fitzgerald. 
N. W. Fi rald & Co., S. C. Fitzge W. T. Fitzgerald, to George E. 
Lemon, — a letter „ said parties and firm as pension attorneys, 
which, under the circumstances and the good standing of George E. Lemon, are 


proved m 
mc nga 83 E. 1 as * in all caa hereto- 
ATA partion firm, according terms of the papers 
— w With y me 


* * * 


And in . 3 ee eee vou 
such contracts as they may make touching attorneys’ fees, Ko. It is eth eee 
whether the attorneys’ fees are paid to the original or substituted attorney, pro- 
vided only one paymen' tis made b by the Init States pension agent. 0 


vats 8 
The COMMISSIONER OF PENSIONS. 


Here is the contract, or the paper referred to in that order or letter 
xi Secretary: 


II. M. TELLER, Secretary. 


made and entered into at Washington, District of Colum- 
“tia or Sele polite res pw of J zens A.D. 1 25 Drs and between Geo: E. 
pare and W. T. Fi rald, N. W. Fitzgerald, and 
N. W. Fitepersta & Con, ot W — * the second part, witn esseth : 
That for and in consideration of $10,000, oe isto be paid immediately upon 
the issuing of an Er aA byt he Secretary of the 1 said Lemon 
as the substitute of the parties of the second part in eee Gar De. 
partment, the said parties of the second part, and each of them, hereby assigns, 
NN and conveys to said Lemon all the claim and 1 business, together with 
shi poa ith 5 9 — yr wed x f thi ieit es ist as ae EDADA 
r W. © types and forms of the mailing o newspaper 
ea ag the Lge dc saa ä r oe the por} o 
p ons, and s ni ee an 
E retain =~ ees oree This transfer incl 
ce, letters, and books, with 
„and all office 8 but no walnut desks; also, all pigeon- 


property taken, destroyed, y the one and. in fact, all claims 
whatsoever their nature, filed with either of tis integrons xecutive Departments 
— oe Government, pending or settled; and al prodeje have been or are 
before Congress or the courts, NAi all other matters of business 
— the F. 5 whenever the parties of the second part or either 
of them are or may be atto 
It covers and includes — as well as unsettled claims, claims hereafter to 
be filed, as well as cases already filed, and gives to said Lemon full ownership 
of, and right to collect and retain whatever fees remain due and unpaid on cases 
heretofore settled; and the better to enable said Lemon to receive through the 
mail mail matter addressed to the parties of the second 
the business hereby transferred, the = of the secon: covenant, 
agree, and order that all mail matter addressed to them, or php of them, or to 
the W. m World or to the Citizen Soldier or to the Pherae World 
and Citizen Soldier within the next eighteen mon thereafter until we 
order, shall be delivered to said Lemon and may be opened By him. 
Money due for advertising al done in the said newspaper remains the 
Pomon ast the panos of the secon and is to be paid over to them by said 
mon as fast as collected, above roti ereo. Hp collecting the same; but money 
become due for future advertisi d paper, as well as money due or to 
—.— due for subscription to — ere to be the property of said Lemon. 
And the ies of the second part jointly and severally covenant and 
for himself, his heirs, and legal representatives that cach of them will, on, RoR 
ever by said Lemon requested so to do, indorse sans recours drafts, pos- 
tal, or express-money orders, issued in payment of fees in the matters herein 
mentioned, and will execute such other and further instruments of writing as 
may be found proper and necessary in the process of the prosecution of said 
cases to enable said Lemon to fully represent the same as attorney, and to cash 
and realize the fees arising therefrom, and spew 3 will not in any manner 
attempt to revoke the power of substitution them to said on in 
eaid cases, or in any manner limit or disturb t coe fer and sale hereby made; 
or re-engage in the business of prosecuting claims, or soliciting patents of the 
Government or publishing a soldiers’ pathy ent “and that after pana eighteen 
months and the resum aption of their mail by them they will promptly send to 
= ee such of said mail as may pertain in any wise to the business hereby 


2 on his part, stipulates and agrees, that upon the issuing 
of an order by the Secretary of the Interior reongnising him as the substitute of 


8 ae rtaining to 


the parties of the second part, as herein contemplated, he will to them in 
cash the said sum of $10,000. Ne were 
It is expressly understood and as a part of this contract, that said 


— whatever, or . 


eee n, D. C., this 24th day of June, 1884, 
GEORGE E. LEMON. 
N. W. FITZGERALD, 
N. W. FITZGERALD & 00. 
WASHINGTON WORLD AND CrrizEN-SOLDIER, 
8. as . 
, 


T. FITZGERA. 
By Be. FITZGERALD, his Attorney. 
Attest: 
J. W. Surrn. 
CHARLES W. SACKVILLE. 


DISTRICT oF ees 
and County of Washington: 
On this 2th ara of 8 oy personally before me e Coos = 
ld, of N. W. Fitzgerald 


Lemon, N. W. F ee 
Fitzgerald, for Bazar as eee me ig W. T. Fitzgerald, and . 
the foregoing contract, power of substitution an to be the voluntary 


d ati 
„F anidof itis aaid fiom and a the said W. T. Fitz- 
gerald for the parposes herein stated. 
eee my and seal at Washington, D. C., the day and year first above 


M. M. ROHRER, 
Notary Public. 

In view of the circumstances these are remarkable documents. 
Lemon went alone when he got this order. Itdoes not appear that he 
had ever previously mentioned the order to the Assistant nor 
does it appear that the Secretary had known the pendency of negotia- 
tions for Lemon’s of Fitzgerald’s business. But the Assistant 
Secretary knew it, for he testifies Fitzgerald was restored to practice 
that he might make the sale. Whatever may be the truth of this, Lemon 
ze | got the order, and when he got it the contract referred to in it was not 
drafted. It was then in process of being drafted. - Neither the Secre- 
. ever seen it. This is admitted by 

m all. 

Mr. Speaker, the haste was indecent, and the order in full keeping 
with the other facts I have detailed touching this scheme. It was quick 
oe There was no departmental red tape about it. 

ut 
If it were done, when tis d A 
Ae e 

For if not done quickly, if delayed a day, or two days at most, the 
world could have knownof the agreement by the conference committee 
to report the act of July 4, 1884, to which the attention of Congress 
might have been particularly called, and the bill defeated, or the au- 
thority of the Secretary invoked to defeat this frandulent scheme. 

I leave the Assistant and Mr, Lemon, and his attorneys too, 
where the facts leave them, and without comment. 

It does appear, from the Secretary's evidence, that while he signed 
the order referred to he relied on his assistant and knew nothing of 
what lay beneath the order he was induced to sanction. 

Mr. Speaker, in these facts is to be found the interest of George E. 
Lemon in the of the act of July 4, 1884. Truly is he the sol- 
dier’s friend. Indeed, he is himself an old soldier.” 

It did not take long, Mr. Speaker, for this extraordinary order of the 
Secretary, when applied to the billof sale from Fitzgerald to Lemon, 
to get the Pension Office in hot water, as this correspondence will show: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION le 
Washington, 


“eed 14, 
Sm: Referring to your letter of Shige eee. mo, transmitting the 
torney from N. W. Fitzgerald, N Lade & Co. S. O. 9 — and W. T. 
Hen — to George E Lee. h have honor to invite your attention to the 
following 


1. In many instances the claimants object to the transfer, and desire to select 
. own agent, or prosecute their claims without such aid. 
2. It appears in many claims that the Messrs. Fi 
roar Sear pa in part or in full, ty wherein there is not! 
y other agent to do, the claims being complete at the date of the Is 
it t intended, as is ge Mr. Lemon, that he should be recognized in despite of 
he expressed e claimants,. and is it your intention t that in the second 
Das of claims e that Mr. Lemon is to papens mere notwi 
the claim is complete and the claimant has paid Siom peir & Co.? 

This letter is written in pursuance of our conve: m of Friday last. in order 
that a full a Singin of your views upon the subject may be given for the guid- 
ance s the o 

Very n 


Hon. H. M. TELLER, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


W. W. DUDLEY, Commissioner. 


Order 103.) DEPARTMENT OF THE a ier PENSION 9 
‘ashington, D. C., July 30, 

The following instructions of the honorable roca of the 17th instant, in 
regard to payment of fees and fer of business by one attorney to another, 
are pi for the information and guidance of the office. 

W. W. DUDLEY, Commissioner. 

Sin: I have yours of the 14th instant concerning the collection of attorneys’ 
fees in case of the assignment of business by one attorney to another. It was 
not my intention in allowing one attorney to transfer his business to another to 
aiw soa er fees to be collected for work completed and when the fee had 

In all cases where the work is but partially completed it will be im- 
posible to determine what ought to be pot to the new attorney, and I must, 
refore, leave the fee to be paid as the directs. 


Ifan attorney who has partially completed the work of a pension case and re 
ceived his pay therefor, in whole or in part, refuses to comophet 


te the work so be 
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m, he can not be compelled to do so, although for such 
CCC 0 Dapertsgans ie precio 1 
com 0 or u or 80. e 
8 ä the claimant is not bound to the 


as- 
signee as his attorney; he may employ other persons to present claim, and 
the assignee so receiving ihe papers of claimant from the former attorney will 
be rey by the 5 turn over to such claimant, 

and all papers in his belonging to such claimant. Bu 

I veeneiias: the amigoooss attorney, then he is bound to pay to 
such attorney the legal fee for his services, unless an agreement shall le 
between the claimant and the assignee for afee less than that established by law. 
è When the claimant has paid a portion only of the fee allowed by law, and 
only a portion of the work necessary to secure the pension has been performed 
by the attorney, it would seem to be but just that the assignee should be paid 
only for the work done by him; but it is impossible to determine the amount 

ought to be paid for the services rendered by such 

Isee no way but to allow the assignee to receive pay in 
required to do substantial service to his client. He should not be allowed to 
render service simply as a means of meine a charge in cases completed by the 
assignor. Whenever the claimant has paid nothing, as I have before he 
should be ee to pay the assignee whether he has rendered service or not, 
because the former attorney or assignor has made the last attorney or assignee 
his agent to collect such fee. The assignment of claims held by one attorney 
and in an incompleted state should not be allowed, except in such cases as a: 


ee, and, therefore, 
cases where he is 


pear to the De: nt to be necessary to the proper conduct of such cases in 
the * of the Pn 
ery respec y. 
f II. M. TELLER, Secretary. 
Hon. W. W. DUDLEY, 
Commissioner of Pensions, 


This letter of explanation needs explanation. It is as clear as mud. 
The Assistant Secretary so found it when he tried and failed to explain 
it. 'The Commissioner of Pensions, Mr. Clark, tried it and he failed to 
make it very clear, and differed widely with the Assistant Secretary as 
to what the Secretary intended. The Secretary constrned it to his en- 
tire satisfaction; but it would have been more creditable to his clever 
capabilities and amiable character if he had modestly declined. 

I am not disposed to follow this branch of the subject further. One 
must read the evidence to enjoy the confusion of ideas that prevailed 
when the committee were seeking light on this transfer and these or- 
ders, 

It is enough to say that the Department had never before denied a 
claimant under similar circumstances the right to select his own at- 


torney. 

I have recited these facts for a twofold purpose: First, to put the 
country upon notice how disinterested and tender is the affection of the 
chief ion attorney of this city for the soldier, and to gratuitously 
farnish him an article of an historical nature, which the 112,000 
subscribers of his newspaper will read with some interest perhaps, if 
not with pleasure. Of course nothing of interest to the soldiers or 
historical in its nature“ will escape so enterprising a gentleman and 
disinterested s seh thropist as he. 

In the second place, recital demonstrates how easy it is for us, 
in the faithful discharge of public duty, to innocently be made the in- 
struments of the grossest wrong toward those we are bound by every 
principle of justice and fair dealing to protect. 

I now turn to the act of July 4, 1884, that I may point out the ini- 

uitous tion of that law, and how Lemon profited by it. When 
that act e a law there was on file in the Pension Office about 
300,000 cases. These cases had been filed under the act of 1870 and 
the act of June,20, 1878. A very large number had been filed under 
the latter act, the fee allowed being $10, and the attorney compelled to 
collect the fee as he could. Many of the fees in these cases had been 
paid in full; some, perhaps almost all, in part. The attorneys had 
taken these claims under existing laws and to do the work for 
that sum or less. The law forbade a greater fee than $10, and a contract 
for a greater sum would have been void. 

In thousands of cases the work had been substantially done; in many 
instances decisions had been made and nothing left but for the Secre- 
tary to sign the certificates of allowance. In many cases under the lat- 
ter act the certificates had been signed by the Secretary and the claim- 
ant had been drawing the pension for years, but in many instances had 
not paid all the attorney fees. The De t took no notice of the 
fees under the act of 1878, and its records showed nothing upon that 
subject, The certificate or check was given to the claimant and the 
Department had nothing to do with attorney fees. That was a mat- 
ter for the attorney and his client to settle. 

Such was the condition of things when the act of July 4, 1884, went 
into effect. 

‘That act so changed the law as to allow an increase of fee of $15 in 
all cases ding, as well as to be thereafter filed, and it made it the 
duty of the Government to collect out of the first installment due the 
claimant all the fee not then paid in all cases disposed of or to be dis- 
posed of and to pay the same to the attorneys of record. 

True, the additional $15 could only be paid to the attorney when he 
procured a contract from his client to that effect. True, also, by the 
terms of the act the client could not be compelled to execute it; but 
one needs only to read the evidence to see to what duress these poor 
and helpless people were subjected to procure these contracts. The 
law went into effect July 4, 1884. On January 15 following Lemon 
testified (see page 20) that he had secured 25,000 of the contracts. As- 
suming these 25,000 claims will be allowed, his clear profit at $15 a 
case is $375,000. 


I hold, Mr. Speaker, that every one of these contracts is void for want 
of consideration. If I agree to defend a suit for you or to build you a 
house for a thousand dollars, and the work is begun and you come to 
me and without any new undertaking moving from me simply promise 
me a thousand dollars additional when I get through, the promise is 
void and you can not enforce it in a court of justice. It is just as void 
as if standing in my place I promise without consideration to give you 
my homestead to-morrow and execute to you a deed for it. There is 
no consideration to support the promise, and yet the Department has 
recognized this law and these contracts and has already paid out many 
thousands of dollars to pension agents, taken from the claimants who 
not only needed it but were justly entitled to it. How they procured 
these contracts may meseen by reading these circulars: 

POSTAL CARD. 

(Address :) Mrs. Geo. A. Matchett, Marietta, Ohio. 


Memorandum from George E. Lemon, counselor at law and solicitor of patents 
and claims, 615 Fifteenth street N. W., Washington, D. C., P. O. Drawer 325. 


Why do you not execute and return the articles of t or state your 
reasons for not dojngse? Very few of my clients have failed to execute the con- 
tracts as authorized by law. 

Please comply with my request by promptly executing both ofthe articles of 
agreement, return them to me at once. 

Let me hear from you by return mail, and oblige, 

GEORGE E. LEMON. 


Q. Is this 3 another card to witness] another of those circulars? 
A. Yes; that postal card must have been sent from the office; but we make a 
distinction between postal cards and circulars, 


The card was put in evidence, and isas follows: 


POSTAL CARD. 
(Address:) Mr, William II. Raynor, Freeport, Queens County, N. Y. 


Memorandum from George E. Lemon, counselor at law and solicitor of patents 
and claims, 615 Fifleenth street, N. W., Washington, D. C., P. O. drawer —. 


All the papers in your pension case were transferred to me by Fitzgerald & 
Oo., and with the approval of the honorable the Secretary of the Interior, as you 
have heretofore been notified. 

You have as yet failed to execute and return the articles of agreement (au- 
thorized by law) which I sent you some time ago. Why have you not returned 
them? Both ofthe articles should be executed and returned to me. 

Please attend to this at once, and let me hear from you by return mail. 


Very respectfully, 
sie 7 GEORGE E. LEMON. 
The chairman also put in evidence the following cards: 
POSTAL CARD, 
(Address:) Humphrey Burfield, Layman, Washington County, Ohio. 


Why have you failed to execute the agreements which I sent you as to the fee 
authorized by law? They are the forms approved by the Department. Both 
articles should be executed and returned to me at once to be filed in the Pension 
Office. No fee can be paid me unless the Commissioner so directs. Please do 
this without delay. See circular and copy of the law sent you. 


Yours, truly, 
A. W. McCORMICE, 
CINCINNATI, OHIO, January, 1885, 


Remember, both fee ements,” inclosed herewith, must be executed and 
returned promptly to us, in accordance with the requirements of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions. 


V. respectfully, 
ba d SOULE & co. 

Blogs are samples of their methods of procuring contracts under this 

W. 
Who will say that there is no duress and no wrong in this? Who 
will stand up and defend this wrong? Who, with a knowledge of 
the facts, would have filibustered to defeat the consideration of a bill 
to re this act and restore the pension claimants to their rights? 
Mr. Speaker, I have now in my mind’s eye a man who now resides in 
my district, a man who belongs to the command of your distinguished 
colleague on this side, General WOLFORD, who has in every instance 
stood by the interests of pension claimants, and who would suffer his 
right arm amputated before he would sanction this act—a man with a 
wife and five children, a man on crutches, paralyzed from his hips down, 
and who has a claim pending for a pension. 

Let us take him as an example and assume a case of this sort. In 
his destitution and want he clings to the hope that his pension will 
come sooner or later. He has struggled and gotten all the evidence he 
could. Hescratches about and pays $2 or $3, perhaps the $10 due under 
the act of 1878. His case is ready for adjudication. It is perhaps ad- 
judicated, but the certificate not issued. Just at this juncture comes 
the act of 1884. Atonce his attorney sends one of these contracts with 
one of these circulars. Would he hesitate? He does not know the con- 
ditionofhisclaim. He reads this peremptory circular from hisattorneys. 
He says to himself: ‘‘I have done all r agreed. He ought not to de- 
mand it of me, but I am hungry and naked, my little ones are gaunt 
and cold. It will do me no good if I don’t get it soon; perhaps it will 
do them no either. If Ido not sign iat may never get it; ahalf 
loaf is better than no bread.” And he signs it and returns it. Who 
would take that money? No one, unless it be that class of lawyers— 

Who feed on crime and fatten on distress, 
And wring vile mirth from suffering’s last excess. 

No man can tell how many such cases as this have occurred. But 
suppose that contracts are obtained in the 300,000 cases now pending, 
the great majority of which sooner or later you and I know will be al- 
lowed. What does it amount to at 815 per case? The round sum of 
$4,500,000. If half are allowed, it foots $2,250,000. But this is not 


— 
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all, 


It is shown in proof, admitted by the Secretary of the Interior, 
that in cases of transfers like that of Fitzgerald to Lemon the 

can disregard the contracts between the assignor and his client and 
make a new contract and get the $26, and such has been the practice 


under this act. Read his evidence on page 120 to that effect. 
But another feature of this act is that it makes the Government take 


a large part of its force in the Pension Office from its legitimate work, 


and put it to tracing down the amount of fees paid under the act of 
1878, and to the collection of the unpaid attorney’s fees and the pay- 
ment of the same to the attorneys, and this not only in cases undis- 
posed of but in cases disposed of years before the law was passed. It 
is supposed that 5 per cent. of the office are engaged in this work, and 
it must continue while there is a case undisposed of which was filed 
under the act of 1878. 

The thing resolves itself into this: Three hundred thousand claim- 
ants are asking the Department to adjudicate their claims, now long de- 
layed because the Pension Office is behind in its work. The Depart- 
ment replies, We will do the best we can for you, but under the law 
we shall have to stop a large part of the force to collect and pay over nes 
to the attorneys who represent you; not fees which you justly owe, it 
is true, but fees which Congress has made it our duty to take kon you 
and give to them. You must wait until this can be done.“ That is 
the simple, naked truth. 

Mr. Speaker, it is due the Secretary of the Interior that while he 
frankly took upon himself the paternity of this unjust law he did not 
understand that its operation would be as I have stated, nor did he 
know that such had been the practice until his attention, while a wit- 
ness before our committee, was called to it. To be more specific, he 
did know that the act operated retroactively, so as to allow an addi- 
tional fee of $15 in all cases and to make it the duty of the Govern- 
ment to collect and pay over the attorneys’ fees in all cases not dis- 
posed of; that was enough; but he did not know that the Govern- 
ment was compelled to collect the fees in cases disposed of when the act 
went into effect. He did not know that the Government was made an 
agent at its own and the delay of other claims, to ascertain and 
collect stale attorneys’ fees from its own pensioners. 

That there may be no mistake about this I quote from the Secretary’s 
evidence—first on pages 106, 107, and 108: 


The CHAIRMAN. I think you have stated that this provision was your own 
recommendation“ that in all claims allowed since June 20, 1878, where it 2 
appear to the satisfaction of the 9 of Pensions that the fee of $1 
or any) part thereof, has not been paid, he shall cause the same to be deducted 
from Ly sone and the pension agent to pay the same to the 
torney 

The SECRETARY. Yes; that is my own recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does not that require the Government to ey. part of the 
clerical force of the Pension Office to go back over claims that have been al- 
lowed, and in which certificates had been issued, and deduct the fee from the pen- 
sion which the pensioner is already receiving? 

The Secretary, Oh, no; not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is not that the practice of the Pension Office, under it? 

The SECRETARY. If it is, it is in violations of the statute, There is no authority 
for it under that law. The law refers to cases thereafter adjudicated, I saw no 

reason why an attorney who had conducted a case successfully for a fee of $10 
should not be paid his fee by the Government the same as an attorney w. 
conducted one successfully for $25. Iseenonenow. I think itis in the interest 
of the administration of the Pension Office and in the interest of justice that it 
should be done. But that does not justify the Pension Office in going back and 
saying to a claimant who got his certificate last year, You owe this attorney 
gi +e = the Pension Office has given that construction to the law it has made 
a mistake, 

The CHarmMan. But the language is, that in all claims allowed since June 
20, 1878,“ where it shall appear that the fee of $10 has not been paid it shall be 
deducted from the pension. 

The SECRETARY. That eae means all cases that were allowed and the cer- 
tificates not yet issued. Cases are sometimes allowed a long time before dowd 
are finally settled. That is all that it means. That was its purpose and inten- 
tion. I do not know what the Pension Office may have done under it. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have read the testimony of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions before the committec, have you not? 

The SrecreTrary. Not on that point. My attention was 7 2 to it. 1 
never heard it said before that such a construction could be m the law. 
Certainly that was not my intention, and that is not what th the statute 


means, 

The CHarmmMan. What is endl interpretation of the statute, then? 

The SECRETARY. 8 e r in all cases allowed but not settled (for 
instance when a claim wed the certificate does not issue for some time) 
instead of issuing a check for the full amount, the pension agent shall dade 
the fee due to the we etree? But I never understood that, where a case was al- 
lowed and settled by the certificate go Be the claimant the Pension Office 
would back and deduct the attorney's 
PA nds AIRMAN. And you are not aware that this is the practice of the Pension 

Moo ? 

The Secretary. I am not aware that there ever has been such a practice. 

Certainly my attention has never been called to it. 


The CHAIRMAN. Under the law of July 4, 1884, if an attorney comes to the Pen- 
sion Office with a contract from the claimant ina claim which is Pet sree asto 
all the testimony (complete as to everything except the issue of the certificate 


he is allowed, is he not, to attach that contract to such a claim and receive $15 
N even if the full $10 fee allowed under the act of 1878 has been already 


id 
Ph 3 J should think it likely that if a claimant, before a final ad- 
jodleation of the claim, before the final determination of it (which is,as I cond 
derstand, when the certificate goes ont), sees fit to enter into a oon 
3 y him a fee of $25, the Pension Office C 

W yo vided the claimant had — any portion of the $10 fee. 

bade SA But suppose he had paid whole $10 fee? 

The SECRETARY, Then probably he might make a contract, and the Pension 
2 might pay the attorney 818 more. 

e CHAIRMAN. And that would attach, would it not, to a claim, altho 

3 Sy to all the evidence, if the certificate had not been signed by 


The SECRETARY. V. likely that is so, but I do not suppose that it would 
back to a case in w. the certificate had been si I do not su 
Pension Office would recognize a contract of that That would be the 
sx re a A i 
‘he CHAIRMAN. Yes; as to the $10 fee. In the case that I first no 
eee Now, take another class of cases where claims filed under 
the act of 1878 were not completed in the matter of 5 on which, 


under the act of 187 the whole or a part of the fee of $10 had bee: Does 
not this law permit uch cases a new contract to be filed for $25, and the whole 
Lar Edy ohn paid out of the pension ? | 


SECRETARY. Do you mean in addition to the $107 
The . In addition to the $10, or toany part 5 it that may have been 


paid. 
aa SECRETARY. I do not understand so. 
e CHAIRMAN. Do you not understand id that to be the practice of the Pension 
Often, ot any rate in cases where a new attorney has been employed? 
The SECRETARY. Very likely. When a new attorney comes in the Pension 
Office has not any control over the contract. Take the case of Mr. Fi 
his busin that Mr. Fitzgerald had eee $10 in a case, and then he turns over 
usiness to some other attorney. claimant may make a contract with 
that attorney, and, of course, the Pension A ofie could a prevent that ati 
his money. Ifthe Pension Office should undertake to do that it woul 
a to the claimant that he could not pay the proper amount that 1 he s 
OMA LAN. In such cases as I last referred to, suppose one Paene N 
substituted for another, and suj the substituted attorney obtains a * — 
for $25 in cases where the whole or r a part of the 810 fee had "bose gad: 
not the substituted a rr 
Pe, SECRETARY. That would depend upon the contract which the parties 


maie CHAIRMAN, ha mean the contract between the assignor attorney and 


Othe foomesany. N 
NN ; but the contract between the claimant and the substi- 
The substituted attorney could not receive a $25 fee unless the 
made a a aaae with him to that effect, 
if a substituted attorney makes a contract with a 
N foe tae the whole oie #25 under the law, although he had previously paid a fee 
of S16, he is allowed to receive the whole $25, is he not? 

The SECRETARY. the present act the claimant has not any right to pay 
any m to his attorney until there is a completion of the claim. Conse- 
quently, when he makes a contract he does not pay his attorney $10, and he can 
not doit, The attorney has not any tig — to take any money from the claimant 
until the completion of the case. d or Mr, Lemon makes a con- 
tract with Mr. Jones to prosecute his cies and rwards contract 
over to a Smith, there has been no money paid under that contract, and 
therefore it is impossible under this system for one attorney to milk a claimant, 
and then turn over the case to another attorney and allow to milk the claim- 
ant 228 and then the second attorney to turn it over to a new man, and so on. 

The CHAIRMAN. But where an attorney has milked a claimant under the act 
of 1878, a new attorney is now allowed under the act of 1884 to come in and milk 
him . — is he 2 1 makes a contract? 

SECRETARY. if he makes a contract. Under the old system one at- 
enay could get $10 ee of a claimant and could then throw up the case, 
away, and abandon it. The claimant would get another attorney, who would 
take another $10, and who would in vd turn go away, and so on ad infinitum, 
Now that can not be done. That is wh y I objected to the old law. It gave too 
wees: 1 portunities for fraud. 

AIRMAN. About how many claims were on file in the Pension Office on 
the men of July, 1884? 
The SECRETARY, I can not tell without a reference to the Commissioner's re- 


The CHAIRMAN, I believe there were about 300,000 cases on file. 
The SECRETARY. The . of Pensions can tell as to that. I would 

not venture to fix ot 

The CHAIRMAN, T this law which you recommended was made retro- 
active, was it not, to the extent of covering all the claims on file in the Pension 
Office that were filed under the act of 1878 

The SECRETARY. Provided that the claimant (who is supposed to have some 
sense in the matter always) saw fit to enter into a contract. 


That evidence was given on the 29th of January last. On the fol- 
lowing day (page 110) the Secretary testified as follows: 
By Mr. ROGERS: 


1 You have stated that you had received the pension appro r bill of the 

1 Tight inh when po prepared the bill which has become the law of July 4,1884. Am 
ak oe 5 9 of having received it; but, aging So m my letter to 

ue ‘"FoLLETT, I must have had it, because I say in that letter t I have seen it, 
I have no distinct recollection of having it. 
2 988 say, in answer to Mr. FOLLETT, that you have read that bill? 


8 Turn to the bottom of pa letter to Mr. FOLLETT and look at the last para- 
graph or two. Do you not find there that you slate you have given the two bills 
oeae examination ? 


A. Yes. 

Q. You were aware, then, that this bill of the House did not 8 pension 
878 at $10 fee 
per case 

A. X that is so. 
Q. 8 stated that your bill did allow contracts to be made in that class 
of cases for PARE additional fee. 

A. I not only said so, but I think the bill itself shows it. 

Did you intend that it should operate in that way when you drafted the 


? 
3 I intended that in every case which was not settled—which was still in- 
parties, if they saw fit to make a contract to give an additional 
Sis, might do so. I did that ex industria, because I believed to be in the in- 
terest of the soldier. 


Did you consult with Mr. Joslyn about your draught of the bill when it was 
under consideration, or after it was p , and before it was sent to the con- 
ference committee? 

A. I do not think I did. 
Q. Did you consult with any one else besides Mr. Lemon's attorneys, and if 


with whom? 
I did not consult with Mr. Lemon’s attorneys. we Lemon's 8 
thie bil mysel? after hearing hel seen on on ject. 
m ws on su 
Q. Without consultation with them? 


A. Without consultation with them or any one else of which I have an a 
FFF 
division, eg? Sa Lagi nage coed d even with 
PR hy | Ne r. Ingersoll, or whatever it was that 


3 


ee eee eee you received the let - 
ittee on Appropriations of the House? . 
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means of knowing. 
id you know, or have any reason to believe, that Mr. Lemon or his coun- 
conferenee 


ie 


been to see members of the ee 
appropriation 

not think I knowledge at all on the subject. I do not know 
rer knew who the members of the conference committee were, except 
r. FOLLETT. I never saw any of them. 

EPT ela Sapna ˙ mn ˙¹¹ô. oe ihe Leh Of Paes, 
A. Yes. * 

And on page 111 as follows: 
in th Mr. Fitzgerald was not reinstated until the 20th of that month. Am I right 


A. Mr. Fitzgerald was reinstated on the 16th of June. I have noticed in the 
here that the statemen: made that he on the 20th. 


re 
17 


which that time 
the letter reinstating him bears date the 16th of June. 
Mr. Rocrers. I have not seen that letter. 


‘The Secretary. I put it in yesterday. It is an error to that the reinstate- 
ment of Mr. Fitzgerald was on the 20th of June. The order of the Commissioner 
of Pensions may have been issued on that date, but action was on the 16th. 

Q. You mean to say you signed the letter for his on that day? 

A. Yes, sir. 

$ * * * * * 
hit You do not know when the fact of his reinstatement was made known to 

m? 

A. I do not know. Ofcourse I have no means of . My letter went 
to the Commissioner of Pensions of Pensions 


; but when the 
made the fact known I have no means of knowing. 

Q. You donot mean to say that Mr. Fitzgerald was notified prior to the 20th? 
A. He was not notified at all from our office. [After a whispered remark from 
7 cCammon tells me that Mr. 
the letter, or the day afterward. After I had signed 
further to do with the matter,and my mind was not 


And on page 112 the Secretary testified as follows: 
By Mr. ROGERS: 
Q. Are aware that Mr. Josiyn has testified in this case that the reason 
A te iuegerald was reinstated was that he might make the assignment to 
r. Lemon? 
A. Iam aware ofthat fact. As I stated yesterday, I think that Mr. Joslyn 
d ease; for, in the 


3 case, 
the only connection he ever had with it I know of was to write that letter 
of June 26, or rather to present it to me, because it was Mr. Dawson who wrote it. 
. Are you not mi en about Mr. Joslyn confounding the Webb case with 
the Fitzgerald case? You say that Webb assigned his business before his rein 


that he must have con- 
founded it with some other case, I think that the connection he had with 
the Fitzgerald case was to present to me the letter of the 26th of June, which 


bears his initials and which I signed. 
And on page 118, and on the same day, the Secretary. 
lows a aaa a le 
J 4; : 


‘Mr. Roeres. The proviso ‘as you see what gone before. That 
{a the object of a proviso. proviso 
20, 1878, where it shall appear to the satisfaction of the of ions 


8 ? 
The SECRETARY., I ht y that I should not so construe it. Upon 
5 now or not. But I sa, 


decting the unpaid fee of 
‘the act of 1878 the P. 
tstand 


went to that extent. 
Nr. RocErs, I will not press you, if you do not wish to interpret the act, Ipass 
as follows: “Any agent or 


There is but one fair inference fo he drawn from the Secretary’s evi- 
dence. It is clear he did not understand the bill he had recommended. 
The inference is that he, too, had been overreached. Lemon and his 
counsel had outwitted him also. 

This proviso operated against the Government and the claimants; 
the pension attorneys alone were the beneficiaries under it. It is fair 
to assume that it . Lemon ~— with emi- 
nent propriety, emulate kness temerity of the Secretary 
and acknowledge his paternity of this feature of the Secretary’s bill. 

Whatever may be the Secretary’s recollection as to the impression 
made upon him by Mr. Lemon’s attorneys, he admits he did not com- 

the effect of this provision, and not comprehending it obviously 
id not originate it. 

So outrageous did the Assistant regard this act of July 4, 
1884, as construed by the Secretary and administered by the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions that he tried hard, in the Secretary’s absence, to 
explain away its unjust operation and to fix the blame Sa the pen- 
sion officer; The Secretary was then out West, perhaps looking after 
Senatorial honors. Butwhen he returned he repudiated the Assistant 
Secretary’s explanations and constructions and substantially sustained 
the Pension Bureau in its administration of this law. 

Let any who doubts read their evidence. 

Mr. Speaker, not one of these obnoxious features which I have dis- 
cussed was found in the House amendment which was stricken out in 
the Senate, and in place of which the Teller amendment was so adroitly 
substituted in conference. Our committee had carefully avoided these 
wrongs. ‘There may have been errors in our bill, but if so they were 
our errors. We understood the bill at least, and thought it was right. 


If there were errors they favored the claimants. We were trying to do 
them justice. It was their interests we sought to promote. e bill 
we formulated twice met the approbation of this House. It met the 


approval of the Senate as a separate bill at this session. 

At this late day, and when so modified as to correct the evils of the 
act of 1884 and do justice to the nation’s pensio it has met with 
enemies on this floor, enemies willing to obstruct legislation, to defeat 
a, ideration. 


istration, to promote the efliciency of the work in the Pension Office; 
and to purify it of unworthy men. 

If those ai re duty it shall become to administer that office in fut- 
ure will go over the evidence now in print and accessible much will 
be found that will prove useful in the reorganization and purification 
of that branch of the public service. That a reorganization and purifi- 
cation are necessary there can be no doubt; that it will be done I have 
great faith. 


Interstate Commerce. 


SPEECH 


or 


HON. JAMES LAIRD. 


OF NEBRASKA, 
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 


Tuesday, December 16, 1884, 
On the bill (H. R. 5461) to establish a board of commissioners of interstate com - 
merce and to regulate such commerce. 


Mr, LAIRD said: 

Mr. SPEAKER: It must be a matter of to the members 
of this House and to the country at large that this body is about to come 
to a vote upon the measure under consideration, This is true, not only 
by reason of the im; of the subject itself, which can not be over- 
estimated, but so far as most of us are concerned, for another and a 
peculiar reason, There is 


Political hypocrites, demagogues, and Pharisees in politics—avow- 
ing themselves the only true exponents of anti 
indiscriminat 


-monopoly—have run 
all men who did not make tho 


— 
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air of October lurid with furious denunciations of the railroads. In 
their estimation no man who loved the people“ could exist other- 
wise than ina state of constant rhetorical explosion against monopolies. 
Their “ pot-soon-hot’’ hatred of “‘ corporations” found expression in 
words of great ‘‘sound and fury,” signifying nothing. 
their brief candle ont, and defeat emptied the lofty speech of hypo- 
critical profession from their lips; their hearts no longer palpitate with 
the desire of self-sacrifice; they no longer rush to ‘‘glory,’’ although 
possibly to the grave. They have lost their grip upon the wheel 
of fortune and must grovel on until another election gives them oppor- 
tunity and license to practice their political three-card-monte schemes 
upon the people. 

All honest men, here to do their duty without fear, favor, or hope 
of reward, who do not look over eee, proes, 3 fol 
their recompense in the unassuming greatness of duty done, wi i 
this opportunity to record themselves for the one or the other of these 
bills with great joy, and they will greet * of the measure re- 
ceiving their support, possibly the passage of either, as the triumph of 
a cause none the less dear to them because they have come to its sup- 
port through the doubt of well-meaning men, the misconstruction of 
fools and fanatics, and the ‘‘ slings and arrows of a misguided or an 
hireling press. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. to confound with frauds and fa- 
natics that large and respectable class of my fellow-citizens who, in their 
zeal for railroad 1 tion, have found fault with all political par- 
ties and have withdrawn from them. The disinterestedness of their 
action proves the worth of their motives. Their efforts to accomplish 
the great work of the regulation of the railroads by means of a third 
pa wasa mistake, in my judgment, but that they were sincere in 
t I have no doubt; andsincerity, whether right or wrong, must always 
command the respect of candid men. Whatever may have been their 
opinion of the worth of the old parties and their representatives here 
assembled in this contest they must bow to the accomplished work 
and rejoice with us in the triumph of principles equally dear to all 
men; and here, if we have contended for the right, and not alone 
the advantage, does our quarrel end. 

Mr. S F gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REAGAN] to arraign the party, as a party, for 
its attitude on the general question of railroad 1 ion. In his 
remarks on this subject, to-day, that gentleman is reported as 
having read the following from the 
June 5, 1884: 

The lation of commerce with foreign nations and between the States is 
po aie fon na fateh yah tee 

I fully 3 pikern out the constitutional power of Congress over 


of railway eee is a wise and 
the all classes of the people, and we favor legisla- 
tion that will prevent unjust discrimination and — for transpor- 
tation and that shall prove to the people and to the railroads e the fair and 
equa! protection of the law, 


This done the gentleman from Texas proceeded to say: 


I commend that tom ublican friends, who are so earnestly combating 
i On hie kind If caso of thes TTT 


ts which the railroads are bound to they surely ought to 

manifest, outwardly at least, some respect for the declarations w 
their nat V 
to carry the recent clection for President ; or do they 
the understand this was simply e to deceive 

poople and cheat them out af their votes by a false pretense? I must not be 
understood as applying these remarks to Re; who are trying, in 
— Ne are, to rodeem the pl of their party to the peo- 

on su 


This puts in issue the question of what the Republican party, as a 
party, has done or attempted to do on this question and renders i 
nent a brief review of the oven’ had the legislation now under consid- 
eration, and the attitude of the Republican party toward it. 


just discriminations in favor of or against 
and places. This was referred to the Railroad and Canal Com- 
mittee, and not reported. 

The record also shows that on the 4th of December, 1 Mr. Haw- 
ley, of Illinois (Republican), introduced a bill (H. R. 143) “to regu- 
late commerce amon; several States; which was referred to the 
Railroad and Canal and not 

And it also shows that on the same . McNulta introduced a 
(H. R. 150) on the same subject, which took the same reference 
was 


boar shore abn of the United 
States and Territories“ (H. R. 871), which was referred to the Rail- 
not 


the same year, Mr. McCrary, of Iowa (Republican), reported atin, el 


The pe put | geni 
0 


ablican national platform of 


that | ject (H. R. 
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from the Railroad and Canal Committee a bill (H. R. 1012) (to regu- 
late commerce by railroads among the several States.’’ 

This bill, after being discussed in this House, passed this body on the 
26th of March, 1874, by a vote of 121 to 116. Pending its the 
tleman from Indiana (Mr. HoLmMAN—Democrat) offered a substitute, 


which provided for a board of railroad commissioners,” to be named 
by the President, who were to examine and investigate the subject and 
to prepare a schedule of rates, the party aggrieved being remitted to the 
courts to recover damages for any violation of its provisions, or for the 
violation of any provisions which the commissioners should prescribe. 
An analysis of the vote by which the previous or main question was 
ordered on the of the McCrary interstate-commerce bill shows 
that the 121 votes cast for it were Republican except 5 which were 
cast by Democrats, namely, HOLMAN, Kendall, Luttrell, Robbins, and 
Wolfe; the 115 votes cast against it were Democratic, save 36. 

The following shows the leading Republicans who advocated and 
voted for the motion, and leading Democrats who opposed and voted 
against the same: 


Ayes—Republicans. Noes—Democrats. 
J. G. Cannon. William H. Barnum. 
O. D. y James B. Beck. 
Henry L. Dawes. R. P. Bland. 
Charles Foster. L. Q. C. Lamar. 

W. P. Frye. Samuel J. Randall. 
B. F. Butler. Fernando Wood. 
James A. Garfield. S. S. Cox. 

Eugene Hale. Heister Clymer. 
George F. Hoar. John Cessna. 

G. G. Hoskins. Eppa Hunton. 

John A. Kasson. William E. Niblack. 
George W. McCrary. Clarkson N. Potter. 
G. S. Orth. Milton Sayler. 

Luke P. Poland. P. B. M. Young. 
Philetus Sawyer. 


Not only, Mr. Speaker, did the Democratic party in this House, with 
the exceptions named, do all it could to defeat the McCrary bill, but 
prior to that, during the third session of the Forty-second 
that voted almost solidly to defeat and did defeat the motion of 
Mr. Hawley (Republican), of Ilinois, to suspend the rules and a 
bill for the appointment of a board of commissioners to collect 8 
tion co e and interstate commerce. The motion was 
lost —ayes 75, all Republican; noes 98, seventy-nine of whom were Demo- 
crats. (See House proceedings of January 27,1873.) And thus was de- 
feated in this House by the votes of the party of the gentleman from Texas 
the first measure looking to some basis for the relief of the e from 
abuses of the transportation companies—a measure born of the Republi- 
can party which he here arraigns; a measure receiving its almost unani- 
mous support, and the unanimous opposition of r party. 
Thus far, at least, the ‘‘ we-are-holier-than-thou’’ assumptions of the 
gentleman for his party receive little support from the hard facts of the 


Mr. Speaker, the first bill that I have been able to discover, in a 
hasty research, introduced on this subject by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REAGAN is H. R. 674, in 1877. In the following year (1878) Mr. 
Watson (Republican), of Pennsylvania, introduced a bill on this sub- 
), which was back to the House February 26, 
1878, by the gentleman from Texas, by substitute (H. R. 3547). This 
was recommitted to the Railroad and Canal Committee and afterward 
as frig therefrom to the House May 2, 1878. This bill was 
di in the House; but it finally died on the hands of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] May 17, 1878; but not until fe had 


perti- | offered a substitute for it and had conceded in debate that— 


As between trade centers this that] bill ma H eres 
„F000 oy ofthis this} b to e tenner: 
eee to be accomplished the gentleman was to 
prevent carrying through or long-haul freights (corn, 
es ee ae ae ee ee SR a Ep 3 
(short-haul) freights at high rates. That bill was regarded as obvi- 
ously hostile to the cultural interests of the great West, and to 
have enacted it into a law t have been to reverse the beneficent 
rule of ‘‘the greatest good of the test number, and substituted 
therefor the greatest good of the least number, because west of the 
where one out of a thousand only of the producers may be 
i in cheap rates for small or parcel nine hun- 
dred and ninety-nine of that are interested in cheap long- 
haul rates on articles in bulk, such as corn, wheat, hogs, and cattle. 
In 1883 the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN ] introduced another 
bill on the subject, which was substantially the Watson (Republican) 
bill of 1878. In 1884 the gentleman from Texas [Mr. AN] re- 
CEFFFCCFCCFCCC mpi rps EO (H. 
5461), which was a substitute for sundry bills on the same subject, 
and to bill, so reported by him from the committee, he offers a sub- 
stitute known as proposed substitute for H. R. 5461. This sub- 
stantially covers the entire period of attempted railroad legislation in 
this House, from its inception in January, 1873, to the offering of the 
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last substitute by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] in this 
final session of the Forty-eighth Congress. During that time the party 
of the gentleman from Texas has been in power eight years out of the 
twelve; the gentleman himself has been in Congress ten years of that 
period. Ido not seek, Mr. Speaker, to detract from the motives nor 


the good work of the distinguished gentleman from Texas, I havea 
most profound regard for his ability, courage, and unselfishness as mani- 
fested in ten years of service dedicated to the cause of the people against 
monopolies. 

In this he has rendered a service to all parties alike, to the country 
and its institutions. I only protest when the gentleman stoops from his 
loftly place in this controversy to assail the party which more than 
any and all others has been theally of this cause, and often its leader. 
Among honest men the right and duty to regulate the transportation 
companies has never beenan issue exceptas to means. Therehas been 
no two sides to it, any more than there are two sides to the golden rule. 
Wise men and honest men have differed as to the manner of procedure, 
and they differ to-day and always will; but conceding the need of reg- 
ulation as I concede it, as without exception I believe every member 
of this House concedes it, there has never been any political differences 
on the subject, no more than there can be party differences on the 
question of the right of self-preservation. The people have never di- 
vided upon the question of the utility of the first law of nature, and 
they never will. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose at this stage of the discussion to 
do more than call attention to certain great features of the commit- 
tee’s bill and contrast them briefly with the absence of like features in 
the substitute offered therefor. 

The Reagan bill reported by the Committee on Commerce is as fol- 
lows: 


A bill to establish a board of commissioners of interstate commerce, and to 
regulate such commerce, 


Be it onacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 

ica in Congress assembled, That all charges by any person or persons engaged 

alone or associated with others in the transportation of property b road 

from one State or Territory to or through one or more other States or tories 

x the omea States, or to or from any foreign country, shall be reasonable 
for suo 

Sec. 2. That it shall be unlawful for any person or persons so engaged as afore- 
said directly or indirectly to charge to or receive from eg A 1 or persons any 
greater or less rate or amount of compensation or rewa: n is by him or them 
charged to or received from any other person or persons for like and contem- 
poraneous service in the carrying, receiving, delivering, storing, or handlin 
the same under substantially similar circumstances; and all persons en 
as aforesaid shall furnish, without discrimination, the same facilities for the 
carriage, receiving, delivery, sto „and handling of 9 of like char- 
acter carried by him or them, and U perform with equal expedition the same 
kind of services connected with the contemporaneous transportation thereof as 
aforesaid. No break, stoppage, or interruption, nor any contract, agreement, or 
understanding, shall be e to prevent the of any property from 
being and being considered as one continuous carriage in the meaning of this act, 
from the place of shipment to the place of destination, unless such sto in- 
terruption, contract, arrangement, or understanding was made in soa faith for 
some practical and necessary purpose, without any intent to avoid or interrupt 
such continuous carriage or to evade any of the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any person or ns engaged in the trans- 
portation of property as aforesaid directly or indirectly to allow any rebate, 
drawback, or other advantage in any form, upon shipments made or services 
rendered as aforesaid by him or them, which, under circumstances, are 
not allowed to all other persons, 

Sec, 4. That itshall be unlawful for any person or persons en in the car- 

, receiving, storage, or handling of property as mentioned in the first section 
of this act to enter into any combination, contract, or agreement, by changes of 
schedule, carriage in different cars, or by any other means, with intent to prevent 
the carriage of such property from being continuous from the place of shipment 
to the place of destination, whether carried on one or several railroads; and 
it shall be unlawful for any person or persons carrying property as aforesaid 
to enter into an M contract, agreement, orcombination forthe gonny of freights, 
or to pool the freights, of different and competing rail „ by dividing be- 
tween them the aggregate or net proceeds of the earnings of such rail 
any portion of them. 

EC. 5. That the provisions of this act shall apply to all property, and the re- 
ceiving, delivery, loading, unloading, handling, storing, or carriage of the same, 
on one actually or substantially continuous ee or as part of such contin- 
uous carriage, as provided for in the first section o! this act, and the compensa- 
tion therefor, whether such property be carried wholly on one railroad or partly 
on several rail „ and whether such servicesare performed or compensation 
paid or received by or to one person alone or in connection with another or 
other persons, 

Sec. 6. That any railroad company, officer of such company, or other person 
who shall violate any of the provisions of this act shall be liable to any person 
injured for the actual by such violation, which may be recov- 
ered in an nt ju lotion. The court 


„or 


oa 
State or United States court of compete 
before which any such action is tried, if it shall be found that the violation was 
willful, or continued after the notice provided by the tenth section of this act, 
shall make an allowance by way of additional costs to the party injured suffi- 
cient to cover all his counsel and attorney fees, and all expenses and disburse- 
ments in the action, including his own necessary personal expenses, 

Sro. 7. That any corporation or person violating this act is guilty of a misde- 
meanor, and subject to a fine of not exceeding $1,000 for each violation, The 
courts of the United States shall have exclusive jurisdiction of all proscutions 
arising under this section. It shall be the duty of district attorneys of the 
United States to institute and prosecute to effect criminal proceedings for all 
eg 9 The provisions of this section shall not apply to the first sec- 

on 

Sec. 8. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, three commissioners, of whom one shall be of expe- 
rience in the law and one of experience in railroad business, who shall be col- 
lectively known as the commission of interstate commerce of the United States, 
and shall be charged with the duty ofcarrying into effect the visions of this 


act in respect of in commerce. One of said commissioners shall hold 
his office for the term of two years, one for the term of four years, and the other 
for the term of six years, to be Sy egret d ed by the President, and 
thereafter said commissioners shall be appoin' 


dı 
ted for the term of six years; and 


a commissioner fe to any vacancy shall hold office for the unexpired 
term. Any one of said commissioners be removed by the President for 
cause, but not otherwise. Said commissioners shall devote their whole time 
and abilities to the duties of their office,and shall not accept or en; in any 
office or employment inconsistent with the provisions of this act. If either com- 
missioner, after his appointment, shall be, or shall become by inheritance or 
P tapered of law, pecuniarily interested in any railroad or railroad security, he 
shall, within thirty days, divest himself of such interest; and upon his failure to 
do so, or upon his voluntarily becoming interested in any such railroad or rail- 
road security, his office shatl become vacant. No commissioner shall partici- 
pate inany ring or proceeding in which he has asp A gery interest what- 
ever. Each commissioner shall receive an annual salary of $7,500, payable like 
the salaries of the judges of the courts of the United States: Provided, That be- 
fore entering upon the of their duties they shall, in addition to the 
oath required of them by law, take and subscribe to an oath that they are neither 
directly nor indirectly interested in the ownership or earnings of any railroad 
company whatsoever. 

Sec. 9. That the said commission shall exercise only the powers by this act 
conferred. Said commission may appoint a clerk, whose duty it shall be to 
keep a full and faithful record of the proceedings of said commission, and other- 
wise to assist the members thereof in the performance of their duties, and who 
shall receive an annual salary of $2,500; and also one accountant, atan annual 
salary of $2,500. The Secretary of the Interior, at the request of said commis- 
sion, may also furnish the conimission such additional clerical, engineering, ex- 
pert, or other service vty may request and he shall deem proper, Actual 
and necessary traveling and other expenses incurred by said commissioners, or 
their employés under their orders, shall be allowed them, for which vouchers 
shall be rendered. The commissioners, their experts and clerks, may pass and 
repass over any railroad engaged in in commerce free of charge, when- 
ever en, in the performance of their duties under the provisions of this 
act, but neither shall accept any other pass, gratuity, or favor whatever from 
any rail company, 

EG. 10. That any person complaining of anything done or omitted to be done 
by any railroad company or person in violation or contravention of this act 
may, in addition to the rem hereinbefore provided, apply to said commis- 
sion by 8 in writing, which shall briefly state the subject of such com- 

aint. If the petition is 15 by NES board of trade or other commercial 

v, or, when signed by an individual, if it bears the certificate of any district 
attorney of the United States, or of any district or county attorney, or officer 
. of any State or Territory, that he has examined the facts 
and in his opinion the complaint is well founded, the n is hereby re- 
uired to entertain and investigate the same. In all other cases the commis- 
on shall decide whether or not the petition ought to be proceeded with. The 
commission may, if they think fit, before requiring or ey formal pro- 
ceedings to be taken on any petition, communicate the same to the railroad com- 
pany against whom it is made, so as to afford them an opportunity of making 
such observations or taking such action thereon as they may think fit. The 
commission shall have power, and in a proper case is required; to cause a copy 
of the petition to beserved upon the railroad company complained inst, and 
to issue a notice requiring such company to sppe before commission and 
answer the said petition, The answer shal in writing. After the answer 
is filed it shall then be lawful for the commission, if it shall think fit, to direct 
prosecute, in such and by such persons or means as it shall think 
proper, all such inquiries into matters of factas may be necessary to en- 
able the commission to form a just conclusion in respect of the matters of said 
petition. All the proceed fore said commission shall be directed by and 
under general orders, which hall secure to all persons in reasonable 
notice and opportunity to b, [it shall be made to appear to the satisfac- 
tion of the commission ter’ by the testimony of witnesses or other evidence 
adduced before it, or by the report of gh e to whom the commission may 
have referred the inquiry, or any part f,that anything has been done or 
omitted to be done in contravention or violation of this act, by any railroad com- 

y or person so apon due and proper notice proceeded against, it shall be the 


Sa of such commission to make and record its report in writing in of 
any such contravention or violation of this act, which report shall comprise and 
embrace the findings of the commission upon and in respect of all questions of 


fact in issue or inyolved in such proceedings. Within a reasonable time, not to 
exceed twenty days, after such report and tindings are made by the commission, 
it shall cause a copy thereof to be served upon or delivered to the railroad com- 
pany so found to have violated this act,to which shall be appended a notice to 

issued by said commission to such company forthwith to cease and desist from 
such violation; and also to deliver to the district attorney of the United States 
for the district in which the act complained of occurred another copy of such re- 


port, findings, and notice, 
Spe. 11. t upon notice that any such railroad company has neglected or 
refused to conform to the decision of said commission, and to desist from such 


violation or contravention of thisact, it shall be the duty of such district attor- 
ney to oe ly by petition, in the name of the party ved, to the circuit court 
of the nited States for such district, for, and it shall be the duty of such court 
to grant, an order upon such railroad company to show cause why such com- 
pany should not be enjoined and restrained against the continuance of such vi- 
olation, and for such other order and relief in the premises as may be just and 
proper. For the purpose of making any order or decree in the premises, final 
or otherwise, such court shall be always open, and the day on which any such 
order or decree is made shall be a special term of such court. m the service 
and return of such order to show cause, and notice to the terested, such 
court shall proceed in a summary manner to ascertain whether the said report 
and findings are true; and whenever said court shall be of opinion that such 
company has done or is doing any act in violation or contravention of this act 
in said report and findi described, it shall so pandas: and it then shall be 
the duty of said court forthwith to issue a writ of injunction ye ee said rail- 
road company to desist from such violation, and in respect the matters in 
said report contained to conform to and obey all the provisions of said act. Such 
court may enforce obedience to any such injunction, order, or decree, by any 
rson or party, by fine, 3 for contempt, and all other means within 
ts lawful jurisdiction sitting as a court of equity. cag By pe interested to re- 
strain such violation may,on application to the court, be allowed to appear and 
be heard, by himself or counsel ; snd upon ag tomy any district attorney has 
failed in any proper case for the period of ten days to apply for such order to 
show cause, the court may permit such application to be and prosecuted 
to effect by or in behalf of any person so inte! Such court may, in its dis- 
cretion, award or deny costs to gs Ren to such 3 n any case 
where the court shall adju that violation of this act by any company has 
been willful, 1 * after notice — i 82 sout, may a 
to an rty injured such a gross sum by wa as will reimburse a! 
98 expenses, counsel fees, and Gubarsemente, to be paid by such 


in person or by attorney. 
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ice That for the purposes of this act the commission 


shall, subject as in 

act mentioned, have full power to ascertain and report upon all questions 
of fact arising under this act, and shall also have the powers following: 

2 requ may, by subpœna or order to be served by a person by them author- 


re the attendance of witnesses, and of all such persons as they think 
fit to before them, or before any person by them authorized to prosecute an 
) The: ma; uire the production of all books, papers, and documents re- 
1 to ves, lls before peers and to that end may invoke the aid of any 
court of the United States. x 
© Either of them may administer oaths and affirmations, 
14, That the principal office of the commission shall be in the 


may be ecessary. Ev fi 

missioners shall be entered of record. ecommission m 
ings in such a manner as will most conduce to the d 0 T 
justice; they may sit together or 5 and either in private or public, but 
any ng before — shall be public upon the request of either party 
thereto; and a majority of said commission may determine any question sub- 
mitted. The commission shall prescribe a railroad year, and a system of reports 
cov. said year to be rendered by railroad companies; examine the books 
and accounts of said companies at such times as may be deemed by them nec- 
essary ; see thatall United States laws relating to said companies are enforced ; 
furnish such information to the several departments of the Government, or the 

roads, in to the tariffs of fares 


conduct its proceed- 
of business and to 


they nE deem expedi 


on or 

procure the data necessary to the grad 

national 1 1 regulating interstate railroad commerce 
Sec. 15. That the Secre! 


d board of commissioners shall inquire into that method of 

management or combination known as pooling, and state the result of 

their inquiry in their first annual report, and whether, in their judgment, any, 
and if so what, legislation is expedient in relation thereto. 

SRO. „or handling 


17. That W a this act shall apply to the 5 
of property wholly within one State or at Sond and not ined for continuous 


beyond such State or Territory, or to — 3 United 
ree or a u 


e CO! the, phrases "railroad corpora- 
company shall be held to be synonymous, and to vey 
a tod, . — which either owns or operates a railroad as aforesaid, and sh 


, lessees, and trustees rating rail and all perso: 
named in the first section of this act. The word “person” in this act eindes 
plurality of persons, 3 and incorporate, and all persons in any manner 
en in interstate railway commerce in whatever capacity, Whether as princi- 

5 or employés. 

—.— 9. That od purn res arse or 80 en oe may ys necessary 2 
hereby u aes for uses and purposes for fiscal year en: 
ing June . D. 1835, and the intervening time anterior thereto. z 

This bill provides for a commission whose duty it shall be to enforce 
its provisions. 

The substitute offered for this bill by Mr. REAGAN does not provide 
for a commission. The substitute bill is as follows: 

PROPOSED SUBSTITUTE. 
To regulate interstate commerce and to prohibit unjust discriminations by com- 
mon carriers, 


Be ttenacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ee e- TPED be unlawful for any person or persons 
alone or with others in the transpo: ion of pro y by 


from one State or Territory to or through one or more other States or 
Territories of the United States, or to or from any foreign country, directly or 


indirectly to cha: to or receive from any person or persons any greater or less 
rate or amount ot ‘ht, compensation, or reward than is charged to or received 
from any other person or persons for like and 1 service in the 
carrying, receiving, delivering, scrape Par? handling of the same, All charges 
for such services shall be reasonable. all persons engaged as aforesaid shall 
furnish, without discrimination, the same facilities for the 3 receiving, 
delivery, sto: and dling of all property of like character ed by him or 
them, and perform with equal expedition the same kind of serv con- 
nected with the contemporaneous t on thereof as aforesaid. Nob: 


carriage of any property from being and bein 
àg of this 


Sxc. 2. That it shall be unlawful for my person - — 
rectly or in 


in the 
the first 


tent to carriage of such property from being continuous from the 

place o Fos separ to the place of destination, whether carried on one or sev- 

eral rai And it shall be unlawful for any person or persons carrying 

as aforesaid to enter into any contract, t, or combination for 

paid sg of freights, or to ao the freights, of erent and competing rail- 

by dividing between them the aggregate or net proceeds of the earnings 

of 1 n 9 ie 
Sec. 4. That shall un for an or persons engaged 

efits section of this act to charge 


transportation of property as provided in 
XVI—174 


or receive any greater compensation for a similaramount and kind of property, 
for carrying, receiving, storing, forwarding, or handling the same, for a abortas 
than fora boga distance on any one railroad; and the road of a corporation 
shall include all the road in use by such corporation, whether owned or oper- 
ated by it under a contract, agreement, or lease by such corporation, 

Sec. 5. That persons engaged in carrying property as provided in the first 
section of this act shall adopt and keep ee eee which shall plainly 


First. The different kinds and classes of pro} to be carried. 

Second. The different places between which such property shall be carried. 

Third. The rates of freight and prices of carriage between such es ye mo 
for all services conn with the receiving, delivery, loading, iz, 
storing, or handling the same, And the accounts for such service shall show 


what of the charges are for transportation, and what part are for loadin, 
unloading, and other terminal facilities. 555 
u 


ules may be changed from time to time as hereinafter paea 
Copies of such schedules shall be pinton in plain, type, at least the size of 
inary pica, and shall be kept painy posted for publie inspection in at least 
two places in every depot where freights are received or delivered; and no such 
ue shall eee in any particular except by the substi tion of another 
itute schedule 
to effect, and copies of which, 
printed as aforesaid, shall be posted as above provided at least five days before 
shall remain in force until another 


thirty days after the passage of act, to charge o 
— — for the carriage, receiving, delivery, loading, unloadi 


Sno. 7. That each and every act, matter, or thing in this act declared to be 
unlawful is hereby prohibited; and in case any person or persons as de- 
fined in this act, engaged as aforesaid, shall do, suffer, or permit to be eany 
act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited or forbidden, or shall omit to do any 
act, matter, or thing in this act required to be done, or shall be guilty of any 
violation of the provisions of this act, 1 or persons forfeit and 
pay to the person or persons who may there 
three times the amount of the F Ara sustain: 
ent — h th damage 

8 m jon where the or pe: g 

peten dice. or place of DOASIS, and if the court be- 


such 
ce as aforesaid, any director, officer, receiver, or trustee, of an: 
or any receiver, trustee, or person e 
receiver, trustee, or person 
ns, or 
pear, and fy and 8 
; and no claim that any such testimony or evidence might or ht not 


trial of any indictment against him. The attendance and a) 
the persons whoas aforesaid may be compelled to appear or testify 

— Ae the testimony or evidence by the same, We and the prod: n 
of ks and papers thereby, may and shall be compelled the same as in the case 
of any other witness; and in case any deposition or evidence, or the production 
of any books or papers, may be desired or required for the purpose of £ applying 

for or any such action, the same, and the production of 
may and shall be had, taken, and compelled by or before any United 
commissioner, or in any manner provided or to be provided for as to the 
taking of other depositions or evidence, or the attendance of witn or the 
— — of other books or papers in or by chapter 17 of title 13 of the Revised 
ites of the United States. No action aforesaid shall be sustained unless 


brought within one year after the cause of action shall or within one 
year after the party complaining shall have come to a know!) of his right of 
action, And as many causes of action as may accrue within the year may be 


joined in the same suit or complaint. 
Sxc,8. That any director or officer of any corporation or company acting or 


trustee, or person aforesaid, or of one of them alone, or with any other corpora- 
tion, company, person, or party, who shall willfully do, or cause or wil 

suffer or permit to be done, any act, matter, or thing in this act prohibited or 
forbidden, or who shall aid or therein, or shall willfully omit or fail to do 


d or abet any such omission or failure, or 
shall be guilty of any infraction of this act, or aid or abet therein, shall be — 7 
ofa or, and, upon conviction thereof, shall be fined not less than fi 
Sud. 9. That nothing in this act shall apply to the carriage, receiv storage 
handting, or forwarding of property wholly within ona fata, end atmo 
from or destined to some foreign country or other or Territory; nor 
it apply to property carried for the United States at lower rates o freight and 
than for the public, or to the transportation of articles free or 
at reduced rates of freight for charitable purposes, or to or from public fairs and 
expositions for exhibition. 

Sud. 10. That the words person or persons“ as used in this act, except where 
otherwise vided, shall be construed and held to mean person or persons, 
officer or ‘omens, corporation or corporations, company or companies, receiver 
or receivers, trustee or trustees, lessee or lessees, 1 or other per- 
SOT Spee SN OF REA IN ART OETA eee SOA ngs mentioned in 


The Reagan bill, by the majority of the committee, provides 
both rights and remedies. It prescribes rules of action for the railroads 
and provides a commission to enforce those rules, and it further pro- 
vides for the prosecution of any violation of the rules prescribed by the 
law or by the commission in the courts of the country and at the pub- 
lic expense. The Reagan substitute provides for no prosecution of any 
violation of its rules—neither by a commission, for which it does not 
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provide, nor in the courts of law. The committee’s bill gives affirma- 
tive relief. If the Reagan substitute gives any new relief whatever it 
is entirely abstract; and so far as any enforcement thereof is concerned 
it is passive and negative, not positive and active as it should be. 

The substitute bill provides that no interstate railroad shall charge 
or receive more from one person than from another for like service ata 
like time; that all charges shall be reasonable;“ that there shall be 
no rebates, drawbacks, or advantages in rates to any person. 

It prohibits ‘‘ pooling’? by dividing the net proceeds; makes it un- 
lawful for a railroad to charge more for a short than for a long haul; 
provides for the posting of schedules of rates and against changes thereof 
without notice; provides that for any violation of these provisions the 
guilty party shall pay therefor to the party damaged three times the 
amount of the actually sustained, and if the violation shall 
be found to have been willful, then the guilty party shall pay, as ad- 
ditional costs, asum sufficient to cover all the attorney and counsel fees 
of the opposite party. 

With 9 of the rule that no railroad shall charge more for 
a short than for a long haul of freights, and the provision concerning 
the posting of rates, the two bills are substantially alike, except in the 
remedies provided for a violation of their provisions. Aside from the 
rule of the substitute bill as to long and short haul rates, and the pro- 
vision as to public notice of the rates to be charged by any railroad, 
neither bill adds anything to the legal rights now enjoyed by the peo- 
ple before the courts under the law as it now stands. 

All the sections of substitute bill, except that as to long and short 
haul rates, are practically resolvable into the one provision of section 
1 of both bills, to wit, all charges shall be“ reasonable.“ This is no 
addition, then, to the law as already declared. See the leading cases— 
Munn vs. Illinois, 94 U. S. Supreme Court Reports, 133, and cases 
cited; also Peck vs. TheChicago and Northwestern Railroad Company, 
94 U. S. Reports 164, and cases cited. 

The substitute bill declares the law—so far so good; but it makes no 
provision for its enforcement at the public expense or through a com- 
mission. The bill reported by a majority of the Committee on Com- 
merce does both. The Reagan proposed substitute“ gives a right to 
sue—the citizen has that already; it prescribes rules of action for the 
railroads and consequences for their violation—the rules so prescribed 
already exist. The substitute says you can sue the railroad, and if 
found guilty this bill settles the rule of damages; that, too, is already 
settled. The farmers of Nebraska do not want a law that says you can 
sue a railroad. They know they have that inestimable privilegealready. 
What they want is a law which shall provide that if the railroads do 
wrong, the Government, on the complaint of the citizen, shall prose- 
cute that railroad for a redress of that wrong at its own expense. 

The right to sue and be sued the producers have too much of already. 
They sue and are sued too often to appreciate as good tidings of great 
joy“ the much too naked right“ of walking into a court of justice 
armed with the Reagan substitute bill and calling the delinquent rail- 
road to account, sustained and cheered’’ with the knowledge that 
the Congress has assured them thatif they will fight the judicial battle 
through at their own cost and nse to asuccessful termination great 
shall be their reward glad tidings of great joy” to the farmers of 
Nebraska; you can sue a railroad at your own expense, and after you 
have paid out a thousand dollars for counsel fees and expenses, and 
finally got a judgment for $10 actual damages you can recover three 
times that, $30, with the consciousness that the railroad company will 
contest the question of triple da through the triple courts and 
defeat it in the end—after the litigation has swallowed up crops, cattle, 
and the very patented earth from beneath the farmer’s feet. 

The great day of the deliverance of production from the thr uldom of 
monopolies has indeed dawned when the farmer is told that he can sue 
a railroad company. Since when could we not send ‘‘ precepts to levi- 
athan to come ashore, and since when could not our leviathan exer- 
cise his insolent privilege of not coming ashore until compelled? But the 
matter is easy, if the railroad leviathan does not come ashore and settle 
when you send him a summons, all you will have to do, dear Mr. 
Farmer, is to arm yourself with a copy of the Reagan substitute and 
go out into the legal deep after him and bring him in. But when you 

out remember you must ‘‘ paddle your own canoe.” The substitute 
Bill says to the producers of the trans-Mississippi territory, financially 
stripped naked by years of waiting for relief from unreasonable charges 
bythe corporations, Now, if you do not get what is right, go to law 
i. e., launch yourself upon the troubled waters of the legal deep with the 
right of bankrupting yourself conferred by the Reagan substitute bill 
tied about your neck like a millstone. This substitute bill, unamended 
as it stands, bids the Davids of agriculture go forth and battle with the 
Goliahs of corporate power, to the end that the Davids shall not have 
the advantage in the strife it takes their slings and stones away from 
them, and then on top of that hamstrings them lest they get away after 
the fight is over. Let us take a practical illustration: 

A farmerin Nebraska, we will say, has 500 bushels of cornor of wheat 
for market. He would have30,000 pounds for shipment or300sacks of 
100 pounds each. Suppose the railway company him 30 cents 


n hundred pounds to lay it down in Chicago, $90. Now, let us assume 
that the charge of 30 cents per hundred is excessive—extortionate, if 


you pa to the extent of say 10 cents per hundred. The ‘‘ reason- 
able” total charge would be . The would have cause to 
complain of the excess, to wit, $30. His right of action under the Rea- 

substitute bill would be to sue the e me company for damages 

r the unreasopable charge, and if he recovered, the rule of damages 
(unconstitutional, so far as the supreme court of Nebraska is concerned; 
see A., T. & N. R. R. Co. vs. Baty, 6 Nebr., 37; see same hol in Mich- 
igan, Massachusetts, and Texas; Bay City and inaw R. R. Co. vs. 
Austin, 21 Mich., 401; Lewis vs. Webb, 3Greenleaf, &c., 326; Holden vs. 
James, 11 Mass., 396; James vs. Reynolds, 2 Texas, 251) would be three 
times thirty, or ninety, dollars! Ninety dollars as the reward and as the 
result! Will Congress have done its duty by the people when it shall 
make a rehash of the common law and write it in a printed book cov- 
ered with calfskin? Will Congress have done anything when it does 
this? These rules in their substance are written on the tablets of im- 
memorial law, and are known to all men. If I hear the voice of the 
people aright it demands not rules but results. 

What the producers of this country want is not mere abstract rules 
of law declaring rights already fixed. They want the rights they already 
have—those by this substitute more plainly set forth—enforced, and 
enforced at the public expense, either by a commission, or by litiga- 
tion, or by both, but at the public expense. The Government created 
these corporations; now let it control them. What justice is there in 
locking in the millions of their ‘‘surplus(?)’’ money in idleness in the 
Treasury and bidding the people have it out“ with the railroads? 
Men who are for these people and of them, know what they want and 
can sympathize with them, know that they are sick and languish- 
ing and too poor to buy the medicine with which to heal themselves. 
Seeing them in this state, you write a recipe—a prescription—and you 
say, Go purchase the medicine and be cured.’’ There is the “‘rub;’’ 
they tell you they can not get the medicine; they are too poor; and, 
unless you will give them the medicine ean na d „Take back your pre- 
scription; take back your recipe; we can not heal ourselves with bits 
of paper marked with crooked marks. We can not protect ourselves 
with empty laws—with loud declarations of rights. The railroads, 
intrenched behind their millions, fortified in the places of power, laugh 
at and defy them, single-handed, to the legal test. 

Under the Reagan bill, asreported by the majority of the committee, 
if a farmer is wronged he takes his complaint to his State district at- 
torney, or, if more convenient, to the United States district attorney, 
who shall examine it, and if meritorious, says so; then he lays it be- 
fore the commission provided in that bill and the board prosecutes it to 
aconclusion. If he can not find an attorney he can go to any board 
of trade and get their indorsement of his complaint, or he can make 
out his statement and send it to the commission direct, and they must 
investigate it, try it, put it through the courts, bring it to a judicial 
end. This is a contest between equals, a battle for the rights of a 
man, however humble, poor, and insignificant financially, in which the 
giant of corporate power finds its match in the giant of N 8 wer, 
The government of the nation takes sides; not one man, but all men, 
for one man, speaking through the mighty potency of the Government. 
Thus by the committee’s bill the faith of the nation is pledged to see 
fair play, and blind justice need not tremble for the poor. 

Give me such a law and I can go back and face my constituents and 
feel that something has been done—that there had been a beginning 
of the end. Give me the proposed substitute bill, unless 
it be amended so as to provide for the publie prosecution of complaints 
by the people by a commission or otherwise, and I go back to my peo- 
ple feeling that this House has frittered away its time and the people’s 
demand in useless refinements of rules already in existence, in the crea- 
tion of a statutory abstraction, empty of power, utterly impotent in the 
impending legal battle which must be fought out in the courts between 
the people and the railroads, hand to hand, dollar against dollar. In 
such a battle what the people want is not an airy abstraction to stand 
by like a mythical monster and idly view the strife. They want some- 
thing which they can use, a weapon with which they can draw blood, 
judicial blood, and compel corporate respect for their rights. The rail- 
roads are not afraid of shadows; the abstractions of the common and 
statutory law granting ‘‘rights’’ to the people have confronted them 
since their creation, and they have driven on over both people and the 
laws together, making the same diabolical answer to all complaints, the 

ple” and the laws be damned.” What corporate power respects 
is not the Jaw but the power behind the law—the dollars that stand for 
its enforcement! The one bill gives this power; the proposed substi- 
tute does not. 

I am for the bill that says to the railroads, ‘* Here is a just rule; obey 
it, peaceably, if you will, and all will be right; we do not want to 
punish nor to destroy you nor even cripple you; refuse to obey it and 
we will make you do it or break you to pieces upon the wheel of liti- 
gation.” When this problem ceases to be a question between power 
and wealth (the railroads) and poverty and weakness (the producers) 
and becomes a contest between power and wealth (the corporations) 
and power, wealth, and authority (the Government), then the contest 
will end and justice will be done, and not before. 

Iam not saying, Mr. Speaker, that the committee bill is perfect. I 
hope to see it amended in some particulars; its powers should be 
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less circuitous, perhaps; but this remains of it afterall is said: it does 
provide for the prosecution of meritorious cases to a judicial conclusion, 
and this without expense tothe complainant. This the proposed sub- 
stitute does not do, and failing in this it fails to meet the demands of 
the hour. 

Mr. Speaker, permit mea word upon another feature of this discus- 
sion. It seems to be assumed here that the Reagan proposed substi- 
tute is the only measure thatis anti-monopoly; that all other measures 
are monopoly measures. Many members may propose to vote for the 
substitute because it is championed by the distinguished anti-monopo- 
list of Texas, feeling perhaps that if they follow him they are safe. 
But both bills are his; he leads both ways! The distinguished gentle- 
man is no doubt a sincere opponent of corporate abuses, but so is every 
honest man. This is not a question of leaders; it isa question of meas- 
ures. Mr. REAGAN is not the only anti-monopolist; various public men 
and o izations, investigators, and economists, not less distinguished 
for their identity with the anti-monopoly movement, have spoken and 
written on the subject, and an appeal to the record will show that Mr. 
REAGAN when he refuses to incorporate the commission system into 
his proposed substitute is decidedly out of accord with the declared 
wisdom of his anti-monopoly contemporaries. Let him add to his bill 
those provisions of the committee’s bill that provide for the prosecu- 
tions of violations of the law, civil as well as criminal, at the public ex- 

and provide for a commission to enforce such law, and I will as 
gladly support the proposed substitute“ as the committee bill, with 
the exception of one section, which it is contended will operate against 
the interests of the great West, and upon that I withhold my decision 
for further investigation. : 

Is this Reagan proposed substitute“ the great anti-monopoly meas- 
ure? If it is, why is it that the ablest individuals in the country be- 
longing to that organization refuse it the full meed of their support? 
Perhaps a portion of the public press is mistaken about this substitute. 

First. It is said that the National Board of Trade and Transporta- 
tion,“ soon to meet in Washington, will not indorse the Reagan pro- 
pon substitute,“ and yet such distinguished anti-monopolists, leaders 

fact in that movement, as A. B. Miller, F. B. Thurber, and others 
hold membership in that board. These gentlemen are said to object 
to this Reagan substitute on the grounds that while it commands rea- 
sonable” rates it fails to prescribe what rates shall bedeemed “ reason- 
able,” and they also object to this substitute because it fails to provide 
for a commission to enforce the law or the rules and regulations, 

Mr. Speaker, if there is an intelligent so-called ‘‘anti-monopoly”’ 
sentiment extant in this country, as I believe there is, it is found in 
the suggestions emanating from the National Anti-monopoly League.“ 
The founders of that organization are men of great moral worth, and 
perhaps of intellectual superiority on this question, and when such a 
man of that organization as L. E. Chittenden speaks on this subject 
you can be assured that he has given the matter careful consideration. 
He does not speak as a demagogue. And what does this league, 
through its organ, Justice, published in the city of New York, say 
about this Rea substitute? It says it ‘‘does not provide for a 
board of rail commissioners to see that its provisions are carried 
into execution, and to attend to the new and varied problems which 
are constantly arising in interstate commerce. To have such a com- 
mission seems to us equally as important as the law, and we can not 
understand why Mr. REAGAN does not join hands with Republicans 
who are free from railroad control in a commission, amend his bill so 
as to provide for a commission, and pass it.” 

Mr. Speaker, I assume that such men as L. E. Chittenden, F. B. 
Thurber, Ex-Senator Boyd, and A. B. Miller, of New York, are quite as 
good anti-monopolists as we find in Texas, Towa, Kansas, or Nebraska 
even. At all events if I were to guide my action by pure anti-monop- 
oly sentiment, undefiled and unpolluted by the greed for office or gain 
in other directions, I think I could safely follow the lead of the gentle- 
men whom I have mentioned rather than listen to political ‘‘ coyotes” 
who burrow and have holes in New York and in Nebraska. 

And on the point that a commission is necessary to enforce the pro- 
posed substitute”? the New York State Grange says the principles in 
the Reagan bill are entitled to consideration and support; they should 
be enacted into law by the Federal and State governments, and, if 
need be, enforced by railroad commissioners.“ > 


Mr. Speaker, the prominent anti- monopoly idea is enforcement 
not found in the Reagan substitute. All writers, economists, and 
thinkers on this question agree that whatever law may be passed orrules 
prescribed the ever varying attitude which commerce and railways pre- 
sent in a rapidly growing country should be under some supervision 
which shall possess within itself a deterrent power or preventive force. 
The valueof such a power is illustrated by the practical workings of the 
British railway commission. I quote from The Railroad Problem, by 
Joseph Nimmo, jr., the able Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the 
United States Treasury. Speaking of that commission, he says: 

For their third year in office the commissioners reported twenty-four ju 
ments delivered and six working agreements between companies appro H 
for their fourth year, nineteen judgments delivered and five working 
ments approved; for their fifth year, fourteen judgments delivered Sad five 
work agreements submitted for approval; for their sixth year, six jud 
ments delivered and seven working agreements oe (igh and for thelr 


seventh year (only) nine judgments delivered and six working agreements 
between companies submi for approval. 


Take, as another illustration, the comparative quiet which reigns in 
all the States in which commissions now exist, and it goes a long ways 
to prove that a national commission would accomplish like results. 

If it be said that a commission would not be able to handle all the 
cases or complaints which would arise, the answer is that as it would 
have no jurisdiction over any case save that pertaining to interstate 
commerce it might be that the number of these would not—even at the 
outset—exceed the cases which a board in any great State like New 
York has been called upon to adjudicate. Take the cases left to the 
English commission having jurisdiction of all those arising in England, 
Scotland, Ireland, and Wales, and what do we find? I quote again 
from Mr. Nimmo (supra). He says: 

The number of cases in which the powers of the commission have been in- 
voked is surprisingly few, and even of the cases actually coming before the com- 
mission a considerable proportion has merely required its informal mediato- 
rial offices in order to lead the parties in 2 to an adjustment of their differ- 
ences. The specific cases passed upon, and the general rules evolved from the 
decisions of the commissioners in pear to have been regarded b 


cases, ap 
the railroads as typical of the rules of policy which should govern them in their 
dealings with the public and to have met a cheerful acquiescence. 


This is the result of nearly forty-four years of experience and inves- 
tigation. Judge Cooley, of Michigan, in a very able article on the sub- 
ject of the importance of an umpire between the public and common 
carriers, says: 

Commissions, if not ETT E by excessive and perhaps mischievous legisla- 
tion, can proceed with deliberation and caution; they can consult and act in 
concert wherever co-operation is essential; they can deal with peculiar diffi- 
culties upon a judgmentenlightened by the special facts and uncontrolled by 
iron rules. In railroad 8 we are, as yet, only in the morning twilight; 
no expert fully masters them in all their bearings; the results are often unex- 
pected and confusing, and the highest wisdom of one year proves to be folly in 

next, = 

In his last report upon the internal commerce of the United States, 
Mr. Nimmo, concluding a dissertation on the subject of controlling 
the railways, says: 

It is not the pu to consider in this report the cular evils which ma; 
or do exist ie chia countey- aa the result of the 8 exercised by railroad 
companies, nor the measures adopted or pro: to be adopted for the pre- 
vention or correction of evils. That is ed as outside the functions of this 


office, and as being a subject which would naturally command the attention of 
a national railroad commission, 


Mr. Speaker, I have not sought to bring to bear a tithe of the val- 
uable testimony extant going to show the probable value to the peo- 
ple of a national board of railroad commissioners. One of the most 
meritorious results, in my judgment, which would flow from the crea- 
tion of such a board would be the value of the deterrent powerit would 
possess, and the fund of information that would be disseminated among 
the people, enabling them and the railways to better understand their 
mutual relations, 

Nor yet have I attempted to cover the grounds specifically which this 
railway problem presents. The subject is so complex and difficult in 
its many phases, the value of our internal commerce so great and its 
flow through well-settled channels so well fixed, that I can quite agree 
with what has been said here that we can best make some progress, but let 
our action be marked by that frugality in the exercise of power which 
experience has proved wise, in order that enterprise may not be unduly 
trammeled,’’ panics precipitated, business deranged and revolutionized. 
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